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THE QUESTIONS TO ASK
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No reason now to take on Saddam

#» Too many factors argue
against American action.

By TOM ALLEN

or months, the Bush administra-
tion has suggested that the U.S. will
topple Iraq’s ruthless leader, Saddam
Hussein. The only questions have
been when and how.

Those are not the only relevant
questions.

Before we start a war, we must
first ask: What price will we pay? Will
it be worth it? The answers are not
vet clear, to me or to others. But fail-
ure to debate these questions
inureases the chances of fatal mis-
fakes. We are, moreover, a democra-
¢y, and the consent of the governed Lo
&0 to war, obtained through their
slecied representatives and senators,
iz not only constituticnaily required,
but cssential for success.

i DO NOT DOUBT that Saddam
is & mepace to the Unifed States, to
the world and to his own people, But
we face many foes, some far better
equipped to use weapons of mass
destruction against us or our allies.
S0 we mmst also ask, why focus on
Iraq now?

A realistic consideration of these
factors is sobering. Most troubling is
the risk of making matters worse.
The current justification for this war
(initial claims of Saddam’s ties to the
events of Sept. 11 have not been sub-
stantiated) is {o prevent Traq's devel
openent of nuclear weapons.

That is a rea! concern. Yet, as

dront Scoweroff, the first President
Dush's security advmor and retired
{Gen. Norman Schwarzkapf, con-
munider of the allied forces in Opera-
tow Desert Storm, have warned, by
atinching Irag we give Saddam both
ihe excuse and the incentive to use
the Biolegical and chemical weapons
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thal he already has.

Second, the human and financial
cost may be extremely high. While
our military forces are vastly superi-
or, Saddam has presumably learned
from the last war; this one will proba-
bly not be fought in the desert, but in
city streets filled with civilians, mak-
ing precision bombs useless and
casuallies high. It will cost billions {o
wage the war and hillions more to
rebuild.

Unlike other recent 1.5, military
campaigns, this time our allies
appear to have no stomach for an
invasion. We may fool the whole Lill.
More significantly, the absence of an
international coaliticn backing us up
could greatly hinder the war’s effec-
tiveness, and make it more likely that
the conflict would fuel greater hostil-
ity to the United States and instability
in moderate Muslim nations. That is
why coordination with our allies is
essential

IF WE SUCCEED in toppling
Saddam, what nexi? Can we replace
the cutrent regime with a viable
alternative that will bring stability
and peace to the region? Do we have
the resolve, as well as the vision and
capacity, to bring this about? And, as
Republican Sen. Chuck Hagel has
noted, there is no credible opposition
to Saddam in Traq.

Finally, what will a preemptive
strike in Irag, unprecedented in
American history, do to our standing
in the world and to our self-image? T
we flaunt the inlernational rule of

law, how can we expeet ﬁthers to fol-
low it? Americans, moreover, don't
think of themselves as aggressars. As
Bepublican House Majority Loader
Dick Armey said, “It would ol ke
consistent with what we have been as
a nation or what we should be as a
nation.”

War should always be the optmn of
last resort. As Vietnam veteran Hagel
said, “Many of those who want to
rush this country into war and think it
would be so quick and easy don't
know anything about war. They come
al it from an intellectual perspective
versys having sat in jungles or fox-
holes and watched their fnends get
their heads blown off” .~ -

APPARENTLY, the _admini:s.tra‘
tion has given up on alternatives to
war. There may be other ways io
ensure Irag does not become a
huclear menace. Af the least, a new
robust weapens inspection regime
should be tried through the United
Nations. Although its promises must
be viewed with suspicion, the Tragi
government, faced with this threat fo | |
its survival, recently indicated a
readiness to cooperate. ‘

"The administration’s posmon that |
“the risk of inaction is greater than
the risk of action” omits the option of
containment. While it may not be the
bold step the administration is look-
ing for, containment has a successful
track record, most notably as the pol-
icy that led to the nenviclent conclu-
sion to the Cold War. '

it credible evidence indicates that
Saddam is on the verge of using
weapons of mass destruction, milv
tary action would be justified. Hefore
we start down the road to Baghdad,
heowever, we must insist on asiing
whether this is one of those few times
when war is apgropriate,
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