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commentary
from other pens...

Skeptics worry while
Inspectors scour Iraq

The words we choose, the path we take

It’s hard to imagine anyone whose words are more subject to inter-
national scrutiny these days than Hans Blix, chief of the U.N. team that
began searching for forbidden weapons in Iraq last week.

His judgments about what Iraq has and doesn’t have could well decide
whether there will be another war with Iraq, 12 years after the first one.

When the United Nations authorized the inspection team in 1999,
Blix’s fellow Swede Rolf Ekeus was the Clinton administration’s first
choice to lead it. But other members of the U.N. Security Council be-
lieved Ekeus had been too confrontational toward Iraq during an ear-
lier U.N. inspection effort. Blix emerged as the compromise choice.

U.S. critics worry that the retired international law expert and col-
lector of Oriental rugs lacks the steely determination required to ex-
pose the hidden weapons that the Bush administration is convinced
President Saddam Hussein possesses.

The U.N. inspectors Blix oversees are on the lookout for chemical
and biological weapons. Mohamed ElBaradei, an Egyptian who heads
the International Atomic Energy Agency, is searching for evidence of
nuclear weapons programs.

Secretary of State Colin Powell says he has confidence in both. “They
are experts in this field and they know what the Iraqis have done in the
past,” Powell told NPR News last week.

“They know how the Iraqis have deceived previous inspection regimes.
And I think both of these gentlemen want to do the best job they can be-
cause the whole world is watching this and so I think they’ll be aggressive.”

Of the two, Blix is receiving most of the attention, partly because of
his long experience with Iraq. Blix ran the IAEA for 16 years and was
considered to be tougher on North Korea than on Iraq.

Gary Milhollin, director of the Washington-based Wisconsin Project
on Nuclear Arms Control, is worried that Blix will preside over a white-
wash. He cites Blix’s record at IAEA.

“As late as 1990, the same year Iraq invaded Kuwait, Mr. Blix’s in-
spectors rated Iraq’s cooperation as ’exemplary.’ But all the while Sad-
dam was running a vast A-bomb program under their very noses,”
Milhollin wrote last week in a Wall Street Journal opinion piece.

He said some of the nuclear weapons production activities went on at
the same places that were being inspected, and were hidden with the help
of an Iraqi official who was himself a former  inspector. The weapons
infrastructure was uncovered and destroyed by U.N. inspectors years ago.

The Bush administration says the more intrusive inspections contem-
plated under the latest U.N. Security Council resolution make it more
difficult for Saddam to hide forbidden weapons.

Blix seems doubtful about one innovation in the new inspection regime:
giving the U.N. monitors the authority to interview Iraqis and their fami-
lies outside the country and away from Iraqi government observers.

“There would be great practical difficulties in using such authority,
unless there was cooperation by the Iraqi side,” Blix told the council in
October. The comment was not reassuring to U.S. officials.

The U.N. teams must report by late January on their progress in locat-
ing and destroying any Iraqi weapons forbidden under U.N. resolutions.

If they report full Iraqi cooperation and disarmament, U.N. resolu-
tions call for the Security Council to consider lifting economic sanc-
tions imposed on Iraq. If they report Iraqi resistance, the council may
debate military action to disarm Iraq.

Bush seems doubtful the Iraqis will tell much to Blix’s team. “So far,
the signs are not encouraging,” Bush said Monday.

Blix said he and ElBaradei don’t see the issue of war vs. peace as
hinging on the reports they issue.

“Our job is to report, and the decision whether there is war or peace
or reaction — that is for the council and its members,” Blix says.

He also says he is not going to let Washington push him around.
“We’re in nobody’s pockets,” he says.

EDITOR’S NOTE: George Gedda has covered foreign affairs for The
Associated Press since 1968.

Foreign leaders, Robinson said, are pointing to
the Bush administration’s heavy-handed, Big
Brother tactics at home to provide cover for their
own human rights violations: silencing dissidents,
undermining civil liberties, abandoning due pro-
cess, invading privacy, inciting violence, ordering
summary executions.

We would be seeing a very different scenario
unfold, Robinson believes, had the United States
characterized the attacks as “crimes against human-
ity.” The response could have been a worldwide
manhunt in which every country was obligated to
root out, and bring to justice, all those responsible
for planning and aiding the attack. It would have
been a prosecutorial response with at least some
accepted and recognizable rules, instead of an amor-
phous war with virtually none.

The attacks of Sept. 11 were what they were.
Words cannot change the event itself. But the words
our government consciously chose in the aftermath
of Sept. 11 determined what path we would take into
the future. “War” gives a government the opportu-
nity to cross legal and ethical lines.

It should not give citizens an excuse to tolerate
them.

Joan Ryan is a columnist for the San Francisco
Chronicle. Send comments to her e-mail at
joanryan@sfgate.com.

We often think of words as Post-it notes on the
different objects and actions in our lives: phone,
walk, book, eat. The words aren’t anything in
themselves. They simply provide — the thinking
goes — symbols of the actual objects or actions
so we can communicate about them.

This is not in the least bit true, of course, as writ-
ers and realtors can tell you. Words have artist’s
hands. They shape and color every object and ac-
tion to which we attach them. An old, cramped
house, for example, is suddenly transformed by the
words “charming” and “cozy.”

Mary Robinson has a particular sensitivity to
words. It is not just because she is from Ireland,
where she served as president from 1990 to 1997.
It is more because of what she saw and heard after
Sept. 11, as she traveled the world in her job as
United Nations high commissioner for human
rights. (She left the post in September.)

“Everything,” she says, “is justified by that T-
word.”

The T-word is terrorism.
Robinson said the United State made a danger-

ous and costly mistake by choosing the words “war
on terrorism” to frame its response to the Sept. 11
attacks.

“Calling it ‘a war on terrorism’ enriches the ter-
rorists,” said Robinson, who was in San Francisco

last week for a Global Fund for Women fund-raiser.
“It makes them freedom-fighters. It is very excit-
ing for them to be in a ‘war’ against the U.S. It’s
the wrong dynamic.”

Much more serious is the effect the U.S. “war”
has had on government leaders around the world.
They see the United States holding detainees from
Afghanistan at the naval base at Guantanamo Bay
without formal charges, trials or access to counsel.
They see the United States putting the world on
notice that the United States will enter any nation
with or without permission in pursuit of terrorists.
They hear the United States declare it will unleash
pre- emptive strikes against any country believed
to have weapons of mass destruction.

They see how the “war” has loosened the rule of
law in the United States. The government has
granted itself the powers for accessing private in-
formation of its citizens and visitors, for wiretapping
their phones, retrieving their e- mail and voice mail.

An interview with a Palestinian-American law
professor raises some interesting questions about
American policy and whether we are headed to-
ward an all-out war with Islam.

Osama bin Laden might like that, though the
result would not be pretty, and his side would not
prevail.

But while the U.S. might win an ultimate con-
frontation with the Islamic world, our might begs
the question of whether that’s where we want to
go.

We don’t really have any good reason to be at
war with Islam.

While Islam is one of the world’s great religions,
it’s a minority on the face of the earth. Muslims
deserve recognition, but they should know better
than to push for confrontation with the rest of us
that cannot be won.

The professor, L. Ali Khan of Washburn Univer-
sity, told the reporter that since he came to this
country in 1979, there has been one crisis after
another between the U.S. and Muslim countries:
the Iran hostage crisis, bombing of Libya, the
Sudan and Afghanistan, conflicts with Syria and
Iran, the Gulf War, economic sanctions, constant

fighting with Iraq, U.S. troops in the Muslim holy
land.

The U.S., with its unwavering support of Israel,
angers many Muslims, he said, making us a target
for terrorists.

“A lot of people don’t understand (that terrorists)
have no distinction between the innocent and the
guilty,” he says. “Once they declare you as an en-
emy, everyone if fair game.”

That’s quite a statement, but true nonetheless,
and nothing that should shock a nation which
bombed Germany and Japan back to the stone age.

But what does that say to us?
Are we wrong to support Israel? I don’t think so.

After the Holocaust, Jewish refugees needed
someplace to go. The Zionist movement made
sense to a horrified and guilt-ridden world.

Law professor raises questions about Iraq policy
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No one thought to ask the Palestinians, of course.
They were shoved out of their homes and into
camps, where hatred of the Jewish invaders — and
their American supporters — was allowed to fester
and swell.

And while you can’t blame displaced Jews for
wanting a home, you cannot blame Palestinians for
not wanting to lose theirs.

The concepts of equity and fair play are pretty
much lost in this argument. And we are seen by
many in the Muslim world as mindlessly backing
the Zionists.

The professor says Muslims might like to have
democracy as long as it didn’t involve the kind of
separation of church and state we have.

In other words, a Muslim democracy would be
fine as long as others weren’t included. A lot of
Americans might buy that kind of thinking, but it’s
a strange thing for a Muslim to say while living in
the U.S. and enjoying our religious freedom.

The fact is, there are more Muslims in some
American cities than in Baghdad. They are Ameri-
cans, U.S. citizens, loyal to our flag if not to the God
of our majority. And that is as is should be.

A war with Islam would not be a good thing. We’d
win, but winning isn’t everything. Our God de-
mands better of us.

And we ought, in the best of all possible worlds,
to be planning to please Him.

U.S. Sen. Pat Roberts, 302 Hart Senate Office Building, Washington D.C. 20510. (202)
224-4774

U.S. Sen. Sam Brownback, 303 Hart Senate Office Building, Washington D.C. 20510.
(202) 224-6521

U.S. Rep. Jerry Moran, 1217 Longworth House Office Building, Washington, D.C. 20510.
(202) 225-2715

State Rep. Jim Morrison, State Capitol Building Rm. 174-W, Topeka, KS 66612.  (785)
296-7676

State Sen. Stan Clark, State Capitol Building Rm. 449-N, Topeka, KS 66612.  (785) 296-
7399

Kansas Attorney General Carla J. Stovall, 301 S.W. 10th, Lower Level, Topeka, KS
66612-1597 (785) 296-3751 Fax (785) 291-3699 TTY: (785) 291-3767

where to write

from our
readers
• to the editor

Cub Scouts say thank you
To the Editor:
Cub Scouts from Goodland Pack 142 would like

to thank the community for supporting them with
their popcorn sale this year.

The pack sold $21,802 of popcorn, of which 70
percent ($15,261) stays in the Coronado Area
Council. This is the pack’s main fund raiser for the
year.

Pack 142, with over 40 youths, is sponsored by
the Methodist men.

For information about scouting in Goodland or
the popcorn sales, contact Josh Dechant,

cubmaster, at 785-899-7026 or Richard Stramel,
pack committee chairman, 785-899-6480.

Richard Stramel
Goodland


