No reason for war 

I don´t get it. Someone straighten me out here. George Bush, for reasons no one can fathom, decides we have to declare and wage war on Iraq, while the United States´ economy flounders, and the war on terrorism is without result for the last six months at least? 

Are 6 billion people in the world going to have to suffer the consequences of a mindless, purposeless invasion of a sovereign nation because Georgie boy wants to avenge his father´s failure to take the evildoer out, or cover his failure to win the war on terrorism, or cover the egregious doings of his crony corporate thieves, the oil barons and energy crooks? Or take our minds off the crumbling economy? 

Who is the dictator here? Saddam Hussein? Hah. This punk sociopathic despot may have a hold over his poor, impoverished people, but he´s powerless in world affairs, and he knows it. Do one bad thing, and his kingdom comes crumbling down in minutes from the most powerful nation on Earth. 

Are we going to let George Bush lead us mindlessly, without tasking him, into a war that will have shocking effects on the world at large? 

Russell H. Krauss, Nampa 

Caution about Iraq 

We cannot go to war in Iraq based on what we think Saddam Hussein is going to do. 

We are not the international thought police. Law enforcement holds to the operating principle of responding to the commission of a crime, and not to the perceived intent to commit one. Iraq is a sovereign nation and can build all the weapons it wants, just as we can and do; this violates no law and is no case for law enforcement action. 

If we are just going into Iraq as international vigilantes we should have the courage to say so. Saddam fuels our vehicles with his oil, and we fund his tyranny with our dollars; the fundamental problem is our addiction to oil. He, like bin Laden, derives his power from money, and without it he and bin Laden would be nothing more than fanatical religious fundamentalists. 

Can anybody name any other world leaders who are powerful because of oil dollars, heavily armed with weapons of mass destruction, fundamentalist, and pathetically eager to go to war? 

Eric Krueger, Eagle 

Need to know 

As an aerospace engineer, I worked for over 36 years on many highly classified military programs, some of which are still classified. 

Thus, I am familiar with the principles and rules concerning classified information. One of these concerns “the need to know.” Even if you have a high security clearance, you are not automatically privy to all classified information, even if it involves a program on which you work. However, I have seen too many instances when “security” was not used to protect vital information, but to cover up incompetence, malfeasance, or personal agendas. 

Such is the case regarding the Bush/Cheney/Rumsfeld campaign to attack Iraq. Yes, Saddam Hussein is a despot and genuine threat to peace, but that in itself does not justify a U.S. unilateral attack. If the administration has hard evidence of Iraqi weapons of mass destruction, delivery systems and plans to use them, then the time has come for the president to lay out publicly all the information. 

The American public and the world have not only a right to know, but a need to know before approving any military action. This can be done without compromising the sources of the intelligence, regardless of what the administration might claim. 

Tom Nagle, Eagle 

