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Despite the lack of a mandate from the UN Security Council, the US and the UK have decided to 

proceed independently to attack Iraq. The Pugwash Executive Committee deeply regrets this act 

of war and is very much concerned with its likely consequences. 

 

Our first concern is with the human suffering that the war will cause. The civilian population of 

Iraq will be directly exposed to the consequences of the war and will likely suffer the most. The 

destruction of the civilian infrastructure could well be devastating and require expensive 

rebuilding over many years. 

 

Our second concern is with the weakening role of international institutions in general and the 

United Nations in particular. If some Permanent Members of the Security Council decide that, 

despite rules already giving them a right to veto, the opinion of the majority of the Security 

Council need not be respected, then the role and the authority of the Security Council and of the 

UN itself becomes dubious and uncertain. The present disagreement inside the UNSC, moreover, 

induces pessimism about the concrete possibilities of an improvement in the architecture of 

international institutions. This may well foreshadow a higher occurrence of unilateral initiatives 

in the future, with uncertain consequences. 

 

The war on Iraq has been presented to the Security Council as necessary for disarming Iraq and 

enforcing Resolution 1441. But the inspectors' work has shown its effectiveness in finding 

weapons and in prompting their destruction. More time was needed to assess the net result of the 

inspectors' work, as Hans Blix and Mohamed ElBaradei repeated often. An Iraq subject to a 

possibly much larger number of inspectors would have been a country unable to keep, produce 

and stock weapons of mass destruction. 



The war on Iraq has also been presented to US and international public opinion as a preventive 

war aimed at stopping terrorism, particularly with weapons of mass destruction. The attack on 

Iraq has thus been presented as an issue of US national security, with the implication that an 

international consensus on the war itself was useful but ultimately not necessary. In reality, there 

is a general consensus that only fragmentary evidence exists of a connection between 

international terrorism and the Iraqi regime. So the war on Iraq, as part of a war against 

terrorism, becomes a preventive war to deny terrorist groups possible future connections with a 

state. In this way, the war on terrorism is transformed into an open-ended framework 

encompassing a wide range of possible military actions. Accordingly, we are deeply concerned 

about what this open-ended framework will produce in the future. 

 

Finally, the war on Iraq has been presented to international public opinion as a war aimed at 

regime change, namely, at eliminating the dictatorship of Saddam Hussein. But regime change 

has not been discussed per se at the UNSC. There is no doubt that Saddam Hussein's removal 

would be a positive event. But the questions we must ask are: which institution should be 

responsible for promoting regime change in specific countries; what are the criteria for 

promoting regime change; and how should these criteria be decided? Finally how should an 

international consensus about regime change be expressed? Failure to answer these basic 

questions opens the prospect of a world dominated more by force and anarchy than by 

international law. 

 

On a general political level, we must also emphasize that the war on Iraq is widely perceived as 

an act of Western hostility towards the Islamic world. We are very much concerned about this 

perception and are worried about the relevant consequences that may dramatically strengthen the 

wall of antagonism and resentment between the West and Arab countries and more generally the 

Islamic world. This resentment may become the source of a further deterioration in the 

international climate, of the strengthening of radical movements and groups that may degrade the 

level of democracy in many countries, as well as a renewed source of international terrorism. 

During the Cold War, Pugwash dealt with East-West antagonism by seeking to contribute to 

dialogue, disarmament and cooperation. In the same spirit, Pugwash is working, and is prepared 

to work more, on improving dialogue, cooperation and understanding between the Western and 



Islamic worlds, as well as on continuing to promote disarmament. It is for all these reasons that 

we very much regret recent developments resulting in the war on Iraq. 
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