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The two | eading M nnesota candidates for the U S. Senate have deep and abi di ng
di fferences on foreign policy issues that go far beyond their well-known
di sagreenment over Irag.

The differences start with Sen. Paul Wellstone's strong preference for
nmultilateralism While forner St. Paul Mayor Norm Col eman rejects the word
"unilateralisn to describe his position, he, |ike President Bush, is |ess
insistent that the United States act through international agreenents or
or gani zati ons.

Republ i can Col eman al so says he and Wl |l stone are at odds on the role of
mlitary mght. Col enman describes hinself as an advocate of "peace through
strength," borrowi ng a phrase often associated with Ronal d Reagan

Denocrat Wl lstone insists Coleman is mscharacterizing some of his
vot es on defense spending, but he is clearly at the dovish end of the
political spectrum

These differences were well-reflected in Coleman's support for and
Wl | stone's opposition to the resolution authorizing Bush to use force agai nst
Irag with or without U N backing. But the sane phil osophical clashes |ead
Wl I stone and Col enan to opposite conclusions on al nost every foreign policy
controversy. Here are a few specific disagreenents:

- The Kyoto Protocol to combat global warming and the treaty establishing
a permanent International Crimnal Court: Wellstone says the United States
should join these and other nultil ateral agreenments. Col eman opposes them

- Construction of a nissile defense systemand U. S. withdrawal fromthe
Anti-Ballistic Mssile Treaty with Russia: Col enman favors buil ding the system
and backs Bush's decision to withdraw fromthe ABM Treaty. Wl | stone takes the
opposite position.

- NATO expansi on: \Wel | stone opposed the |last round of expansion, in 1999,
when Pol and, Hungary and the Czech Republic joined NATO. Col eman said he woul d
have supported the expansion

- NAFTA, GATT, fast-track presidential trade authority, pernanent
normal i zed trade with China: Wellstone voted agai nst these trade agreenents.
Col eman woul d have voted for them

Worl d has shrunk

Wl | stone cones fromthe canp that enphasizes international cooperation
The worl d has shrunk to the point where "in sonme ways, every country is our
nei ghbor," he said in a recent interview The success of the war on terrorism
depends, to a high degree, on the wllingness of countries to cooperate with



Washi ngton on international police work, freezing bank assets and sharing
intelligence. Bush's goal of restraining the proliferation of weapons of nmass
destruction |ikew se depends on wi despread international cooperation
Wl | st one sai d.

A US. go-it-alone policy on Iraq, and the U S. unwillingness to join
i nternational agreements on the environnent (Kyoto) and war crines
(International Crinminal Court) sends the nessage to the world that we are not
committed to working together, which decreases their willingness to cooperate
in areas where cooperation is vital, Wellstone said.

"I"'mafraid we've gone froma situation right after 9/11, where every
other country in the world expressed such synpathy and |love for us, to a
situation where in too many cases we seemto be alone," Wl I stone said.

Critics who worry about Bush's unilateralismoften cite a docunent, the
Nati onal Security Strategy of the United States, rel eased by the Wite House
in Septenber, which is an overview of Bush's foreign policy.

The docunment argues that the Cold War doctrine of deterrence doesn't
apply to the war against terrorismand nmust be replaced by a strategy of
preenptive actions. It explicitly reserves the right to act unilaterally and
pl edges that the United States will use its mlitary superiority to "di ssuade
potential adversaries frompursuing a mlitary buil dup.”

Wel I stone called it a "very troubling docunent." Mving fromdeterrence
to preenption is "a radical doctrine, and I'"'mnot at all sure it will make the
worl d safer,” he said. If the United States announces that it is |egal and
proper to attack anyone who you think m ght soneday attack you, it m ght
enbol den such actions in the |India-Pakistan, China-Taiwan or Arab-Israel
conflicts, he said.



