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Canadian Media calls for Nuking Iran

By Prof Michel Chossudovsky Region: Canada
Global Research, September 08, 2006 Theme: Media Disinformation
8 September 2006 In-depth Report: IRAN: THE NEXT WAR?

A major Canadian newspaper is calling for outright nuclear attacks on Iran. (see below)

The Toronto Sun article proposes the use of tactical nuclear weapons or so-called mini-nukes
with an explosive capacity between one third to six times a Hiroshima bomb .

“Put boldly and simply, we have to drop a nuclear bomb on Iran.

Not, of course, the unleashing of full-scale thermo-nuclear war on the Persian
people, but a limited and tactical use of nuclear weapons to destroy Iran’s
military facilities and its potential nuclear arsenal. It is, sadly, the only
response that this repugnant and acutely dangerous political entity will
understand.” (Toronto sun, 2 September 2006)

The article goes beyond the usual pattern of media disinformation, which presents Iran is a

threat to global security, calling for punitive bombings pursuant to a Security Council
Resolution.

While the proposal to nuke Iran may appear outrageous, it nonetheless reflects US foreign
policy. It is consistent with US military doctrine and ongoing war plans which contemplate
the use of tactical nuclear weapons against Iran.

The nuking of Iran is viewed as a “humanitarian operation” intent upon liberating Iran from
oppression.

The objective is to build a consensus that mini nukes are actually safe for civilians and you
can use them against rogue states.

“The tragedy is that innocent people will die. But not many. Iran’s missiles and
rockets of mass destruction are guarded and maintained by men with the
highest of security clearance and thus supportive of the Tehran regime. They
are dedicated to war and, thus, will die in war.

Frankly, it would be churlish of the civilized world to deny martyrdom to those
who seem so intent on its pursuance. Most important, a limited nuclear attack
on Iran will save thousands if not millions of lives.” (ibid)

According to the Pentagon, tactical nuclear weapons “are safe for the surrounding civilian
population.” The use of nuclear weapons against Iran is part of a broad “humanitarian
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mandate” which seeks to prevent Iran from threatening the World with its own nukes, which
it does not possess.

In a recent article, Seymour Hersh (New Yorker) has suggested that the plan to nuke Iran
has recently been dropped and that instead, the administration is contemplating the use
conventional bunker bombs against Iran’s nuclear facilities. Hersh points to divisions
between Vice President Dick Cheney and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff General
Peter Pace.

According to Hersh’s assessment the use of tactical nuclear weapons directed against the
Natanz facilities is considered as “politically unacceptable” because it would “vent fatal
radiation for miles.” The Air Force now contemplates dropping large “bunker-buster” bombs
on Natanz to “generate sufficient concussive force to accomplish what a tactical nuclear
warhead would achieve, but without provoking an outcry over what would be the first use of
a nuclear weapon in a conflict since Nagasaki,”

It should be understood that even in the case of limited aerial attacks with conventional
warheads, the result would be a Chernobyl type nuclear nightmare. The destruction of Iran’s
civilian nuclear facilities would lead to the spread of nuclear radiation over a vast area.

Michel Chossudovsky, 8 September 2006
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We should nuke Iran

FANATICAL, OPPRESSIVE LEADER MAHMOUD AHMADINEJAD PROVOKES WARS AND
FINANCES TERROR

2 September 2006
By MICHAEL COREN, TORONTO SUN

It is surely obvious now to anybody with even a basic understanding of history, politics and
the nature of fascism that something revolutionary has to be done within months — if not
weeks — if we are to preserve world peace.

Put boldly and simply, we have to drop a nuclear bomb on Iran.
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Not, of course, the unleashing of full-scale thermo-nuclear war on the Persian people, but a
limited and tactical use of nuclear weapons to destroy Iran’s military facilities and its
potential nuclear arsenal. It is, sadly, the only response that this repugnant and acutely
dangerous political entity will understand.

The tragedy is that innocent people will die. But not many. Iran’s missiles and rockets of
mass destruction are guarded and maintained by men with the highest of security clearance
and thus supportive of the Tehran regime. They are dedicated to war and, thus, will die in
war.

Frankly, it would be churlish of the civilized world to deny martyrdom to those who seem so
intent on its pursuance. Most important, a limited nuclear attack on Iran will save thousands
if not millions of lives.

The spasm of reaction from many will be that this is barbaric and unacceptable. Yet a better
response would be to ask if there is any sensible alternative. Diplomacy, kindness and
compromise have failed and the Iranian leadership is still obsessed with all-out war against
anybody it considers an enemy.

Its motives are beyond question, its capability equally so. It is spending billions of dollars on
a whole range of anti-ship, anti-aircraft and anti-personnel missiles, rockets and ballistic
weapons:

The Shahab 3ER missile, with a range of more than 2,000 km, and the BM25 and
accompanying launchers, which are so powerful that they can hit targets in Europe. Raad
missiles with a range of 350km. The Misaq anti-aircraft missile, which can be fired from the
shoulder. The Fajar 3 radar-evading missile and the Ajdar underwater missile, which travels
at an extraordinarily high speed and is almost impossible to intercept. The Zaltal and the
Fatah 110 rocket, the Scud B and Scud C and the BM25 with a range of 3,500 kms.

Iran is also developing enormous propellant ballistic missiles and began a space program
almost a decade ago that will enable it to bomb the United States. It is also assumed in
intelligence circles that Tehran has Russian Kh55 cruise missiles stolen from Ukraine which
are now being copied in large numbers by Iranian scientists.

Comparisons to the Nazis in the 1930s are unfair — to the Nazis. Hitler had the French army,
the largest in Europe, on his border and millions of Soviet infantry just a few hours march
away. Iran has no aggressive enemies in the region.

Its fanatical leader, Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, controls a brutal police state, finances
international terror and provokes bloody wars in foreign countries. It is unimaginably
wealthy because of its oil revenues and is committed, in its leader’s words, to “rolling back
300 years of Western ascendancy” and wiping another nation, Israel, from the face of the
earth.

A conventional attack would be insufficient because Iran and its allies seem only to listen to
power and threat. Better limited pain now than universal suffering in five years.

The usual suspects will complain. The post-Christian churches, the Marxists, the fellow
travelers and fifth columnists. But then, the same sort of people moaned and condemned in
1938. They were clearly wrong then. They would be just as wrong now.
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AUGUST 23, 2006
WILL THE WEST DEFEND ITSELF?
BY WALTER E. WILLIAMS

Does the United States have the power to eliminate terrorists and the states that support
them? In terms of capacity, as opposed to will, the answer is a clear yes.

Think about it. Currently, the U.S. has an arsenal of 18 Ohio class submarines. Just one
submarine is loaded with 24 Trident nuclear missiles. Each Trident missile has eight nuclear
warheads capable of being independently targeted. That means the U.S. alone has the
capacity to wipe out Iran, Syria or any other state that supports terrorist groups or engages
in terrorism — without risking the life of a single soldier.

Terrorist supporters know we have this capacity, but because of worldwide public opinion,
which often appears to be on their side, coupled with our weak will, we’ll never use it.
Today’s Americans are vastly different from those of my generation who fought the life-and-
death struggle of World War Il. Any attempt to annihilate our Middle East enemies would
create all sorts of handwringing about the innocent lives lost, so-called collateral damage.

Such an argument would have fallen on deaf ears during World War Il when we firebombed
cities in Germany and Japan. The loss of lives through saturation bombing far exceeded
those lost through the dropping of atomic bombs on Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

After the battle of Midway, and the long string of Japanese defeats in the Pacific, including
Guam, Okinawa and the Philippines, had today’s Americans been around, they’d be willing
to negotiate with Japan for peace, pointing to the additional loss of lives if we continued the
war. More than likely they would have made the same argument in 1945, when German
defeat was imminent. Of course, had there been a peace agreement with Japan and
Germany, all it would have achieved would have been to give them time to recoup their
losses and resume their aggression at a later time, possibly equipped with nuclear weapons.

We might also note that the occupation of Germany and Japan didn’t pose the occupation
problems we face in Irag. The reason is we completely demoralized our enemies, leaving
them with neither the will nor the means to resist.

Our adversaries in the Middle East have advantages that the axis powers didn’t have — the
Western press and public opinion. We've seen widespread condemnation of alleged
atrocities and prisoner mistreatment by the U.S., but how much media condemnation have
you seen of beheadings and other gross atrocities by Islamists?

Terrorists must be pleased by statements of some members of Congress, such as those by
Rep. John Dingell, D-Mich., who recently said, “l don’t take sides for or against Hezbollah.”
Hezbollah, backed by Iran, is responsible for the 1983 bombing of Beirut barracks killing 241
U.S. service members.

I’'m not suggesting that we rush to use our nuclear capacity to crush states that support



terrorism. I'm sure there are other less drastic military options. What | am suggesting is that
I know of no instances where appeasement, such as the current Western modus operandi,
has borne fruit.

What Europeans say about what should be done about terrorist states should fall on deaf
ears. Their history of weakness and cowardice during the 1930s goes a long way toward
accounting for the 60 million lives lost during World War Il. During the mid-'30s, when Hitler
started violating the arms limitations of the Versailles Treaty, France and Britain alone could
have handily defeated him, but they pursued the appeasement route.

Anyone who thinks current Western appeasement efforts will get Iran to end its nuclear
weapons program and end its desire to eliminate Israel is dumber than dumb. Appeasement
will strengthen Iran’s hand, and it looks as if the West, including the United States, is willing
to be complicit in that strengthening.
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