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Lieberman Edges US to War with Iran

By Robert Parry
Global Research, February 18, 2012
Consortiumnews 18 February 2012

Region: USA
Theme: US NATO War Agenda

In-depth Report: IRAN: THE NEXT WAR?

Exclusive: American neocons have moved the United States closer to war with Iran via a
subtle change in the “red line” phrasing, inserting the word “capability” after the usual
threats to take out an Iranian “nuclear weapon.” Now, Sen. Joe Lieberman is making the
shift official, reports Robert Parry.

  

Sen. Joe Lieberman is leading a group of nearly one-third of the U.S. Senate urging that the
red line on war with Iran be shifted from building a nuclear weapon to the vague notion of
Iran having the “capability” to build one. The neoconservative senator from Connecticut has
introduced a  “Sense of  the  Senate”  resolution  that  would  put  the  body on record  as
rejecting a situation that arguably already exists, in which Iran has the know-how to build a
bomb even if it has no intention to do so.

The resolution tracks with the positions of hardline Israeli leaders, such as Prime Minister
Benjamin  Netanyahu,  and  undercuts  the  position  of  President  Barack  Obama,  whose
administration has been exploring ways to negotiate an agreement with Iran, which insists
that its nuclear program is for peaceful purposes only.

Sen. Joe Lieberman, I-Connecticut (Drawing by Robbie Conal at robbieconal.com)

U.S. and Israeli intelligence agencies also agree that Iran has NOT decided to build a bomb.
[See Consortiumnews.com’s ““US/Israel:  Iran NOT Building Nukes.”]  However,  in  recent
weeks, the goal posts have been subtly moved not only by American neocons and Israeli
hardliners but by the major U.S. news media, which has inserted the new weasel word
“capability” in mentions about of Iran’s supposed nuclear weapons ambitions.

Of course, many consumers of U.S. news haven’t noticed this slight change in wording from
Iran’s alleged “pursuit of a nuclear weapon” to its alleged “pursuit of a nuclear weapons
capability.”  But  the  distinction  is  important  because  a  “capability”  can  mean  almost
anything, since peaceful nuclear research also can be applicable to bomb building.

To deny Iran the “capability” would almost surely require a war between the United States
and Iran, a course that some neocons have been quietly desiring for at least the past
decade when the Iraq invasion was seen as a first step to bringing “regime change” to Iran –
or as some neocons joked at the time, “real men go to Tehran.”

Indeed, the massive U.S. Embassy in Baghdad – which now sits increasingly idle – can be
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best understood as the intended imperial command center for a new American dominance
of the region. But those neocon plans were spoiled by the disastrous turn of  the U.S.
invasion and occupation of Iraq and ultimately America’s forced military withdrawal from the
country at the end of 2011.

A Neocon Comeback

Since the grim writing was on the wall about the Iraq outcome, American neocons have
been looking for new ways to get their imperial agenda back on track, with Iran’s nuclear
program just the latest opportunity.

So, Iranian efforts to negotiate confidence-building initiatives regarding its nuclear program,
such as agreeing to a Turkish-Brazilian plan in 2010 to trade about half  of  Iran’s low-
enriched  uranium  for  radioactive  isotopes  needed  for  medical  research,  have  been
blocked by neocons in Congress and their allies in the Obama administration, with the
support of key U.S. media outlets, like the Washington Post and New York Times.

The latest  shift  toward forcing  a  new war  has  centered on the  insertion  of  the  word
“capability” after the words “nuclear weapons.” The Obama administration has indicated
that it would consider an Iranian decision to build a nuclear bomb a “red line,” suggesting
the possibility of a military strike at that point.

However,  that  threat  isn’t  making  the  neocons  happy  because  the  U.S.  intelligence
community is standing by its 2007 conclusion that Iran halted work on a nuclear bomb in
2003 and hasn’t  resumed that effort.  Israeli  intelligence apparently has reached the same
judgment. Both U.S. Defense Secretary Leon Panetta and Israeli  Defense Minister Ehud
Barak have referenced this state-of-play in the intelligence assessments in recent public
remarks, as ex-CIA analyst Ray McGovern has reported.

So, what are the hawks in Israel and the United States to do? Their new sleight-of-hand has
been to quietly shift the terms of reference, arguing that it doesn’t matter whether Iran is
actually working on a bomb but that it must be denied even the “capability” to work on a
bomb. That is the point of Lieberman’s resolution.

Lieberman’s Allies

In a statement at his Web site, the senator announced that 32 senators – both Republicans
and Democrats – have banded together to introduce a resolution urging action to prevent
Iran from pushing “forward in its pursuit of a nuclear weapons capability. … By rejecting any
policy that would rely on containment of a nuclear-weapons capable Iran, this bi-partisan
resolution sends a clear message to Iran’s rulers that the United States will stop them from
acquiring nuclear weapons capability.”

In other words, the next preemptive war could be launched not against Iran for actually
building a bomb or even trying to build a bomb but rather for simply having the skills that
theoretically could be used sometime in the future to build a bomb. The “red line” has been
moved from some possible future development to arguably what already exists.

Lieberman is co-sponsoring the resolution with Sens. Lindsey Graham (R-South Carolina)
and Bob Casey (D-Pennsylvania), with support from Orrin Hatch (R-Utah), Barbara Mikulski
(D-Maryland),  John McCain (R-Arizona),  Kay Bailey Hutchinson (R-Texas),  Jim Inhofe (R-
Oklahoma), Ron Wyden (D-Oregon), Susan Collins (R-Maine), Chuck Schumer (D-New York),
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Bill Nelson (D-Florida), Ben Nelson (D-Nebraska) Saxby Chambliss (R-Georgia), John Cornyn
(R-Texas),  Mark  Pryor  (D-Arkansas),  Bob  Menendez  (D-New  Jersey),  Ben  Cardin  (D-
Maryland), Sherrod Brown (D-Ohio), Claire McCaskill (D-Missouri), Mark Udall (D-Colorado),
Jim Risch (R-Idaho), Kirsten Gillibrand (D-New York), Scott Brown (R-Massachusetts), Chris
Coons  (D-Delaware),  Dan  Coats  (R-Indiana),  Rob  Portman  (R-Ohio),  John  Boozman  (R-
Arizona), John Hoeven (R-North Dakota), Richard Blumenthal (D-Connecticut), Kelly Ayotte
(R-New Hampshire), Dean Heller (R-Nevada).

That group amounts to nearly one-third of the 100-member U.S. Senate.

  

Robert Parry broke many of the Iran-Contra stories in the 1980s for the Associated Press and
Newsweek. His latest book, Neck Deep: The Disastrous Presidency of George W. Bush, was
written with two of his sons, Sam and Nat, and can be ordered at neckdeepbook.com. His
two previous books, Secrecy & Privilege: The Rise of the Bush Dynasty from Watergate to
Iraq and Lost History: Contras, Cocaine, the Press & ‘Project Truth’ are also available there.
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