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and in fact, Iran would retain its scientific capability 
and experience which would allow it to restart its nu-
clear program.

Or, as Lt. Gen. Kearney put it: “You can’t kill intel-
lectual power.”

What the U.S., and to a lesser degree, Israel, can do, 
the report states, is to delay Iran’s nuclear program, for 
up to four years, by U.S. military action, or up to two 
years, by Israeli strikes.

But, as the report’s authors note, many advocates 
have embraced wider objectives, such as regime 
change, severely damaging Iran’s military and eco-
nomic power, or forcing Iran to capitulate to Western 
demands.

To actually prevent Iran from ever acquiring a nu-
clear weapon, would require “a significantly expanded 
air and sea war over a prolonged period of time, likely 
several years.” And to accomplish broader objectives 
such as regime change or capitulation, would require 
a sizeable occupation force of troops on the ground, 
and a commitment of resources larger than what the 
U.S. had expended in Iraq and Afghanistn combined, 
over the past ten years. This, the authors note, is “due 
to Iran’s large size and population and to the strength 
of Iranian nationalism, as demonstrated during Iran’s 
long and brutal war with Iraq, which invaded Iran in 
1980.”

A Sober Analysis
Capabilities. With obvious input from the retired 

military officers who participated in its preparation, the 
report presents a sober analysis of the respective U.S. 
and Israeli capabilities to damage or destroy the critical 
Iranian nuclear facilities. (This was also presented 
graphically at the Wilson Center panel discussion, 
showing the various weapons capabilities.) The key 
difference involves the Fordo underground enrichment 
facility; an Israeli strike is unlikely to even seriously 
damage this facility, while the U.S. could damage it, but 
probably not destroy it.

Exit Strategy. This obviously depends on the ob-
jectives; a campaign of stand-off air strikes, with lim-
ited objectives, is the easiest from which to exit, if no 
broader objectives are adopted, including responses to 
Iranian retaliation. If the objective is regime change, 
or eliminating Iran’s military capabilities, “or if an es-
calating spiral of retaliation and counter-retaliation 

‘Iran Project’ Report Draws 
On U.S. Anti-Partisan Past

The “Iran Project” report takes precisely the 
kind of non-partisan, indeed, anti-partisan, ap-
proach which has characterized America’s best 
Presidents, and which is currently being cham-
pioned by Lyndon LaRouche. To underscore 
their intention, the authors of the report inter-
sperse a series of highlighted quotes, mostly 
from U.S. Presidents, throughout the report, as 
follows:

“This paper offers a fact-based analysis that 
we hope will provide Americans sufficient under-
standing to weigh the balance between the bene-
fits and costs of using military force against 
Iran—between the necessity and human folly of 
resorting to war.”

—From the signers of this document

“Things seem to be hurrying to an alarming crisis, 
and demand the speedy, united councils of all 
those who have regard for the common cause.”

—Thomas Jefferson

“I am a firm believer in the people. If given the 
truth, they can be depended upon to meet any na-
tional crisis. The great point is to bring them the 
real facts.”                               —Abraham Lincoln

“Democracy cannot succeed unless those who 
express their choice are prepared to choose 
wisely. The real safeguard of democracy, there-
fore, is education.”        —Franklin D. Roosevelt

“Let us not seek the Republican answer or the 
Democratic answer, but the right answer. Let us 
not seek to fix the blame for the past. Let us accept 
our own responsibility for the future.”

—John F. Kennedy

“Facts are stubborn things.”     —Ronald Reagan


