
WHY THE WAR WITH IRAN IS JUST AND 
NECESSARY 

Iran spent decades provoking the world. Eventually, someone was going to punch back 
 
By Michael Taube 
The U.S. and Israel launched joint airstrikes on Iran on Feb. 28.   Many senior Iranian leaders 
and military personnel have been killed over the past 10 days, while the number of casualties 
on the other side has been minimal. The war has been a great success thus far, although it’s 
hard to determine when this armed conflict will end. (U.S. President Donald Trump recently 
indicated it could be “very soon.”) 
 
Some people still don’t understand, or simply refuse to accept, why this war with Iran is just 
and necessary. Let’s examine why. 
 
Ruhollah Khomeini, a radical Shiite cleric who had lived in exile for 15 years, led a massive 
movement against Mohammad Reza Pahlavi, the Shah of Iran. The Iranian Revolution, which 
occurred between January 1978 and February 1979, included a large assortment of protests, 
demonstrations and riots in the streets. Khomeini and his followers were eventually able to 
overthrow the Shah and take control of the country. 
 
Iran regime has targeted Israel and backed militant groups for decades. The U.S. says Iran’s 
actions made war unavoidable 
 
Iran has since become the pure embodiment of evil. It’s a vicious theocracy and authoritarian 
state run by a supreme leader who is far more powerful than politicians, judges, law enforce-
ment officials and mullahs combined. Iran has been one of the world’s biggest contributors to 
tyranny, authoritarian rule, terrorism, anti-Christian, anti-Jewish and anti-democracy senti-
ments—and more. It’s widely disliked by many of its Arab and Muslim neighbours, too. 
 
Few countries despise Iran quite as much as the U.S. and Israel, and understandably so. 
 
U.S.-Iran relations have been strained and troubled for decades. Most presidents, including 
Jimmy Carter, Ronald Reagan, George H.W. Bush, Bill Clinton, George W. Bush, Donald 
Trump and Joe Biden, kept their distance or fought back against Khomeini and his successor, 
Ali Khamenei. The one exception was Barack Obama, who didn’t particularly like the supreme 
leader but still foolishly tried to create a path to peaceful relations with this tyrannical regime. 
This is impossible to do with Iran, as most rational-thinking people would have known and 
most others now know. 
Trump, upon his return to the White House, would have none of this. He regarded Khamenei’s 
Iran as a major threat to American and international safety and security. He withdrew the U.S. 
from Obama’s controversial Iran nuclear deal in May 2018, which he correctly depicted as a 
“disaster” and “one-sided” arrangement. 
 
He knew that Iran had been designated as a state sponsor of terrorism by the U.S. in 1984. 
The State Department declared Iran to be a supporter of “terrorist and militant groups” in the 
Middle East like Hezbollah, and a country that’s “used the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps-
Quds Force (IRGC-QF) to provide support to terrorist organizations, provide cover for asso-
ciated covert operations, and create instability in the region.” Trump also revealed that Iran 
had attempted (and failed) to assassinate him, according to his Sept. 25, 2024, post on X. 
 
Diplomatic relations between Iran and Israel were quite good when Pahlavi was in control. 
After the Shah was overthrown by Khomeini and his Islamic extremists, things soured almost 
instantaneously. The two countries haven’t had diplomatic relations since 1979. They did 
communicate in a covert fashion during the Iran-Iraq War between 1980 and 1988, however. 
The most notable moment was Operation Opera, in which Iranian intelligence fed to Israel led 
to the destruction of Iraq’s unfinished Osirak nuclear reactor in June 1981. 
 
Iran’s position against Israel has become more violent and bloodthirsty over time. While the 
supreme leadership authority has espoused hatred and antisemitism against Jews and Israel 
for decades, it goes much further than this. The Islamic Republic wants to wipe the Jewish 
state off the map. “For decades, Iran’s regional policies aimed to establish regional hegemony 
and position Iran as Umm al-Qura, or ‘Mother of Cities’ of the Islamic world, through the 
destruction of Israel and the liberation of Palestine,” Saeid Golkar wrote for the Foreign Policy 
Research Institute on Oct. 30, 2025. “To achieve this, shaping the Axis of Resistance, prolif-
erating Islamist militias, and advancing missile programs were tools used to reach these 
goals.” 
 
Iran has had very few allies since the 1979 revolution, and those skimpy numbers have mostly 
vanished into thin air. There exists plenty of hatred for most other countries, be they democ-
racies or otherwise. Don’t believe me? The Iranians have launched drones and ballistic mis-
siles not only at U.S. and Israeli military bases during this armed conflict, but also at Bahrain, 

Iraq, Jordan, Qatar, Saudi 
Arabia, Turkey and the 
United Arab Emirates. That’s 
why few tears were shed 
when Khamenei and senior 
Iranian figures like Ali 
Shamkhani, Abdolrahim 
Mousavi, Aziz Nasirzadeh 
and Mohammad Pakpour 
were killed during the joint 
U.S.-Israeli attacks. 
 
For all of the ridiculous chat-
ter and outrageous lies that 
critics have said since the 
war began, ranging from 
“Iran isn’t an imminent 
threat” all the way to 
“America is fighting Israel’s 
war,” the world is clearly sick 
and tired of the Islamic 
Republic of Iran. While it’s 
obviously unfortunate that 
some innocent people will 
get caught in the crossfire, 
it’s unavoidable during a 
time of war and the neces-
sary overthrow of this tyran-
nical regime. 
The sooner the evil Islamic 
radicals are removed from 
power, the better.
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 Karmageddon 
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Mr. X Files: Walkable Communities and  

 
Unshakeable Freedoms 

 
There has been significant debate recently regarding "15-minute cities." Depending on the 
perspective, the phrase represents either sensible urban planning or something more con-
cerning. In truth, the concept is neither new nor controversial when viewed through the 
lens of traditional urban design. 
 
The core idea is simple: residents should be able to access everyday services—groceries, 
parks, schools, and shops—within a short walk or bike ride from home. This planning 
reduces traffic, strengthens local businesses, and improves quality of life. Many historic 
Ontario towns were built this way long before the term was coined, with homes and serv-
ices existing in close proximity. 
 
The current controversy stems less from urban planning and more from a decline in public 
trust. During the COVID-19 pandemic, the use of extraordinary federal powers, such as 
freezing bank accounts, raised serious concerns about the extent of government authority. 
These concerns regarding civil liberties and the foundational trust between citizens and 
government must not be dismissed. 
 
It is important to clarify that municipal planning policies for walkable neighbourhoods are 
not intended to restrict movement or control daily lives. Local governments manage infra-
structure and services; they do not control citizen mobility or possess the authority to inter-
fere with personal finances. 
 
To restore confidence, the path forward must combine good planning with strong protec-
tions for civil liberties. Governments must reinforce the principles of freedom of movement 
and financial security. This means establishing clear legal safeguards ensuring that no 
government can freeze a citizen's bank account without a court order tied to a criminal 
conviction or formal legal proceeding. 
 
When civil liberties are legally protected, debates about urban planning can focus on their 
true purpose: building convenient, healthy, and vibrant communities. Walkable neighbour-
hoods are about expanding choice, not limiting it. Residents should be able to walk to a 
park or local shop while remaining free to travel and live without government interference. 
 
Good communities are built on both thoughtful planning and personal freedom; one 
should never come at the expense of the other. By strengthening the protections 
Canadians expect for their financial and civil liberties, discussions about neighbourhood 
design will become far less divisive. Our goal should be simple: communities that are easy 
to live in and a country where freedoms remain firmly protected.
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