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Springfield, VA – Recently the United States, in partnership with several European nations, negotiated a “deal” with Iran to limit their ability to develop nuclear weapons.  In exchange for certain limitations on the future production of fissionable bomb-making material, current economic restrictions imposed on Iran would be terminated, resulting in hundreds of millions of dollars for that nation.  We are being told, both by the President of the United States and his supporters, that the only option to this agreement is war.  It has not been clearly explained exactly why or how war will result in the near term if this deal is not approved by the U.S. Congress, but those who oppose the agreement are admonished for not intuitively understanding that war will happen and that we have no other viable options.  

We are also being told that the deal will “postpone” Iran’s acquisition of a nuclear arsenal for at least 10-15 years due to a scheme of inspections which will be conducted on a regular basis by the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA).   Because of the efficacy of these inspections, we are assured, Iran will not be able to process sufficient quantities of weapons-grade nuclear material to manufacture weapons – at least in the immediate future.  There are no limitations on Iran acquiring delivery vehicles immediately, such as long-range ballistic missiles or shipborne cruise missile systems – in fact, foreign ministers and weapons system sales personnel are now flocking to Teheran to compete for such sales.

In spite of a continuous litany of assurances from our President and his supporters that this is the best deal that can be negotiated and that we really have no other options, I remain very skeptical for several reasons.   The first is that Iran will cheat, and it is highly doubtful that the IAEA or anyone else will (1) be able to detect the cheating, and (2) do anything about it if they do learn that something is going on.   Iran has a long and continuous history of violating international agreements.  No one argues this fact –even the most ardent supporters of the deal.  If there is any viable path to obtaining a nuclear weapon, Iran will take it, agreement or not. 
My second concern is the ability of IAEA inspectors to detect illegal activity.  Nation after nation (e.g., India, Pakistan, Israel) which has been prohibited by the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) from developing their own nuclear weapons have done so clandestinely while IAEA “watchdogs” have been observing.  IAEA inspections have historically not been robust, and certainly not effective.  Even worse, under side agreements between the IAEA and Iran (which none of our congressmen have been allowed to see), much of the actual “inspections” of this deal will be conducted by Iran itself.  The irony of such a preposterous agreement would be laughable if this is not, literally, a life and death issue for Iran’s enemies.  If only the IRS would agree to such an arrangement the next time they show up to audit my taxes!   The bottom line is that this deal with Iran exists only on paper and will have absolutely no practical effect of halting, or even slowing, Iran’s inevitable march to possessing nuclear weapons.

My fundamental, and most serious, objection to this Iran deal is philosophical.  It is common knowledge that Iran’s oft-stated goal is the annihilation of the state of Israel.  With this fact in mind, any path to a nuclear Iran is a death sentence for Israel.  If one is an Israeli, does it matter if your close neighbor who wants to kill you is allowed to develop the means to do so in 1, 5, or 10 years???  The successful delivery of only a few nuclear weapons can reduce Israel (and some of its immediate neighbors caught in “collateral damage”) to a radioactive pile of rubble.  The prospect of any form of Mutually Assured Destruction (MAD) stalemate, which prevented nuclear war between the U.S. and the Soviet Union during the Cold War, has little applicability here because the Iranian government is controlled by religious fanatics who would apparently be comfortable trading massive internal suffering and death for the glory of having successfully wiped out their mortal enemy.
Just to bring this situation home, think about your options if you have a crazy neighbor down the street who has vowed to kill you and your family as soon as he saves sufficient money to purchase an illegal gun.  You report this threat to the police, but are told that they have reached an agreement with this fellow that they will be “monitoring” him and his bank accounts for ten years to ensure that he does not get one in that time frame.  After that, you are on your own.  How well will you be sleeping?

Recall that supporters of this deal state that there are no other options other than war.  But there is an option:  increased vigilance of Iran, not by the IAEA, but by the United States and its allies.  We should also take every step to ensure that this rogue nation is thwarted from gaining access to weapons delivery systems and nuclear components.  Notwithstanding these actions, it would appear obvious that sooner or later, agreement or none, Iran will gain at least some of these weapons.  If the same religious leadership is in power, then it will be mandatory to eliminate these weapons by whatever force is necessary.  Israel, obviously, will continue to have the lead in this regard, but it is imperative that any nation threatened by extinction by another has our full support to ensure its survival. If not, which nation will be next on their hit list?  If you do not agree, think about the neighbor above and tell me what you would do.
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