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AIPAC wont be satisfied until they have a fully conscripted American Army at their 'figer
tips'..

Give generously to the new fundraising campaign to make sure American Boys are ready
to die for Israel again, and again, and again.
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Pro-lIsrael group pushes tough U.S. policy on Iran
Wed Jun 7, 2006 4:15 AM IST

By Carol Giacomo, Diplomatic Correspondent

WASHINGTON (Reuters) - As the Bush administration pursues sensitive diplomacy, the
influential U.S. pro-Israel lobbying group AIPAC has sent out a fundraising letter seeking
support for a tough U.S. line against Iran's nuclear program.

In a letter to supporters this week, the American Israel Public Affairs Committee requested
contributions to build support for a proposed law tightening U.S. sanctions on Iran.

Meanwhile, President George W. Bush is backing a new diplomatic initiative offering
incentives to Iran, including the prospect of direct talks and economic benefits, as an
inducement to end its nuclear program.

The package, agreed by Britain, France, Russia, China and Germany as well as the United
States, also outlines penalties if Iran rejects the deal.

It was formally presented to Iranian officials in Tehran on Tuesday. Many American and
European officials are doubtful that Tehran will accept any deal but see the overture as
diplomacy's best chance.

AIPAC, with about 100,000 members, has for years considered Iran and its nuclear
program the most serious threat to U.S. ally Israel and sought to ensure a tough American

policy.

"lran's apocalyptic president (Mahmoud Ahmadinejad) has openly and repeatedly called
for Israel's destruction. But long before he began making headlines ... AIPAC was working
behind-the-scenes to educate leaders throughout the U.S. government about the growing
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Iranian threat,"” the fundraising letter states.

"While many organizations now realize the threat that Iran poses, AIPAC is the only
organization uniquely positioned to work with (the U.S.) Congress and the administration
to take meaningful action against this terrorist regime," it said.

The letter added, "we need your help to stop Iran” and to pass the Iran Freedom Support
Act.

The act, which was overwhelmingly approved by the U.S. House of Representatives and
has considerable support in the Senate, would tighten sanctions on Iran, urge
disinvestment from companies investing in its oil sector and support assistance for
democratic forces inside Iran.

An AIPAC official said the letter's timing was not connected to the major powers' offer and
its message essentially mirrored long-standing AIPAC policy.

AIPAC has not formally endorsed the U.S. decision to back the major powers' offer to Iran.

AIPAC spokesman Josh Block said: "If Iran fulfills the demands of the international
community ... by immediately stopping all of its work on the nuclear fuel cycle and
allowing inspectors unfettered access, that would be a positive development.”

But he added: "We must remain cautious and aware of Iran's two decade history of
deception and delay, and not allow the offer of dialogue to devolve into a time-wasting
exercise."

The United States and its partners believe Iran is trying to produce nuclear weapons but
Tehran insists its activities are only aimed at generating civilian energy.

& profile) [E.T.‘.:; pm |

01 Posted: Fri Jun 09, 2006 12:36 pm  Post subject: m
AIPAC'S CALL TO ARMS....

; . ;

(& profile] [?_.T:.a pm |

[1 Posted: Fri Jun 09, 2006 7:03 pm  Post subject: m

“Hawkish Israeli Lobby Wants War with Iran!”

http://baltimore.indymedia.org/newswire/display/12448/index.php

Scroll down to the "Pro-Israel lobby under attack®' UPI article at the following URL:

http://www.warwithoutend.co.uk/zoneO/viewtopic.php?t=49800

Malaysia's Mahathir warns World War 4 looming:

http://www.itszone.co.uk/zone0O/viewtopic.php?t=54012

& profile) [E.T.‘.:; pm |

01 Posted: Fri Jun 09, 2006 7:04 pm  Post subject: m
PRO-ISRAEL LOBBY IN US UNDER ATTACK

http://www.upi.com/Internationallntelligence/view.php?StorylD=20060320-124726-1902r




Intl. Intelligence

WASHINGTON, March 20 (UPI) -- Two of America's top scholars have published a searing
attack on the role and power of Washington's pro-lIsrael lobby in a British journal, warning
that its "decisive" role in fomenting the Iraq war is now being repeated with the threat of
action against Iran. And they say that the Lobby is so strong that they doubt their article
would be accepted in any U.S.-based publication.

Professor John Mearsheimer of the University of Chicago, author of "The Tragedy of Great
Power Politics" and Professor Stephen Walt of Harvard's Kenney School, and author of
"Taming American Power: The Global Response to U.S. Primacy," are leading figures
American in academic life.

They claim that the Israel lobby has distorted American policy and operates against
American interests, that it has organized the funneling of more than $140 billion dollars to
Israel and "has a stranglehold” on the U.S. Congress, and its ability to raise large
campaign funds gives its vast influence over Republican and Democratic administrations,
while its role in Washington think tanks on the Middle East dominates the policy debate.

And they say that the Lobby works ruthlessly to suppress questioning of its role, to
blacken its critics and to crush serious debate about the wisdom of supporting Israel in
U.S. public life.

"Silencing skeptics by organizing blacklists and boycotts -- or by suggesting that critics are
anti-Semites -- violates the principle of open debate on which democracy depends," Walt
and Mearsheimer write.

"The inability of Congress to conduct a genuine debate on these important issues
paralyses the entire process of democratic deliberation. Israel's backers should be free to
make their case and to challenge those who disagree with them, but efforts to stifle
debate by intimidation must be roundly condemned,” they add, in the 12,800-word article
published in the latest issue of The London Review of Books.

The article focuses strongly on the role of the "neo-conservatives" within the Bush
administration in driving the decision to launch the war on Iraq.

"The main driving force behind the war was a small band of neo-conservatives, many with
ties to the Likud," Mearsheimer and Walt argue." Given the neo-conservatives' devotion to
Israel, their obsession with Iraq, and their influence in the Bush administration, it isn't
surprising that many Americans suspected that the war was designed to further Israeli
interests."

"The neo-conservatives had been determined to topple Saddam even before Bush became
president. They caused a stir early in 1998 by publishing two open letters to Clinton,
calling for Saddam's removal from power. The signatories, many of whom had close ties to
pro-Israel groups like JINSA (Jewish Institute for National Security Affairs) or WINEP
(Washington Institute for Near Eastern Policy), and who included Elliot Abrams, John
Bolton, Douglas Feith, William Kristol, Bernard Lewis, Donald Rumsfeld, Richard Perle and
Paul Wolfowitz, had little trouble persuading the Clinton administration to adopt the
general goal of ousting Saddam. But they were unable to sell a war to achieve that
objective. They were no more able to generate enthusiasm for invading Iraq in the early
months of the Bush administration. They needed help to achieve their aim. That help
arrived with 9/11. Specifically, the events of that day led Bush and Cheney to reverse
course and become strong proponents of a preventive war," Walt and Mearsheimer write.

The article, which is already stirring furious debate in U.S. academic and intellectual
circles, also explores the historical role of the Lobby.

"For the past several decades, and especially since the Six-Day War in 1967, the




centerpiece of US Middle Eastern policy has been its relationship with Israel,” the article
says.

"The combination of unwavering support for Israel and the related effort to spread
‘democracy’ throughout the region has inflamed Arab and Islamic opinion and jeopardized
not only U.S. security but that of much of the rest of the world. This situation has no equal
in American political history. Why has the U.S. been willing to set aside its own security
and that of many of its allies in order to advance the interests of another state?"
Professors Walt and Mearsheimer add.

"The thrust of U.S. policy in the region derives almost entirely from domestic politics, and
especially the activities of the 'Israel Lobby'. Other special-interest groups have managed
to skew foreign policy, but no lobby has managed to divert it as far from what the national
interest would suggest, while simultaneously convincing Americans that U.S. interests and
those of the other country - in this case, Israel -- are essentially identical,” they add.

They argue that far from being a strategic asset to the United States, Israel "is becoming
a strategic burden™ and "does not behave like a loyal ally.” They also suggest that Israel is
also now "a liability in the war on terror and the broader effort to deal with rogue states.

"Saying that Israel and the U.S. are united by a shared terrorist threat has the causal
relationship backwards: the US has a terrorism problem in good part because it is so
closely allied with Israel, not the other way around,” they add. "Support for Israel is not
the only source of anti-American terrorism, but it is an important one, and it makes
winning the war on terror more difficult. There is no question that many al-Qaida leaders,
including Osama bin Laden, are motivated by Israel's presence in Jerusalem and the plight
of the Palestinians. Unconditional support for Israel makes it easier for extremists to rally
popular support and to attract recruits.”

They question the argument that Israel deserves support as the only democracy in the
Middle East, claiming that "some aspects of Israeli democracy are at odds with core
American values. Unlike the US, where people are supposed to enjoy equal rights
irrespective of race, religion or ethnicity, Israel was explicitly founded as a Jewish state
and citizenship is based on the principle of blood kinship. Given this, it is not surprising
that its 1.3 million Arabs are treated as second-class citizens."

The most powerful force in the Lobby is AIPAC, the American-lIsrael Public affairs
Committee, which Walt and Mearsheimer call "a de facto agent for a foreign government,"
and which they say has now forged an important alliance with evangelical Christian
groups.

The bulk of the article is a detailed analysis of the way they claim the Lobby managed to
change the Bush administration's policy from "halting Israel's expansionist policies in the
Occupied Territories and advocating the creation of a Palestinian state” and divert it to the
war on Iraq instead. They write "Pressure from Israel and the Lobby was not the only
factor behind the decision to attack Iraq in March 2003, but it was critical."

"Thanks to the lobby, the United States has become the de facto enabler of Israeli
expansion in the Occupied Territories, making it complicit in the crimes perpetrated
against the Palestinians," and conclude that "Israel itself would probably be better off if
the Lobby were less powerful and U.S. policy more even-handed."

Mearsheimer replies to the irate "Israel Lobby"

Letters - The Israel Lobby - From John Mearsheimer & Stephen Walt.

We wrote ‘The Israel Lobby’ in order to begin a discussion of a subject that had become
difficult to address openly in the United States (LRB, 23 March). We knew it was likely to
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generate a strong reaction, and we are not surprised that some of our critics have chosen
to attack our characters or misrepresent our arguments. .... Must Read !!!

http://www.Irb.co.uk/v28/n09/letters.html

http://www.Irb.co.uk/v28/n06/print/mear01 .html
: — 3
(& profile] [E._é.:fa pm |

[ Posted: Fri Jun 09, 2006 7:06 pm  Post subject: Former CIA Analyst Says Iran Strike Set For m
June Or July

Former CIA Analyst Says lran Strike Set For June Or July

http://www.warwithoutend.co.uk/zone0/viewtopic.php?t=53639

Treason at a high level: Pentagon Zionists, AIPAC and Israel:

http://www.itszone.co.uk/zone0/viewtopic.php?t=20366
: — 3
(& profile] [E._é.:fa pm |

(& vepiy)

[ Posted: Fri Jun 09, 2006 7:13 pm  Post subject:
Iraq War Conceived in Israel' author on Karen Kwiatkowski's radio program
(General Janis Karpinski of Abu Ghraib also discussed the JINSA/PNAC Neocon war for

Israel agenda via the link for her radio program broadcast at the following URL):

http://www.warwithoutend.co.uk/zoneO/viewtopic.php?t=52893

Whose War? (Israel's war):

http://www.amconmag.com/03 24 03/cover.html

http://nomorewarforisrael.blogspot.com

(& profile) (&8 pm )

(E vepiy)

[ Posted: Fri Jun 09, 2006 7:21 pm  Post subject:

One can see the serving Israel first JINSA/PNAC Neocon traitor (Richard Perle) to America
at the top of http://www.nowarforisrael.com

A New "Perle Harbor": Neocon Foreign Policy Architect Richard Perle reveals US
War Plans in the Iranian Theater

by Dr. Michael Carmichael

June 7, 2006
GlobalResearch.ca

"I think of war with Iran as the ending of America's present role in the world. Irag may
have been a preview of that, but it's still redeemable if we get out fast. In a war with Iran,
we'll get dragged down for 20 or 30 years. The world will condemn us. We will lose our
position in the world."

Zbigniew Brzezinski, Vanity Fair, 2006.




One US carrier task force is already in position in the Persian Gulf. Two more task forces
are moving swiftly to take up their positions in the Iranian theatre.

The controversial neoconservative American bureaucrat, Richard Perle, visited Britain on
the eve of the papal audience between Prime Minister Tony Blair and Pope Benedict XVI.
Earlier in the same week, the Iranian Nobel Laureate for Peace, Dr. Shirin Ebadi, was in
Britain to voice her concerns about a confrontation between the west and Iran. In London,
Metropolitan Police swooped down on two suspected Islamist terrorists believed to be in
the process of building a chemical bomb. Summertime tensions are building.

In bland remarks delivered to a small audience of students at the Oxford Union, Richard
Perle outlined the Bush administration’s response to the crisis of 9/11 and the
neoconservative doctrines of pre-emptive war. In a droning monotone designed to
anaesthetize his keen academic audience, Perle explained the need for an invincible
American military apparatus and a foreign policy predicated on the Bush Doctrine of
pre-emptive war permitting direct and simultaneous interventions into multiple theatres.

While Perle stated his hope that the need for military interventions would be minimal, he
left the impression that his definition of excessive use of military power might well differ
from that of the average American or European citizen. Perle is on the public record
advocating pre-emptive strikes against North Korea, Syria, Iran and a list of other
countries. Some of his critics accuse Perle of darkly malignant machinations. (Richard N.
Perle, Sourcewatch)

Citing Iraq as a glowing example of an obvious need for direct intervention, Perle admitted
that he had long advocated military solutions for regime change in that theatre. In his
talk, he reminded us that President Bush had launched the invasion on the basis of several
triggering factors including Nigerian yellow cake, WMDs, terrorist connections,
democracy-building and humanitarian issues. Thus, Perle was finally reduced to justifying
the Iraqg War as a humanitarian crusade — a theme that struck hollow in the midst of
reports of civil war, torture and US war crimes against innocent civilians in Haditha.

Questioned by a largely supportive audience of admiring students willing to attend a late
lecture on a Friday night, Perle touched upon the diplomacy between the West and Iran in
the most insipid terms he could muster. Taking into account the latest diplomatic
developments, he gave his Oxford audience the impression that the outcome remains
obscure in spite of the fact that he is one of the principle architects — and the sternest - of
the Iran negotiations.

Perle emphasised that President Ahmadinejad holds fanatical religious beliefs involving the
necessity for an Armageddonite conflict to trigger the return of the Hidden Imam at the
end of the world in the Shiite tradition for the Last Judgement and the Islamic Apocalypse.
Perle singled out the fanaticism of Islamic terrorism as the most serious threat to
international security, and he praised the Israeli air-strike against Saddam'’s nuclear
reactor in 1981 as a model of pre-emptive military intervention. In his view, the threat of
precision air-strikes against the nuclear infrastructure of Iran constitute the best
negotiating option.

An Iranian student asked Perle whether he considered the Mearsheimer and Walt paper,
“The Israel Lobby,” to be, “anti-Semitic.” Castigating the eighty-five page paper as, “bad
scholarship,” Perle admitted that he did not know what he was talking about when he
confessed that he had not read it in its entirety. This question put Perle on the defensive,
and he asserted that there was no secret agenda amongst America’s plethora of, “Jewish
groups,” that sought to place the national security of Israel above that of the United
States.

In the limited time available, no one was able to follow up Perle’s pregnant point about the
non-existence of a secret agenda with a question about the Israeli spy scandal that shook




his own office at the Pentagon, when Larry Franklin was discovered to be the conduit
between the Office of Special Plans and two Israeli officials who were later identified as
espionage agents assigned to the embassy. Neither was he questioned about the incident
that took place in 1970, when an FBI wiretap revealed that Perle discussed classified
intelligence with an official at the Israeli embassy. Washington insiders have long
considered Perle to be, “an Israeli agent of influence.”

Another fact fuels these suspicions swirling around Perle since he serves as a director of
Hollinger International which owns the Jerusalem Post. Perle has been paid millions for his
“work” for Hollinger even though he is the only ‘outside’ director on the Executive
Committee. Perle’s complicated business dealings have brought him under suspicion for
conflicts of interest and the charge that he is attempting to profit from wars that he was
strenuously working to create and implement through his official capacity in the
Department of Defense. In 2004, Perle’s conflicts of interest resulted in his resignation
from the Defense Policy Board. (ibid)

When a perceptive student asked about his preferences for the next president of the
United States, Perle made some riveting remarks. He immediately stated his hope that
Senator Joseph Lieberman would be the Democratic candidate. Failing that miracle, Perle
hopes former Governor Mark Warner will win the Democratic nomination. Perle warmly
praised both right-leaning Democrats who are doyens of the Democratic Leadership
Council. Richard Giuliani is Perle’s favourite Republican. When asked about potential
presidential candidates who would cause him concern, Perle swiftly reeled off a long list of
Democrats led by Governor Howard Dean, followed closely by Senator John Kerry, former
Vice President Al Gore, former Senator John Edwards, and he finished his list of
neoconservative hate figures with a revealing comment about Senator Hillary Clinton.

It is hardly secret that Senator Clinton has attempted to appeal to the Israeli right. When
she visited Israel, she condemned the Palestinians, but Perle was not impressed. Quite the
contrary, Perle said that while she had made some smart moves in her attempt to appeal
to the right, the left did not believe her. This comment gave the clear impression that
Perle did not believe her, either. Criticizing other Democrats, Perle said that Senator John
Kerry, “did not understand power,” and was not able to perform the duties of the
president of America. In his form of damnation by faint praise, Perle said that Howard
Dean was a much nicer man off the podium than on it — and he gave him pride of place at
the top of his most worrisome Democratic politicians.

The love affair between Perle’s base in Likud on the hard line Israeli right and the
neoconservatives of both US political parties is alive and kicking. Perle has long been
associated with Likud that has been reduced to a weak rump huddling around Benjamin
Netanyahu in the new Knesset. As a close associate of Netanyahu, Perle is seen as Likud’s
top-ranking advocate in Europe and America with his tentacles into both political parties,
the Bush White House, the Pentagon and many other leading institutions. Next year, it
would not be surprising to find Perle’s name on contributors lists to Giuliani, Lieberman
and Warner.

The morning after his Oxford talk, Perle appeared on the very influential BBC radio
programme, Today, where he was interviewed by John Humphries, the ranking
heavyweight commentator in Britain. Admitting President Bush’s political weakness, Perle
made a revealing comment when Humphries pressed him on US plans to bomb Iran.
When Humphries pointed out that a unilateral US bombardment of Iran would be greeted
with global howls of derision, Perle said,

“No American president who believes that there is a last opportunity to prevent Iran from
becoming a nuclear weapons state is going to be deterred by derision. He will do what he
believes to be in the best interests of the protection of those who might come under
attack from an Iranian nuclear weapon including the United States.” (Today, BBC4, 3rd
June 2006)

When Humphries pressed him harder by pointing out that the former British Foreign




Secretary, Jack Straw, had termed the US bombing of Iran, “inconceivable,” Perle shot
back with a revealing retort. “Well, it's no longer conceivable that he’s the Foreign
Secretary.” Humphries then asked whether Straw had been sacked over his offence
putting Perle on the spot by asking, “You think there’s a link there?” Perle replied,

“l don’t know. He was expressing a view that the government had not concluded yet in a
way that diminished the leverage to produce a political result, a diplomatic result. That's
obviously unwise.”(ibid)

This response left the clear impression that Straw had been removed specifically because
he had ridiculed Washington’s negotiating position and that Perle had been intimately
involved in ordering and engineering the surprise sacking.

While Perle was undergoing his public interrogation before six million listeners on the BBC,
Tony Blair was entering the Vatican for his long-awaited audience with Pope Benedict XVI.
Blair’s last papal audience occurred in early 2003 shortly before the launch of the Iraq
War, when he pleaded with the late pontiff. John Paul Il, to support the Crusade against
Islamist terrorism.

The German Pope has been a strident critic of, “fundamentalist terror,” the Vatican’s code
term for Islamism. According to the published accounts, Blair and the pope discussed the
current negotiations with Iran. The Sunday Times reported, “Pope Benedict XVI pressed
Tony Blair to find a diplomatic resolution to the Iran nuclear crisis.” The Pope is more than
well aware of the escalation of the military planning on both sides.

There can be little serious doubt that George Bush had given Tony Blair his marching
orders - the assignment of negotiating a papal blessing for his pre-emptive bombing
campaign against Iran. From the Pope’s remarks, it is clear that Benedict dreads a new
level of violence in Bush’s wars in the Middle East. As a very public supporter of George
Bush during the 2004 presidential campaign, the Pope rightfully fears the political
consequences he will suffer in the aftermath of a new phase in what is seen globally as a
western religious crusade against Islam. Smarting from a punishing round of criticism for
ignoring the Anti-Semitic dimension of the Holocaust during his visit to Auschwitz only one
week ago, Benedict XVI is praying to avoid any more political controversies that would
undermine his increasingly challenged papacy.

Last week, Ray McGovern, a former high-ranking CIA intelligence analyst, appeared on the
Alex Jones Show where he expressed his fears that staged terrorist attacks in Europe and

America are being prepared to pave the way for public approval of pre-emptive air-strikes

against Iran. McGovern said,

“There is already one carrier task force there in the Gulf, two are steaming toward it at the
last report | have at least - they will all be there in another week or so. The propaganda
has been laid, the aircraft carriers are in place, it doesn't take much to fly the bombers out
of British and US bases - cruise missiles are at the ready, Israel is egging us on."(Former
CIA Analyst Says Iran Strike Possibly Set For June Or July)

McGovern predicted dire consequences would result from Bush’s policy of pre-emptive
war. In McGovern’s opinion, Iran would retaliate with a cruise missile attack against the
US fleet then launch a military invasion of Iraq and simultaneously activate a world wide
ring of terrorists that would make Al-Qaeda look like, “a girls netball team.”

McGovern’s predictions may be unfolding already. The London police raid that coincided
with Perle’s visit to Britain netted two men suspected of terrorist plotting to build a
massive chemical bomb. But, after four days of excruciating forensic examination of their
premises, the police found no evidence of bomb-building activities. Whether this “swoop”
was staged or not remains to be seen, but this episode resonates with an official campaign
to ratchet up the public concern about terrorism. The non-productive raid has produced a
predictable backlash among the local residents who are demanding some form of official
confirmation that the raid was based on credible evidence rather than a melange of




Islamophobic paranoia.

Last week in Wales at the annual literary festival at Hay-on-Wye, Dr Shirin Ebadi, the
Iranian Nobel Laureate for Peace in 2003, explained her opposition to western military
intervention in Iran.

“America says that Iran would pose a threat if it gains access to nuclear weapons because
it is not a democratic country, and because its government is fundamentalist, and this
could pose a danger to the whole region, but America has forgotten that Pakistan has
nuclear weapons, and Pakistani Muslims are much more fundamentalist than Iranian
Muslims, and Pervez Musharraf did not come to power as a result of an election. The only
difference between Iran and Pakistan is that Pakistan is friendly towards America and
obeys America, while Iran does not obey America. This double standard is something that
the Iranian people cannot understand."

Exactly as Richard Perle intimated to the BBC, the world is witnessing the machinations in
a game of geopolitical poker. The stakes are high. In spite of his perceived weakness,
George Bush holds a very strong hand, The White House, the Pentagon, the Supreme
Court and both houses of Congress. Yet his political weakness with the American public is
the primary factor motivating him to launch a pre-emptive attack against Iran. With his
approval rating falling into the low 30s, Bush has too little — if anything - to lose to worry
about current public opinion.

Because of his chronic unpopularity, Bush is already in a complicated political
predicament. Bush is facing the loss of his American political hegemony in the midterm
elections this November. If Bush loses even one house of Congress, he will face the
immediate threat of official probes led by partisan special prosecutors and a rising demand
for his impeachment. In his game of poker with Ahmadinejad, Bush has nothing to lose by
upping the ante and wrapping himself in the American flag while dropping a massive
bombardment onto the primary vortex of his Axis of Evil, Iran.

However, if Bush were to attack Iran, he would instantaneously transform Ahmadinejad
into the most powerful figure in the increasingly Anti-American world. With that
transfiguration, Ahmadinejad would have nothing to constrain him from launching attacks
not only against American targets as Ray McGovern suggests, but the Iranian Prime
Minister would be free to join forces with Hizbollah and Islamic Jihad in an attack against
America’s primary ally in the region, Israel. Bristling with potential targets from its
vulnerable nuclear facility at Dimona as well as its major population centers including Tel
Aviv, Haifa and Elat, Israel would be in the frontline of any potential counter-attack by
Ahmadinejad.

With leaders like Bush, Ahmadinejad, Blair, Olmert and Benedict XVI there can be little
wonder why the world — driven by achingly inept religious fundamentalists holding the
reigns of power in Washington, London, Tehran, Rome and Tel Aviv - is lurching forward
into battle toward what can, indeed, be called a new Perle Harbor.

Iran is a signatory to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty a distinction not shared with
three nuclear states, India, Israel and Pakistan, who have declined to sign the document.

Michael Carmichael became a professional public affairs consultant, author and
broadcaster in 1968. He worked in five American presidential campaigns for progressive
candidates from RFK to Clinton. In 2003, he founded The Planetary Movement, a nonprofit
public affairs organization based in the United Kingdom. He has appeared as a public
affairs expert on the BBC's Today, Hardtalk, and PM, as well as numerous appearances on
ITN, NPR and European broadcasts examining politics and culture. He can be reached
through his website: www.planetarymovement.org

References




Back to top

Alpha

Joined: 06 Jan 2003
Posts: 36707

Back to top

Alpha

Joined: 06 Jan 2003
Posts: 36707

Back to top

Alpha

Joined: 06 Jan 2003
Posts: 36707

Back to top

The War They Wanted, The Lies They Needed

http://www.vanityfair.com/features/general/articles/060606fege02

Richard N. Perle

http://www.sourcewatch.org/index.php?title=Richard N. Perle

Richard Perle

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Richard Perle

Former CIA Analyst Says Iran Strike Possibly Set For June Or July

http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article13481.htm

(& profile) (&8 pm )

[ Posted: Fri Jun 09, 2006 7:24 pm  Post subject: JINSA Israel firsters: IRAQ DOWN, IRAN m
STILL TO GO

JINSA Israel firsters: IRAQ DOWN, IRAN STILL TO GO:

http://www.itszone.co.uk/zone0O/viewtopic.php?t=32610
o . 3
(& profile] [‘5—&5 pm |

[ Posted: Fri Jun 09, 2006 7:27 pm  Post subject:

Be sure to access the links in the left side margin of the following URL:

http://www.nowarforisrael.com/Rachel%20Corrie.htm

(& profile) (B pm )

0 Posted: Fri Jun 09, 2006 7:32 pm  Post subject: Look at who is plotting more war for Israel m
at the WH

Incredible how we can only see the photo of the Zionazi Rabbis at the following URL from
David Duke's URL because the serving Israel first US press/media won't touch it:

http://www.davidduke.com/?p=531

Access all four pages of comments at the following blog entry to see why the US
press/media won't cover the racism show via the picture at the URL above:

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2006/06/07/msnbc-pres-rick-kaplan-r n 22455.html
) profile] [5_&}5 pm |

Oldest First Go I

Display posts from previous: All Posts

g g Iy
L I‘IE‘w:-.-_'.:-Ji) pGSh:;J.]r' War Without End Forum Index -> Middle East and Asia

All times are GMT + 1 Hour
Goto page 1, 2 Next

Page 1 of 2

Jump to: Middle East and Asia Go |

You cannot post new topics in this forum
You cannot reply to topics in this forum
You cannot edit your posts in this forum
You cannot delete your posts in this forum
You cannot vote in polls in this forum

Powered by phpBB © 2001, 2005 phpBB Group




