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War Against lran, April 2006

Biological Threat and Executive
Order 13292

History repeats itself, but always with new twists. We are back to the good old days
when a Declaration of War preceded the start of a war. Such declaration occurred
on March 16th, 2006. Reversing the old order, we are now in the "Sitzkrieg", to be
followed shortly by an aerial "Blitzkrieg" in the coming days.

In the old days, Congress declared war, and directed the Executive to take action.
In the new millenium, the Executive declared war last March 16th, then Congress
will pass H.R. 282, "To hold the current regime in Iran accountable for its
threatening behavior and to support a transition to democracy in Iran." This bill and
previous ones like it are in direct violation of the legally binding Algiers Accords[pdf]
signed by the United States and Iran on January 19, 1981, that states "The United
States pledges that it is and from now on

will be the policy of the United States not to intervene, directly or indirectly,
politically or militarily, in Iran's internal affairs"; however, this is clearly of no
interest to the 353 policymakers sponsoring the bill.

The US promised Russia and China that the UN Security Council statement just
approved will not be a trigger for military action after 30 days; true to its promise,
the US will attack before the 30-day deadline imposed by the UNSC for Iran to stop
its nuclear enrichment activity, i.e. before the end of April. The "justification" is
likely to be an alleged threat of imminent biological attack with Iran's involvement.

The Declaration of War against



lran

I n the aftermath of Pearl Harbor, the Congressional Declaration of December 8,

1941 stated: " Whereas the Imperial Government of Japan has committed
unprovoked acts of war against the Government and the people of the United States
of America: Therefore be it Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the state of war between
the United States and the Imperial Government of Japan which has thus been thrust
upon the United States is hereby formally declared; and the president is hereby
authorized and directed to employ the entire naval and military forces of the United
States and the resources of the Government to carry on war against the Imperial
Government of Japan.”

Similarly, the formal war declaration against Iran, the National Security Strategy of
March 16, 2006, stated:

® "We may face no greater challenge from a single country than from Iran.”

® "The Iranian regime sponsors terrorism; threatens Israel; seeks to thwart
Middle East peace; disrupts democracy in Iraq; and denies the aspirations of
its people for freedom."

® "[T]he first duty of the United States Government remains what it always has
been: to protect the American people and American interests. It is an
enduring American principle that this duty obligates the government to
anticipate and counter threats, using all elements of national power, before
the threats can do grave damage."

® "The greater the threat, the greater is the risk of inaction — and the more
compelling the case for taking anticipatory action to defend ourselves, even if
uncertainty remains as to the time and place of the enemy's attack. There are
few greater threats than a terrorist attack with WMD."

® "To forestall or prevent such hostile acts by our adversaries, the United States
will, if necessary, act preemptively."

® "When the consequences of an attack with WMD are potentially so
devastating, we cannot afford to stand idly by as grave dangers materialize."

® "[T]here will always be some uncertainty about the status of hidden
programs."”

® "Advances in biotechnology provide greater opportunities for state and non-
state actors to obtain dangerous pathogens and equipment.”

® "Biological weapons also pose a grave WMD threat because of the risks of
contagion that would spread disease across large populations and around the
globe.”

® "Countering the spread of biological weapons .... will also enhance our
Nation's ability to respond to pandemic public health threats, such as avian
influenza.”

This has to be combined with the 2005 U.S. State Department "FINDING. The
United States judges that, based on all available information, Iran has an offensive
biological weapons program in violation of the BWC."

In addition, the March 16 declaration makes it clear that the US will use nuclear
weapons in the war against Iran:

® .". .using all elements of national power..."

® "Safe, credible, and reliable nuclear forces continue to play a critical role. We
are strengthening deterrence by developing a New Triad omposed of offensive
strike systems (both nuclear and improved conventional capabilities)."

and this is further reinforced by the just released "National Military Strategy to




Combat Weapons of Mass Destruction"[pdf] that states "Offensive operations may
include kinetic (both conventional and nuclear) and/or non-kinetic options (e.g.
information operations) to deter or defeat a WMD threat or subsequent use of
WMD."

There is of course also the claim that Iran is a threat because it intends to develop
nuclear weapons. The sole purpose of that claim, which flies in the face of all
available evidence, is to generate a diplomatic stalemate at the UN that will allow
Bush to state that other nations share the US concern but not the resolve to act.
However the actual trigger for the bombing to begin will not be the long-term and
by now discredited nuclear threat, rather it is likely to be the threat of an imminent
biological attack.

Casus Belli

I here is no casus belli against Iran based on its nuclear program. The IAEA has

found no evidence that in the 20 years of its development there has been any
diversion of nuclear material to military applications. The Bush administration now
officially acknowledges that the issue with Iran arises from a "loophole" in the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, that allows non-nuclear countries to pursue
uranium enrichment. However it is not a loophole, the right to a full civilian nuclear
program is an integral part of the compromise, that made non-nuclear countries
agree

to it. For the US to call it a loophole means to abrogate the treaty unilaterally and
propose a different treaty that non-nuclear countries will have no motivation to
agree to.

The Bush administration declares that a civilian nuclear program that gives lran
"knowledge" or "capability" to build a nuclear weapon is unacceptable. It could apply
exactly the same logic to biotechnology. The State Department says that "lran is
expanding its biotechnology and biomedical industries by building large, state-of-
the-art research and pharmaceutical

production facilities. These industries could easily hide pilot to industrial-scale
production capabilities for a potential BW program, and could mask procurement of
BW-related process equipment.” Why isn't the US demanding that Iran stops its
biotechnology research and development, and that it transfers all biotech related
activities to Russia?

The key lies in Executive Order 13292, which made information on "weapons of
mass destruction" and on "defense against transnational terrorism" classified. If
concrete details about Iran's alleged biological weapons programs were made
public, they would be subject to public scrutiny and they would be discredited, as
the allegations on Iran's "nuclear weapons program" have been. The US is likely to
have "assembled"” classified information on Iran's biological weapons programs and
shared it with selected individuals, including members of Congress, under the
constraint that classified information cannot be made public. For example,

at the June 25, 2004 House subcommittee "MEMBERS ONLY CLASSIFIED BRIEFING
on Iran, Middle East Proliferation and Terrorist Capabilities.”" The unclassified portion
of that briefing states "It is time for Iran to declare its biological weapons program
and make arrangements for its dismantlement.”

There is likely to be a team of "experts" lined up by the administration that will
support its claims that Iran had a biological weapons program representing an
imminent threat. There is always room in science for differing opinions, and if an
open scientific debate is not possible because information is classified, any
outlandish claim can find some supporters in the scientific community. The most
likely biological threat to be invoked, because it has a natural time element




associated with it, is the threat of a bird flu pandemic caused by a deliberately
mutated H5N1 virus carried by migrating wild birds.

The Biological Threat

C onsider for example Dr. Ward Casscells, a renowned cardiologist that has of

late become an "expert" in bioterrorism. Even more recently, Dr. Casscells joined
the Army as a colonel . According to the US Defense Department, "his years of
research on now-spreading avian flu are now deemed cutting edge." However, |
know of no independent credible scientific body that makes the same assessment:
Dr. Casscells has written a total of four papers on the effect of influenza on cardiac
disease which have been cited by no other scientists. His

paper "Influenza as a bioweapon" has a grand total of 5 citations, meaning a mere 5
other papers refer to it; "cutting edge" scientific papers have hundreds or thousands
of citations. His only other paper on the subject, "Influenza as

a bioterror threat: the need for global vaccination” has zero citations.

Nonetheless, Dr. Casscells' outstanding credentials as a scientist will be invoked by
the administration if he vouches for the credibility of "intelligence" indicating that a
dangerous mutated bird flu virus has been developed in an Iranian underground
bioweapons laboratory. Dr. Casscells has been surveilling the Middle East to "scope
out the possibility for a widespread outbreak" of bird flu. Because he has been
advocating the view that "Bird flu is poised to be an explosive problem" and has
predicted the use of influenza as a bioweapon, he is likely to be inclined to believe
such claims. Similarly his scientific colleagues at the "Defense of Houston"
committee, that work on anticipating bioterrorism threats and are highly lauded by
the administration and very well funded by Army grants.

The Bush administration has spent vast sums of money in combating bioterrorism
threats, reportedly over $7 billion per year, without any evidence or precedent for
bioterrorism attacks. Nevertheless there will always be plenty of scientists that will
flock to where the grant money is and devote efforts to validate conclusions that are
valued by the organizations giving the grants, and news media duly publicize the
hyped threat of bioterrorism. Still, last year over 700 scientists including 2 Nobel
laureates signed a petition objecting to the diversion of funds from projects of high
public-health importance to biodefense, calling it a "misdirection™ of priorities. Dr.
Richard H. Ebright, a renowned molecular biologist, states that "A majority of the
nation's top microbiologists — the very group that the Bush administration is
counting on to carry out its biodefense research agenda — dispute the premises and
implementation of the biodefense spending.”

On the supposed threat of bird flu, while it is continuously being hyped by the
administration [1], [2], [3],

[4], [5], expert opinion is that it is not a serious threat [1], [2], [3], [4]. [5], [6]
and is politically motivated. The blaming of bird flu spread on wild birds is also
highly questionable [1], [2].

On March 15th, right before the disclosure of the new National Security Strategy, |
suggested the bird flu casus belli against Iran, that would "necessitate™ bombing of
Iranian facilities before the bird migration season begins in the Spring. Several
elements emphasized in the March 16 NSS appear to support that scenario, as
discussed above. In a March 20 press conference concerning federal preparedness
for avian flu, Secretary Michael Leavitt (who also warned a few weeks ago to store
tuna and milk under the bed to prepare for bird flu ) stated "Think of the world if
you will as a vast forest that is susceptible to fire. A spark if allowed to burn will
emerge as an uncontainable fire. That's a pandemic. If we are there when the spark
happens, it can be squelched. But if allowed to burn for a time it begins to spread
uncontrollably.” An aerial attack on Iranian installations may be touted as the




"squelching” of the bird flu pandemic spark.

Does Bush need congressional
authorization to bomb lran?

I he answer is contained in the Statement by the president of October 16,

2002, in signing into law the congressional authorization to use force against Iraq. It
states

"...1 sought an additional resolution of support from the Congress to use force
against Iraq, should force become necessary. While | appreciate receiving that
support, my request for it did not, and my signing this resolution does not,
constitute any change in the long-standing positions of the executive branch on
either the president's constitutional authority to use force to deter, prevent, or
respond to aggression or other threats to U.S. interests or on the constitutionality of
the War Powers Resolution.”

In other words: "I appreciate Congress' authorization but didn't need it and will not
need it next time with Iran."

The War Powers Resolution encourages the president to consult with Congress "in
every possible instance”, yet allows the president to introduce Armed Forces into
hostilities without Congressional authorization; it simply compels him to terminate
hostilities within 60 to 90 days unless Congress authorizes an extension. Plenty time
enough.

The Attack

I t is unlikely that there will be a public announcement of the impending attack

before it starts, since it would generate opposition. Allies do not want to be
implicated and will deny any knowledge. Who will be officially notified that an attack
is about to take place? Most likely, Iran itself.

Direct conversations between the US and Iran are about to start, nominally on the
subject of Iraq only. They will also provide the only direct conduit for the US to
communicate with Iran without intermediaries. An "ultimatum" unacceptable to Iran,
as was delivered publicly to Iraq on March 17th, 2003, could be delivered privately
to Iran through that route.

The reasons for our actions will be clear, the force measured, and the cause just.

The initial US attack on Iranian facilities is likely to e "measured": a highly accurate
strike on selected facilities "suspected” of bioweapons work, with cruise missiles
launched from submarines or ships in the Persian Gulf. That is a component of the
CONPLAN 8022 Global Strike mission, which recently became operational and also
includes nuclear preemptive strikes.

The "clear" reasons and "just" cause for the administration to attack can be stated



as follows: if a bird flu pandemic can cause 150 million deaths and there is even a
one

percent probability that the "intelligence" is right, i.e. even if there is a 99%
"uncertainty about the status of hidden programs", the expected number of deaths
that would be prevented by bombing the Iranian facilities is the product of those
two numbers, i.e. 1.5 million, vastly larger than the few thousand Iranian casualties
due to "collateral damage."

Any military reaction by Iran to the attack, perhaps even a verbal reaction, will be
construed as "aggression" by Iran towards the US and Israel, and result in large
scale bombing of Iranian missile, nuclear and other facilities. Does that sound
absurd? Recall that the US and Britain bombed Irag's no-fly zones well before the
Irag invasion, and Iraqgi response was labeled "aggression toward planes of the
coalition forces."

Nuclear earth penetrating weapons may be used in the initial attack, and certainly
will be used in the large scale attack that will follow.

Why will this happen? Because it was "pencilled in" a long time ago. The actions of
the US against Iran in recent years have been clearly directed towards a
confrontation, to suppress the rise of Iran as a strong regional power that does not
conform to US interests.

Can i1t be Prevented?

l \ small group of thugs is about to lead America across a line of no return. On

the other side of this line there is no nuclear taboo, no restraint on preemptive
nuclear attacks on non-nuclear nations, and no incentive for non-nuclear nations to
remain non-nuclear. A global nuclear war and the destruction of humanity will be a
distinct possibility.

Americans are largely unaware of what is about to happen. Half a million people go
to the streets on immigration law, yet nobody is demonstrating against the Iran war
that will radically change the life of Americans for generations to come. The more
informed sectors of society, scientists, arms control organizations, the media, the
political establishment, the military, are not taking a strong stand against the
impending war. Congress is silent. Only people in the know can stop this. Resigning
from the job is not good enough [1], [2], [3]. People in the know have to come
forward with information that brings the impending attack to the forefront of
attention of Congress and the American public and thwarts it. Not doing so is being
complicit in a plan that will bring tragic consequences to America and the world.

Else, all that will be left is to bring the perpetrators to justice. Danton, Robespierre,
Mussolini, Petain, Ribbentrop, Goering, Ceausescu also occupied positions of power
and prominence

at some point in their careers.

whiteaglesoaring writes: "109th U.S. Congress (2005-2006)
H.R. 282: Iran Freedom Support Act

Status: Introduced (By Rep. lleana Ros-Lehtinen [R-FL])

This bill is in the first step in the legislative process. Introduced House bills go first
to House committees that consider whether the bill should be presented to the



House as a whole. The majority of bills never make it out of committee.
Introduced: Jan 6, 2005

Last Action: Mar 15, 2006: Ordered to be Reported (Amended) by the Yeas and
Nays: 37 - 3.

Rep. lleana Ros-Lehtinen [R-FL]

Cosponsors

Rep. Gary Ackerman [D-NY]
Rep. Robert Aderholt [R-AL]
Rep. W. Todd Akin [R-MO]
Rep. Rodney Alexander [R-LA]
Rep. Thomas Allen [D-ME]
Rep. Robert Andrews [D-NJ]
Rep. Joe Baca [D-CA]

Rep. Spencer Bachus [R-AL]
Rep. Brian Baird [D-WA]

Rep. Richard Baker [R-LA]
Rep. Tammy Baldwin [D-WI]
Rep. James Barrett [R-SC]
Rep. John Barrow [D-GA]
Rep. Roscoe Bartlett [R-MD]
Rep. Charles Bass [R-NH]
Rep. Melissa Bean [D-IL]

Rep. Bob Beauprez [R-CO]
Rep. Shelley Berkley [D-NV]
Rep. Howard Berman [D-CA]
Rep. Robert Berry [D-AR]
Rep. Judy Biggert [R-IL]

Rep. Michael Bilirakis [R-FL]
Rep. Rob Bishop [R-UT]

Rep. Sanford Bishop [D-GA]
Rep. Timothy Bishop [D-NY]
Rep. Marsha Blackburn [R-TN]
Rep. Roy Blunt [R-MQ]

Rep. Sherwood Boehlert [R-NY]
Rep. John Boehner [R-OH]
Rep. Henry Bonilla [R-TX]
Rep. Jo Bonner [R-AL]

Rep. Mary Bono [R-CA]

Rep. John Boozman [R-AR]
Rep. Dan Boren [D-OK]

Rep. Leonard Boswell [D-1A]
Rep. Charles Boustany [R-LA]
Rep. F. Allen Boyd [D-FL]
Rep. Jeb Bradley [R-NH]

Rep. Robert Brady [D-PA]
Rep. Corrine Brown [D-FL]
Rep. Henry Brown [R-SC]
Rep. Sherrod Brown [D-OH]
Rep. Virginia Brown-Waite [R-FL]
Rep. Michael Burgess [R-TX]
Rep. Dan Burton [R-IN]

Rep. George Butterfield [D-NC]
Rep. Ken Calvert [R-CA]

Rep. David Camp [R-MI]

Rep. John Campbell [R-CA]
Rep. Christopher Cannon [R-UT]
Rep. Eric Cantor [R-VA]

Rep. Shelley Capito [R-WV]
Rep. Benjamin Cardin [D-MD]
Rep. Dennis Cardoza [D-CA]
Rep. Russ Carnahan [D-MO]



Rep. John Carter [R-TX]

Rep. Ed Case [D-HI]

Rep. Steven Chabot [R-OH]
Rep. Ben Chandler [D-KY]
Rep. Chris Chocola [R-IN]
Rep. William Clay [D-MO]

Rep. Emanuel Cleaver [D-MO]
Rep. James Clyburn [D-SC]
Rep. John Coble [R-NC]

Rep. Tom Cole [R-OK]

Rep. K. Michael Conaway [R-TX]
Rep. Jim Cooper [D-TN]

Rep. Jim Costa [D-CA]

Rep. Jerry Costello [D-IL]

Rep. C. Christopher Cox [R-CA]
Rep. Robert Cramer [D-AL]
Rep. Ander Crenshaw [R-FL]
Rep. Joseph Crowley [D-NY]
Rep. Barbara Cubin [R-WY]
Rep. Henry Cuellar [D-TX]
Rep. John Culberson [R-TX]
Rep. Elijah Cummings [D-MD]
Rep. Randall Cunningham [R-CA]
Rep. Artur Davis [D-AL]

Rep. Danny Davis [D-IL]

Rep. Geoff Davis [R-KY]

Rep. James Davis [D-FL]

Rep. Jo Ann Davis [R-VA]

Rep. Lincoln Davis [D-TN]
Rep. Susan Davis [D-CA]

Rep. Nathan Deal [R-GA]

Rep. Diana DeGette [D-CO]
Rep. Rosa DelLauro [D-CT]
Rep. Charles Dent [R-PA]

Rep. Lincoln Diaz-Balart [R-FL]
Rep. Mario Diaz-Balart [R-FL]
Rep. Norman Dicks [D-WA]
Rep. John Doolittle [R-CA]
Rep. Michael Doyle [D-PA]
Rep. Thelma Drake [R-VA]
Rep. Thomas Edwards [D-TX]
Rep. Rahm Emanuel [D-IL]
Rep. Jo Ann Emerson [R-MO]
Rep. Eliot Engel [D-NY]

Rep. Philip English [R-PA]

Rep. Anna Eshoo [D-CA]

Rep. Bob Etheridge [D-NC]
Rep. Lane Evans [D-IL]

Rep. Terry Everett [R-AL]

Rep. Eni Faleomavaega [D-AS]
Rep. Sam Farr [D-CA]

Rep. Chaka Fattah [D-PA]
Rep. Tom Feeney [R-FL]

Rep. Michael Ferguson [R-NJ]
Rep. Bob Filner [D-CA]

Rep. Michael Fitzpatrick [R-PA]
Rep. Mark Foley [R-FL]

Rep. James Forbes [R-VA]
Rep. Harold Ford [D-TN]

Rep. Jeffrey Fortenberry [R-NE]
Rep. Luis Fortuno [?-PR]

Rep. Vito Fossella [R-NY]

Rep. Virginia Foxx [R-NC]

Rep. Barney Frank [D-MA]
Rep. Trent Franks [R-AZ]



Rep. Rodney Frelinghuysen [R-NJ]
Rep. Elton Gallegly [R-CA]
Rep. E. Scott Garrett [R-NJ]
Rep. Jim Gerlach [R-PA]

Rep. James Gibbons [R-NV]
Rep. Wayne Gilchrest [R-MD]
Rep. John Gingrey [R-GA]
Rep. Louis Gohmert [R-TX]
Rep. Charles Gonzalez [D-TX]
Rep. Virgil Goode [R-VA]
Rep. Barton Gordon [D-TN]
Rep. Samuel Graves [R-MO]
Rep. Al Green [D-TX]

Rep. Raymond Green [D-TX]
Rep. Mark Green [R-WI]
Rep. Raul Grijalva [D-AZ]
Rep. Luis Gutierrez [D-IL]
Rep. Ralph Hall [R-TX]

Rep. Jane Harman [D-CA]
Rep. Katherine Harris [R-FL]
Rep. Melissa Hart [R-PA]
Rep. Alcee Hastings [D-FL]
Rep. Doc Hastings [R-WA]
Rep. Robert Hayes [R-NC]
Rep. John Hayworth [R-AZ]
Rep. Joel Hefley [R-CO]

Rep. Jeb Hensarling [R-TX]
Rep. Walter Herger [R-CA]
Rep. Stephanie Herseth [D-SD]
Rep. Brian Higgins [D-NY]
Rep. Tim Holden [D-PA]

Rep. Rush Holt [D-NJ]

Rep. Michael Honda [D-CA]
Rep. Steny Hoyer [D-MD]
Rep. Kenny Hulshof [R-MO]
Rep. Bob Inglis [R-SC]

Rep. Jay Inslee [D-WA]

Rep. Steve Israel [D-NY]
Rep. Darrell Issa [R-CA]
Rep. Jesse Jackson [D-IL]
Rep. Sheila Jackson-Lee [D-TX]
Rep. William Jefferson [D-LA]
Rep. Bobby Jindal [R-LA]
Rep. Eddie Johnson [D-TX]
Rep. Timothy Johnson [R-IL]
Rep. Stephanie Jones [D-OH]
Rep. Walter Jones [R-NC]
Rep. Ric Keller [R-FL]

Rep. Sue Kelly [R-NY]

Rep. Mark Kennedy [R-MN]
Rep. Patrick Kennedy [D-RI]
Rep. Dale Kildee [D-MI]

Rep. Ronald Kind [D-WI]
Rep. Peter King [R-NY]

Rep. Steve King [R-1A]

Rep. Jack Kingston [R-GA]
Rep. Mark Kirk [R-IL]

Rep. John Kline [R-MN]

Rep. Joseph Knollenberg [R-MI]
Rep. John Kuhl [R-NY]

Rep. Ray LaHood [R-IL]

Rep. James Langevin [D-RI]
Rep. Tom Lantos [D-CA]
Rep. Rick Larsen [D-WA]
Rep. John Larson [D-CT]
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Steven LaTourette [R-OH]
Barbara Lee [D-CA]
Sander Levin [D-MI]
Jerry Lewis [R-CA]

John Lewis [D-GA]

Ron Lewis [R-KY]

John Linder [R-GA]
Daniel Lipinski [D-IL]
Frank LoBiondo [R-NJ]
Zoe Lofgren [D-CA]

Nita Lowey [D-NY]
Frank Lucas [R-OK]
Daniel Lungren [R-CA]
Stephen Lynch [D-MA]
Connie Mack [R-FL]
Carolyn Maloney [D-NY]
Donald Manzullo [R-IL]
Kenny Marchant [R-TX]
Edward Markey [D-MA]
James Marshall [D-GA]
Jim Matheson [D-UT]
Doris Matsui [D-CA]
Carolyn McCarthy [D-NY]
Michael McCaul [R-TX]
Thaddeus McCotter [R-MI]
James McCrery [R-LA]
Patrick McHenry [R-NC]
John McHugh [R-NY]
Mike Mclintyre [D-NC]
Howard McKeon [R-CA]
Cathy McMorris [R-WA]
Michael McNulty [D-NY]
Martin Meehan [D-MA]
Kendrick Meek [D-FL]
Gregory Meeks [D-NY]
Charles Melancon [D-LA]
Robert Menendez [D-NJ]
John Mica [R-FL]
Michael Michaud [D-ME]
R. Bradley Miller [D-NC]
Candice Miller [R-MI]
George Miller [D-CA]
Jeff Miller [R-FL]

Dennis Moore [D-KS]
Gwen Moore [D-WI]

Tim Murphy [R-PA]
Marilyn Musgrave [R-CO]
Sue Myrick [R-NC]
Jerrold Nadler [D-NY]
Grace Napolitano [D-CA]
Richard Neal [D-MA]
Randy Neugebauer [R-TX]
Anne Northup [R-KY]
Charles Norwood [R-GA]
Devin Nunes [R-CA]
James Nussle [R-1A]
John Olver [D-MA]
Thomas Osborne [R-NE]
C.L. Otter [R-ID]

Major Owens [D-NY]
Michael Oxley [R-OH]
Frank Pallone [D-NJ]
William Pascrell [D-NJ]
Edward Pastor [D-AZ]
Donald Payne [D-NJ]



Rep. Steven Pearce [R-NM]
Rep. Nancy Pelosi [D-CA]

Rep. Mike Pence [R-IN]

Rep. Collin Peterson [D-MN]
Rep. John Peterson [R-PA]
Rep. Charles Pickering [R-MS]
Rep. Todd Platts [R-PA]

Rep. Ted Poe [R-TX]

Rep. Richard Pombo [R-CA]
Rep. Earl Pomeroy [D-ND]
Rep. Jon Porter [R-NV]

Rep. Tom Price [R-GA]

Rep. Deborah Pryce [R-OH]
Rep. Adam Putnam [R-FL]
Rep. George Radanovich [R-CA]
Rep. James Ramstad [R-MN]
Rep. Charles Rangel [D-NY]
Rep. Dennis Rehberg [R-MT]
Rep. Dave Reichert [R-WA]
Rep. Rick Renzi [R-AZ]

Rep. Silvestre Reyes [D-TX]
Rep. Thomas Reynolds [R-NY]
Rep. Harold Rogers [R-KY]
Rep. Michael Rogers [R-MI]
Rep. Michael Rogers [R-AL]
Rep. Dana Rohrabacher [R-CA]
Rep. Mike Ross [D-AR]

Rep. Steven Rothman [D-NJ]
Rep. Lucille Roybal-Allard [D-CA]
Rep. Edward Royce [R-CA]
Rep. C.A. Dutch Ruppersberger [D-MD]
Rep. Bobby Rush [D-IL]

Rep. Paul Ryan [R-WI]

Rep. Timothy Ryan [D-OH]
Rep. Jim Ryun [R-KS]

Rep. John Salazar [D-CO]
Rep. Linda Sanchez [D-CA]
Rep. Loretta Sanchez [D-CA]
Rep. Bernard Sanders [I-VT]
Rep. H. James Saxton [R-NJ]
Rep. Janice Schakowsky [D-IL]
Rep. Adam Schiff [D-CA]

Rep. Jean Schmidt [R-OH]
Rep. Allyson Schwartz [D-PA]
Rep. John Schwarz [R-MI]
Rep. David Scott [D-GA]

Rep. Robert Scott [D-VA]

Rep. F. James Sensenbrenner [R-WI]
Rep. Peter Sessions [R-TX]
Rep. John Shadegg [R-AZ]
Rep. E. Clay Shaw [R-FL]

Rep. Christopher Shays [R-CT]
Rep. Brad Sherman [D-CA]
Rep. John Shimkus [R-IL]
Rep. William Shuster [R-PA]
Rep. Robert Simmons [R-CT]
Rep. Michael Simpson [R-I1D]
Rep. Ike Skelton [D-MO]

Rep. Louise Slaughter [D-NY]
Rep. Adam Smith [D-WA]

Rep. Christopher Smith [R-NJ]
Rep. Lamar Smith [R-TX]

Rep. Michael Sodrel [R-IN]
Rep. Hilda Solis [D-CA]

Rep. Mark Souder [R-IN]



Rep. Clifford Stearns [R-FL]
Rep. Ted Strickland [D-OH]
Rep. Bart Stupak [D-MlI]

Rep. John Sullivan [R-OK]
Rep. John Sweeney [R-NY]
Rep. Thomas Tancredo [R-CO]
Rep. John Tanner [D-TN]

Rep. Ellen Tauscher [D-CA]
Rep. Charles Taylor [R-NC]
Rep. Lee Terry [R-NE]

Rep. Bennie Thompson [D-MS]
Rep. C. Michael Thompson [D-CA]
Rep. Todd Tiahrt [R-KS]

Rep. Patrick Tiberi [R-OH]
Rep. Edolphus Towns [D-NY]
Rep. Michael Turner [R-OH]
Rep. Mark Udall [D-CO]

Rep. Tom Udall [D-NM]

Rep. Frederick Upton [R-MI]
Rep. Christopher Van Hollen [D-MD]
Rep. Peter Visclosky [D-IN]
Rep. Greg Walden [R-OR]
Rep. James Walsh [R-NY]

Rep. Zach Wamp [R-TN]

Rep. Debbie Schultz [D-FL]
Rep. Henry Waxman [D-CA]
Rep. Anthony Weiner [D-NY]
Rep. W. Curtis Weldon [R-PA]
Rep. David Weldon [R-FL]
Rep. Gerald Weller [R-IL]

Rep. Lynn Westmoreland [R-GA]
Rep. Robert Wexler [D-FL]
Rep. Roger Wicker [R-MS]
Rep. Heather Wilson [R-NM]
Rep. Addison Wilson [R-SC]
Rep. Frank Wolf [R-VA]

Rep. Lynn Woolsey [D-CA]
Rep. David Wu [D-OR]

Rep. Albert Wynn [D-MD]

Rep. C. W. Bill Young [R-FL]

GET ON IT!
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Introduced by Rep. lleana Ros-Lehtinen [R-FL] : Let me guess, jewish?

My Blog: http://teacuptempestry.blogspot.com

Ben Franklin was right.

Liberty is not a right, but a duty. - Ezra Pound, March 8, 1942
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whiteaglesoaring B Re: Signs point toward War Against Iran, April 2006 EE8 [ To: process | Post

gi%gg}o’g%"z?ggt,‘i‘,‘\? 294535080, reply to 294534988 ] (Score: 2)

Bingo! Shall we begin the roll call? Waxman ...



ORRAVEN
(rebel)
04/02/06 02:30 PM

T

Zamolxe

(tyro)
04/02/06 02:30 PM

Monkeys at_War
(nonconformist)
04/02/06 02:42 PM

Britteny Hole
(insurgent)
04/02/06 03:21 PM

In a time of universal deceit, telling the truth is a revolutionary act....George
Orwell
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Post 294535089, reply to 294534972 ] (Score: 1)

These people are evil. Normally | would describe their behavior as insane, but
calling them insane excuses them.

"All we want is to be left alone.”

President Jefferson Davis
Confederate States of America
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M Rre: Signs point toward War Against lran, April 2006 EE [ To: whiteaglesoaring |
Post 294535092, reply to 294534972 ] (Score: 1)

People should stop giving "predictions” about the date of the attack on Iran.The only
ones who know when it will happen are the fuckers who will make the decision.
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M Re: Signs point toward War Against lran, April 2006 BEEf [ To: whiteaglesoaring |
Post 294535106, reply to 294534972 ] (Score: 1)

my guess is a dirty radioactive bomb in some place filled with "minority"” , and/or
another nice demolition of a record-keeping federal building to get rid of some more
scams papertrails.

and an Irani called somethin like Zuweed Tufeeq or some evil-sounding onviously
invented name, will be "caught in the act" and killed, with papers on, leading all the
way to Iranian intelligence.

so, if I were you, and you are working in any federal building that keeps financial
records, or any amusement park in some latino or black county, 1'd be taking a
month vacation starting anytime soon.
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¥ Re: Signs point toward War Against Iran, April 2006 BEEf [ To: Zamolxe | Post
294535161, reply to 294535092 ] (Score: 1)

Quote:

are the fuckers who will make the decision.

And who is following through on this ‘decision'?
If no one listens then no one goes to war
Who is still listening to them?

The five things we never see in America
1. bicycle lanes



2. cooperatively owned businesses
3. teacher run schools
4. use of alternative energy sources
5. recycling
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The most recent American Conservative suggests that it will be Bush's October
surprise, Repubs will be on a high point prior to the elections and whatever fallout
there is would likely come after they cross the finish line. If they bomb now, it's a
potential liability all the way through to November. But of course that isn't taking
black box voting into account..

My Blog: http://teacuptempestry.blogspot.com

Ben Franklin was right.

Liberty is not a right, but a duty. - Ezra Pound, March 8, 1942
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Son of Libert
84/03/06 05:08 AM Post 294535934, reply to 294534972 ] (Score: 1)

According to good judges of LF, war against Iran was 'guaranteed' for March 2005,
along with a nuke at the Superbowl.

Usecuncekanfarcwriteorf.
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