
September 21, 2012  EIR World News  25

caused the conflict to spread,” then, as we saw in Iraq, 
devising an exit strategy would be “challenging,” to 
say the least.

Benefits. The section on “Benefits” is, understand-
ably, relatively brief. Potential benefits including dam-
aging Iran’s nuclear facilities, weakening its ability to 
rebuild its facilities, and curtailing Iran’s military capa-
bilities (air defenses, communications, military bases, 
and rocket-launching sites). Military action might deter 
other nations from seeking nuclear weapons. It would 
demonstate U.S. determination to stop Iran’s nuclear 
program, and it might weaken the Iranian regime—but 
this latter is “a highly contested assumption,” the au-
thors note, “and we join other experts in believing an 
attack would strengthen the Iranian regime instead of 
weakening it. . . .”

Costs of Military Action. The authors starkly 
warn that to initiate a preventive attack on Iran, even 
with limited objectives, “could be the beginning of a 
war entailing all of the uncertainties and unanticipated 
consequences” well known to those who have been 
involved in, or studied, prior military conflicts. Issues 
considered here, include the scope of direct Iranian 

retaliation against the U.S. and Israel, likely involving 
Iran’s asymmetrical capabilities, and closing the Strait 
of Hormuz; secondly, indirect Iranian retaliation by 
Hezbollah or other proxies and Iran’s Revolutionary 
Guard Quds forces. Third, and perhaps most ominous, 
is the danger of escalation, “with both sides taking ac-
tions that neither side contemplated before an initial 
strike.”

Given the fog of war, the high levels of mistrust, 
absence of communication, etc., the authors warn that 
“miscalculation and uncontrollable escalation to full-
scale combat cannot be discounted” (emphasis 
added).

Among other costs outlined by the authors, are the 
breakdown of the coalition of nations now joining in 
sanctions against Iran, particularly if an attack is made 
without an international mandate; Iran receiving re-
newed military support from Russia and others; re-
duced U.S. regional and international influence, includ-
ing a reinforcing of the idea that the U.S. and Israel are 
at war with Islam; and increased regional and global 
instability, including growing terrorist recruitment by 
groups such as al-Qaeda.

Ex-CIA Chief Hayden: Libya 
Killing Is Obama’s Fault
Sept. 17—On Sept. 12, former CIA Director (2006-
09) Michael Hayden said that the violence that 
claimed the life of the U.S. ambassador in Libya, was 
the result of President Obama’s decision to intervene 
in the Libyan revolt without a “true or deep apprecia-
tion” for the consequences.

“I’m reminded of Secretary of State Powell’s 
comments about Iraq, going back almost a decade 
ago—the ‘Pottery Barn’ theory—that if you break it, 
you own it,” Hayden said in an interview with News-
max.com.

“Here’s a case,” Hayden explained, “where we 
went into Libya for reasons that seemed very power-
ful for some people at the time, almost all of them 
humanitarian, perhaps without a true or deep appre-

ciation for what the secondary and tertiary effects of 
overthrowing Gadhafi would be. This was always the 
story we saw in those cell phone videos of oppressed 
and oppressor, but there were other stories going on 
too, other narratives—East versus West in Libya, 
tribal disputes in Libya, eastern Libya being home of 
the Islamic Libyan fighting group. All these subplots 
were always out there, and once you shatter the old 
society, these subplots become far more powerful, 
and now we are seeing the results of that: loss of con-
trol, manned portable air missiles, weapons from 
Libya being used to grab the northern half of Mali 
away from the Malian government, which is a good 
friend of the U.S.”

“You’ve got the Russians, with some legitimacy, 
feeling that the U.N. Security Council resolution on 
Libya was bait and switch,” Hayden declared. “It was 
never just humanitarian assistance, it was to over-
throw the regime, and as for how that affects the Rus-
sians, think about Syria.”


