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The US/IRAN Showdown: The End of History?
Hich Yezza

THE PEACE MOVEMENT

We are a group who campaign for peace and social justice, at the individual, local, national and
global levels.

Meetings are held in D137 of the Portland Building, every Wednesday at 4pm. Join the NSPM
planning mailing list for planning news and events. You can do this by emailing us at:

sunspm@su.nottingham.ac.uk

JOIN THE CEASEFIRE FORUM!
An informal gathering for anyone interested in being involved in this magazine,

or just interested in lively, stimulating discussions about politics, activism and culture.

Every Friday at 5pm, outside the Glass Atrium, Portland Building
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' Why bother wnh clumsy

Peace in Poetr

Clanssa Hu hes-Parker
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Love when Hate is
S0 easy?

Why build a dream when
Greed’s gravity rebels
Against every tired brick?
But breathing is so simple
When time is on your side
Words are melting pebbles
In this crimson maze of clouds
And yes this morning
We believe in healing
And in rebelling
Against... the rebellion

Will they? Won't they? It seems the question of whether the Neo-Con zealots at the White House will be
reckless/brave/stupid/steadfast (circle as appropriate) enough to attack Iran is now on the lips of everyone who's

| been paying attention to the mountingly sinister dance of “dare & bluff” the two regimes of Tehran and Washington

have been gamely engaging in for the past three years.

Analyses and assessments vary but a consensus seems to be converging around the unthinkability of a ground-force
invasion. No matter how virulent the sabre-rattling emanating from the Neo-Imperialist right-wing media gets, the
plain truth of the matter is that Iran is not Iraq. Not only is the former significantly bigger and more populous. The
Iranian regime still enjoys fairly solid levels of loyalty (if not popularity) amongst its population, a very crucial
difference to the pre-invasion Iraq of the (almost) universally-hated Saddam. Furthermore, the brilliant use made
domestically by Ahmadinejad of the Nuclear Inspections saga has helped further stir up nationalistic feelings amongst
the populace and, ironically, has helped give a new lease of life to the Mullahs’ grip on a new generation of Iranians
who now feel compelled to support their leadership out of nationalistic pride rather than religious fervour (as was the
case in the Khomeini-led 1979 revolution).

However, it is quite clear, most observers agree, that the current status-quo is unsustainable. Something has to give,
and either the Iranians will voluntarily agree to some sort of strategic realignment that will stop the US from seeing
them as a clear threat to its hegemony, or the US will have to review its ambitions in the region and cut them down to
a more realistic and manageable size. A third option, of course, is that the US would attempt the use of force to drive
events its way. Indeed, the most common prediction currently made is that a “surgical” attack will be carried out,
either by the US itself or by proxy (Israel is seen as the obvious candidate but last summer’s defeat against Hezbollah
has changed things a bit). This too, however, is unlikely to an extent. Iran has been quite vocal in asserting its intention
to retaliate vigorously against any attacks. This might, indeed, be just verbal fireworks for internal consumption
(everyone remembers how the Iraqi leadership maintained its public bravado to the very end, and beyond) but the
crucial difference is that Iran actually DOES possess the means to inflict serious damage to US interests, whether by
directly causing military losses or via the more fearsome weapon of economic and political pressure, after all, Iran not
only has enormous leverage in the region regarding the production, transport and distribution of Oil, it also holds a
few pieces of choice on the regional chessboard, notably via its enormous influence on (and sponsorship) of dominant,
motivated and well organised Shia movements in Iraq and Lebanon.

It seems the coming year will be a test (yes, another one, please bear with us) of the UN’s relevance in international
affairs. Any further erosion to its already-shattered credibility could quite spell the end of the organisation as a serious

body with a meamngful level of authority. If the US goes ahead with its attack on Iran (The US-led media campaign

aimed at “softening up” world opinion on this matter in order to “prepare” it for this eventuality has been well-under
way for months now) we would essentially be going back to a pre-WW?2 political mindset, a comeback to the “Might is
Right” paradigm would essentially mean the last 70 years of slow and painful efforts by the international community
to leave behind the horrors of the 20t Century would have been an idealistic but ultimately utopian and unsuccessful
adventure: For anyone who believes in a future of universal humanism based on embracing richness in diversity,

- taking part in the global effort to stem the US behemoth from taking the madness of imperialism a step too far is
| hterally (beyond the chchés and the soundbltes) a matter of c1v1hsat10nal surv1va1
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