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In-depth Report: IRAN: THE NEXT WAR?

When Hillary Clinton doesn’t make sense

U.S.  President  Barack  Obama  will  be  a  lame  duck  next  year  and  the  officials  in  his
administration, especially his Secretary of State Hillary Clinton are hilariously doing their
best to make sure that they haven’t spared any effort to intervene in the internal affairs of
other countries and sabotage the stability and security of those whom they call “enemies”,
like Iran.

On October 27, Hillary Clinton gave an exclusive interview to the UK’s state-funded, state-
run BBC Persian TV and in an attempt aimed at reaching out to the Iranian nation, made
bombastic remarks which have certainly infuriated the Iranian nation and demonstrated that
the hostile behavior and antagonistic stance of the U.S. government toward the Iranian
nation is a manifestation of the idiom “the leopard can’t change its spots.”

At the beginning of the interview, Clinton referred to the sanctions imposed against Iran by
the U.S. and its European allies and said that these sanctions are targeted at forcing the
Iranian  government  into  abandoning  its  nuclear  program  which  she  called  is  an  effort  to
construct nuclear weapons and not for civilian purposes. Forgetting the detrimental impacts
of economic sanctions against the ordinary people, Clinton talked of the United States as a
friend of the Iranian people, and said that she wanted to reaffirm her country’s “very strong
support for and friendship toward the people of Iran.” She further added that the behavior of
the United States towards the Iranian government is different from its behavior toward the
Iranian  people,  and  by  saying  that,  she  clearly  paraded  her  diplomatic  naiveté  and
artlessness. How do you justify enmity with a government which is democratically elected
by a group of people which you claim of being supportive of?

Secondly, maybe Mrs. Secretary has forgotten that the U.S. itself is the largest possessor of
nuclear weapons in the world. How can such a police state which has so far killed millions of
people around the world, from Nagasaki and Hiroshima to Baghdad and Kabul, boast of its
concerns about the development of nuclear bombs by a country which is the most pacifist
country in a boiling and tumultuous region such as Middle East and hasn’t ever invaded nor
attacked any country in the past century?

A Reuters report quoting U.S. officials revealed in May 2010 that the U.S. has an arsenal of
5,113 nuclear warheads. It  is the only country which has used nuclear weapons in the
warfare and the only nation that has conducted around 1,054 nuclear tests and developed
many long-range weapon delivery systems. So, who is really entitled to be concerned?
Shouldn’t the international community be anxious about the nuclear arsenal of the self-
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proclaimed superpower, the U.S.? Who may guarantee that the U.S. won’t use its nuclear
weapons in the prospective wars which it will be waging in the future? If the criterion of
imposing  financial  sanctions  is  the  possession  of  nuclear  weapons  and  pursuing  the
development of them, why shouldn’t the U.S. or its Middle East client state, Israel, which is
the sole possessor of nuclear weapons in the Middle East, be the target of sanctions? A
report by Federal Reserve Bank of Minneapolis showed that between 1940 and 1996, the
U.S. spent at least $8.15 trillion in present day terms on nuclear weapons development.
Which country can be pinpointed on the world map which has invested in nuclear program,
even for peaceful purposes, so enormously?

But  it  was  not  only  Clinton’s  deceptive  bluffs  on  Iran’s  nuclear  program  that  seemed
perplexing and ridiculous. She lived beyond her means by claiming that the international
community is angry at what Iran is today and wants a better future for its people!

“But I would ask you to put yourself in the position of the international community and those
who seek a better future inside Iran. If you do not want to have a conflict, if you do not want
to just give way to behavior that is very reckless, as we saw in this recent plot against the
Saudi ambassador, potentially dangerous, sanctions is the tool that we have at our disposal
to use,” she said.

Clinton went on to raise the issue of the alleged terror plot against the Saudi ambassador in
Washington and attributed this plot to Iran. She, however, certainly remembers that they
were the agents of CIA, MI6 and Mossad in Iran that assassinated four Iranian nuclear
scientists immediately after their name was put on the UNSC sanctions list. Wasn’t the
assassination of Dariush Rezaei, Massoud Alimohammadi or the foiled assassination plot
against Fereydoon Abbasi a conspicuous sponsorship of terrorism by a government which
calls itself the number one defender of democracy and peace? Wasn’t awarding the 2009
Nobel Peace Prize to the President of such a country which murders and kills people with
impunity some kind of degrading and humiliating this prestigious award?

But an interesting juncture in Clinton’s interview with BBC was where a recorded video
containing a question by one of the viewers of BBC was aired. The viewer asked Hillary
Clinton about America’s perpetual adherence to double standards, its support for repressive
regimes such as Saudi Arabia and Bahrain, its backing of the dreadful coup d’etat against
the democratic government of Iran’s then Prime Minister Mohammad Mosaddegh in 1953
and its heinous shooting down of the Iran Air Flight 655 on July 3, 1988 which claimed the
lives of 290 innocent passengers including 254 Iranians. Clinton was apparently taken aback
by the question as her awkward response showed that the U.S. government has never found
any way to account for its hypocritical policies and actions: “we have consistently spoken
out about Bahrain and we have pushed the government to do more, and we support the
independent investigation… We know that everything we have done in the course of our
235-plus year history is going to appeal to or be supported by everyone, and we take our
history seriously. So, for example, we’ve expressed regret about what was done in 1953…
And then we also have tried to point out that the tragedy of the shooting down of the airline
is something that we deeply are sorry for, and we have said that repeatedly.”

Isn’t it ludicrous? Shooting down a civilian aircraft, killing all the 290 people aboard and then
simply  saying  that  we  are  sorry?  Overthrowing  a  democratic  government  which  reflected
the communal will of a nation and then simply saying that we are sorry? Waging wars and
imposing sanctions which hurt the daily life of the ordinary people and saying that we are
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sorry?

Of  course Hilary  Clinton’s  interview with  BBC Persian was a  fiasco and a  political  debacle.
She just showed her lack of political finesse and once again brought to mind that the wolf
may lose his teeth, but never his nature. Clinton is the representative of a country which
throughout the history has repeatedly betrayed the Iranian nation.  Perhaps expressing
deepest apologies to the Iranian nation and changing their hostile attitude can be the first
step which the American politicians should take in order to have the bitter memories of their
mischievousness wiped off the minds of Iranian people.
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