It is time for America's journalists and political leaders to put two
and two together, and ask the fateful question: Is the Bush T h e WO rd S N 0 n e D a re
administration seriously preparing for nuclear war and nation

destruction..... Say: N u C I ear War

This should not be a distraction from Iraq. The general issue is George Lakoff, 2/28/07 — For th? full article see
escalation as a policy, both in Iraq and in Iran. They are linked http://www.commondreams.org/views07/0228-28 htm
issues, not separate issues. We have learned from Iraq what lack
of public scrutiny does. % 1 % VI 0) A # $
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ACTIONS: T 4 !
1. Contact your Senators and Representatives to say, “Hands off , 4-
Iran.” Call the congressional switchboard (202-234-3121) and ask , =%, _—

for them by name. To find the names, go to
http://www.visi.com/juan/congress and enter your address.
2. Share and discuss this leaflet with others.

Local Contact:

Swords Into Plowshares

8"" Day Center for Justice he conservative message machine is preparing the country
205 W. Monroe, Ste. 500 I to accept the ideas of a and
Chicago IL 60606-5062 . The technique used is the "slippery slope." It is

312-641-5151 done by degrees. Like the proverbial frog in the pot of
8thday(@claret.org water -- if the heat is turned up slowly the frog gets used to the
www.8thdaycenter.org heat and eventually boils to death — the American public is
getting gradually acclimated to the idea of war with Iran.

I First, describe Iran as evil - part of the axis of evil. An inherently



evil person will inevitably do evil things and can't be
negotiated with. An entire evil nation is a threat to other
nations.

Second, describe Iran's leader as a "Hitler" who is inherently
"evil" and cannot be reasoned with. Refuse to negotiate with
him.

Then repeat the lie that Iran is on the verge of having nuclear
weapons -weapons of mass destruction. IAEA Director
General Mohamed ElBaradei says they are at best many years
away.

without getting new authorization from Congress. Claim that
the old authorization for attacking Iraq implied doing
"whatever is necessary to protect our troops" from Iranian
intervention in Iraq.

Argue that de-escalation in Iraq would "bleed" our troops,
"weaken" America, and lead to defeat. This sets up escalation
as a winning policy, if not in Iraq then in Iran.

Get the press to go along with each step.

Never mention the words "preventive nuclear war" or
"national destruction." When asked, say "All options are on
the table." Keep the issue of nuclear war and its consequences

In Chicago Friday, Illinois Senator Obama called
Iran "one of the greatest threats to the United
States, Israel and world peace."

from being seriously discussed by the national media.

Call nuclear development "an existential threat" - a threat to
our very existence.

Then suggest a single "surgical" "attack" on Natanz [Iran]
and make it seem acceptable.

Then find a reason to call the attack "self-defense" - or better,
protection for our troops from the EFP's, [explosively formed
projectiles) that shoot a small hot metal ball at a humvee]....

Claim, without proof and without anyone even taking
responsibility for the claim, that the Iranian government at its
highest level is supplying deadly weapons to Shiite militias
attacking our troops, while not mentioning the fact that Saudi
Arabia is helping Sunni insurgents attacking our troops.

Give "protecting our troops" as a reason for attacking Iran

Bush administration to build new generation
of nuclear warheads - Chicago Tribune, March 3,

Intimidate Democratic presidential candidates into agreeing,
without using the words, that nuclear war should be "on the
table." This makes nuclear war and nation destruction
bipartisan and even more acceptable.

Progressives managed to blunt the "surge" idea by telling the
truth about "escalation.” Nuclear war against Iran and nation
destruction constitute the ultimate escalation.

. We do not believe
that most Americans want to start a nuclear war or to impose
nation destruction on the people of Iran. They might, though, be
willing to support a tit-for-tat "surgical" "attack" on Natanz in
retaliation for [Iran’s purported transfer of]small canister bombs
to Iraq and to end Iran's [purported] early nuclear capacity.



