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In testimony on November 14 before the House Oversight and Government Reform Subcommittee on National Security and Foreign Affairs chaired by Rep. John Tierney, retired U.S. Air Force Colonel Sam Gardiner, a top war gamer for the U.S. National War College, warned of the consequences of a U.S. military attack on Iran. The hearing, titled "Iran: Reality. Options, and Consequences," the third hearing in a series called "Regional and Global Consequences of US Military Action in Iran, also saw testimony from retired Army Colonel Larry Wilkerson, Secretary of State Colin Powell's senior adviser; Dr. Paul Pillar, the former deputy director of the CIA Counterterrorism Center and National Intelligence Officer for the Near East and South Asia from 2000 to 2005; and retired Marine Lt. Gen. Paul K. Van Riper, former Commanding General of the Marine Corps Combat Development Command and 2nd Marine Division all warned of the dire results of U.S. military action against Iran.





The only Republican witness, American Foreign Policy Council Vice President for Policy Ilan Berman, who echoes Israeli right-wing propaganda, warned that the necessity of U.S. military action will "loom ever larger on the horizon" as Iran nears the "nuclear threshold." Ranking Republican member Chris Shays of Connecticut supported Berman's contention and quoted Henry Kissinger in stating that Iran's nuclear program is more worrisome than that of North Korea.





Gardiner said that in December 2006 he met with then-Iranian ambassador to the United Nations Javad Zarif. Gardiner testified that he told Zarif that the threat of a US military attack on Iran had to be taken seriously. Gardiner gave Zarif a briefing on Gardiner's own assessment of the military strike strategy and Zarif took it with him after the dinner. 





Gardiner said current U.S. strategy against Iran has two objectives: 1) punish Iran for attacks on U.S. troops in Iraq and 2) set back the Iranian nuclear program 3 to 5 years.





Gardiner spelled out the list of U.S. priority targets in Iran to address Iranian support for terrorists in Iraq:





1) Five Islamic Revolutionary Guard Divisions located in Tehran, Esfahan, Drezfel, and Khorramabad. These divisions and their equipment, munitions, and facilities are bunkered and in revetments designed to absorb the energy from explosives.





War gaming result: no serious damage was done to Revolutionary Guard units. Strikes on terrorist training camps did little damage. Iran did not stop uranium enrichment.





To stop Iranian nuclear development, Gardiner listed the priority targets for the United States. The major U.S. weapon was the BLU-113 Penetrating Weapon against deep targets.





The targets are:





1) The Natanz Gas Centrifuge Plant. Two centrifuge halls are buried under 2 meters of concrete and 18 meters of soil. Two BLU-113s would be necessary against two each aim points with only an 80 percent certainty of destruction of the two halls.





2) The Nuclear Research Center at Esfahan. Facilities have likely been tunnelled with North Korean tunnelling equipment. The use of two BLU-113s per aim point could only be used to close the tunnel entrance with any degree of certainty. 





3) The heavy water plant at Arak where there is tunnelling and similar difficulties as stated above with deep tunnels.





4) The weapons and missile test facilities at Parchin. Tunnelling exists there, as well, along with revetments.





5) The Russian-built nuclear power plant at Bushehr. This target is not key to Iran's nuclear weapons program but an attack on its would kill Russian citizens.





War gaming result of attack on nuclear facilities: Three to five years of construction destroyed. Not known if nuclear weapons program was set back or accelerated.





Gardiner said as a teacher of strategy he urges caution when a military option has such uncertainty.





An attack on Iran, the country's ability to retaliate would also have to be hit. Therefore, Iran's limited air force capability would be attacked. Iranian F-14s at Bushehr are sheltered by attack by blast walls.





Also targeted are the main Iranian naval base at Bandar Abbas and three Russian-supplied Kilo-class submarines and a possible mini-sub of Iranian construction. The missile patrol boats at the Chabahr Naval Facility are also targets along with Iranian anti-ship Silkworm and C-805 missile batteries at Larak, Kuhesiak, Quesm, Abu Musa, Jask, and Sirri. Also targeted are missile bunkers on Khark Island that are moved into revetments for firing and mobile Shaab-III missile locations along the Iranian-Iraq border. The Shahab-III missiles can hit Turkey, a NATO country, but there is intelligence evidence that it is not an operational missile and has experienced a 30 percent failure rate. 





War gaming result of attack on Iranian retaliatory capabilities: 1) Iranian combat aircraft mostly destroyed; 2) Large naval vessels destroyed; 3) small boats, terrorists, chemical weapons, and some missiles still available for use.





The consequences of a U.S. attack on Iran would be a Hezbollah attack on U.S. and Israeli interests in the Middle East region and inside the United States itself. Vulnerable oil pipelines in Iraq would also be targets by forces allied with Iran in Iraq as well as by incoming Revolutionary Guards from Iran. Iran would also deploy mines in the Persian Gulf and use small craft to attack supertankers. Gasoline would climb to $5/gallon in the United States with oil at $200/barrel. Iran would use its chemical weapons, delivered by artillery and bombs, that causes blistering, blood contamination, and choking. Eight super-secure bunkers in Esfahan are believed to house the chemical munitions. 





Pillar said Iran's interest in nuclear weapons is a deterrent against external threats, primarily the United States. Iran will view a U.S. air strike against it as an act of war and will choose its own time and place to respond. Pillar also said that although Iran "has assiduously sought to expand its influence in Iraq by cultivating relations with, and providing material support to, a variety of Iraqi groups . . . so far Iran has not exploited its position in Iraq to make maximum trouble for the United States, despite Iran's heavy involvement in Iraq, it is hard to attribute any one act of violence to Iranian instigation or direction."





Pillar warned, however, following a U.S. military attack on Iran, "Tehran would have far less reason to exercise restraint." He also said a U.S. attack on Iran would be a "political boon to Iranian hardliners such as President [Mahmoud] Ahmadinejad." An attack would also "poison relations between Tehran and Washington for generations." Pillar also noted a U.S. attack on another Muslim country would further fuel and increase anti-Americanism trhoughout the Middle East and Muslim world.





General Van Riper said bravado is "usually a failing of those who have never been close to a battlefield or undertaken a serious study of the profession of arms." He agreed with the view that "the military is at war. The nation is at the mall."





 





