In Pursuit of Two Fundamental Demands

War means the consumption of weapons — and the sale of weapons.

Years after the two World Wars, it became clear that major bankers and financiers had funded
both sides of the conflicts. War was not merely a clash of nations; it was also a marketplace.

Today, even before the current tensions have fully subsided, a single missile striking a hotel in
Dubai appears to coincide with discussions of a $250 billion Iron Dome—style defense sale to the
UAE. One cannot help but notice how every explosion seems to prepare the ground for a new
arms contract.

In my 5,000-word booklet Iran and the West, | argue that the solution to the Iran problem is
neither military attack nor foreign intervention. The real solution lies in convening a Constituent
Assembly and revising the Constitution of the Islamic Republic through the will of the Iranian
people. This path requires no bombs, no invasion, and no American intervention.

Why, then, is this solution ignored?

There is only one serious answer: for certain powerful actors, war is not about human rights,
democracy, or removing dictators. War is about the consumption and sale of weapons. A
peaceful solution closes the market.

If we examine the roadmap of the military-industrial complex — a term famously warned about
by Dwight D. Eisenhower — we can better understand the cast of what | call “the Iran play.”

Let us return fifty years. At that time, Iran and Iraq were among the largest arms purchasers in
the region, unaware that weapons bought in excess must eventually be used. The Iran—Iraq War
lasted eight years, consumed over one trillion dollars in weaponry, and cost more than one
million lives. Yet that tragedy was not the end of crisis — it was the beginning of a permanent
condition.

One of the three pillars sustaining the Islamic Republic of Iran has been the continuous
reproduction of poverty, misery, and crisis: poverty and hardship for the Iranian people, and
perpetual crisis for international politics.

When the genie escaped the bottle in 1979, smaller demons followed. Groups such as
Hezbollah, Al-Qaeda, Boko Haram, Popular Mobilization Forces, Hamas, and the Houthis
emerged as extensions of that destabilizing dynamic. These actors sustain future crises and
justify future arms transactions.



But what about the Iranian people — the true protagonists of this drama?

Ninety million Iranians inside the country endure, suffer, and persevere in hopes that one day a
Constituent Assembly will be formed and a parliamentary constitutional system established in
Iran.

Ten million Iranians abroad, however, have often remained spectators — cheering for one
faction or lamenting another within an opposition arena that resembles a race between a
donkey and a mule. There is a saying attributed to Winston Churchill: “In a field where donkeys
race, thoroughbred horses do not enter.”

Many in the diaspora wait for the arrival of noble horses, while the actual contest is between
inferior alternatives. This perpetual rivalry — noisy, emotional, and inconclusive — produces
precisely the instability that benefits arms manufacturers.

The donkey remains a donkey; the mule can sometimes pose as a horse. But neither changes
the structure of the race.

What the military-industrial complex ultimately desires is sustained chaos — a condition in
which confusion prevails and no genuine constitutional transformation occurs. Meanwhile,
segments of the diaspora sit in the stadium, hoping that either the donkey or the mule wins,
unaware that the real game is not about victory, but about maintaining disorder.

The alternative is clear: constitutional reform through a national Constituent Assembly. Not
invasion. Not bombardment. Not regime-change war.

If war is about weapons, peace must be about law.
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