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Ozet

Bu makale iran'in niikleer sektdriindeki en son gelismeler ve Israil tarafinda Iran niikleer krize olasi
bir askeri ¢dziim ile ilgili tepkiyle aid bir analizini sunmaktadir. Israil tarafindan yapilabilir savasin olasi
senaryo, Iran'in niikleer tesislerine kars1 onleyici grevin siyasi ve askeri etkilerin agiklar. Israil ABD'nin
destegi olmadan bir askeri operasyon baslamaz ve Amerika Birlesik Devletleri Israile izin vermez. Tabii
ki, bu Israil énleyici saldir1 kuvvetle siipheli unutulmamalidir. Ama, benim amacim Israil tarafindan
hazirlanmis savasin olasi senaryolarin agiklamaktir.

Annotation

This article contains the analyses of reaction and position of Israel government regarding recent
Iranian achievements in nuclear industry and probable military solution of Iranian nuclear crisis by Israel.
Explains the possible war scenarios that could be carried out by Israel; political and military consequences
of the preventive attack on Iranian nuclear facilities. Of course, it should be noted that Israeli preventive
attack is greatly doubtful, because it will not start military operation without backing U.S., and the USA
will not allow Israel to attack Iran due to consequences that hurts US interests, but nevertheless, my aim is
to explain the possible war scenarios that are already prepared by Israel.

Tyiin

byn makana U3paun exiMetiHniH Upan s1posbIK OaFnapiaMachlHIAFbl COHFbI XKETICTIKTEPIHE KAThICThI
peaklMsIChl MEH CasiCu YCTaHbIMbIHA XKoHE A€ VpaHHBIH SAPONBIK JaFnapbicblH  M3paus TapanbIHBIH
OCKEpH TOCIJIMEH WICIy KOJAapblHa Tayjiay >kacaiabpl. MyMKiH OOJIaTBIH COFBIC CIICHApUUJIEpPIHE, HKOHE
W3paun eKIMETIHIH aJbplH ajy IIapachbiMeH »acalWThlH MAOybUIBIHBIH KeHOip casCh MXoHE OCKepH
casijapjapblHa TYCIHIIpMe Kacaiiibl. OpuHe, aifta ketep xaiit, U3pann Amepuka Kypama IllTarrapsinbig
TiKeNel KOJJaybIHChI3 aliblH ay MakcaTbiMeH Vpanra malypuinaysl ekitanail, an oyran AKII pykcar
oepmeiini ae, cedebl Oyn maldysuiasiH cangapiaapbl AKII-TeiH MynnenepiHe Tikeneu 3apaamn oKemnel.
bipak MeHiH MakcaTeiM M3pauib TapamblHaH oNe KalllaH JalbIHAANbIN KOWBUIFAH MYMKIH OOJaThIH
COFBIC CLIEHApUNJIEPIH TYCIHIIPY.

AHHOTaNUA

B cratbe mpezacraBneH aHanM3 peakuUd M MO3UIMH M3pamiibckoro mpaBUTENbCTBA B OTHOIICHUU
NOCIEAHUX JOCTH)KEHHH B MPAHCKOW aTOMHOM NPOMBINUIEHHOCTH U BEPOATHOTO BOEHHOI'O PELICHMS
HUPAHCKOTO SEPHOTO KpH3uca co cTopoHbl M3panis. OObICHIET BO3MOXKHBIC CIIEHAPUU BOWHBI, KOTOpPAS
MOXeET OBbITh MpoBeAeHa I3pamieM; MOIUTHYECKUE U BOCHHBIE MOCIEACTBUS MPEBEHTUBHOIO yaapa Io
UPAHCKUM siiepHBIM oO0bekTaMm. KoHeuHo, cienyer oTMeTHTh, uTo M3pauiibckue npeBeHTUBHBIE aTaku
CHJIBHO COMHHTEJbHBI, IOTOMY 4TO V3pamib He HauyHeT BOeHHYIO omneparuio 6e3 mojpaepxku CIHIA, u
CHIA ne no3BosisaT M3panito Harmacte Ha MpaH B CBS3M C OCIIEACTBASIMHU, KOTOPBIE TOBPEAST UHTEPECAM
CIIA. Ho, Tem He MeHee, MOsI 11eJTb COCTOUT B OOBSCHEHHH BO3MOXKHBIX CIIEHAPHH BOWHBI, KOTOPBIE yikKe
MOAroTOBIJIEHBI M3panieM.
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Introduction



Islamic Republic of Iran is one of the most debated states in contemporary international relations, due
to its nuclear program and current regime. Tensions between Islamic Republic of Iran on the one side and
USA and Israel on the other side reached its peak. They are even on the threshold of the war. And in
addition Iranian efforts to obtain atomic bomb capability are mostly pressing nuclear proliferation threat
today. Unlike North Korea, which has already built nuclear weapons, Iran may be a few years away from
being able to produce enough fissile material for atomic bomb. In this paper | will try explain position and
reaction of Israel regarding recent Iranian achievements in nuclear development program. And of course,
military options as a last resort to pressure Iran to abandon its nuclear ambitions in case if all peaceful
options will be exhausted.

* Israel’s National Security Doctrine:

This is based on the perception that Arab countries are determined to destroy Israel; that Israel has no
reliable allies and must take care of itself; there is an asymmetrical balance of resources versus the Arab
countries in Demography, Economic Resources, Structure of Armed Forces in terms of man power.

* Israel’s Operational Military Doctrine:

That Israel must have the capability to deter any possible Arab attack, and if deterrence fails then
Israel must strive for an early war termination if war breaks out. That any war with the Arab countries
would have to be short and decisive. That the war must quickly be carried into and fought on Arab
territory giving rise to a rapid offensive an high degree of mobility to sustain continuous forward
movement.

* Israel’s Nuclear Policy:

A nuclear capability is needed to deter threats to Israel’s existence. The possible acquisition of
nuclear weapons by any Arab or non-Arab Muslim State in the region is considered as a direct existential
threat to Israel. Israel should prevent all States in the Middle East Region from developing a nuclear
program that it sees as a threat, or attempting to acquire nuclear weapons. Israel has deliberately
maintained a nuclear policy ambiguity about its own nuclear weapons program.

From points above we can make interference that Israel always feels existential threat. Because in its
six decade existence Israel faced six full-scale wars with its Arab neighbors: 1948-49 War of
Independence; 1956 Sinai Campaign; 1976 war; 1969-70 War on Attrition; 1973 war; 1982 Lebanon war.
Due to Nuclear and Biological threat in spring 1981 Israel sent the Israel Air Force (IAF) to destroy Iraq’s
Osirak nuclear facility. On September 6, 2007 Israel Air Force attacked nuclear reactor in the Deir ez-Zor
region of Syria which is known as an “Operation Orchard”. By referring to 3 points above Israel will make
great attempts to prevent Iran from acquiring nuclear weapons. Some Israeli officials say: “If the U.S.
strategy in 2013 doesn’t produce noticeable changes in Iran’s behavior, then either Israel will convince the
U.S to strike or they will go it alone”. In contrast Security expert Zbigniew Brzezinski: “We do not need to
go to war, and have to make it clear to our Israeli friends. We are not going to war; they are not going to
go to war by flying over our airspace over Iraq. We are not going to support them. If they do it, they will
be on their own. The consequences will be theirs, because the price we will pay, based on massive war,
which the Iranians interpret as being done with our connivance, will be disastrous for us in Afghanistan, in
Iraq, in terms of oil, but also in the Middle East more generally”. It is great doubtful that Israel will go to
war with Iran without backing the USA. But nevertheless let’s consider possible war scenarios of Israeli
pre-emptive attack on Iran. We should notice that Israel has enough experience in such operations (IAF
attack on Iragi Osirak and Syrian Deir ez-Zor reactors). But we cannot compare Iraq and Syria with Iran in
terms of Military potential, man power and strategic leverages. And it would be problematic for Israel to
attack Iran’s objects due to distance, number of targets and nature of those targets.

Main targets of Israel:

These are main facilities that are vital in Iranian Nuclear infrastructure which can stop or at least
delay the program for several years:

Plutonium Production Nuclear Reactor:

0 Arak: Heavy Water Plant and future plutonium production center

Nuclear Fuel cycle:

0 Natanz: Uranium enrichment facility



0 Esfahan: Uranium Conversion facility. Nuclear Research Center.

Israel created two war scenarios. Scenario | is through Air Force attack and Scenario Il is through
Ballistic Missile Attack.

Scenario I: Israel Air Force strike against Iranian Nuclear Facilities and Ballistic Missile Sites.

In past years Israel decreased the number of its Air force, but made some technological advance and
increased their qualities which are:

« First of all detecting then tracking and engage mobile

* Rapidly destroying advanced air defense system.

« Long range operation over horizon by gathering intelligence information.

* Perform deep strike mission with aircraft like F-161/F-15I

These elements below are the main requirements for modern fighting force:

* Air to Air weapons

« Air to Ground weapons

+ High operational readiness

« Ballistic Missile Defense/ Integrated Air Defense System

 Ground Launched Intercepts/ Quick Response time

« All Weather Day Night operational capability

By considering qualities and requirements above some experts from Center for Strategic International
Studies like Abdullah Toukhan and Anthony Cordesman says that Israeli Air Force is Greatly Superior
from Iranian Airforce (Iranian Air force outdated and dates back to 1970’s).

In recent years Israeli Air Force acquired about 125 F-161 and F-151 warplanes, equipped with Israeli
avionics and additional fuel tanks — tailor made for long-distance strike missions. In addition Israel
purchased special bunker-buster bombs; long endurance, unmanned aircraft, and most of its trainings
mainly focused on long-range missions.

In order to start operation Israel needs to shorten the distance between them as short as possible,
because it’s very long way from Israel to Iran. According to approximation many of potential targets are
between 930 miles to 1200 miles from Israeli Air bases. Israeli Air Force have to get Iran by the same time
get back.

There are 3 main roots are possible:

Northern route: along the borders between Syria and Turkey, then Turkey and Iraq

Central Route: more likely root over Irag, without U.S. assistance Iragi authorities far less able to
monitor and control their air space, opening doors to Israel’s incursion.

Southern Route: over Saudi air space. We are not sure would Saudis give permission to fly in its air
space to Israeli warplanes or not.

Northern Route:

Israel can use its EW (electronic warfare) as it used during raid on Syrian nuclear facility, where
Israeli F-15 and F-16s flew over Syrian territory without being detected by Syrian air defense radars.
(Network Attack System).

Technological capability allows Israel to hack and invade communication networks of enemy by
manipulating the sensors of enemy into the positions that approaching aircraft cannot be seen. This process
involve locating enemy’s emitters then sending false targets and cause algorithms with the aim to take
control over the system. In the Electronic Warfare environment even if Turkey will detect these aerial
activities it might think that this aircraft is friendly and is not flying over their territory. Though Syria
would be hoaxed to believe there is no threat over its territory. It should be noted that Syria’s major
Airbases are not close to Northern borders and stationed MiG-21 aircraft are for training. On the last part
of flight, when there small distance left to Iranian border they could fly over Turkish territory or Northern
borders of Irag. This flight route could be an ideal for Israeli aircraft to make an aerial refueling from
tankers on entrance and withdrawal from Iran. This route over Syrian Northern borders could result to low
political risks with Syria, with which Israel hasn’t signed any Peace Treaty or even haven’t hold formal
negotiation. If Israeli F-15’s and F-16’s will fly over Turkish territory it could be perceived as Israel and
Turkey or US’s conspiracy attack on Islamic Republic of Iran, therefore political risks could be high with



Turkey. If we make estimation on operational basis, the risk from Syria could be low, though the risk
from Turkish side could be on medium level if Turkey considers reacting militarily.

Central Route:

In October, 1994 Israel signed Peace Treaty with Jordan, for that reason Israel have to inform Jordan
about planned flights over Jordanian territory. According to suggestions of CSIS experts Jordan will not
allow Israel to fly over Jordan airspace to strike IRI. Violating Jordan airspace will put in risk Peace
Treaty which could possess high political risks for Israel. So, this flight over Jordan territory could be
detected and disabled by Jordan side, as a result whole region will be informed. Israel could meet
operational risks because of interception of Israeli aircraft by Jordan airforce. This could break up whole
mission. So, Central route through Jordan-Syrian border would possess High political risks and high
operational risks. Iraqgi side also will try to not to allow violate its air space, with the US help to Iraq this
flights would be detected and Israel would have to refuse to fly through Iraq.

Sothern Route:

Israel could use the route which it used in June 1991, strike of Iragi Osirak Nuclear reactor, flying
through Jordan— Saudi-Arabia— Iraq or Kuwait. Politically United States will not allow Israel to take
such big risks which will hurt US-Saudi strategic relationship. Both Iraq and Kuwait will not allow to
Israel to violate its airspace. So, this route would posses high political risks, but operational risks could be
low.

Scenario Il:

According to estimations implementation of air to ground strike mission can be difficult and would
engage some risks. Flying from very tight route, Turkish-Syrian borders, along the way refueling without
being detected by Syria, Turkey, and also flying throughout Iranian territory without being detected by
flying very low and applying Electronic Counter Measures all the way. In case if detected by Iran’s air
defense system, be prepared to encounter the interceptors and firing of ground based Shuttle Attachment
Manipulator System.

If Israel would use Ballistic Missiles to fulfill the mission, it has a huge capability, while Iran doesn’t
have a Ballistic Missiles Defense System so far, like Russian S-300 PMU2 “Favorit” and S-400 which
were created to catch ballistic missiles and aircraft. Iran had negotiated with Russia to purchase air defense
system S-300 PMUZ2, but unsuccessful.

Israeli Pre-emptive attack on Iran’s Nuclear Facilities: Political and Military consequences:

Iran’s nuclear program:

The more Israel will threat to the survival of Iranian regime, the more Iran will want to acquire
nuclear bomb. Iran in a long term period will decide to create nuclear deterrent shield. This would mean
not the ending but beginning of such program with clear military dimension. Iran might start an expedited
program in developing its own atomic bomb. In addition, Iran would covert its dispersed facilities into full
scale weapon building program and reach results in a short terms.

IAEA and Iran

Iran would stop its membership in Non Proliferation Treaty by insisting that it needs atomic bomb to
deter further aggressions by US and Israel.

Iranian response to Israeli aggression

Instant retaliation by using ballistic missiles against Israel, launches Shahab-3, there is a high
possibility that Iran will use chemical, biological and radiological warheads against Tel Aviv, Israeli
civilian and military centers, and Israeli nuclear bomb sites.

Iran will also use proxy groups like Hamas or Hezbollah to Israel with unexpected suicide bombings,
covert rocket attacks and chemical, biological and radiological attacks from Southern Lebanon.

Regional Security

* Rise of terrorism, conflict and instability in whole Middle Eastern region

« Destabilization of Iraq through Shia groups against U.S. occupation, arming insurgency groups

 Upgrade and support Taliban capabilities in Afghanistan

» Raise of asymmetric attacks against US interests and allies in region, especially against those
countries where US has military bases like Bahrain, Qatar, Kuwait, Saudi Arabia and etc.



» Target US and Western shipping in the Persian Gulf region, and try to interrupt the oil flow through
Gulf.

» Attack oil infrastructure of GCC countries by interrupting oil supply, which would lead to dramatic
rise in oil prices leading to new long lasting world economic crisis.

« Cause environmental damage: spread of radiation.

Conclusion

It is doubtful, but there is a possibility that Israel will strike against nuclear facilities of Iran on its
own, with the aim to destroy or at least delay the program for several years.

The success of attack mission will be estimated by how much program of nuclear enrichment would
be destroyed or the number of year that it would delay Iran from acquiring enough HEU to create nuclear
bomb.

Iran without doubt will perceive US as a part of conspiracy and would think that it assisted Israel and
gave green light. This means that together with Israel US also would be included to the list of retaliation.

In recent years Arab states became frustrated with US and Western double standard when considering
Nuclear Proliferation in the Middle Eastern Region. According to CSIS experts Arab countries will not
accept any attack on Iran under the disguise that Iran causes and existential threat to Israel, while Israel
possess about 200 to 300 nuclear warheads, and Jericho missile delivery system. In addition Israel is still
occupying Syrian Golan Heights and West Bank.

Regarding Syria, it would not engage in full scale war against Israel, because it knows that its military
is incapable against Israeli military. But Syria could assist to proxy actors like Hamas and Hezbollah to
attack Israel.

From consequences of Israeli attack on Iran, we can infer that United States will not allow Israel to
carry out pre-emptive attack on Iran. Because costs of this attack highly overcome benefits and harms US
interests in the region.
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Annotation

The paper emphasizes the importance of financial forecasting for Kazakhstan’s oil-sector. Methods
used in financial forecasting are described in the paper, namely in oil-sector. General definition of



