
From:  Emily Blout [eblout@niacouncil.org] 
Sent:  Thursday, August 30, 2007 1:33 PM 
To:  Lynn M. Kunkle; michaeldostrolenk@gmail.com 
Cc:  Trita Parsi; 'Babak Talebi'; Sara Shokravi; 'Shabnam Sahandy' 
Subject:  De‐briefing on the meetings on Wednesday 
 
Michael and Lynn, 
 
Thank you for joining us for the meeting on democracy funding yesterday. Your 
commentary and insight was extremely valuable. The following is a summary of all of 
yesterday’s meetings. Please make any additions/corrections necessary.  
 
The meeting with Ven Neralla from Rep. Barbara Lee’s office was positive, although the 
discussion was not as focused as we would have liked on the democracy funding. When 
I follow-up with Ven today with the promised information on sanctions ( Ivan Eland’s 
report, the report by Dewey Ballantine (commissioned by Jake Colvin’s group), NIAC’s 
analysis of HR 1400, and the report by Terror Free Tomorrow), I will reiterate our 
message on the democracy funding.  
 
I think the meeting with the appropriations staffer from Nita Lowey’s office went well. 
Trita and I were pleased to find Steve Lopes, who works specifically on the democracy 
program funding, willing to consider our concerns and suggestions. He asked that we 
get back to him with information about how other countries have approached democracy 
funding in Iran.  
 
After you departed, Trita and I met with Paul Grove, minority clerk for the Senate state 
and foreign operations sub-committee (Senator Judd Gregg (R-NH)). Trita and Paul hit it 
off right away. We were delighted to find Mr. Grove’s views in line with our own, as he 
has had extensive knowledge of the problems posed by explicit “democracy” funding 
programs enacted by congress in the past and present, most recently in the case of 
Egypt. He was extremely critical of the state department’s administration of middle east 
democracy initiatives such as MEPI and said such operations/funding would be better 
left to the National Endowment for Democracy (as that was what it was created for). As 
for what could be done, he brought up the idea of “burying the money” in the greater 
context of funding for the Middle East, rather than specifically appropriating it to 
“democracy programs in Iran”. Specifically, he talked about providing NED “not 
withstanding authority” to appropriate funding for Iran- thus deflating the role of the State 
department and USAID. He also raised the possibility of including a “blanket waiver” for 
non-profit NGO exchanges between the US and Iran. He asked me to identify and 
analyze all of the provisions of law necessary for inclusion in such a waiver. Hopefully, 
I’ll have this analysis to him soon. 
 
Following the meeting with Paul, I attended a meeting with two staffers, Chris Homan, 
Foreign Policy Legislative Assistant, and Reema Dodin, Legislative Aide, from Senator 
Dick Durbin’s office. Durbin (D-IL) is the assistant majority leader in the Senate and sits 
on the state and foreign operations sub-committee. He is also the co-sponsor of the Iran 
Counter-Proliferation Act of 2007 (S970).  
This meeting was also very productive. Homan used to work for USAID and his wife 
works for NED. Homan was very responsive to our concerns and pointed out that this 
had been a problem in regards to other countries in the past. He said it was important to 



get a meeting with Tim Rieser, the majority clerk on the sub-committee (Senator Patrick 
Leahy (D-VT) ) and said we could use his name to get one. He also expressed 
interested in including a provision in HR1400 that would lift sanctions on NGO-NGO 
exchanges. He said he would be willing to pitch our argument to reduce or remove the 
democracy funding appropriation (or to take other positive measures) to the Senator, 
provided that he felt he had all the necessary information to make his case. He asked 
me to get back to him with a summary of the cultural exchange programs currently being 
conducted, including what types of exchanges are being done (not just those conducted 
by NGOs) and what is and what is not allowed under current law.  
 
I also attended a meeting in the morning with Tim Morrissey and Peter Frosch from 
Representative Betty McCullum’s office. McCullum is on the House sub-committee and 
voted ‘yes’ on Iran sanctions. Other than that, she has not been active on Iran. Frosch 
worked on the state and foreign opps bill when it was being debated by the House, but 
was unaware of our concerns and the problems with VOA. He asked me to provide him 
with a breakdown of the Iran-related funding in the bill as well as some numbers on VOA 
Persian listenership historically and compared to other broadcasters in Iran (such as 
BBC). He also said to keep him up to date on who else from the committee is on-board, 
and said that the congresswomen might be able to make a few calls to members 
(say,when its in conference).  
 
 
Emily Blout 
 
Acting Legislative Director 
National Iranian American Council (NIAC) 
1411 K Street, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20005 
Tel: (202) 386 6325 
Fax: (202) 386 6409 
www.niacouncil.org 
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Legislative Watch Program 
Twelve Month Report  

(September 2007 – 2008) 
 
 

Over the past twelve months, NIAC's Legislative Watch Program (LegWatch) has become a 

major informational resource about developments on Capitol Hill for the greater Iranian-

American community and the general public.  By providing in-depth reporting and analysis of 

events inside and outside the halls of Congress, LegWatch has instilled in the Iranian-American 

community a new sense of confidence in the democratic process and has compelled them to 

participate in the debate on issues that affect them the most.  

 

The LegWatch program has made impressive headway over the past year. Its achievements have 

been substantial in both the quantitative and qualitative sense.  

 

Quantitatively, NIAC has produced extensive reports and legislative analysis that has informed 

and educated the community. Over the last twelve months, NIAC has issued over 56 LegWatch 

e-bulletins through its email listserv and authored over 167 articles, including 90 relating to 

specific legislation or committee hearings. More than 40 articles have been translated into Farsi 

and published in over a dozen Persian media outlets.  

 

As a testament to the program's efficiency and success, NIAC's mailing list has increased to 

35,000 subscribers from 25,000 in September 2007. NIAC's paid membership has grown to 

2,500 from 1,800 during this period, and the website's traffic continues to rapidly grow.  

 

NIAC conducted upwards of 1000 hours of research on key legislative issues and reported back 

to the community. In order to gain inside information for its analysis and reports, LegWatch staff 

conducted over 250 informational meetings with members of Congress or their staff.  In 

addition to written reporting, NIAC informed members about important legislative developments 

and answered questions through over 20 personal conference calls.  

 



Qualitatively, NIAC has made a marked impact on the amount and quality of information 

available to the Iranian-American community.  In particular, the program has provided the 

community and the American public with critical information regarding: 

 

*        New and ongoing sanctions and divestment legislation 

*        Efforts on Capitol Hill to prevent war with Iran and promote diplomacy 

*        Alternative solutions to the nuclear stand-off 

*        Efforts to support democracy and human rights in Iran 

*        Negative or counterproductive legislation that increases the risk of war 

 

NIAC’s work on these issues can be best understood as part of the larger organizational 

advancement of the LegWatch program over the last year. During this time period, the program 

has established a record of valuable, unbiased reporting and analysis and a demonstrated capacity 

to respond to or predict legislative developments and rapidly inform the community. The 

following is a detailed discussion of these achievements.  

 

 NIAC has become a proven source of information and analysis. 

 

NIAC has steadily grown in its reputation as a quality source of timely reporting and analysis of 

sanctions legislation and other developments pertinent to the Iranian American community. 

NIAC has raised awareness of all new and ongoing efforts to impose additional sanctions, 

support diplomacy, or undermine US-Iran engagement through its extensive legislative coverage 

on the website and e-bulletins. LegWatch staff continues to monitor and analyze any and all Iran 

related bills as they are introduced, shedding light on the ongoing policy debate within Congress 

and among Washington think-tanks.  

 

A major focus of these efforts has been sanctions. In roughly one year, NIAC has tracked no less 

than 45 sanctions bills and has provided its membership with regular updates on the nature and 

progress of the most radical or popular of these bills. NIAC produced a three part series of 

articles on the House Government Oversight Committee hearings on US-Iran policy as well as 

several articles and email updates on the highly popular unilateral sanctions bills (HR. 1400 and 



S. 970). Its ten page analysis of HR 1400 was widely circulated within the Iranian-American 

community and was published in the bi-annual legal review journal of the Iranian American Bar 

Association.  

 

Staff also tracked and reported on developments with the Iran divestment movement on both the 

US state and federal level. In addition to its expansive coverage, NIAC reports were unique in 

that they included facts about the efficacy and historical track record of the divestment tactic 

with regard to Iran as well as other countries. 

 

The LegWatch program has also demonstrated an ability to respond the changing interests of its 

readership and spotlight new ideas as they emerge. In response to overwhelming number of 

inquiries, NIAC launched an in-depth investigation into rumors of a presidential initiative to 

establish a US interests section in Iran. In addition to reporting on the subject as it was raised in 

hearings and floor statements, LegWatch tracked the position of members of Congress via the 

media and in constituent correspondence. Most recently, it reported on a little known letter to 

President Bush urging the establishment of a US interests section in Tehran by seven influential 

senators.  

 

 NIAC has rapidly reported on key legislative developments. 

 

A critical function of the LegWatch program has been to expose the Iranian-American 

community to the legislative process and specific policy developments in Congress early enough 

for it to contribute to the debate.  Over the last year, NIAC has developed and honed its rapid 

reaction capability to inform the community of last minute developments on Capitol Hill.  

 

For example, NIAC was the first to report that a seemingly innocuous house and senate 

resolution, H. Con. Res. 362 and S. Res. 580 was in fact, an authorization of a naval blockade 

and a dangerous precedent for war. Thanks to extensive monitoring and key congressional 

relationships, NIAC was proactive in its efforts to inform the community before the resolution 

reached an advanced stage. NIAC produced extensive analysis of the resolution, solicited expert 

legal interpretations of the bill language and its impact, and moved quickly to inform NIAC’s 



membership, the peace and security community, and Congress. Its effort informed and inspired 

several op-eds on the subject, including a piece in The Washington Times by economist Cyrus 

Bina and retired Colonial Sam Gardiner. In addition, NIAC staff conducted four separate 

interviews on national radio stations and Persian broadcasts and was quoted in several newspaper 

articles.  

  

NIAC exhibited a similar rapid reporting capacity last fall. The Kyl-Leiberman amendment was 

offered as a surprise amendment to a routine government spending bill and sought to consolidate 

Congressional support for possible offensive military action against Iran and stepped up 

sanctions. NIAC was among several groups to expand the public debate on this issue. Through 

the duration of the proceedings, NIAC issued email updates on floor developments to its 

members and published analysis of the final amendment language as passed.  

 

 NIAC has increasingly covered US policy on human rights in Iran. 

 

As the political circumstances begin to shift to the side of diplomacy, NIAC has sought to 

expand its US policy coverage to include the important issue of democracy promotion and 

human rights in Iran. For instance, NIAC provided in-depth coverage of the Iran democracy fund 

appropriations process, highlighting the internal debate within Congress over the efficacy of the 

program. NIAC authored op-eds in The Hill and The Huffington Post about the issue and The 

Washington Post featured an article on the rising opposition to the program among foreign policy 

and human rights organizations in Washington. Its reporting brought into the limelight the 

courageous public testimony of Iranian human rights leaders such as Shirin Ebadi, Akbar Ganji, 

and Emaddeddin Baghi and stirred a vigorous public exchange between Iranian Americans, 

lawmakers and policy activists via The Washington Post, The Wall Street Journal and other 

media outlets.  

 

NIAC continues to produce updates on the democracy fund appropriation for 2009. Most 

recently, LegWatch produced an article featuring new analysis and inside information on the 

revised language for 2009 and discussed its likely impact on the State Department program and 

Iranian civil society.   



 

Conclusion 

 

Over the last year, the educational arm of the LegWatch program has provided robust monitoring 

and reporting on events on Capital Hill and has fine tuned its early warning mechanisms to 

inform the community of important policy and legislative developments. This in turn, has 

fostered within the community a new sense of awareness and familiarity with the legislative and 

policy process, inspiring more Iranian Americans to participate and contribute to the American 

democratic system. Today, LegWatch serves a as a vital informational resource for the Iranian-

American community, the media, and the general public regarding US Iran policy developments, 

the risk for war, and the need for diplomacy.  

 

In sum, NIAC’s LegWatch program has advanced significantly over the last year. With the 

generous support of OSI, NIAC may continue to serve the Iranian American community and 

greater public through its diligent monitoring, reporting, and analysis of legislative and policy 

developments on Capitol Hill.  

 

Your support is needed now more than ever. NIAC has been one of the few organizations 

covering human rights legislation, whether it is the Iran Democracy fund or non-binding 

resolutions. Human rights is an area that will hopefully grow in importance as US-Iran 

engagement grows. It is critical that NIAC maintain and expand its reporting capacity as these 

changed circumstances are realized and that the Iranian American community, which has a 

central stake in the advancement of human rights and democracy in their native land, is an 

informed, engaged actor in this debate.  

 

 

 

 

 



Lobby groups 
 
The policy arena in regards to Iran in the US is surprisingly empty – over the past decade, 
very few interest groups have played a decisive role in US foreign policy making towards 
Iran with the noted exception of the America Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC). 
As the drums of war have become louder, however, new actors have emerged on this 
scene. Today, much indicates that the balance of power on Capitol Hill is shifting away 
from AIPAC, though it remains a pivotal force in this arena.  
 
 
 
AIPAC 
 
Since 9/11, Iran has no longer been AIPAC’s top issue. It has become AIPAC’s only 
issue. Yet, AIPAC is going through one of the toughest periods in its history as an 
organization. Two of AIPAC’s key staffers on Iran, Steve Rosen and Keith Weissman, 
are charged with espionage for Israel and are awaiting trial. At the same time, prominent 
US academics have publicly argued that Israel was behind the increasingly unpopular war 
with Iran, creating anxiety in the Jewish-American community that they will be made the 
scapegoat of the Iraq fiasco, particularly mindful of the neoconservative movements’ 
close ties to Israel.  
 
To make matters worse, with the new Congress, AIPAC must allocate significant 
resources towards rebuilding ties with a new Democratic leadership that has been 
troubled by AIPAC’s pro-Bush foreign policy positions. (At AIPAC’s annual conference 
last year, Vice President Dick Cheney received 40 applauses and 8 standing ovations 
when he gave the Bush Administration’s toughest speech yet on Iran.) For AIPAC to take 
a pro-war and pro-Bush stance with the new Congress under these circumstances can be 
extremely risky and jeopardize AIPAC’s future standing on Capitol Hill. In spite of its 
pubic announcements and efforts to give the opposite impression, there is a clear feeling 
on Capitol Hill that AIPAC is on the defensive.  
 
These factors would make one expect that AIPAC would soften its stance and avoid 
beating the war drums on Iran. However, AIPAC’s strategy has been to lower its profile 
and make its activities less visible than usual. But on the substance, little has changed. 
Indeed, the advice from Tel Aviv to AIPAC has reportedly been to go forward strong but 
quietly. AIPAC continues to push for a very hawkish position – both economic sanctions 
and military action against Iran. AIPAC’s leadership recently told a senior US Senator 
that military strikes on Iran is “the only thing that can save Israel.” At the same time, 
AIPAC’s is also pushing for stricter economic sanctions on Iran including a naval 
blockade as a fall back position in case diplomacy with Iran eliminates the military 
option.  
 
An effort by AIPAC to submit a resolution calling for tougher actions against Iran was 
recently rebuffed by the Democratic leadership in the House. This unusual step by the 
Democrats may reflect the shifting mood in the legislature. AIPAC may respond to these 



setbacks by further lowering its profile – or by revering its tactics and embark on a more 
visible and aggressive campaign. AIPAC’s annual conference in Washington DC in mid-
March will give a hint of its strategic orientation in this changing political environment.  
 
In spite of these setbacks, absent significant opposition by other interest groups, the 
likelihood of AIPAC succeeding in getting Congressional support for stricter financial 
sanctions against Iran or implementation of already existing sanctions remains fair to 
strong. The likelihood of Congressional support for military action as a result of AIPAC’s 
pressure, however, is weak. 
 
 
 
Anti-War and Pro-Dialogue groups 
 
As of early 2005, Washington’s heated rhetoric over Iran has attracted the attention of a 
variety of interest groups eager to prevent the escalation of tensions in the Middle East 
and the prospects of a war between the US and Iran. These groups have managed to build 
unprecedented support in Congress in favor of dialogue and against military action 
among progressive Democrats as well as conservative Republicans on Capitol Hill. 
 
This coalition of pro-dialogue and anti-war entities consists of a diverse group of 
organizations ranging from arms control organizations, to Iranian American 
organizations, to religious groups. Key players in this coalition are the Center for Arms 
Control and Nonproliferation, which coordinates a coalition of approximately 50 
organizations, MoveOn and the National Iranian American Council. 
 
As the most potent progressive lobby in the US, MoveOn has played a very low-profile 
but important role in shaping the Democratic leadership’s vocal opposition to any 
military campaign against Iran. MoveOn has more members in House Speaker Nancy 
Pelosi’s district than in any other congressional district, and has managed to use its 
influence to with the House Speaker to rebuff AIPAC’s efforts.  
 
This coalition has worked closely with key lawmakers such as Jack Murtha and 
introduced resolutions and bills that would prevent the President from initiating war with 
Iran without Congressional authorization. In addition, language will shortly be introduced 
to the supplemental prohibiting the President from using any of the Iraq funds to finance 
military operations against Iran.  
 
While these groups have focused extensively on passing measures to reduce the risk for 
war with Iran, little attention has been paid to efforts to intensify sanctions against Iran. 
Furthermore, while a momentum exists for anti-war measures, no comparable 
opportunity exists currently for an anti-sanctions campaign. Nor is the coalition of 
disarmament, religious and progressive groups best suited to take on this issue. Here, the 
absence of pro-business interests on Capitol Hill active constitutes a key point of 
advantage for AIPAC. 
 



Pro-Business groups 
 
With the exception of USA Engage, American businesses and oil companies have after 
September 11 next to eliminated their efforts on Capitol Hill in favor of greater trade and 
contacts with Iran.  
 
USA Engage is a coalition of approximately 500 major US companies which has retained 
a distant interest in the Iran issue, though the coalition has devoted little resources 
towards promoting trade or preventing new sanctions from being imposed. In particular, 
the recently imposed UN sanctions have granted the sanctions track with Iran new 
legitimacy and made efforts to oppose such measures on trade grounds more difficult.  
 
However, initial efforts are currently being made to make align the trade groups with the 
pro-dialogue coalition and frame sanctions an initial step that invariably will lead to war. 
If such a coalition of pro-trade and pro-dialogue groups can be formed, the current 
momentum for sanctions may be significantly hampered.  
 
 
 
Conclusion 
 
The balance of power on Capitol Hill is currently shifted in favor of sanctions on Iran but 
against military action. AIPAC continues to seek both military strikes against Iran and 
draconian sanctions and has benefited from the absence of active lobbying by pro-trade 
groups. A change in heart by pro-trade coalitions may significantly hamper efforts to 
have Congress impose new draconian sanctions on Iran. This is great significance since 
Congressional sanctions are far more difficult to undo than those imposed by the 
Executive Branch.  
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US-Iran Policy Program 
 

2008 Report 
 
 
 
Organization Name: National Iranian American Council  

Contact Person and Title: Dr. Trita Parsi, President  

Fiscal Sponsor: n/a 

Project Title: U.S.-IRAN POLICY PROGRAM 

Email Address: Web Site: www.niacouncil.org  

Grant Amount and Number: $70,000 

Date Grant Awarded: Feb 7, 2008???? 

 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT 
 
The U.S.-Iran Policy Program promotes a diplomatic breakthrough between Iran and the 
United States by filling the knowledge gap in regards to Iran.  It highlights opportunities 
for diplomacy and what diplomacy would have to include to be successful. After thirty 
years of mutual demonization and missed opportunities, NIAC’s U.S.-Iran Policy 
Program brings about broad change through a process of reeducation on Capitol Hill with 
objective, independent and non-partisan analysis. 
 
The US-Iran Policy Program accomplishes this through two Annual Policy Conferences 
on Iran, bi-monthly staff briefings on Capitol Hill, one-on-one briefings with staffers as 
well as other US officials, conference reports, and shorter analyses and op-eds. Going 
into its third year, demand for the U.S.-Iran Policy Program has increased significantly 
due to the quality of the experts and unprejudiced information presented. This demand 
can be seen by the tremendous attendance of members of Congress and their staff to 
NIAC conferences and briefings. In order to continue the momentum needed for a 
diplomatic resolution to the U.S.-Iran standoff, accurate and reliable analysis of Iran, its 
politics, and the intentions of its leadership needs to be presented to policy makers. NIAC 
has already begun to see real progress towards a diplomatic solution with the campaign 
promises of President Obama. However, the need balanced and objective analysis is 
greater than ever as contending forces continue to push to prevent or limit diplomatic 
engagement between the U.S. and Iran. NIAC’s work in this regard is unprecedented as 
we continue to produce and provide the necessary information to help promote 
diplomacy.

http://www.niacouncil.org/


EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
NIAC’s U.S.-Iran Policy Program is an established and indispensible voice on Capitol 
Hill on U.S.-Iran relations.  It continued to play the critical role of informing law makers 
of the opportunities for a diplomatic solution to the U.S.-Iran conflict with two major 
conferences on Capitol Hill, six briefings for Members of Congress and congressional 
staff, and more than 250 one-on-one meetings with congressional offices, which were 
funded by sources other than Ploughshares Fund. 
 
EVALUATION AND RESULTS 
 
Last year was a critical year for NIAC’s U.S.-Iran Policy Program. We pushed the 
discussion towards a diplomatic solution, while preventing the passage of House 
resolution 362 which would have called for a blockade of and de facto war with Iran. 
With the election of President Obama, comes an opportunity for a diplomatic solution 
U.S.-Iran standoff. However, this opening cannot be fully utilized without a process that 
provides policy makers with objective, independent, non-partisan information.  Mindful 
of this, the need for NIAC’s U.S.-Iran Policy Program is critical to break the pattern of 
missed opportunities, which has plagued U.S.-Iran relations for three decades  
 
A policy centered on diplomacy will require a tremendous amount of political 
sophistication on the part of the United States, which in turn will depend on accurate and 
reliable analyses of Iran, its politics, and the intentions of its leadership. NIAC has been 
and continues to be in a unique position to produce and provide this information. 

Annual Policy Conferences and conference reports 

All of NIAC’s conferences are held on Capitol Hill in order to ensure maximum 
attendance by lawmakers and Hill staffers. All conferences are also filmed and 
transcribed. The videos are posted online (including on youtube) and the conference 
proceedings are delivered to all 535 Congressional offices, all relevant government 
agencies, foreign policy think tanks, media outlets, and embassies.  

 April 8, 2008: Breaking the U.S.-Iran Stalemate: Reassessing the Nuclear 
Strategy in the Wake of the Majles Elections 

NIAC’s April conference featured Senator Dianne Feinstein (D-CA), Ambassador 
Thomas Pickering and Dr. Hans Blix, among others. The conference was aimed in 
part to begin a much needed and overdue discussion on solutions to the Iranian 
nuclear stand-off beyond the unachievable zero-enrichment objective that has 
dominated the discourse in Washington. In particular, the conference provided 
Hill staffers an opportunity to get better acquainted with the Luers-Pickering-
Walsh proposal, which provides realistic and pragmatic solutions to the U.S.-Iran 
nuclear standoff. The conference, as well as the follow through mailing of the 
Conference transcripts, helped give the Luers-Pickering-Walsh proposal legs, 
significantly increasing its exposure throughout Capitol Hill. It also offered 



Senator Feinstein to add her voice in support of diplomacy and negotiations, 
which is critical mindful of her standing in the Senate. In addition, the conference 
addressed the recent Majles elections in Iran. Scott Peterson of the Christian 
Science Monitor, Barbara Slavin of USA Today and Prof. Ahmad Sadri provided 
analysis on how to read the political developments in Iran.  

 November 18, 2008: Can Obama Untangle the Iranian Challenge?: Prospects for 
a New Iran Policy 

NIAC’s most recent conference was the first conference following the elections to 
deal with how President Obama could move forward with a diplomatic solution to 
the U.S.-Iran standoff which brought in key lawmakers. The conference speakers 
included Senator Thomas Carper (D-DE), Senator Arlen Specter (R-PA), 
Chairman John Tierney (D-MA), Ambassador James Dobbins, Joe Cirincione, 
President of Ploughshares Fund, and Dr. Farideh Farhi. With Iran remaining a top 
national security concern at the time, and diplomacy with Iran being a major 
presidential campaign issue, the conference explored the prospects for a new Iran 
policy and what diplomacy with Iran would look like under the new 
administration. In particular, the Joint Experts’ Statement on Iran was revealed at 
this conference, giving the Obama administration realistic and constructive advice 
on how to operationalize diplomacy with Iran from 17 of the most respected Iran 
policy experts. It also offered Senator Carper, Senator Specter, and Chairman 
Tierney an avenue to show their support of diplomacy and negotiations, which is 
critical, mindful of their standing in their respective chambers of Congress. The 
conference also had a panel discussion which addressed the prospect of a new 
policy on Iran in regard to the nuclear issue, Iraq, Afghanistan, human rights, 
terrorism, and the political situation in Tehran. In addition to the tremendous 
turnout for the conference, the media attention for NIAC and the Joint Experts’ 
Statement was unprecedented with media coverage of NIAC in the Associated 
Press, Reuters, Financial Times, Christian Science Monitor, American 
Conservative, The Jewish Telegraph, CQ Magazine, The National, Salon, and 
IPS/Asia Times. The media attention, along with the post conference transcript 
mailing significantly increased NIAC’s exposure, as well as the exposure of the 
Joint Experts’ Statement on Iran, throughout Capitol Hill and among foreign 
policy circles.   

 

We are currently in the process of planning our Spring conference as well as a conference 
in the Summer of 2009 with the aim of including a speaker from the Obama 
Administration to lay out the new diplomatic plan for US-Iran relations.  
 
Staff briefings on Capitol Hill 
 
The program also includes monthly briefings on Capitol Hill to provide a forum for 
lawmakers and their staff to gain insight and engage on issues that affect US-Iran policy. 



The briefings provide an excellent opportunity to provide critical education to staffers 
and lawmakers on the realities of Iran and US-Iran relations.  
 

 February 20, 2008: Iran’s 2008 Parliamentary Elections: What’s at Stake? 
 
NIAC’s February 20th briefing featured Rasool Nafisi, Associate Dean of Arts and 
Science at Strayer University, and Mehrdad Mashayekhi, visiting Assistant 
Professor at Georgetown University, both of whom have written extensively 
about Iran’s political system. The briefing discussed the 2008 Iranian 
parliamentary elections and the consequences of the elections on the trajectory of 
U.S.-Iran relations. 
 

 April 29, 2008: Iran’s Nuclear Program: Is there a technical solution? 
 
NIAC’s April 29th briefing featured Dr. Geoffrey Forden and Sir John Thomson, 
from the Science, Technology and Global Security Working Group at MIT, both 
of whom have written extensively about alternative approaches to the Iranian 
nuclear issue. The briefing discussed the Forden-Thomson plan, which similar to 
the Luers-Pickering-Walsh proposal suggested a modern multilateral solution to 
Iran’s nuclear ambitions. 
 

 May 20, 2008: Iran and Israel: Can War Be Avoided? 
 
NIAC’s May 20th briefing featured Thomas Dine, former Executive Director of 
AIPAC, Dr. Avner Cohen, Senior Fellow at the United States Institute of Peace, 
and myself, Dr. Trita Parsi, author of Treacherous Alliance – The Secret Dealings 
of Iran, Israel, and the United States. The briefing focused on the possibility and 
repercussions of a war between Israel and Iran, the likelihood of an Israeli strike 
on Iran’s nuclear facilities, and possible solutions to the Israeli-Iranian tensions. 

 
 July 30, 2008: A U.S.-Iran Proxy War? The Case of the Mujahedin Khalq 

 
NIAC’s July 30th briefing featured Colonel Sam Gardiner, USAF (retired). 
Colonel Gardiner is a military strategist and has written and worked extensively 
on U.S. military options on Iran. The briefing focused on the Mujahedin Khalq, 
which is a group that in spite of being included on the U.S. Foreign Terrorist 
Organizations List, continued to receive support from the U.S. to carry out attacks 
against the Iranian government, and how U.S. support for the Mujahedin Khalq 
undermines the diplomatic process. 

 
 September 11, 2008: Looking Beyond Georgia: Paralysis on Iran? 

 
NIAC’s September 11th briefing featured Professor Mark Katz of George Mason 
University, an expert on Russia and Iran. The briefing focused on the conflict 
between Russia and Georgia and how it preoccupied U.S. attention, causing Iran 
to move closer to Russia, with significant consequences for American interests 



throughout the world. Professor Katz argued that Russia is using its relationship 
with Iran as leverage in the Caucasus region by limiting America’s options on 
Iran and essentially playing both sides against each other. 

 
 February 12, 2009: Syria & Iran: Obama’s Options: Dealing with the Tehran-

Damascus Axis 
 
NIAC’s February 12th briefing featured Robert Malley of the International Crisis 
Group as well as an introductory statement by Congressman Geoff Davis (R-KY). 
Robert Malley was President Clinton’s Special Assitant for Arab-Israeli Affairs 
and the briefing focused on the Syria-Iran alliance and the way forward for the 
new Obama administration. Malley argued that U.S. should begin dialogue with 
Syria by simultaneously engaging Iran because by engaging both countries, the 
United States can reduce any incentive for Syria or Iran to undermine the other’s 
talks with the United States. 

 
One-on-one briefings  
 
Along with these projects, our team actively reaches out one-on-one to Members of 
Congress and their staffers, providing them with vital information. The increasing 
number of requests from staffers and lawmakers for information reflects the success and 
appreciation the U.S.-Iran Policy program has had on Capitol Hill. To further aid us in 
our objective of information dissemination, NIAC produces widely distributed memos 
and op-eds.  
 
Monthly op-ed, commentary and analysis 
 
While new and objective research is very much needed, the challenge to get the US-Iran 
program fully funded prompted us to make a strategic decision to focus more on 
information dissemination rather than new analysis. As a result, we have devoted our 
resources primarily towards one-on-one briefings, conferences and briefings rather than 
the lengthier analyses we originally had envisioned. Still, a sub-project to the Iran policy 
program – the US-Iran Media Resource Project - has produced 34 memos and op-eds, as 
well as 10 statements in 2008. These have been distributed both to the media, editorial 
boards, key journalists as well as all 535 Congressional offices.  
 
CHALLENGES AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
The success of the program speaks for itself. However, there are several areas in which 
the program can be strengthened to further advance knowledge of US-Iran relations in 
Washington DC.  
 
First, the reach of the program needs to go beyond Capitol Hill and the foreign policy 
establishment and make even greater inroads into mainstream media. By addressing 
Capitol Hill without addressing the media, hurts NIAC’s ability to reach the widest 
possible audience of policy makers. NIAC needs to build on its established media 



relations and continue to build more relationships with the media in order to help NIAC 
spread its expertise on Capitol Hill. 
 
Second, the value of the education and analysis produced will make a greater impact if 
greater resources and time can be devoted to one-on-one briefings with members and 
staff. One-on-one briefings are essential to building relationships with members of 
Congress and their staff members. By increasing the amount of time dedicated to one-on-
on briefings, NIAC will be able to personally engage more members of congress and 
their staff and thus provide members of Congress with personal answers to their 
questions dealing with Iran. 
 
Third, the impartial and intellectually vigorous analysis that NIAC provides is 
indispensible at this time, especially the need for independent arguments on how to 
operationalize diplomacy. While the US-Iran Policy Program devoted significant amount 
of time on the distribution on both existing and new analysis, the need to devote greater 
resources towards producing new analyses is growing, as policy makers try to figure out 
what diplomacy with Iran should look like.  NIAC will fill that vacuum by expanding its 
analysis and continuing to push its analysis on Capitol Hill and the media until it is 
accepted. 
 
In 2009, NIAC will address these challenges through the following steps: 
 

1. We will continue to expand NIAC’s media work and strengthen our collaboration 
with our public relations firm, Fenton Communications.  

2. We have expanded our legislative staff  from one to three last year. In order to 
increase the number of one-on-one briefings we will expand the legistalive team 
to five members by the end of 2009.  

3. We will continue to utilize and expand our Academic Board of Advisors of 
prominent Persian speaking academics in the US. These board members will 
assist in writing original analysis as well as be available for interviews with media 
or briefings with lawmakers and staff.  

 
The expansion of the program will undoubtedly require greater resources. While NIAC 
will continue to raise the bulk of its funds from the Iranian-American community, our 
requests to US foundations such as Ploughshares will also need to grow. We would also 
appreciate any assistance Ploughshares can provide in reaching out to other US 
foundations that would be inclined to support the work of NIAC’s US-Iran Policy 
Program.  
 
 



FINANCIAL REPORT 
Project Duration: Jan 2007-Dec 2007   Budget Final exp Ploughshares Other 

Salaries including Taxes and Benefits  $164,400     

A. Director Full time $96,000  12000   12000 

B. President 
$3200/month 

(40%) $38,400  38400   38400 

C. Assistant  
$2000/month 

(50%) $24,000  24000 10000  14000 

D. Intern $500/month $6,000  6000   6000 

         

EQUIPMENT AND RENT   $21,200     

A. Rent 
$1500/month 

(60%) $18,000  18000 5000  13000 

B. Computers  $3,200  4100   4100 

         

POSTAGE AND COMMUNICATIONS  $7,800     

A.  Telephone and fax  $3,600  4400   4400 

B. Postage/DHL  $1,800  1800   1800 

C. Transportation $200/month $2,400  1800   1800 

         

SUPPLIES   $3,600     

A.  Office supplies  $1,200  1200   1200 

B. Printing  $2,400  2400   2400 

         

CONFERENCES - TWO PER YEAR  $20,000     

A.  Speaker's fees $1500/conference $3,000  0   0 

B. Travel and acc. $1500/conference $3,000  4662 4662 0 

C. Catering  $1500/conference $3,000  6225 6225 0 

D. Transcription  $1500/conference $3,000  3757 3757 0 

E. Design, printing, distribution        

 of conference proceeds $4,000/conference $8,000  8969 5356  3613 

         

BRIEFINGS - SIX PER YEAR   $4,200     

A.  Catering  $700/conference $4,200  2870   2870 

         

PRINT REPORT - FOUR PER YEAR  $22,000     

A.  Design, printing and distribution       

 of larger reports $4,000/report $16,000  0   0 

B. Design, printing, distribution $1500/brief $6,000  405   405 

 of briefs        

         

REPRESENTATION/OUTREACH   $8,000     

A. US Conference fees  $2,000  0   0 

B. 
Iran conferences (travel, accommodation, per 
diem) $6,000  0   0 

                 

   TOTAL $251,200 $140,988  $35,000 $105,988 
 
 



 
 

US-Iran Media Resource Program 
 

National Iranian American Council  
 

9 month report 
 
 
 

Program supported by: 
Connect US Fund, OSI, Colombe Foundation, Ploughshares Fund 

 
 
 
The US-Iran Media Resource Project is aimed at ensuring that the national media has the 
best information and interpretation available in a timely manner on the sensitive 
negotiations regarding Iran’s nuclear program. The project has provided the news media 
with objective, balanced and well-documented analyses of important developments, 
highlighting potential openings for a peaceful settlement that might otherwise be 
unnoticed and deepening the understanding of the motives of involved actors. 
 
The fundamental goal of the program has been to prevent war between the US and 
Iran. The proposed solution towards preventing war has been to push for direct US-Iran 
negotiations through overwhelming public and media support for such a shift in 
policy.  
 
Evaluation: 
The project has made a significant impact on the debate in the US by producing unique 
analysis disseminated widely both to the media and directly to decision makers, briefing 
journalists in order to improve the accuracy of their reporting, advising TV and radio 
producers, and giving interviews to the media. 
 
The evaluation of the project during its first 9 months is based on both qualitative and 
quantitative measurements. 
 
Quantitatively, the project has produced an impressive number of deliverables, including 
seven (7) in depth Issue Briefs, twenty-two (22) Editorial Memos, and eight (8) 
statements. These written analyses have addressed a variety of issues, all pointing to the 
superiority of direct US-Iran negotiations versus military or economic warfare. These 
analyses, in turn, were either quoted or influenced otherwise reporting in major 
newspapers as well as important news shows, such as Meet the Press (where NIAC’s 
analysis was directly quoted by Tim Russel).  
 



NIAC also briefed print and TV journalists and producers on a weekly basis during this 
period. In addition, NIAC gave more than 150 interviews to TV, Radio and print media. 
These interviews ranged from local radio stations to major NPR shows such as Talk of 
the Nation, to PBS News Hour with Jim Lehrer, the Situation Room with Wolf Blitzer on 
CNN and one-on-one interviews in Time Magazine. Finally, NIAC was quoted more than 
80 times in major print media during this period - Financial Times, New York Times, 
Washington Post, Newsweek, USA Today, Associated Press, Reuters, Boston Globe, the 
Nation and the Wall Street Journal, to name a few. (See Appendix) 
 
Qualitatively, the project has been even more crucial. It has succeeded in bringing wide 
range attention to Iran’s 2003 Grand Bargain offer (including through a CNN interview 
with NIAC about the proposal, as well as a 2 hour CNN program on US-Iran relations 
that currently is in production). Furthermore, according to most analysts in DC, the Bush 
Administration’s push for a military confrontation with Iran earlier in January 2007 was 
pushed back by overwhelming opposition to the idea by the media, Congress and the 
general public.  
 
NIAC played a critical role in creating this opinion against such a confrontation. 
 
On January 10, 2007, President Bush addressed the nation to discuss his policies in Iraq. 
In that speech, the President said the following: 
 
“Iran is providing material support for attacks on American troops. We will disrupt the 
attacks on our forces. We'll interrupt the flow of support from Iran and Syria. And we will 
seek out and destroy the networks providing advanced weaponry and training to our 
enemies in Iraq.” 
 
This was widely seen as a near declaration of war on Iran. Rather than focusing on the 
weakness of the unproven accusations made by the President to justify military 
confrontation with Iran, during the first 48 hours after the speech, the media repeated 
their mistake from Iraq – penetrating questions about the validity of the accusations were 
simply not asked.  
 
On January 12, NIAC produced a widely distributed analysis, “Bush’s Iraq Plan - 
Goading Iran into War.” It pointed out the weakness of the Administration’s strategy and 
argued that rather than fixing Iraq, the new strategy seemed more about goading Iran into 
war by targeting Iranian targets and diplomats in Iraq. NIAC pushed the analysis 
extensively with the media, with great results. The angle was picked up quickly by New 
York Times and the Boston Globe, where parts of NIAC’s analysis were repeated 
verbatim. Soon enough, pointed questions were asked at the White House press briefings 
and within a few days, the idea that the Bush Administration was seeking to goad Iran 
into war became part of the mainstream narrative. This in turn, caused the Democratic led 
Congress to react strongly and according to many analysts, the push-back this created is a 
critical reason as to why the White House’s war plans were derailed.  
 



This is one of many examples of how the project played a pivotal role in mobilizing 
media and public opinion against a US-Iran war at a critical junction.  
 
Unfortunately, however, the risk for a US-Iran war remains high. The incident with the 
British sailors detained by Iran shows the sensitivity of the situation. Such an incident 
between the US and Iran in the Persian Gulf can easily provide hawks in Washington 
with a pretext to give a green light to a larger military confrontation.  
 
NIAC’s US-Iran Media Resource Project is very much needed in order to ensure that 
a) such incidents are prevented from triggering a US-Iran conflict and b) that the state 
of US0-Iran relations are moved to a state in which sensitivity to such incidents and the 
risk for a military conflict are scientifically reduced. As a result, NIAC would like to 
request that Connect US renew its support for the project for an additional 9 months 
with a $25,000 grant. 



Appendix: 
 
Select list of interviews:   
 

5/5/2007 – To the Point, NPR 
5/9/2006 – Situation Room with Wolf Blitzer, CNN 
5/30/2006 – Interview with Council on Foreign Relations 
6/3/2006 – C-Span 
6/5/2006 – Dianne Rehm Show, NPR/WAMU 
6/12/2006 – Talk of the nation, NPR 
7/16/2006 – BBC Radio 
8/18/2006 – To the Point, NPR 
8/21/2006 – Talk of the Nation, NPR 
8/22/2006 – NPR-KQED 
9/12/2006 – KWRE Radio 
9/13/2006 – Interviewed with Jim Lehrer NewsHour 
9/14/2006 – Interviewed by Washington Post  
9/18/2006 – Anderson Cooper and Situation Room (CNN) 
9/19/2006 – Talk of the Nation (NPR) 
9/19/2006 – Briefed USA Today 
9/19/2006 – BBC World News 
9/23/2006 – BBC Radio 
10/6/2006 – Briefed WSJ 
10/6/2006 – Interview with Time Magazine 
10/31/2006 – “America's Workforce," in Cleveland 
10/31/2006 – To the Point (NPR) 
11/2/2006 – BBC Radio 
11/3/2006 – WOSU-AM, Columbus, OH 
11/13/2006 – WJFF-FM, Jeffersonville, NY 
11/15/2006 – WWPR Bradenton (Tampa Bay, FL) 
11/15/2006 – WKLA, Ludington, MI 
11/16/2006 – WWPR Bradenton (Tampa Bay, FL) 
11/16/2006 – PalTalk Talk Show 
11/17/2006 – 1100AM KFNX News Talk Radio 
11/17/2006 – Al Jazeera  
11/20/2006 – KSFR FM, Santa Fe, NM 
11/21/2006 – Briefed Jamie Mcintyre CNN 
11/21/2006 – Al Jazeera  
11/24/2006 – KZFR-FM, Chico, CA 
11/25/2006 – KGNU Boulder and Denver, CO 
12/15/2006 – 90.7 FM, KPFK, Los Angeles. 
12/26/2006 – To the Point (NPR) 
12/27/2006 – WMNF 88.5FM Tampa 
12/28/2006 – Pacifica radio KPFA 
12/28/2006 – WPKN Radio 89.5 FM 
12/29/2006 – Al Jazeera 



12/29/2006 – BBC Radio 
1/2/2007 – Situation Room CNN 
1/4/2007 – KGAB Radio 
1/13/2007 – Al Hurra 
1/14/2007 – BBC Radio 
1/15/2007 – KWRE in the St. Louis 
1/16/2007 – Lolita C. Baldor, Associated Press 
1/16/2007 – Tom Omestad, US News & World Report 
1/17/2007 – French TV 24 
1/17/2007 – Al-jazeera 
1/17/2007 – KSFR FM, Santa Fe, NM 
1/20/2007 – C-Span 
1/22/2007 – WSMN, Nashua, NH 
1/22/2007 – KRCL, Salt Lake City 
1/26/2007 – Al-jazeera 
1/27/2007 – Interview with Radio Free Europe  
1/29/2007 – Dianne Rehm (NPR) 
1/30/2007 – To the Point (NPR) 
1/30/2007 – Briefed CNN Situation room 
1/31/2007 – CNN Situation room 
2/1/2007 – CNN American Morning 
2/1/2007 – BBC World News 
2/1/2007 – NewsTalk 1530 KFBK/ Talk 650 KSTE 
2/2/2007 – WSMN, Nashua, NH 
2/2/2007 – Briefed CNN producers 
2/5/2007 – Al Jazeera Riz Khan show 
2/5/2007 – KRXA540 
2/6/2007 – BBC World News 
2/10/2007 – Al Jazeera  
2/15/2007 – WHYY  
2/15/2007 – AIR AMERICA 
2/16/2007 – VOA 
2/17/2007 – C-SPAN, Washington Journal 
2/19/2007 - American AM 
2/20/2007 – www.radioopensource.org 
2/20/2007 – BBC World News 
2/21/2007 – St Loius radio 
2/24/2007 – WZBC, Boston, MA 
2/25/2007 – BBC Radio 
2/26/2007 – Democracy Now 
2/26/2007 – WOSU radio NPR station, Columbus, Ohio 
3/1/2007 – KRCL, Salt Lake City, Utah 
3/2/2007 – Jim Zogby Show 
3/15/2007 – Extensive briefing for Frank Sesno, CNN 
3/15/2007 – BBC Radio 
3/15/2007 – BBC World News 

http://www.radioopensource.org/


3/22/2007 – Japanese TV 
3/25/2007 – BBC Radio 
3/27/2007 – Al Arabiya 
3/28/2007 – Second extensive briefing for Frank Sesno, CNN 
3/29/2007 – Danish TV 
3/29/2007 – Briefing for Michael Hirsh. Newsweek 
3/29/2007 – BBC World News 
3/30/2007 – Danish State TV 
4/1/2007 – KIRN Los Angeles 
4/1/2007 – Al Jazeera  
4/1/2007 – Al Hurra 
4/2/2007 – Talk of the Nation (NPR) 
4/4/2007 – PBS Newshour with Jim Lehrer 
4/4/2007 – Al Jazeera  
4/4/2007 – BBC World News 
4/6/2007 – Jim Zogby Show 

 
 
 
Significant Quotes in US and International Media: 
 

1. James Cusick, Tony Blair said Britain had managed to secure the release of the 
Iran hostages without any deal, negotiation or side agreement. So what exactly did 
we do?, Sunday Herald, April 7, 2007. 

2. Guy Dinmore, Fears of wider conflict in troubled Gulf waters, Financial Times, 
April 2, 2007. 

3. Michael Hirsch, Brinksmanship Doesn’t Always End in Battle, Newsweek, March 
29, 2007. 

4. Daniel B. Wood, Émigré from Iran becomes US mayor, Christian Science 
Monitor, March 29, 2007. 

5. Michael Hirsch, Time to Make a Deal?, Newsweek, March 22, 2007. 
6. Dan Laidman, Iranian-born councilman poised to become mayor, COPLEY 

NEWS SERVICE, March 18, 2007. 
7. Maggie Farley, U.S. and Iran have been talking, quietly, Los Angeles Times, 

March 9, 2007. 
8. Barbara Slavin, Funds told to cut ties to Iran, USA Today, March 7, 2007. 
9. Arthur Bright, Ahmadinejad faces domestic criticism for tough line on Iran's 

nuclear program, Christian Science Monitor, February 28, 2007. 
10. Barbara Slavin, U.S. to sit down with Syria, Iran for regional conference on Iraq, 

USA Today, February 28, 2007. 
11. Guy Dinmore, US targets Iran’s financial underbelly, Financial Times, February 

28, 2007. 
12. Next stop Iran?, The Scotsman, February 18, 2007. 
13. Raymond Whitaker, Andrew Buncombe and Angus McDowall, US piles pressure 

on Iran as Rice flies into Baghdad, The Independent, February 18, 2007. 



14. Gareth Porter, Rove Said to Have Received 2003 Iranian Proposal, IPS, Feruary 
16, 2007. 

15. John Donnelly and Farah Stockman, Military offers evidence of Iran arming Iraqi 
militants, Boston Globe, February 12, 2007. 

16. Gareth Porter, First rejected, now denied, The American Prospect, February 9, 
2007. 

17. The Nation, Stopping the Next War, February 1, 2007. 
18. California Chronicle, Barbara Lee Hosts Forum on Iran and Preemption, January 

31, 2007. 
19. Mark Heinrich, Shunning "timeout" call, Iran, West face conflict, Reuters, 

January 31, 2007. 
20. Gareth Porter, Israeli Realism on Iran Belies Threat Rhetoric, IPS, January 30, 

2007. 
21. Thomas Omestad, Taking Iran down a notch, US News & World Report, January 

21, 2007. 
22. Lolita Baldor, U.S. Turns Focus to Iran, AP, January 17, 2006. 
23. UPI, Iranian-American head slams new Iraq plan, January 12, 2007. 
24. Jay Solomon, Pentagon Intensifies Pressure on Iran, The Wall Street Journal, 

January 12, 2007. 
25. Larisa Alexandrovna, Source says 'outsider' Gates prepped for confirmation by 

Cheney's office, Raw Story, December 22, 2006. 
26. Iran group prez welcomes Baker report, UPI, December 7, 2006. 
27. Sam Logan, Balancing Venezuelan-Iranian relations, ISN Security Watch, 

December 14, 2006. 
28. Andrew Higgins and Jay Solomon, Iranian Imbroglio Gives New Boost To Odd 

Exile Group, Wall Street Journal, November 29, 2006. 
29. Warren P. Strobel and Jonathan S. Landay, Bush tries to strengthen `Sunni 

bulwark' to contain Iran, McClatchy Newspapers, Nov. 28, 2006. 
30. Jay Solomon, U.S. May Use Sectarian Split to Contain Iran, Wall Street Journal, 

November 22, 2006. 
31. Bitte Hammargren, Washington redo för ny Iranpolitik, SVD, November 21, 

2006. 
32. Guy Dinmore, White House hunts for way into Iran talks, Financial 

Times/MSNBC, November 15, 2006. 
33. President Bush Plays Hide And Seek On The Campaign Trial, American 

Chronicle, October 30, 2006. 
34. Katrina vanden Heuvel, Don't Let Them Manufacture Another War, The Nation, 

October 11, 2006. 
35. Dan Robinson, Former Weapons Inspector, Experts Warn Against Military 

Action Toward Iran, VOA, 12 October 2006. 
36. Golnaz Esfandiari,  Iran: Israel Views Threats With Increasing Seriousness, 

RFE/RL, September 25, 2006. 
37. Kim Landers, Iranian President defends nuclear stance at UN General Assembly, 

ABC, September 22, 2006. 
38. Jim Lobe, Bush Clears Task Force to Meet With Iranians, IPS, September 19, 

2006. 



39. Kim Landers, Bush makes the case for Iran sanctions, ABC, September 19, 2006. 
40. Mentioned in Bill Berkely, Know Thine Enemy, Columbia Journalism Review, 

September/October 2006. 
41. Farah Stockman, Khatami caught between worlds, Boston Globe, September 10, 

2006. 
42. Mark Heinrich, Report may expose Iran to sanctions, Reuters, August 30, 2006. 
43. Hossein Jasseb, Iran dismisses U.S. threat of sanctions coalition, Reuters, August 

28, 2006. 
44. Kim Landers, Iran nuclear program: diplomatic game continues, ABC, August 28, 

2006. 
45. Massoud A. Derhally, The nuke look, ITP Business, August 27, 2006. 
46. Trevor Royle, Negotiated nuclear settlement a possibility, Sunday Herald, August 

27, 2006. 
47. Anne Gearan, Bully role won't help with Iran, AP, August 26, 2006. 
48. Ron Popeski, Russia rules out UN sanctions against Iran for now, Reuters, August 

25, 2006. 
49. Mark Heinrich, Iranian reply to atom offer seeks timetable-report, Reuters, 

August 24, 2006. 
50. Amitabh Pal, Negotiating with Iran Is the Only Solution, The Progressive, August 

24, 2006.  
51. Helene Cooper, Iran Sanctions Could Fracture Coalition, New York Times, August 

22, 2006. 
52. David Millikin, Ambiguous Iran reply in nuclear showdown could split West: 

analysts, AFP, August 22, 2006. 
53. Massoud A. Derhally, Rising from the rubble, ITP Business, August 20, 2006. 
54. Omid Memarian, On a Razor's Edge, Asia Times, August 2, 2006. 
55. Gary Thomas, Experts: Lebanon Crisis May Complicate Iran Nuclear Issue, Voice 

of America, 31 July 2006. (Audio version available) 
56. Katherine Shrader, Rice's mission marred by Israeli attack, AP, July 30, 2006. 
57. Guy Dinmore, White House 'has no desire to draw Syria and Iran into war', 

Financial Times, July 28, 2006. 
58. Jefferson Morley, Iran -- Instigator or Bystander?, Washington Post, July 25, 

2006. 
59. BBC News, Iran's role in crisis still murky, July 24, 2006. 
60. Will Bunch, How much of a threat is posed by Iran?, Philadelphia Daily News, 

July 24, 2006. 
61. Tony Karon, Six Fallacies of the U.S. Hizballah Campaign, July 23, 2006. 
62. Featured in Washington Post, Iran on the Potomac, Washington Post, June 25, 

2006. 
63. Glenn Kessler, In 2003, U.S. Spurned Iran's Offer of Dialogue, Washington Post, 

June 18, 2006. 
64. Larisa Alexandrovna, Pentagon confirms Iranian directorate as officials raise new 

concerns about war, Raw Story, June 15, 2006. 
65. James Besser, Iran dilemma leaves many open questions, The Jewish News 

Weekly, June 16, 2006. 



66. Bill Nichols, Bush optimistic about Iran's reaction to nuke plan, USA TODAY, 
June 7, 2006. 

67. Sandy Shanks, Cooler heads must prevail, Al Jazeera.net, June 4, 2006. 
68. AP: Analysis: Iraq war ties U.S. hands on Iran, June 2, 2006. 
69. Gareth Porter, Burnt Offering, The American Prospect, June 6, 2006. 
70. Jonathan Steele, If Iran is ready to talk, the US must do so unconditionally, The 

Guardian, June 2, 2006. 
71. Hassan Nafaa, Negotiating fortunes, AL-AHRAM, June 1, 2006. 
72. David R. Sands, Iranians face dilemma as U.S. offers to join talks, The 

Washington Times, June 1, 2006. 
73. Jim Lobe, Conditional Offer for Talks Seen as a Gamble, IPS, May 31, 2006. 
74. Susan Taylor Martin, Pressure builds for U.S., Iran talks, St. Petersburg Times, 

May 28, 2006. 
75. Marc Perelman, False Report Triggers Rush Of Iranian-Nazi Comparisons, The 

Forward, May 26, 2006. 
76. Gareth Porter, Iran Proposal to US Offered Peace With Israel, IPS, May 25, 2006. 
77. Massoud Derhally, Stopping the Mullahs, Arabian Business, May 21, 2006. 
78. Laura Rozen, U.S. Moves to Weaken Iran, The Los Angeles Times, May 19, 2006. 
79. Matthai Chakko Kuruvila, Iranian Americans are finding their voice, San 

Francisco Chronicle, May 15, 2006. 
80. Gareth Porter, Iran Nuclear Conflict Is About U.S. Dominance, IPS, May 13, 

2006. 
81. Barbara Slavin, US disregards Iranian letter, USA Today, May 9, 2006. 
82. Guy Dinmore, US allies urge direct dialogue with Iran, Financial Times, May 2, 

2006. 
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