
 

 

Capitol Hill Meetings 
 
Rexon Ryu (pronounced Yu), Hagel's office Room SR 248 - March 31, 2006 

 
Hagel is concerned about the current path we are on.  Rexon preferred not to see 
the imposition of punitive measures but rather a call for negotiations between both 
governments.  He noted that the military is stretched thin already and was open to 
pursuing constructive measures.  He wasn't sure about the feasibility of 
reauthorizing ILSA with fewer or diluted sanctions in place on Iran.  He 
concurred that Iraq was not a success but several unknowable factors will govern 
Congressional action on Iran. It's too soon to say what the Administration will do.   
 
Rexon stated that he would be willing to look into the OFAC licensing issue.  
The first thing he wants is a list of organizations that applied for a license 
and were denied.  Hagel is a supporter of policies that have utility and are aimed 
at strengthening civil society without aiding the Islamic Republic. 
 
Note: the $75 million in HR 4939 was redirected, not slashed.  This could produce 
an internal competitive struggle concerning how the money will be distributed 
and how much will actually go to Iran.  Find out what BBG? 

 
Mark Silverman and William Ralph, Chafee's Office, SR 141 A - March 31, 
2006 
 

Expressed an interest in peaceful dialogue and a willingness to support our 
cause.  Mark asked us detailed questions about the survey that NIAC conducted.  
Trita noted that the initial survey asking what activities NIAC should be doing 
was sent out to 10,000 members.  NIAC members were the ones asked 
specifically about the Iran-US issue, of which 86 percent expressed a desire to 
resolve the matter peacefully.  Few NIAC members were supportive of UN 
sanctions and an even lower share of the total favored a military option to the Iran 
nuclear standoff.  They asked for a copy of the resolution sponsored by AIPAC 
calling for the President to use any means necessary to stop Iran. 
 
Mark and William warmed to the idea of a more sophisticated standard for 
understanding the wishes of Iranian Americans and Iranians.  They seemed to 
approve of the US-Iran poll proposal and said they would ask Sen. Chafee about 
the option of including a resolution that requires Congressional approval of any 
plan to strike Iran.  They appeared as grateful to us as we were to them and said 
they would think of other ways to be helpful.  They suggested that we contact 
John Sununu's aide, Scott Thare, who is a Department of State Fellow.     

 
Debra Tekavec of John Murtha's office, Rayburn 2423, 225-2065 - March 
31, 2006 



From: Shervin Boloorian
To: "Trita Parsi"
Subject: Meeting Minutes
Date: Thursday, July 13, 2006 12:30:36 PM

These are the minutes for the last few meetings we have participated in.  I have not
logged the notes from the meeting with Lee Hamilton.  Shahrzad, will you log these
into salesforce?
 
Thanks,
 
Shervin
 
John Lettieri,Sen Chuck Hagel's office Friday, July 7th, 2006 (3 other partners
attended)
Hagel and Lugar were the only ones voting against ILSA last time it was
reauthorized.  The criticism is that it has never been used or cited to punish those
doing business with Iran--19 or 20 cases were reviewed and waived by both Clinton
and Bush.  According to John, the threat of US action in the area has prevented US-
Iran engagement.  The US is not capable of fighting another war but on the same
token, members do not want to be perceived as weak in the face of a serious threat. 
Engaging Iran directly is supported by Hagel who believes that basic areas of
common interest exist.  Talking means we can remain tough and secure our
interests.  S333 appears to have good cover, it has gained 61 cosponsors already. 
Hagel supports maintaining the president's latitude, he praised Bush's patient
approach and thinks that a good response from Iran seems likely. If no cooperation
with Iran is established then there will be trouble.  The North Korea Test fire is
already stirring things up. He did not offer to take the letter we wrote asking for a
clean extension of ILSA and adopting it as a dear colleague to Senate Banking
members.  Hagel prefers a wait and see approach right now.  John reiterated Hagel's
support for academic exchanges, humanitarian exchanges and other confidence
building approaches.  He suggested that we ask Biden about the dear colleague and
Chris Dodd.  He asked that I send him an email to try and get a meeting with
Dodd's person to see if he or others have contacts there.
 
Debriefing Meeting  with WAND, Network, and Win without War
It was noted that Wyden voted against the Santorum amendment and then changed

mailto:sboloorian@niacouncil.org
mailto:tparsi@niacouncil.org


his vote in the affirmative. 
We asked the question, what would happen if ILSA died?  We acknowledged that
follow up was needed with several offices.  Carper, Reed, Sarbanes, Shelby.  House
members should also be approached including Leach and Blumenauer.  There is a
camp democracy event on July 28, 2006. 
 
Meeting with Tom and Carly at Fenton Communications on July 7th
Tom talked about a possible public event with several members and General Hoar (
a 4 star) may be Lee Hamilton too. 
 
The Lee Hamilton breakfast has been set up for Tuesday July 11.  Jones, Moran,
Gilchrest, Paul, and may be Leach will attend as well as Tom, Ira and Carly. 
 
Trita expressed concern about the Nonproliferation community's response to the
current situation.  The community wants concessions to Russia to prevent Iran's
nuclear program's development and bring them on the US side.  Further isolation of
Iran by trying to coax Russia into our corner will not help the situation because
Iran is not going to quit its program.  By putting more pressure on Iran, the military
option is being forced.  Iran is claiming technological apartheid and is pressing
ahead already-- allowing for a limited program rather than a zero enrichment
policy helps us prevent a clandestine program in which we have no control or
oversight over Iran’s activities.
 
Tom wants to contribute through conversations, opeds, strategy sessions, and
developing relations with key press writers.  He noted that we can bump the issue
up to a news story by making it an editorial issue.  We need to expand the reach of
those we reach out to, frame the message and choreograph a strategy.  Trita noted
that he is working with Gareth and has received some funding to help the cause.
 
Tom said that there is a need for compiling a list of analysis points and then coming
up with a political and media strategy for each one.  His org can provide rapid
response when there is breaking news and can execute in a timely manner.  
 
Trita predicted that the Iranians would want to buy time and that they view the
proposal as 60 to 70 percent positive.  The Iranians realize they cannot push too
hard on the russians and the Chinese so they will provide a nondefinitive  response



and keep the issue open and alive.  They will argue that there is too much ambiguity
when it comes to the proposals offered and will want clarification over enrichment
parameters, particularly questions about a timeline for Iran to be allowed to
proceed with a civilian uranium enrichment program.  They will not say yes or no. 
They will want indications that the Bush administration will put regime change on
the back burner.  Rice keeps referring to Iran as the "regime" not the “government”
indicating a lack of recognition of the Islamic Republic. 
 
Trita suggested the citing of Ronald Reagan's quote recognizing the Iranian regime
during the Iran-contra affair.  
 
Al Garesche of Elizabeth Dole's office July 7, 2006 (2 other partners attended)
Wasn't giving anything away.  Al is the LD yet he claimed to not have a clear idea
of Dole's position on Iran. This seemed very strange.  He said that even though Dole
voted for the Santorum amendment to the Defense authorization bill, she is likely
to support the President and the Chair of the committee.  He noted that Dole tried
to engage Iran in 2004 after the Bam earthquake and was refused a meeting.  Again
he reiterated that he had no clue about Dole's position on the reauthorization of
ILSA. 
 
July 11, 2006 Sen. Evan Bayh's Banking Subcommittee and intelligence staff, Todd
Rosenblum (2 other partners attended)
Todd stated that it was in Shelby's hands whatever happens with ILSA and that
this week there will be framed an answer to the ILSA question.  He guessed that
there was not enough political capital to pass anything but a short term extension
of ILSA.  From Bayh's perspective, that was not desirable.  He criticized Santorum
for failing to push through S. 333 after its gaining of 61 cosponsors.  He called
Santorum ineffective and saw it as a tactical and management failure.  He thought
it was likely that we would see a yearlong renewal now and a revisiting of the
debate in the future.  He thought that Santorum had been embarrassed by the failure
of his amendment on the floor and that he won't try again to push s. 333 through
under the current climate.  
 
He did not have confidence that Iran could be convinced to drop its program and
that Iran was dragging its feet improperly.  He noted that no military option
existed.  Bayh strongly supports civil society partnerships and Bayh sits on the



board of NED.  He stated that Bayh was not supportive of regime change.  He said
that he was aware of the questionable impact of sanctions, he noted that new
sanctions were configured to target leadership since old ones were not yielding
results and that gathering international partners was a key consideration to get
Iran to change its behavior.  He wants travel restrictions on Iranian leaders, foreign
bank pressures, and freezing of Iran's participation in international events.  India
and European countries are still investing in Iran and he did not think it was worth
the cost of allowing Iran to produce fissile materials.  he criticized the
Administration for being 5 years late in developing  policy on Iran.
 
Shervin Boloorian
Legislative Director
National Iranian American Council (c/o OAI)
2801 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20007
Tel: (202) 719 8071
Dir: (202) 
Fax: (202) 719-8097
Web: www.niacouncil.org
Reply to: @niacouncil.org
 



 

 

Memo 
To: NIAC President and Board Members 

From: Shervin Boloorian, Outgoing Legislative Director 

CC: Babak Talebi, Interim Legislative Director 

Date: April 23, 2007 

Re: Final Report and Recommendations 

 
I resigned from my responsibilities as NIAC’s legislative director in early March, but I 
am fully on board with NIAC’s goal and mission and hope that I have helped improve the 
profile of Iranian Americans, and established a NIAC beachhead on Capitol Hill to 
advance NIAC’s agenda and advantage future legislative directors. 
 
Per the request of Trita Parsi and Ali Golchin, this report will cover my activities over the 
last 6 months and provide some recommendations on policies and operations for the 
Board and President to consider. 
 
US-Iran Overall Strategy 
Our input on the Hill and among the nonprofit DC community to present the Iranian 
American perspective and push for a prevention of war has been invaluable.  The 
movement for peace has borne fruit with the growing number of US authorities 
denouncing war and favoring diplomacy.  The release of the Iraq Study Group report 
further validated NIAC’s analyses and positions on US-Iran relations since it called for 
diplomatic action, something that NIAC advocated several months prior to the report’s 
release.  
 
The struggle to improve relations with Iran is consistently bogged down by hostile 
rhetoric and the advancement of sanctions and now such initiatives are moving at the 
state and local level.  Congress’ acquiescence in the face of AIPAC driven sanctions is 
undermining the US-Iran diplomatic process and this message is not emphasized enough 
among the grassroots.    The peace movement is split on the issue of sanctions.  This 
debate remains an opportunity to build stronger partnerships with business groups like 
USA Engage and the Chambers of Commerce.   
 
Recommendation 
NIAC should more forcefully lead the effort against sanctions and develop resources and 
information about their threat to diplomacy. Coordinating with local Iranian American 
leadership to track and establish a presence that can raise questions and counter state 



 

 

sanctions policies as frequently as possible—this may involve travel to testify at state-
level hearings.  If these measures pass the state legislatures, our offices must be prepared 
to write to the Governors of the respective states (CA, MA, GA, MO, etc) to ask them to 
reflect before signing off on such legislation.  One measure’s passage will set a terrible 
precedent. 
 
Capitol Hill Meetings 
After having engaged in roughly 100 meetings with Congressional staff, it is clear that 
NIAC’s presence on the Hill is becoming a fixture.  We have made the most significant 
strides within the Progressive Caucus, where NIAC has participated in briefings and 
panels involving members and had the highest frequency of staff-to-staff and member to 
member contact.  NIAC along with the Center for Arms Control, OSI and others 
continues to play an integral role in Hill consultations with offices that are most 
interested in our work.  NIAC’s influence was also a driving force behind the bipartisan 
Congressional Dialogue Caucus, led by our friends Reps. Wayne Gilchrest (R-MD) and 
Gregory Meeks (D-NY).  Centrist Republicans such as Sens. Chuck Hagel (R-NE), Dick 
Lugar (R-IN), and Arlen Specter (R-PA) are also supporters of our work.   
 
Blue Dog Democrats and the Republican Rank and File have been our most difficult 
obstacles.  On the other hand, evidence indicates that our friends in the Progressive and 
moderate Republican community are far from unified on the topic of sanctions or regime 
change.  Sen. Gordon Smith (R-OR), a self-proclaimed friend of the Iranian American 
community, expressed his support for dialogue at one function, then introduced a harsh 
Iran sanctions measure in the Senate less than a month later.  One progressive caucus 
Democrat approached Trita Parsi and cautioned him on his support for diplomacy then 
called on him to back the MEK.  Also, Speaker Pelosi (D-CA) is reported to back at least 
some form sanctions legislation out of the House.   
 
Recommendations 
Because progressives and Republican doves remain divided on the issue of sanctions, 
dialogue and the nuclear program, NIAC should continue drumming up support from the 
progressives and moderate Republicans so that NIAC’s leadership can shape a formal and 
lasting stance for these offices and affiliates.  Our allies can benefit from much greater 
unity and leadership in the effort to achieve diplomacy and opposition to sanctions. 
Focusing on the US’s economic incentives for normalizing relations with Iran to 
convince the Blue Dogs and Republican rank and file is another goal (although this may 
not yield results because of AIPAC’s unwavering influence among these groups).  
Working to testify before a Congressional Committee about the Barriers to Dialogue is 
something that NIAC reps can also do to further improve our profile.  Trita’s forthcoming 
book will provide an opportunity for him to testify before Congress and mention the poll 
and the views of Iranian Americans.   
 
Allies 
Many of our meetings are done in partnership with the Iran Legislative Strategy Group, a 
consortium of progressive, business, and grassroots lobbyists opposed to war with Iran.  
These organizations have contacts already and have helped NIAC by assisting with Hill 



 

 

coordination, and sponsoring briefings featuring Trita Parsi. The group works to oppose 
sanctions legislation on the Hill and presses for diplomacy legislation.  Our alliance with 
this group also led to NIAC’s involvement with a print ad that was published in 
Congressional Quarterly.   
 
NIAC has also created ties with a coalition of conservative and progressive groups, led 
by Michael Ostrolenk.  A letter supporting dialogue that NIAC helped to draft was 
adopted by Ostrolenk’s group and sent to all members of Congress.    
 
To a lesser extent, NIAC also belongs to a coalition of grassroots organizations sparked 
by Shirin Ebadi’s visit in January, which NIAC also consponsored.  This group is 
intended to bring Iranian American and US civic groups together in the interests of 
normalizing relations and gaining cultural understanding.  This group has put together 
online tools and resources for all parties interested to petition Congress against war with 
Iran.  They are also organizing a conference in the long term that will convene Iranian 
Americans and others to visit the Hill and deliver first hand support for diplomacy.   
 
Gauging support from NIAC membership revealed a moderate amount of interest for a 
Hill advocacy day, but interest from our partners in terms of participation and 
cosponsorship was strong.  NIAC has also given presentations to think tanks, Ecumenical 
groups, and delivered briefings and updates to liberal consortiums such as United for 
Peace and Justice, Peace Action, and the Iraq/ Iran Hill Working Group.  Our presence at 
these forums have helped focus the attention of the movements on Iran-specific action 
and update grassroots leaders on Washington activity.   
 
Recently, LegWatch became involved in a conflict resolution consortium (3D Initiative) 
that brought together organizations with different perspectives, and the result was a 
favorable list of recommendations to Congress.  This consortium included human rights 
groups, foundations, civil society groups, faith based organizations and one MEK 
sympathizer.  NIAC’s input challenged and isolated the MEK supporter and ensured a 
favorable series of recommendations.   That meeting also spurred another initiative from 
Amnesty International that will concern Iran policy on the Hill and will include NIAC at 
the table.   
 
Recommendation 
NIAC’s Hill presence is still new and our inability to lobby makes it necessary to partner 
closely with the ILSG group, which produces solid results and opens doors for NIAC.  
Compared to other national organizations, our relatively low grassroots presence also 
depends on the assistance and training of groups, so working to bring about a Hill 
advocacy conference is strongly in our best interests. Other than Osterlenk’s, few other 
conservative voices are organizing for peace with Iran, but NIAC should continue to 
work with progressives and conservatives alike against war.   
 
Breakfast Briefings 
NIAC conducted one breakfast briefing in January 2007, which attracted about 10 Hill 
members and staff.   Dialogue Caucus staff now coordinate their meetings with NIAC to 



 

 

coincide with our briefings.  The most recent briefing had to be canceled because of short 
notice and poor response rates from members. 
 
Recommendations 
Organizing breakfasts are staff intensive and require long lead times. These lead times 
can also be used to set up meetings and inform staff of the upcoming events.   
 
NIAC Conference 
The NIAC conference held on the Hill in February was a complete success.  Room for 
improvement exists in terms of logistical coordination, Hill outreach, staff 
communication, and speaker confirmations.  Press coverage also disappointingly 
portrayed the event as an exclusively New America Foundation event, without 
mentioning NIAC.   
 
Recommendations 
Many other organizations hire staff just for conference coordination and planning, we do 
not have that luxury at NIAC, but focusing on exclusive staff project concentration at 
least one week in advance, a planning routine (at least 1 month before the event) and a 
clear delegation of assignments should be followed that give staff a solid idea of all the 
bases that must be covered for the event (and after the event) and to make sure it does not 
conflict with other projects.  
  
After establishing a number of standard procedures and contacts for this event, NIAC 
should also plan a Hill education day conference to allow Iranian Americans to 
participate first hand—our responsibility is to serve as a grassroots group as well as a 
think tank.  
 
Immigration and Civil Rights 
NIAC’s efforts on this front have been largely in partnership with other interested groups, 
including the Iranian American Political Action Committee (IAPAC) and the Arab 
American Institute.  NIAC also took the time to consult with the Japanese American 
lobby (our situation somewhat reflects that of Japanese Americans prior to WWII) and 
Armenian Americans.  
 
IAPAC 
NIAC has partnered with IAPAC to support their efforts to reintroduce a resolution 
calling for opposition to Iranian American discrimination.  Through offering consultation 
and assistance, IAPAC retooled the resolution and through NIAC’s advice IAPAC also 
added to their list of legislative asks the formulation of a study that would assess the 
impacts of homeland security policies like NSEERS and US VISIT and collect data on 
Iranian American attitudes and demographics.  This last year represents the closest that 
NIAC has worked with IAPAC and this partnership has presented a unified front on the 
civil rights issue and yielded at least 2 staff meetings on the Hill, with the offices of Reps. 
Marty Meehan (D-MA) and Christopher Shays (R-CT) and a meeting with Sen. Gordon 
Smith (R-OR).  
 



 

 

Arab American Institute (AAI) 
Our participation with AAI focused on the issue of supporting the inclusion of an ethnic 
heritage question to the upcoming 2010 census.  This issue has fallen on the backburner 
at NIAC but NIAC participated in at least one meeting on the Hill with committee staff 
and AAI reps in addition to several planning meetings.  NIAC’s support on this issue 
opened doors to other opportunities including our invitation to a direct meeting with 
Homeland Security Under Secretary Baker to discuss NSEERS and its negative impact 
on the community-- IAPAC was invited to this event at NIAC’s invitation.  NIAC and 
AAI were copanelists at an Iranian American community event in Virginia in December 
2006.   
 
AAI recently came out in support of the Iraq Study Group’s recommendations and called 
for dialogue with Iran and Syria.  This was a momentous move that led NIAC to follow 
up with their staff and start a discussion about possibly releasing a joint statement in 
favor of talks that could coincide with the next multilateral diplomatic session over Iraq.  
The statement would contain support for diplomacy and opposition to any tactics that 
would have the US take sides and pit Sunnis against Shias.    
 
Recommendation 
Have Trita meet with Jim Zogby to discuss these and other issues and look for other ways 
to partner with AAI.  This organization already has a strong Hill presence with the 
backing of a large number of members (including Rep. Keith Ellison (D-MN), who they 
have offered to introduce us to. These introductions will help NIAC communicate the 
commonalities that unite our two communities and the nuances that separate us,   NIAC’s 
influence could lead to AAI’s further pursuit of sensible Middle East policies, and they 
have already expressed interest in cosponsoring other events with us.   
 
 
Iranian Behavior  
While for several reasons, NIAC shies away almost completely from taking a position on 
Iranian actions, staff has received increasing pressure to offer criticism of the Iranian 
government, when this is warranted.  Congressional staff, NIAC members, and the public 
have called upon NIAC to be more active in pointing out the missteps of the Iranians as 
well as the Americans.  While one article on the recent detaining of women’s rights 
activists was published and brief mentions concerning Ahmadinejad’s “inflammatory 
remarks” can be found in some statements, NIAC has never issued press releases 
dedicated to, for example, denouncing the holocaust conference, or opposing anti-Israeli 
or anti-American rhetoric.   
 
Recommendation 
While there is much to learn from the AIPAC model, there is much about their practices 
that has placed that organization in hot water, particularly when it comes to the 
controversial actions of the Israeli government. If NIAC is to be serious about promoting 
dialogue on the Hill to champion American and Israeli safety (as opposed to military 
action), it should be prepared to release statement that criticize the Iranian government 
(when warranted).  In those same press releases references to the increasing pressure, 



 

 

regime change tendencies and harsh rhetoric from the US may be made as reasons for the 
crackdown. This type of document could be done in partnership with antiwar Jewish 
groups, should be added to the Hill packet and would be increasingly useful in silencing 
the concerns of those organizations that consider NIAC as apologists for the regime.  The 
forthcoming conference on Jewish-Iranian relations would be an ideal opportunity for the 
board to revisit this issue and come up with a less ambiguous and more balanced 
approach to certain Iranian actions, without compromising our position in favor of 
dialogue.   If we don’t make any statements along these lines, there should be an 
announcement explaining why we don’t take a more definitive position.   
 
 
General Structural Considerations and Improvements 
 
I wish to preface my following remarks by stating that I am extremely grateful for 
the opportunity to have served the community and think that NIAC is an 
indispensable organization that does critical work for Iranian Americans.  The 
current operation has successfully executed many projects on a relatively low 
budget, and is very productive.  The president is also a brilliant expert, who has 
guided the office and taught me much.  In the interests of improving NIAC’s good 
work, there are a number of policies and procedures in the area of operations that 
deserve reevaluation by the board and president. This next section touches on points 
that can assist the quality and output of the Legislative Director (LD) from a 
structural standpoint.  Some of the points included are derived from discussions 
with other staff members. 
 
Contact with Board Members 
The current policy is that the LD is asked not to contact Board members, in order to avoid 
the solicitation of extra tasks from those Board members.  Beyond occasional email 
exchanges with three or four members of the Board and briefly meeting several members 
for the first time while working at the NIAC fundraiser last year, contact has thus been 
sparse. 
 
Targeted communication and better acquaintance with Board members (and certain 
NIAC members), however, will support the work of the LD.  Several times, I have been 
asked to provide references or names of contacts from grassroots groups and the press 
who wish to communicate with Iranian American figures or grassroots leaders.  Each 
Board member has their own strengths and skillsets, issue knowledge, and leadership 
qualities that they bring to the table, which can reinforce the LDs depth of knowledge and 
assistance to others. I have come to learn, for example, that some Board members have 
connections on the Hill, which could help the LD.  This sort of consideration directly aids 
the LD’s relationship building and publicizing of Iranian Americans.  The Board’s 
sharing of contacts and expertise is one example of how the LD’s work can improve 
through Board input.    
 



 

 

The LD should also deliver oral reports directly to the Board and be there to answer 
questions at least once or twice a year to help improve Board knowledge and to offer on-
the-ground recommendations on NIAC’s Hill stragey. 
 
The Board should decide and allow the LD to analyze and advise on the repercussions of 
certain strategic decisionmaking that concerns Hill related actions.  There should also be 
a mechanism that allows the LD to petition the Board and president about any 
disagreements or confusion over NIAC policies.  I have no other advice to give on how to 
operationalize this matter, but ask that models from other nonprofit organizations be 
followed.  
 
Nature of Hill/Legislative Relationships 
Unlike the former Executive Director position, the Legislative Director operates in a very 
sensitive and highly political environment. Any shifts in activity, priority, or decisions 
concerning Hill strategy must be made with great caution and serious receptivity to the 
LD’s input and guidance, with attention to how these shifts will affect the balance of 
relationships established by the LD and the perception of NIAC.  Decisions that are made 
haphazardly without careful calculation run the risk of putting the LD in a difficult 
position and could tarnish the LD’s and NIAC’s reputation.  In Washington, an 
operative’s name and reputation is the most important consideration and it should be 
preserved.  
 
Contact with President 
Intensive Last Minute Assignments 
One downside to having 2 fulltime staff is the inability for the LD to juggle the many 
tasks that he is often assigned.  LD work has included public outreach, press education, 
editorial writing, fundraising, article writing, editing, research, legislation tracking and 
analysis, relationship building, coordination with partners, strategizing, public speaking, 
reporting, advising, letter drafting, events coordination as well as Hill outreach and 
follow up. The LDs work involves a lot of strategy sessions and Hill meetings, which can 
limit agility when major and unexpected assignments at the office are launched.  Better 
coordination and more structured and direct tracking of tasks can improve this deficit. 
Completion of tasks can be better achieved if the president takes better account of 
assignment frequency and intensity (particularly last minute ones) to see if they make the 
workload unmanageable and if they interfere with ongoing projects done in conjunction 
with other organizations, which the president is not always familiar with.  Once NIAC 
finds itself taking on too many initiatives at once without adequate planning, this will 
sacrifice product quality. 
 
Because of the office’s fast pace and the wide breadth of activities we take on, many 
times the LD is tasked with major assignments while other staff members are already 
occupied with their own major assignments, meaning that assistance is limited.  The 
president should keep written track of the tasks assigned, take thoughtful account of 
available manpower and limitations on resources, and consider exercising moderation in 
his demands from staff.  Overload in the number of intensive assignments is likely to 



 

 

rapidly burn staff out.  Also, when commands come from a remote location, inherently 
this may create inefficiencies and confusion 
 
In-house Printing  
As our membership continues to grow, it may be necessary to find an outside printing 
company to handle mail collation, printing and sending tasks.  This will open up 
significant amounts of time that can be dedicated to other activities—LegWatch or not.  
Also Joint Concepts (our current design and printing firm) has been repeatedly criticized 
for unsatisfactory service and product (and time delays), yet we continue to use them. 
 
Coordination and Transparency 
Just as the LD provides the president with summaries of all his significant meetings, the 
LD should be made aware of all Hill related activities and initiatives conducted by the 
president alone.  This will prevent confusion, awkward misinformation that could puzzle 
or seem inconsistent to the LD and other Hill actors, and keep the NIAC operation fully 
coordinated. If there are certain meetings that the LD should not be involved in for their 
own protection then this should be communicated to them.   Greater transparency is 
another absolute key feature in supporting the LDs work.  
 
LegWatch E-Bulletin 
Time Concerns 
This is our main product and remains a praised source of information from staff, the 
public, and our membership.  The LD is the chief writer to this bulletin and typically edits 
most if not all articles on most weeks.  Maximum objectivity and quality should be 
retained over quantity if we are to remain credible.  Since the LD is tasked with so many 
activities, it would be beneficial to reduce the number of hours dedicated to this project 
and delegate the E-bulletin to another staff member.  
 
Deadline Date 
Flexibility on article deadlines, especially during staff intensive weeks should be strongly 
considered.  Because the current deadlines are set for the middle of the week (Wednesday 
COB--well before the end of the week’s legislative activity), many inexperienced interns 
are unable to complete their articles on time and are required to be tracking hearings or 
briefings without time to complete the write ups.  This results in substandard articles that 
must then be cleaned up or heavily edited (sometimes redrafted or rejected) by the LD.  It 
may even be best to move the bulletin to Thursday nights/Friday morning rather than a 
midweek deadline of Wednesday night.  
 
Edit Approvals 
All significant edits involving politically sensitive or controversial content should be 
shown and approved by the authors first. Any time major changes are made to politically 
sensitive articles by editors, they may be disagreeable to the authors or be in accurate. I 
recommend that articles significantly altered by editors be subject to the approval of the 
author before being published on the website—this may take time but will improve 
quality, accuracy and integrity in reporting. 
 



 

 

Interns 
Part-time Challenges 
Because only two fulltime staff members worked at NIAC this year, all interns ought to 
come aboard for a minimum of 30 hours a week.  Fewer time than this leads to inherent 
inexperience, lack of orientation, and incomplete or delayed assignments because of the 
long gap in between the intern’s attendance days.   
 
Project Overload 
As NIAC’s presence grows, the LD’s legislative activities inevitably grow. There may 
also be a need to assign the LD a dedicated assistant who can manage menial tasks and 
free up extra time.  Otherwise, the LD will inevitably be forced to drop some projects, in 
return for the new ones that the president frequently tasks him. This option is the least 
desirable since the LD cooperates with other offices and is in the business of developing 
relationships over sustained periods.  Weekly planning meetings with the president and 
mutual agreement among the senior staff about assigning interns to priority areas while 
adhering to realistic expectations will help.  
 
Late Nights 
When tasked with completing articles for the website, interns have been asked to work 
late into the night to complete these assignments.  This expectation may be too heavy 
handed for low cost or free labor, especially if the time dedicated to drafting these articles 
coincides with other assignments.  
 
Coordination and Espirit Des Corps 
Because of activity overload and limited manpower, definitions of roles are not clear at 
NIAC and many tasks that are blurry could benefit from time investment in better 
definition, planning, communication, and coordination by the president.   
 
Interns also suffer from a lack of confidence.  Because paid staff face intensive time 
demands, on the job attention is undermined.  Often, interns have to cover a wide array of 
tasks without consistency or institutional memory to assist them, this leads to errors and 
further work delays.  Interns rush back and forth alone to cover events and represent 
NIAC but are not able to network, build bridges or share information about NIAC’s 
activities because of lack of knowledge, time, leadership, or a sense of authority to 
explain NIAC’s work.  To tackle this, interns should be better trained to say the right 
things, ask the right questions, and listen to the right points.  Better structural 
organization and coordination with others in the office, mentorship from senior staff, and 
intellectual development from the president can help this.  General business cards for all 
staff and an authority to represent the organization can also help.    
 
Training 
NIAC can contribute to the skills development of its LD and staff in other ways.  Unlike 
what I experienced in my year, the LD should immediately be trained to talk to the press 
and give presentations early on (with one recent exception, I have never spoken on the 
record to a reporter).  This should be a priority for the organization, since spreading 
NIAC’s message is imperative and at present, public outreach is conducted almost 



 

 

exclusively by one voice.  Formal training of the LD to manage time better could also 
help the workload situation.  Giving the LD the option to be better trained in Farsi 
(something I requested) is also important, for obvious reasons.     
 
NIAC is a grassroots organization and is required to respond to the Grassroots and be 
more actively involved in mobilizing Iranian Americans in their communities.  No 
training or expertise on these priorities currently exists for the LD, yet the LD is required 
to be involved in coordinating these discussions.  The LD should be viewed as a serious 
investment and be fully prepared in areas where skills require development.  It is useful 
to have the LD directly reach out to Iranian American hubs to activate the grassroots and 
offer tangible forms of action. 
 
Assistant Positions for President 
The LD and the president could benefit from a Legwatch assistant position.  Trita often 
has his hands in many different activities, and may need to be out of the office, but 
bringing aboard an executive assistant can help him keep track of all the many 
assignments that are in circulation and help address minor decisions and preferences that 
will not require his immediate supervision.  
 
Website 
The website can benefit from a dedicated more userfriendly antiwar/prodiplomacy page 
that contains all articles related to the subject and information on bills, resources, 
analyses, partners, action alerts etc. The same thing can apply for an immigration and 
civil rights page. 
 
This concludes my report.  Thank you for your attention. 
 
 











Leadership 
Mike Sheehy, Rep. Nancy Pelosi’s office 
Met with Trita and Shervin last year.  Very cautious man who ruled out the possibility of a war.  
Has also been spotted at the Iraq/Iran Hill Strategy Meetings.  Mike is a top advisor to House 
Speaker Nancy Pelosi and a natural selection. Pelosi is also from a strong Iranian American 
district and has spoken out in favor of talks with Iran.  She recently met with Syria’s leader.   
 
Puneet Talwar, Senate Foreign Relations (Biden) 
Met with Trita and Shervin last year.  Seemed perplexed over information concerning the 2003 
Grand Bargain proposal.  He tended to use stereotypes about Iranians jokingly, but this suggests 
that he has not had very much positive interactions with the community in the past.  Biden is a 
presidential contender and is eager to improve his profile.  He is also the Chair of Foreign 
Relations and is supportive of dialogue.  Heavily critical of the administration. 
 
Marcel Lettre, Sen. Harry Reid 
Met Marcel at the PSI retreat this January.  He is a step or two higher than Jessie Daniels. Gave 
very encouraging comments about the Majority Leader’s desire to avoid a conflict with Iran.  Reid 
is closely influenced by Moveon.org and we have been promised a direct audience with him.  
Could really help NIAC gain inroads in his office to bring along a Reid staffer.  A natural choice.  
Reid also was solely responsible for holding up legislation sanctioning Iran last year until last 
minute pressure from the AIPAC lobby.   
 
 
Jessie Daniels, Sen. Harry Reid 
Jessie is a warm individual who met with Shervin directly last year.  She asked good and tough 
questions and she also attended a Center for Arms Control briefing featuring Trita and Ted Galen 
Carpenter where she was introduced to Trita.  Jessie was also curious about the Iranian 
American population and asked me for information included in our 2006 election analyses.   
 
Chris Stevens, Senate Foreign Relations (Lugar) 
Met with Trita and Shervin.  A very well informed and experienced staffer who should absolutely 
be included on the trip.  Chris attended our Hill conference and seemed very open to alternative 
approaches to Iran and the Middle East.  He reported on Dick Lugar’s dissent in terms of the 
administration’s escalation strategies in January (Lugar is the top Republican on the Foreign 
Relations Committee).  He applauded NIAC for the service we were providing. 
 
Skip Fisher, Senate Banking (Minority) 
Skip is Sen. Richard Shelby’s top advisor on the Banking Committee and reviewed Santorum’s 
sanctions legislation before it was pulled and reintroduced as HR 6198 (after gaining the White 
House’s approval).  Banking and Foreign Affairs share jurisdiction over sanctions legislation.  
Skip seemed sympathetic and would only meet with me alone.  He personally was on board but 
he stressed the political limitations that governed the treatment of Iran.  Skip is astute and a 
senior advisor to a powerful Republican. 
 
Senate Intelligence, (Sen. John Rockefeller)  
Have not met with Rockefeller’s staff. 
 
House Intelligence Committee (Rep. Silvestre Reyes) 
Have not met with Reyes’ staff.  Met with the ranking member’s (Hoekstra’s) staff but our contact 
in Hoekstra’s office was inexperienced and did not seem to know much about the issue or the 
committee’s approach to Iran. 
 
Andrew Hunter, House Armed Services (Rep. Ike Skelton)—never met 
 
Mike Kuiken, Senate Armed Services (Sen. Carl Levin)  



Mike is on personal staff. He met with Shervin and Trita.  Was supportive and asked us what we 
would like.  Noted that Levin voted against the Iraq war resolution.  Armed Services may discuss 
the reintroduction of Webb language that would bar the President from taking military action 
against Iran without coming to Congress first. 
 
 
Appropriators 
Ven Nerala/ Bill Goold, Rep. Barbara Lee 
Lee is a staunch champion of dialogue and is the cochair of the progressive caucus.  Her 
legislation is by far the most constructive one on Iran this year.  Ven has used our talking points 
and has sought our advise several times.  Trita spoke to the progressive caucus members of 
Congress through our contact with Ven and Bill. 
 
Rachel Khalili, Rep. Jerry Lewis (IA) 
Iranian American who has recently been promoted on Lewis’ staff.  Met with Trita and Shervin 
very briefly when she used to work as an LC answering phones.  She had approached us to try 
and set up a meeting between us and the Congressman (at his behest).  This did not come to 
pass as she became reticent all of a sudden.  Lewis is a veteran GOP Member and the top 
Republican appropriator. 
 
Will Painter, Rep. David Obey 
Obey voted against IFSA and is wary of sanctions on Iran.  His staffer met with me directly and is 
fiery but very thoughtful when it comes to Iran.  Obey is the top appropriator and had initially 
worked with Murtha to include Iran protections in the Iraq supplemental.   
  
Moira Campion, Rep. Maurice Hinchey 
Trita and Shervin have met with Hinchey directly.  He is an appropriator and is also on a top Dem 
on a Joint Economic Committee.  He has been outspoken about failed US policy on Iran and 
offered language last year similar to the one that was stripped in the supplemental.  Hinchey has 
been very supportive toward NIAC and has been eager to meet with Iranian officials since I met 
him at the conclusion of a hearing on Iran.   
 
Debra Tekavek, Chief Military Appropriator (John Murtha) 
Shervin and Trita have met with Debra.  She is fully supportive of our cause but is cautious 
because I think she is protective of her boss.  Debra has also met with our partners in the ILSG.  
Her boss was opposed to the detaining of Iranian diplomats and worked with Walter Jones to 
introduce binding legislation on Iran –HJ RES 14 that blocks military action without Congressional 
approval.  Deb has met with me a couple of times last year and I sometimes drop in to say hello 
on the hill to get her sense.  
 
Presidential Contenders 
Andrew Shapiro, Sen. Hillary Clinton 
Andrew is Clinton’s top foreign policy aide.  He met with Trita and Shervin along with a junior 
staffer, Josh Kirshner, who knew Trita from before.   Shapiro was not receptive and did not pay 
close heed to NIAC’s position.  He made it clear that he could work with us on immigration and 
civil rights issues no problem, but their foreign policy stance was hawkish and pressure on Iran 
was something that he seemed to back. 
 
Mark Lippert, Sen. Barack Obama  
Obama is outspoken about his support for diplomacy with Iran.  Several attempts to set up in 
person meetings failed, and we had to settle for a phone conversation.  Mark was helpful and 
appreciative of our materials and position.  He was particularly concerned with the sanctions 
legislation and the prodemocracy funding at a sensitive time.  He connected us with several other 
staff contacts, including Jennifer Park from Senate Appropriations (now at Webb’s office).  
Obama does not have the baggage of voting yes on the war with Iraq and is the most popular 



Senator, according to polls.  He has a serious shot at the Democratic candidacy and looks to be 
in our camp. 
 
Rexon Ryu, Sen. Chuck Hagel 
Rexon met with Trita and Shervin directly and offered good advice.  I have also met with Rexon’s 
deputy, John Letieri at least twice to get his feedback and ask for the Senator’s support.  Hagel is 
a Republican who promotes dialogue and a serious shift in Middle East policy.  He is a senior 
member of the Foreign Relations committee and sits on Banking too.  He voted against ILSA and 
has compared the provocative Bush administration stance on Iran to the move in the 1970s to 
expand the Vietnam war into Cambodia. Hagel’s moderate stance on immigration has also made 
him the recipient of IAPAC funds.   
 
Auke Mahr-Piersma, Rep. Dennis Kucinich 
Rep. Kucinich has met with Trita and Shervin and is heavily enthusiastic about NIAC and our 
stance.  Shervin has served on a panel alongside Rep. Kucinich.  He set up a panel on the Hill 
which featured Trita and was a top choice for the NIAC fundraiser last year.  He has met with 
Javad Zarif and has often become the lone voice of reason in the House when it comes to Iran 
policy.  He is a fringe member, however, and has been isolated from his own party.   He explicitly 
approached Trita about getting more involved with the Iranian American community and may also 
be interested in listening to us concerning the Persian artifact case. Definitely, our strongest 
champion in the House (barring Lee). 
 
Dialogue/Anti-sanctions Proponents 
Parish Braden, Rep. Wayne Gilchrest 
Gilchrest is cochair of the dialogue caucus and has attended the NIAC breakfast briefing in 
January.  He has met with Zarif and is a passionate advocate of dialogue with Iran.  He is a critic 
of Bush and was one of the few Reeps who voted with the Dems on their Iraq Supplemental bill.  
Trita and Shervin have met with Gilchrest personally and Trita is often in contact with him.  
Parish, his foreign policy staffer, is very receptive to NIAC and has consulted us several times.  
He wants to cosponsor our breakfasts with the dialogue caucus. 
 
Sophia King, Rep. Gregory Meeks 
Meeks is the Democratic coachair of the dialogue caucus. He is outspoken about diplomacy and 
attended the NIAC breakfast before opting to join the caucus.  I have met with Sophia once—she 
seems very supportive. Meeks’ ex staffer, Tannaz, is Iranian American.   
 
Chris Bradish, Sen. Arlen Specter 
Spoken on the phone with Chris (he approached us).  Trita and Shervin met with one of Specter’s 
LC’s last year and were not given much evidence of interest.  After the Menonites met with 
Specter’s office, however, Chris contacted us. I followed up to try and set up a meeting but have 
had no word (need to follow up). Specter is the most powerful Republican on the Judiciary 
committee and could be a useful supporter.  He also authored an article on alternative 
approaches to the Middle East (Chris cowrote this).  Specter (along with Leach) met with an 
Iranian official in DC already, in 2003. 
  
Tom Vinson, Rep. Pete Defazio 
Defazio was the author of language barring military action on Iran last year. It was considered as 
part of the Armed Services bill and was voted down.  Shervin has met with Vinson directly three 
times.  Vinson is the LD and is very busy but is a sympathetic ear.  Like many staffers, he thought 
that we were formed by an exile group.   
 
Lance Walker, Rep. Jeff Flake 
Met with Walker once alongside ILSG friends.  Flake is a staunch free market proponent and 
opposes any and all sanctions as political tools. He opposed ILSA and IFSA but is not someone 
who believes we should be dovish on Iran.  Flake is a Republican rank and file member, but he is 



viewed as a powerful leader among the conservative wing of his party and is ambitious.  His ties 
with the business world make him an important voice.   
 
 
Judah Ariel, Rep. Earl Blumenauer 
Blumenauer offered legislation last year commemorating the 1906 Constitutional revolution and 
proposing that constructive ties be rebuilt with Iran. Blumenauer has moved from Foreign 
Relations to Ways and Means (a sanctions committee).  His staff has agreed to support our 
proposals and positions and use our talking points in floor speeches.  Blumenauer received 
awards from Iranian Americans in Oregon and is an intellectual member of Congress who also 
opposes the Iraq war.   
 
Chris Stone, Sen. Bingamen 
Chris met Shervin at the Iran conference in the Senate.  He is someone who has learnt some 
Farsi and is supportive of a moderate approach to Iran.  His boss sits on energy and wanted us to 
think of ways that he can be useful.  He was VERY interested in learning more about the dialogue 
caucus and Track II meetings, though he warned that his office was caucused out.  He wanted to 
help with raising OFAC restrictions against Iran too.  Very thoughtful gentleman who has wanted 
to go to Iran and was unable to do so in Iran.  Suggest a follow up with him. 
 
 
Policy Committees 
Jennifer Park, Sen. James Webb 
Amanda Makki, Rep. Jeff Fortenberry (IA) 
Cari Simon, Rep. Jim Costa  
Jennifer Goedke, Rep. Lynn Woolsey 
Caroline Tess, Sen. Bill Nelson  
Hunter Strupp, Rep. Ed Royce 
Rep. Jane Harman 
 
Iranian American hubs 
Semhar Araia, Rep. James Moran 
Samantha Stockman, Rep. Frank Wolf 
Mark Cadish (COS), Sen. Diane Feinstein 
Afshin Mohamadi, Rep. Carolyn Maloney  (IA) 
Myal Green, Rep. John Campbell 
 



From: Leila Zand
To: Chelsea
Cc: egh Project; ouncil.org; @aol.com; @united ceandjustice.org;

aidemocracy.org; PSR.org; scontrolcenter.org @Peace-Action.org;
@aidemocracy.org; @forusa.org; @niacouncil.org; @studioselzam.com;

@justforeignpolicy.org; Kevin Martin; patrick mcelwee; Robert Naiman
Subject: Re: Draft Kinzer Iran Tour Targets
Date: Tuesday, November 13, 2007 9:43:44 AM

Dear Chelsea,
Thanks for your efforts.
I believe we have ability to focus on NYS.  We can plan either in NY city or in Albany.  I am ready to
discuss about it more, and would like to know what do you or others think about this idea.
Best,
Leila

@justforeignpolicy.org> wrote:On Nov 09 17:33, "Chelsea" <
>
> Subject: Draft Kinzer Iran Tour Targets
>
> Hello,
>
> I'm happy to finally send you a draft list of target cities for the Kinzer
> Iran tour.  The below cities are listed because we felt that they are
> strategic places to bring the message.  However, we do not know if there is
> local group support in all of them.  The real determination of going to a
> place will be if we can find organized local groups to make it happen.
> Thanks to Peace Action and Physicians for Social Responsibility, we have an
> indication of that in some of the places.  If you have chapters in any of
> these places or know of great groups there, we would love to work with them
> on a tour stop.  Of course, if you think we missed an important location or
> have other ideas, please feel free to share them.
>
> As for dates, we think that starting after Super Tuesday (Feb 5th) will be
> better for us in terms of not competing in the media with the primaries.
> Stephen is still working on clearing his schedule at that point, so it is
> not yet confirmed.
>
> I look forward to your feedback.
>
> All the best,
> Chelsea
>
> Kinzer Iran Tour Target Cities
>
> First Tier - Best Options:
>
>
>
> +Los Angeles, CA
>
> +Chicago, IL
>
> +Washington, DC
>
> +San Francisco, CA
>
> +Maine
>

mailto:lzand@forvps.welcome2htn.net
mailto:chelsea@justforeignpolicy.org
mailto:truth@mohammadmossadegh.com


> +Manchester or Concord, NH
>
> +Columbus or Cincinnati, OH
>
> +Albuquerque, NM
>
> +St. Paul/Minneapolis (Rochester backup), MN
>
> +Sarasota, Tampa, Port Charlotte (maybe also Tallassee or Miami), FL
>
> +Fort Collins, Loveland (Denver backup), CO
>
> +Reno or Carson City, NV
>
> +Omaha, NE (if we can get Hagel to speak)
>
> +Somewhere in VA outside of the DC area (if we can get Webb to speak)
>
>
>
>
>
> Second Tier - Other Good Places:
>
>
>
> +Seattle, WA
>
> +Raleigh (Durham), NC
>
> +Baltimore, MD
>
> +Portland (Salem), OR
>
> +Baton Rouge or New Orleans, LA
>
> +Rochester, NY
>
> +Pittsburgh, PA
>
> +Urbana/Champaign, IL
>
> +Green Bay, WI
>
> +Bloomington, IN
>
>
>
> ---
> Just Foreign Policy
> www.justforeignpolicy.org
> 202.448.2898
>
>

--
Leila Zand
Iran Program Coordinator
Fellowship Of Reconciliation
Box 271 (521 N-Broadway)



Nyack, New York 10960
845-358-4601 Ex.27
Fax: 845-358-4924
E-mail: Iran@forusa.org
www.forusa.org



From: Jake Colvin
To: "Babak Talebi"; "Michael Ostrolenk"
Cc: @globalpartnersllc.net; "Trita Parsi"
Subject: RE: Meetings with Republican members on Sanctions and other US-Iran Policy issues
Date: Thursday, May 10, 2007 5:46:55 PM

Right now, May 24, 29 or 31 are fine. My only addition is Senator Lugar, with whom we have an 
excellent relationship.  
 
 
 

From: @niacouncil.org]  Babak Talebi [mailto:
Sent: Thursday, May 10, 2007 10:14 AM
To: 'Michael Ostrolenk'
Cc: Jake Colvin; @globalpartnersllc.net; 'Trita Parsi'
Subject: Meetings with Republican members on Sanctions and other US-Iran Policy issues
 
Friends,
 
Below you will find the list of suggested Republican members that we may wish to target based on 
relevant committee assignments and their neutral to positive positions on our issues.  If any of you 
have specific suggestions on members to add or strike from this list, please let us know. 
 
I also spoke with Mike at some length yesterday about our potential approach, and I want to share that 
with you all as well and get feedback (his email is also below).  Our goal will be to target a specific day 
in the next few weeks where we may be able to have seven to ten meetings in one day.  I can start 
making the calls on our group’s behalf starting tomorrow or Monday.
 
I know Wednesday is a bad day for Mike and Samah, so Jake, do Tuesdays or Thursdays work better 
for you.  I can start targeting May 22nd or 24th or alternatively may 29th or 31st.  We would also want 
to do a strategy session beforehand to discuss talking points, strategy, and asks.
 
If you have any further suggestions, comments, or ideas, feel free to call me on my cell today after 
2:30pm ). (202.
 
Regards,
 
Babak Talebi
(202)  Cell
(202) 719-8076 Office
(202) 719-8097 Fax

National Iranian American Council (c/o OAI) 
2801 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20007
Web: www.niacouncil.org
"Promoting Iranian American Participation In American Civic Life"

 
-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Ostrolenk [mailto:michaeldostrolenk@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 10, 2007 9:44 AM
To: Babak Talebi

mailto:jcolvin@nftc.org
mailto:btalebi@niacouncil.org
mailto:michaeldostrolenk@gmail.com
mailto:tparsi@niacouncil.org
http://www.niacouncil.org/


Subject: Re: Republican Target list
 
Hagel & Coleman in the Senate, Flake, Rohrabacher, Chabot, Mack, Ingliss in the 
House are members I have good connections too from your list below.  I wont be able 
to do anything until I get back in terms of setting up meeting  with those offices 
though.   Let me know if you want me to upon my return and  what days/dates are 
you looking at for meetings?
 
 
On May 7, 2007, at 6:46 PM, Babak Talebi wrote:

Mike,
 
Below, I have pasted a list of Republicans that we may want to target for joint meetings.  If 
there are names on here that any of you already have established relationships with, let us 
know how best we should approach them (if at all).  If you like, we can initiate contacts with the 
others and ask for joint meetings. 
 
This is an initial list, so feel free to comment on any of the Senators or Representatives on 
here as far as striking them off the list or adding others onto it.  This list is meant to indicate 
members who are not yet allies, but who are either on the fence, or are worth our efforts to 
target because of their committee assignments or relevance.
 
We look forward to your feedback.
 
Regards,
 
Babak Talebi

 
(202)  Cell
(202) 719-8076 Office
(202) 719-8097 Fax

National Iranian American Council (c/o OAI) 
2801 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20007
Web: www.niacouncil.org
"Promoting Iranian American Participation In American Civic Life"
 
 

Republican Target List
 
{We think the underlined members should be targeted first – Give us your feedback}
 
Sen. Armed Services:
 
Emerging Threats Sub Committee:
Sen. Dole (NC): Ranking member
Sen. Warner (VA)
Sen. Collins (ME)
Sen. Graham (SC)

http://www.niacouncil.org/


 
Sen. Banking:
Sen. Shelby (AL): Ranking member {we have had limited contact with Skip at this 
office}
Sen. Hagel (NE) {generally on our side, but we have not met with him regarding 
sanctions yet}
Sen. Sununu (NH)
 
Security, International Trade, and Finance
Sen. Martinez (FL): Ranking member
Sen. Enzi (WY)
Sen. Dole (NC) {repeat from above, but she is on several important committees}
Sen. Bennett (UT)
 
Sen. Commerce:
Sen. Lott (MS)
 
Interstate Commerce Sub Committee:
Sen. DeMint (SC): Ranking member
Sen. Snowe (ME)
Sen. Sununu (NH)
Sen. Smith (OR)
Sen. Ensign (NV)
 
Sen. Foreign Relations:
Sen. Corker (TN)
Sen. DeMint (SC)
 
Near East and South and Central Asian Affairs Sub Committee:
Sen. Coleman (MN): Ranking member.
Sen. Hagel (NE)
Sen. Sununu (NH)
Sen. Voinovich (OH)
 
 
HOUSE
 
House Foreign Affairs:
Jeff Flake (AZ-6) {He is probably already on our side on Iran sanctions}
Christopher Smith (NJ-4)
Elton Gallegly (CA-24)
Dana Rohrabacher (CA-46)
Ed Royce (CA-40) {His staff seemed interested in reviewing OFAC guidelines and 
3rd rail diplomacy}
 
Middle East and South Asia Sub Committee:
Mike Pence (IN-6): Ranking member
Steve Chabot (OH-1)
Jo Ann Davis (VA-1)
Thaddeus MCotter (MI-11)



Joe Wilson (SC-2)
J. Gresham Barrett (SC-3)
Jeff Fortenberry (NE-1) {should be one of our first targets; have had positive contacts 
in the past}
Bob Inglis (SC-4)
Connie Mack (FL-14)
 
House Energy and Commerce: (sanctions)
Joe Barton (TX-6) Ranking member
 
Commerce, Trade and Consumer Protection Sub Committee:
Ralph Hall (TX-4): Ranking member
Edward Whitfield (KY-1)
Charles Pickering (MS-3)
Mary Bono (CA-45)
Lee Terry (NE-2)
Michael J Rogers (MI-8)
Sue Myrick (NC-9)
Michael C Burgess (TX-26)
George Randanovich (CA-19)
Joseph Pitts (PA-16)
 
 
Other Members: (potential allies)
 
Paul Gillmor (OH-5)
Charles Boustany (LA-7)
Randy Kuhl (NY-29)
Jerry Lewis (CA-41) – appropriations w/ IA on staff
John Campbell (CA-48) {should be a priority – very high number of IAs in his 
district}
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please immediately destroy the original transmission and its attachments without 
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From: Dr. M. Javad Zarif
To: "Trita Parsi"
Subject: RE: White House moves on Iran with Congress in recess
Date: Thursday, August 30, 2007 10:34:19 PM

Salaam Trita,
 
Many thanks for sending me this excellent – as usual – piece.
 
Javad
 
From: Trita Parsi [mailto: @tritaparsi.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2007 6:39 PM
To: Trita Parsi
Subject: White House moves on Iran with Congress in recess
 
With Congress being in recess, the White House seems to have found an opportunity to ratchet up
tensions with Iran without facing much pushback. President Bush’s tough speech on Iran
yesterday, which followed President Ahmadinejad’s provocative statements at a Tehran press
conference hours earlier, on surface appears as business as usual. But if Congress is unable or
unwilling to contain deliberate or unintentional escalation, then there may be little business as
usual about Washington and Tehran's intensified war of words.
 
In the analysis below, published by Inter-Press Services today, the issue is discussed in greater
detail.
 
PS. My book “Treacherous Alliance” has hit the shelves! You can also order it from Amazon here.
Israel’s former foreign minister Shlomo Ben-Ami calls the book “a brilliant interpretation of one of
today’s most enigmatic conflicts,” Francis Fukuyama says it is “extremely important,” John
Mearsheimer calls it “outstanding” and former National Security Advisor Zbigniew Brzezinski
writes that Treacherous Alliance is “a penetrating, provocative, and very timely study.”
 
Sincerely,
Trita Parsi, PhD
www.tritaparsi.com
 
************************************
 

POLITICS: Bush Indictment of Iran Tops Usual Rhetoric
http://www.ipsnews.net/news.asp?idnews=39061
 
Analysis by Trita Parsi*
 
WASHINGTON, August 29 - The George W. Bush administration has seemingly taken advantage
of the Congressional recess to escalate tensions with Iran. Earlier in August, the State
Department revealed plans to designate the Iranian Revolutionary Guards Corps (IRGC) as a

mailto:zarif@141.com
mailto:tp@tritaparsi.com
http://www.amazon.com/Treacherous-Alliance-Secret-Dealings-Israel/dp/0300120575/ref=pd_bbs_sr_1/002-1348417-6954437?ie=UTF8&s=books&qid=1186374180&sr=8-1
http://www.tritaparsi.com/
http://www.ipsnews.net/news.asp?idnews=39061


global terrorist organisation. On Tuesday, in a speech to U.S. war veterans in Nevada, President
Bush raised the temperature further by declaring his intent to "confront Tehran's murderous
activities" in Iraq. 

But what on the surface may appear as business as usual in the war of words between Tehran and
Washington may in reality repeat an earlier pattern widely suspected to have been aimed at
provoking war with Iran. 

With Congress gearing up for a fight with the White House on the surge policy in Iraq, President
Bush has arguably many reasons to talk up tensions with Iran. Focusing on Iran may help deflect
attention away from the surge strategy's failure to turn the tide in Iraq. It can also help convince
Congress that Iran is responsible for U.S. misfortunes in Iraq and that cutting the funds for the war
would embolden the clergy in Tehran. 

Iran's radical president, Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, is certainly not making the work of the
administration more difficult. Shortly before Bush's address to the Nevada war veterans,
Ahmadinejad did his part in ratcheting up tensions. 

"Soon, we will see a huge power vacuum in the region," he predicted at a press conference. "Of
course, we are prepared to fill the gap, with the help of neighbours and regional friends like Saudi
Arabia, and with the help of the Iraqi nation," he continued in a clear reference to the United
States's declining position in the Middle East and Iran's bid to reclaim a regional leadership role. 

Still, the nature and implications of the Bush administration's recent moves do not have the
characteristics of a customary rhetorical deflection exercise. Accusing Iran of seeking to put an
already unstable Middle East under "the shadow of a nuclear holocaust" and promising to confront
Tehran -- whose actions "threaten the security of nations everywhere" -- before it is too late echo
statements made by the Bush White House about Iraqi dictator Saddam Hussein prior to the
invasion of Iraq. 

In fact, Bush's speech to the veterans in Nevada has several similarities to his address to the nation
on Jan. 10. That was also slated as a major speech on Iraq, though it spelled out little new about
Washington's strategy except to call for staying the course. Instead, it revealed key elements of the
U.S.'s new aggressive posture on Iran. 

For the first time, the president accused Iran of "providing material support for attacks on
American troops" while promising to "disrupt the attacks on our forces" and "seek out and destroy
the networks providing advanced weaponry and training to our enemies in Iraq." 

Moments after the president's speech in January, U.S. Special Forces stormed an Iranian consulate
in Erbil in northern Iraq, arresting five Iranians who Tehran said were diplomats. Washington
described the detained Iranians as agents and members of the IRGC. Later that day, U.S. forces
almost clashed with Kurdish peshmerga militia forces when seeking to arrest more Iranians at
Erbil's airport. 



The U.S. move drew stark criticism from the Iraqi government. "What happened... was very
annoying because there has been an Iranian liaison office there for years and it provides services to
the citizens," Iraq's Minister of Foreign Affairs Hoshiyar Zebari told Al-Arabiya television. 

Similarly, Bush's harsh words for Iran in Nevada were promptly followed by a raid at the Sheraton
Ishtar Hotel in Baghdad where eight Iranian nationals were arrested. The group included two
diplomats and six members of a delegation from Iran's Electricity Ministry. A U.S.-funded radio
station reported that the Iranian delegation was in Baghdad to negotiate contracts on electric
power stations. 

While the eight Iranians were later released -- unlike the five taken in Erbil who still remain in U.S.
custody -- actions of this kind combined with the intensified war of words can, intentionally or by
accident, trigger a larger crisis. (A U.S. official later called the Sheraton incident "regrettable" and
denied that it was related to President Bush's remarks in Nevada). 

In January, the president's allegations against Iran were widely seen as preparing the grounds for
war. Key lawmakers in the newly elected Democratic Congress moved swiftly to challenge the
administration and demand evidence for its claims. 

At a hearing in the Senate Foreign Relations Committee a day after the president's Jan. 10 address,
Senator Chuck Hagel of Nebraska drew parallels with the Richard Nixon administration's attempt to
deceive the public regarding the U.S. government's efforts to expand the Vietnam War into
Cambodia. 

"[O]ur government lied to the American people and said we didn't cross the border going into
Cambodia. In fact we did," he told Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice. "I think this speech given
last night by this president represents the most dangerous foreign policy blunder in this country
since Vietnam, if it's carried out. I will resist it," Hagel continued. 

Other lawmakers publicly questioned the veracity of the president's allegations regarding Iranian
involvement in Iraq. All in all, the pushback from Congress in January is believed to have played a
key role in preventing hawks in the administration from forcing the U.S. into a military
confrontation with Iran. 

But with Congress preparing for a fight over Iraq -- not Iran -- and with key lawmakers planning to
pass legislation imposing harsh new sanctions on Tehran, Congress' ability and willingness to
simultaneously contain deliberate or unintentional escalation with Iran may be limited. If so, there
may be little business as usual about Washington and Tehran's intensified war of words.
 
*Dr. Trita Parsi is the author of "Treacherous Alliance -- The Secret Dealings of Israel, Iran
and the United States" (Yale University Press, 2007). He is also president of the National
Iranian American Council (http://www.niacouncil.org/).
(END/IPS/NA AP/IP IR BW/TP/LD/07)
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All,
 
Attached is a draft two-page handout to provide to offices prior to our meetings.  One page contains
some of the key messages that we discussed yesterday, and the second page contains a list of
important quotes from Administration and Congressional officials on sanctions proposals.  This is my
attempt at a draft – I’d welcome any comments or edits you might have.  I thought we might put our
logos at the top of the document.  If that is acceptable to you, please send me your logo and I can put
it at the top and create a pdf of the final document. (Alternatively, we can either leave it blank or I can
put it on USA*Engage letterhead).  
 
I know it is short notice, but I was hoping to have your logos and any comments by COB today.
 
Also, I am compiling a few documents to include in a small package of handouts for our guests.  So
far, I have a very useful op-ed from Ivan, the op-ed that Carah and I did for the SF Chronicle, and the
business community letter we released last week.  If you have anything else to add, please send along.
 
I believe I’m forgetting some folks on this. Babak – can you forward to anyone I have missed?
 
Jake Colvin
Director, USA*Engage
National Foreign Trade Council (NFTC)
Tel: (202) 464-2025

@nftc.org
Please visit our website: www.usaengage.org
 




Iran’s support for international terrorism and nuclear proliferation is unacceptable and dangerous.  We support all efforts to counter effectively these extraordinarily serious threats.


However, some approaches under consideration in Congress would be counterproductive to addressing these concerns, while at the same time escalating tensions unnecessarily.


Current bills in Congress to impose new sanctions on Iran would poison both delicate multilateral diplomacy with the UN Security Council members and fledgling diplomatic talks between the U.S. and Iran on a resolution of the current impasse on Iran’s nuclear program:


· By attempting to extend U.S. sanctions to foreign-based companies, these bills would take attention away from the behavior of the regime in Iran and refocus it on the actions of European and Asian companies in Iran, thereby creating divisions – indeed a likely trade war – between the United States and our allies.  Congress must ensure that the world’s focus remains on resolving the important issues at hand and that the United States and our allies continue to present a united front.


· Last year, the Senate recognized this important point, voting 45-54 to defeat an amendment to the National Defense Authorization Act that would have extended sanctions in a way that is similar to current bills under consideration.  The vote came days after Administration officials met with a group of Senators to discuss policy towards Iran.  


Congress should allow space for these diplomatic efforts to work – both with UN Security Council members and, potentially, with Iran.


New sanctions would also empower hard-liners and cause a “rally around the flag” effect in Iran.  As Ivan Eland, a Senior Fellow at the Independent Institute, argues in a recent op-ed, sanctions “allow the Iranian regime to create an external enemy in order to win more support from Iran's restive, youthful population, which is disaffected with the Iranian government's austere Islamic rule. Moreover, any broader measures intended to commercially isolate Iran from the world would be a move toward shutting off the very ideas that could eventually topple the despotic regime. Ideas subversive to the regime's hold on power accompany Western products and technologies into Iran.”


Finally, Congress should rethink its overall approach to Iran, given the negative and often unintended impact of sanctions and democracy-related funding on the people of Iran.  When U.S. NGOs are prevented from providing medical and psychological support to the Iranian people because of “U.S. foreign policy interests” – and when U.S. democracy funding encourages the arrests of leaders of Iranian NGOs in Iran – it seems appropriate to take a closer look at whether there might be better ways for the United States to address the serious concerns raised by the policies of the Iranian government.  


“Members of Congress are considering a number of legislative options, including application of U.S. sanctions to the business activities of foreign subsidiaries of American companies; mandatory divestment from companies doing business with Iran; and having the government "name and shame" firms – both domestic and foreign -- that do business with Iran. While these proposals are certainly well intended, they could have significant counter-productive policy implications.  Our shared goal is to pressure the Iranian regime to change its behavior, and the best way to achieve this objective is to keep the focus on illicit conduct and maintain as broad an international coalition as possible. Yet many of these proposed measures may be seen by our allies as extraterritorial U.S. Government action and could affect our ability to obtain their cooperation on mutual action with respect to Iran…We must be careful not turn this successful effort into a debate that would engender transatlantic friction and turn the focus away from Iran's illicit conduct.”


–Deputy Secretary of the Treasury Robert Kimmitt, May 10, 2007, Speech to the Washington Institute for Near East Policy


“[The Administration] could not support... modifications to this act now being circulated in Congress that would turn the full weight of sanctions not against Iran but against our allies that are instrumental in our coalition against Iran. 


– Undersecretary of State for Political Affairs Nicholas Burns in March 29, 2007 testimony on Iran before the Senate Foreign Affairs Committee.


“The idea in the midst of a negotiation…that the United States Senate go on record as tying the President’s hands in this negotiation – I find that absolutely amazing….The administration opposes this amendment. It limits their flexibility.…[this] amendment, in my view and in the view of the Secretary of State, actually advocates a policy that will jeopardize President Bush’s initiative and I believe play directly into the hands of Iranian hard-liners…It has the potential to damage relations with some of the key countries whose cooperation we need to pressure Iran to abandon its nuclear ambitions.  If this approach were adopted, we would be in the untenable position of sanctioning countries located in the countries of the governments that we are asking to impose sanctions on Iran if they fail to accept the offer put forward by Russia, China, Europe and the United States.


– Senator Joseph Biden, June 2006, speaking about an amendment to the 2007 National Defense Authorization Bill that would have imposed new sanctions on Iran


“This…amendment is a very irresponsible, dangerous distraction to take...Our best course of action is exactly where the President is going – that is engaging Iran. That is engaging with our allies.  That is strengthening our alliances.  If we’re not careful…we will find America isolated in the world at a very dangerous time…Let’s be careful here.”


– Senator Chuck Hagel, June 2006, speaking about an amendment to the 2007 National Defense Authorization Bill that would have imposed new sanctions on Iran
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Iran’s support for international terrorism and nuclear proliferation is unacceptable and 
dangerous.  We support all efforts to counter effectively these extraordinarily serious threats. 
 
However, some approaches under consideration in Congress would be counterproductive to 
addressing these concerns, while at the same time escalating tensions unnecessarily. 
 
Current bills in Congress to impose new sanctions on Iran would poison both delicate 
multilateral diplomacy with the UN Security Council members and fledgling diplomatic talks 
between the U.S. and Iran on a resolution of the current impasse on Iran’s nuclear program: 
 
• By attempting to extend U.S. sanctions to foreign-based companies, these bills would take 

attention away from the behavior of the regime in Iran and refocus it on the actions of 
European and Asian companies in Iran, thereby creating divisions – indeed a likely trade war 
– between the United States and our allies.  Congress must ensure that the world’s focus 
remains on resolving the important issues at hand and that the United States and our allies 
continue to present a united front. 

 
• Last year, the Senate recognized this important point, voting 45-54 to defeat an amendment 

to the National Defense Authorization Act that would have extended sanctions in a way that 
is similar to current bills under consideration.  The vote came days after Administration 
officials met with a group of Senators to discuss policy towards Iran.   

 
Congress should allow space for these diplomatic efforts to work – both with UN Security 
Council members and, potentially, with Iran. 
 
New sanctions would also empower hard-liners and cause a “rally around the flag” effect in Iran.  
As Ivan Eland, a Senior Fellow at the Independent Institute, argues in a recent op-ed, sanctions 
“allow the Iranian regime to create an external enemy in order to win more support from Iran's 
restive, youthful population, which is disaffected with the Iranian government's austere Islamic 
rule. Moreover, any broader measures intended to commercially isolate Iran from the world 
would be a move toward shutting off the very ideas that could eventually topple the despotic 
regime. Ideas subversive to the regime's hold on power accompany Western products and 
technologies into Iran.” 
 
Finally, Congress should rethink its overall approach to Iran, given the negative and often 
unintended impact of sanctions and democracy-related funding on the people of Iran.  When U.S. 
NGOs are prevented from providing medical and psychological support to the Iranian people 
because of “U.S. foreign policy interests” – and when U.S. democracy funding encourages the 
arrests of leaders of Iranian NGOs in Iran – it seems appropriate to take a closer look at whether 
there might be better ways for the United States to address the serious concerns raised by the 
policies of the Iranian government.   
 



 

 

“Members of Congress are considering a number of legislative options, including application of 
U.S. sanctions to the business activities of foreign subsidiaries of American companies; 
mandatory divestment from companies doing business with Iran; and having the government 
"name and shame" firms – both domestic and foreign -- that do business with Iran. While these 
proposals are certainly well intended, they could have significant counter-productive policy 
implications.  Our shared goal is to pressure the Iranian regime to change its behavior, and the 
best way to achieve this objective is to keep the focus on illicit conduct and maintain as broad an 
international coalition as possible. Yet many of these proposed measures may be seen by our 
allies as extraterritorial U.S. Government action and could affect our ability to obtain their 
cooperation on mutual action with respect to Iran…We must be careful not turn this successful 
effort into a debate that would engender transatlantic friction and turn the focus away from Iran's 
illicit conduct.” 

–Deputy Secretary of the Treasury Robert Kimmitt, May 10, 2007, Speech to the 
Washington Institute for Near East Policy 

 
 
“[The Administration] could not support... modifications to this act now being circulated in 
Congress that would turn the full weight of sanctions not against Iran but against our allies that 
are instrumental in our coalition against Iran.  

– Undersecretary of State for Political Affairs Nicholas Burns in March 29, 2007 
testimony on Iran before the Senate Foreign Affairs Committee. 

 
 
“The idea in the midst of a negotiation…that the United States Senate go on record as tying the 
President’s hands in this negotiation – I find that absolutely amazing….The administration 
opposes this amendment. It limits their flexibility.…[this] amendment, in my view and in the 
view of the Secretary of State, actually advocates a policy that will jeopardize President Bush’s 
initiative and I believe play directly into the hands of Iranian hard-liners…It has the potential to 
damage relations with some of the key countries whose cooperation we need to pressure Iran to 
abandon its nuclear ambitions.  If this approach were adopted, we would be in the untenable 
position of sanctioning countries located in the countries of the governments that we are asking 
to impose sanctions on Iran if they fail to accept the offer put forward by Russia, China, Europe 
and the United States. 

– Senator Joseph Biden, June 2006, speaking about an amendment to the 2007 
National Defense Authorization Bill that would have imposed new sanctions on 
Iran 

 
 
“This…amendment is a very irresponsible, dangerous distraction to take...Our best course of 
action is exactly where the President is going – that is engaging Iran. That is engaging with our 
allies.  That is strengthening our alliances.  If we’re not careful…we will find America isolated 
in the world at a very dangerous time…Let’s be careful here.” 

– Senator Chuck Hagel, June 2006, speaking about an amendment to the 2007 
National Defense Authorization Bill that would have imposed new sanctions on 
Iran 
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