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Questions About Peace
1) The U.S. needs a new policy in Iraq. The bipartisan Iraq Study Group chaired by former Rep. Lee Hamilton and former Secretary of State James Baker recommended a new U.S. policy based on negotiations with all of Iraq’s neighbors, support for reconciliation inside Iraq, and a clear commitment to a complete withdrawal in consultation with Iraqis and the neighboring states. Will you support legislation to make these recommendations U.S. policy?
2) A huge portion, about 95 percent, of what the U.S. spends to engage with the rest of the world is allocated to the military budget. A tiny amount, about five percent, is devoted to diplomacy, development, and supporting international institutions that can help to solve problems before they turn into deadly conflict. Will you support the U.S. paying its full, fair share of United Nations dues and commit to increasing funding for the State Department and U.S.Agency for International Development?
3) Cluster bombs disperse smaller “bomblets” that can kill all living creatures within a specific area often as large as several football fields. In the last 10 years, the U.S. has used cluster bombs in civilian-populated areas of the former Yugoslavia, Afghanistan and Iraq. Will you support legislation in the House (H.R. 1755) and the Senate (S. 594) that would ban the use of cluster bombs in civilian populated areas?
4) The U.S. Army has established firm policies—written into the Army Field Manual—that prohibit torture. Yet the Justice Department insists the CIA should be exempt from these Army requirements and have the right to torture some prisoners. Would you support legislation requiring all U.S. government personnel— including the CIA—to ban torture and abide by the definitions in the U.S. Army Field Manual?
5) As Senator, would you make it a priority to pursue the goal of a “world free of nuclear weapons,” as was envisioned by former Secretaries of State Shultz and Kissinger, former Senator Nunn, and former Defense Secretary Perry? How would you work towards this goal?

6) In November, 2007, 30 Senators signed a letter “emphasizing that no congressional authority exists for unilateral military action against Iran.” As a Senator, would you sign such a letter? What else would you do to ensure that Congress takes back its responsibility to protect our nation and the people of the world from an aggressive President? 

Lindsey Neas: Military Advisor to Senator Dole
1) ISG: Withdrawal, Negotiations, National Reconciliation in Iraq

a. Asserts ISG is outdated with the surge “developments”

i. Moved into a phase for the Iraqi govt. to begin a reconciliation that “must take place if we are to withdraw.”

ii. Defines success as “stable representative government that’s capable of defending itself against foes.”
b. Withdrawal

i. Stable Iraqi government necessary before withdrawal

ii. “Bloodbath” if we withdraw before the govt. is able to suppress militants.

iii. Acknowledges that the surge has only really been a military success; “put up or shut up” time for Maliki’s govt.

c. Negotiations

i. Syria and Iran are the major problem

ii. Syria is a source for weapons and militants entering Iraq- 

1. president Assad (sp?) could stop this but chooses not to

iii. Iran has been sending weapons and troops across since the beginning of the war

iv. Quds forces have assassinated provincial leaders
1. Iran and Syria interested in unstable Iraq.

v. That said, there must always be a channel for communication

1. “when the opportunities present themselves”
2) UN Dues, State Department Funding, USAID

a. Senator Dole is “very supportive” of the US paying its full share of UN dues under the plan negotiated by Senator Helms.
b. Increased funding for state? Absolutely

i. Will not find a senator more excited about the prospects of moving away from military-oriented foreign policy and moving more towards a foreign policy not built around military capabilities, but built on soft power (State, USAID,  Dept. Energy/Agriculture)- sending specialists to other countries to fulfill basic human needs; references practices of and ideals espoused by Peace Corps.
ii. Endorses Sec. Gates’s views
1. in favor of tying together agencies so that DOD isn’t taking the lead in foreign policy

2. “The future of a successful American Foreign Policy is not built around military capabilities –that’s in the background- the real issue is, what can we do with the people, how can we put forward that very positive aspect of America” and our “Wilsonian” inclinations.

3) Cluster Bombs

a. DOD already has a requirement that Cluster munitions have to have a 99% detonation rate.

b. There are times when cluster bombs, if employed thoughtfully, can have great tactical utility to deny enemies passage through or use of terrain...

4) Torture

a. The discussion of this has become based around Army Field Manual (AFM), when the AFM is simply a guideline for soldiers in the field. False Dichotomy

b. Senator Dole opposes torture. Waterboarding is torture. 

c. Discussion of AMF is misleading (he’s short on time)

5) Nuclear Weapons

a. References Senator Nunn’s appearance on subcommittee
i. Nuclear Genie is “out of the bottle”

b. US must put as much money as necessary into nonproliferation efforts

i. Ahmadinejad (sp) has made it clear he intends to be a military power- if he gets weapons, nonproliferation will have failed.

ii. Not a question of “if” but “when” WMDs will be used

iii. Sen. Dole believes we  must do as much as possible to prevent proliferation

1. back to the “genie is out of the bottle”

a. Basically, there’s nothing we can do to erase knowledge of nuclear weapons, so we may as well make sure we invest enough in deterrence.

6) Iran

a. The letter in question was really more of a partisan gesture

i. “Unfounded and opportunistic”

ii. There are no military forces available to invade Iran, we just don’t have the power to initiate an invasion or any type of occupation.

*Iran Questions 
1) You’re making an assumption that Iran is interested in an unstable Iraq, but many visiting individuals have firsthand experience with Iranians who support negotiations with the US. 
a. Don’t know where your optimism comes from. 

b. Iran is “Playing both sides of the fence” (Working for Basra Negotiations), simply a tactic to appear as peace-seeking, while inciting instability by proxy through Hamas and Hizbollah.

c. Must engage negotiations with hope, but realistic understanding of who you are negotiating with.

2) Please Clarify: Does the President have the authority to use force in Iran?

a. No way can he invade or occupy Iran. In any case, the decision to do so would be “madness.”

b. On the other hand, the president should be free to use strategic military action in response to perceived threats (i.e. – bombing campaign to stem nuclear proliferation)
c. President should not have to seek approval for the latter, especially in the case of a sneak attack.

3) Iran has not attacked anyone since the 16th century; we overthrew a democratically elected Iranian leader in the 50s. In terms of nonproliferation: Israel is the only country in the Mideast with Nuclear weapons, which puts Iran on the defensive. So… What’s up with that? Can we at least work with Israel towards a nuclear-free Mideast?
a. Generations-old animosity towards American involvement going back to Cold War. [The American Public doesn’t] have a full enough appreciation for the roots of other nations’ hostility towards our country.

b.  I think this is a revolutionary time, when the Secretary of Defense, Secretary of State, and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs all believe that the future of American foreign policy must be based on something other than the military. *Military capabilities must underpin this diplomacy, but the U.S. must rebuild constructive relationships with other countries throughout the world.

c. Back to U.S. support of Israel, how that might effect negotiations; would Sen. Dole support a Nuclear-free Middle East? 

i. Iran recognizes that the U.S. is exhausted militarily and Iran likely sees no military threat from us.

ii. Iran is funding Hamas and Hizbollah, has been sending money to Lebanon since the Israeli invasion to fundamentally challenge the sovereignty of the Lebanese prime minister and destabilize the government.

iii. Iran is a very effective and strategic manipulator of proxies; one need not violently attack to initiate political upheaval.


Other Questions
4) From The Israeli Committee Against House Demolitions…  ISG states: Dialogue and political engagement with all fronts in Israel and Palestine Necessary. There’s no Military Solution to this conflict. Jimmy Carter has promoted dialogue with all fronts, including Hamas, etc. Do you support President Carter in this initiative? Would you engage in dialogue?

a. Supports diplomatic efforts with all countries

b. Uncertain of Carter’s intent meeting with Hamas

c. US Needs to engage, but negotiations don’t need to be head-of-state to head-of-state

d. U.S. should be ready for disappointment, but we should always look for open channels, formal or informal.

e. All parties have the option to choose to exercise violence as a political expression of displeasure, so we must talk with all parties, and the concerns of all must be factored into an end solution.

f. The I/P conflict is at the center of so much; I would have disagreed with you a year ago, but it’s a core issue in many/most regional conflicts.
Chip Hagan, Spouse of State Senator Kay Hagan, Candidate for Senate
1) ISG: Withdrawal, Negotiations, National Reconciliation in Iraq

a. Would support legislation to enact the recommendations of the ISG

b. Must get out of Iraq in a responsible way

c. Need a surge in diplomacy to reestablish our standing in the world, reaffirm our relationship with other countries, rebuild military strength.

d. Bring Accountability to “The President’s War” so we can reinvest these funds in the military to help veterans and families of veterans cope with life after war. 

e. Makes point about Bush’s veto of Children’s Healthcare bill (S-CHIP) vs. military spending

*Iraq Questions:



1) Did Mrs. Hagan Support the Invasion of Iraq




a. I don’t believe she did; the invasion showed a strong lack of 




understanding of “what we were getting into.”

1. greater reliance on service institutions like the peace corps that promote an understanding of language, culture, and the U.S. relationship to foreign countries would increase the ability and impact of U.S. foreign policy interactions

2) UN, State Dept, USAID

a. Mrs. Hagan has called for a surge in Diplomacy publicly

b. Handling of the Iraq war has undermined our credibility around the world,

c. Devoting more resources to diplomacy, development, and supporting international institutions would be a positive step.

3) Cluster Bombs

a. Mrs. Hagan would support a ban of Cluster Bomb use in Civilian populated areas.

4) Torture

a. Torture should be banned

i. Morally wrong

ii. Endangers U.S. troops abroad

iii. Information obtained is often false
b. All U.S.-affiliated personnel should at least be required to abide by the AMF standards regarding torture. 

5) Nuclear Weapons Proliferation

a. Iran has the ability to start a nuclear program. 

b. Mrs. Hagan “would like” to see a reduction in the world’s nuclear arsenal, but her primary concern is to make sure “rogue nations” like Iran cannot develop them.

6) Iran

a. Mrs. Hagan believes that the administration should be held accountable for its actions and not given a blank check on the level of military action that can be taken towards other countries

b. This phrase from the letter defines her support of it: “We stand ready to work with your administration to address the challenges presented by Iran in a manner that safeguards our security interests and promotes a regional diplomatic solution, but we wish to emphasize that offensive military action should not be taken against Iran without the express consent of congress. 

Other Questions
1) From The Israeli Committee Against House Demolitions…  ISG states: Dialogue and political engagement with all fronts in Israel and Palestine Necessary. There’s no Military Solution to this conflict. Jimmy Carter has promoted dialogue with all fronts, including Hamas, etc. Do you support President Carter in this initiative? Would you engage in dialogue?

a. Mrs. Hagan is an advocate of Diplomacy- We need a surge of diplomacy: it will be a “lynchpin” of any political and social progress in the Middle East”
2) Follow Up -President Carter’s Trip: Can we assume that Senator Hagan would be interested in diplomatic engagement of this nature as well; would she support President Carter’s efforts?
a. I’m sure she would support a lot of people being involved in diplomacy

b. You don’t have a surge of diplomacy by talking to or relying on one person
c. I think she would be a supporter of any broad-based diplomacy efforts, and would welcome any diplomacy that could be added by President Carter.

3) Impeachment?

a. “I have not heard Kay talk about that at all.”

Questions to be sent to the Hagan Campaign:

4) “Regarding nonproliferation, the U.S. in now not in compliance with out commitments to the nonproliferation treaty. Would Mrs. Hagan commit to rescind our development of new tactical nuclear weapons systems to do our part in the commitment to nuclear nonproliferation?” 

5) Some feel that the invasion of Iraq is an exercise in Nation Building, and the discussion of the administration’s intent to create of permanent military bases aggravates this concern. Would Mrs. Hagan support legislation for the establishment of permanent bases?

a. Makes a reference to permanent bases in other countries. The role that I see for the U.S. in Iraq is not one in which we can remain in the country (militarily).
6) If the president were to commit to a long-term presence of military troops in Iraq without congressional authorization. Would Mrs. Hagan be willing to join other members of Congress in removing the U.S. from such an agreement?
a. Unsure… Strong regard for Separation of Powers

7) Does Mrs. Hagan describe the surge as a success?

a. Doesn’t know… he wouldn’t call it a success…

8) The technological arms race has induced a number of countries to spend massive amounts of money on developing high-tech weapons at the expense of feeding citizens or providing accessible and affordable healthcare. Is Mrs. Hagan in support of increasing and/or upholding funding for high-tech weapons systems such as drone aircraft, remote bombing capabilities, and missile defense systems, or will she work to deescalate the technological arms race?
a. I feel she would support the general principle of “Peace on Earth and in Space,” but cannot give any policy specifics.

9) In recent Israeli-Palestinian peace accords, the U.S. has demonstrated utility in using a variety of measures of exerting pressure to bring the Palestinian Authority to the table and to bring them to comply with some of the existing accords in place. The U.S. has demonstrated very little willingness to put pressure on Israel to comply with accords presently in place, specifically: stopping construction of new settlements and occupation of Palestinian farmland. What pressures and measures would prospective Senator Hagan be willing to bring to bear on Israel in order to encourage compliance with the existing accords?
10)  Senators Clinton, Obama, and McCain, have all proposed large increases in the size of the military. What would Mrs. Hagan’s position be?

Mr. Jim Neal, Candidate for U.S. Senate

1) ISG: Withdrawal, Negotiations, National Reconciliation in Iraq

a. These recommendations were put forth in 2006, wants to go “further”

b. “the day of a diplomatic surge, of seeking to build broad based regional support and training Iraqi troops is gone.”

c. Too much bloodshed, too much damage to our reputation, but (more importantly) too much damage to the Iraqi people. We will be living with the repercussions of this mistake for generations. Military families are being fractured and veterans are being treated like dirt. Divorce, PTSD, and spousal abuse rates are soaring among veterans. It’s time to bring the troops home.

d. The power of Appropriations is the one lever congress can really use to check the president on this, and congress has ignored their duty to the American people

e. Read my lips: No new funding for war.

i. Must bring troops home quickly and safety 

2) UN Dues, State Department Funding, USAID

a. Will commit to supporting funding increase for all these organizations

b. We are using our military in large part in diplomatic roles. They are trained to fight, not trained as diplomats, but we’re putting them in a position where they have to engage in diplomacy with local Iraqi authorities, tribal leaders, etc. 
c. We need to be committed to fully funding and participating in the UN, as they are ideally situated and trained to provide diplomatic support to peacekeeping missions.

d. USAID- I believe they face a budgetary shortfall of about $200 million, meaning they can’t respond to emerging crises around the world like food shortages. Goal of reestablishing U.S. moral leadership; sending books, food instead of the current strategy of sending armaments to “stabilize” nations.  If anything, we should vastly increase funding for USAID, so we can reframe “the way we talk to the world, relying on our moral authority rather than our military might.”

3) Cluster Bombs

a. Will definitely support a ban on use in civilian populated areas. Yes, yes….

4) Torture

a. We set the bar too low, when we appoint someone (Attorney General Mukasey) who has to parse words over whether or not waterboarding is torture. 
b. What signal are we sending to the rest of the world? What happens when our soldiers are captured and deemed to be “enemy combatants?”

c. We must start recognizing the Geneva conventions again

5) Nuclear Weapons

a. References Hagel-Obama Proposal

i. Enhance safeguards to prevent spread of nuclear materials in US and other nations

ii. Initiate reduction in nuclear stockpiles

iii. Ideal and laudable goal to work towards a world free of nuclear weapons

1. the US must lead by example; we currently have the largest stockpile of nuclear weapons and are the only nation to use nuclear weapons in an attack on another nation.

iv. Most worried about Pakistan, spoke to second leading diplomat to Pakistan (during Clinton Administration) who said we really don’t know who controls the nuclear weapons in Pakistan.

1. We do know that the founding father of nuclear technology in Pakistan exported the technology to North Korea, Iran, and Libya. 

2. We must work to develop relationship with various elements of the Pakistani military and help Pakistan secure its cache of Nuclear Weapons.

6) Iran

a. References Gulf of Tonkin

b. Hasn’t read text of letter, but would contend that Congress acted irresponsibly in giving the President authorization to use military force in Iraq. He would not give the President authority to use military force, especially in light of the National Intelligence Estimate, which contends that Iran halted its Nuclear Weapons Program in 2003
Questions

1) Will you take campaign contributions from PACs and lobbyists?
a. No… If elected to the Senate, will not take more than $250 from any group or individual: level playing field.

2) Climate Change as a source of conflict over resources, land, population migration, etc. Please comment on how you as a Senator can promote peace with the Earth as well as on the Earth.

a. That’s one of the most important questions we will face, not as a nation, but as a planet.

b. We must reprioritize our spending

i. Out of Iraq

ii. Close tax loopholes for corporations.

iii. Using technology aggressively in the management of healthcare

iv. Redirecting resources to a government venture fund to invest in the development of alternative energy sources (cites Obama as source of this idea)

v. Not going to get into a tit for tat on what “investment in alternative energy sources” entails in this forum, but would be happy to have that discussion.
vi. Must pursue alternative energy sources with the same intensity that we pursued production of military materials for the second world war… we can wean this country off traditional energy

vii.  A conservation/alternative energy strategy will benefit communities and create jobs that won’t go abroad. Good jobs and opportunities strengthen communities and enhance the social fabric.

viii. Such a mindset and initiative would give Americans the ability to lead by example and better work with other nations to control greenhouse gasses. We do not have the authority to lecture nations like China about reducing their emissions; we must discuss the situation from a position of leadership instead?
3) From The Israeli Committee Against House Demolitions…  ISG states: Dialogue and political engagement with all fronts in Israel and Palestine Necessary. There’s no Military Solution to this conflict. Jimmy Carter has promoted dialogue with all fronts, including Hamas, etc. Do you support President Carter in this initiative? Would you engage in dialogue?
a. Yes: it is the only way.

b. Spent ~10 days in Israel, Toured the West Bank

i. “We love Americans, we hate your government” – Palestinian Security Guards

ii. People want peace, a dialogue is the only way to achieve that.

iii. Applauds President Carter for taking initiative.

iv. He’s not there to say how exactly we can come to a resolution, but we’re not going to find out what is feasible without a dialogue.

4) In recent Israeli-Palestinian peace accords, the U.S. has demonstrated utility in using a variety of measures of exerting pressure to bring the Palestinian Authority to the table and to bring them to comply with some of the existing accords in place. The U.S. has demonstrated very little willingness to put pressure on Israel to comply with accords presently in place, specifically: stopping construction of new settlements and occupation of Palestinian farmland. What pressures and measures would you be willing to bring to bear on Israel in order to encourage compliance with the existing accords?

a. Tries to avoid “Jew vs. Arab” mindset in approaching the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. It’s a multifaceted conflict, and discrimination against Arabs is rampant in Israel, but at the same time one must realize that in almost all the other countries in the Middle East, people are jailed (and often killed) for being homosexuals. Our country isn’t pure either, and we must respect Israel’s commitment to democracy, and continue to support our allies while recognizing and working to mitigate the perception that Israel is a tool of the U.S. It’s such a complex situation that he tries to avoid hot button issues, and as there’s no simple answer to any question, at the end of the day, the best step the U.S. can take right now is to support an open dialogue with all parties.
