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IRAN

Supports range of options, including military option
Although we must not rule out using military force,
we should not hesitate to talk directly to Iran. Our
diplomacy should aim to raise the cost for Iran of
continuing its nuclear program by applying tougher
sanctions and increasing pressure from its key trading
partners. The world must work to stop Iran’s uranium-
enrichment program and prevent Iran from acquiring
nuclear weapons. It is far too dangerous to have
nuclear weapons in the hands of a radical theocracy.
At the same time, we must show Iran -- and especially
the Iranian people—what could be gained from
fundamental change: economic engagement, security
assurances, and diplomatic relations.

—Barack Obama, Renewing American Leadership,

Foreign Affairs, July/August 2007

| don't think we should be talking about attacking Iran at
this point...what we should be doing is...talking to Iran
directly about the potential carrots that we can provide,
in terms of them being involved in the World Trade
Organization, or beginning to look at the possibilities of
diplomatic relations being normalized... there may come
a point where those measures have been exhausted
and Iran is on the verge of obtaining a nuclear weapon,
where we have to consider other options, but we
shouldn't talk about those options now...

—Barack Obama, Democratic Presidential Debate,

October 30, 2007

We shouldn't allow Iran to have nuclear weapons,
period. | have consistently said that | will do everything
in my power to prevent them from having it, and | have
not ruled out military force as an option.
—Barack Obama, quoted by Mike Shuster,
Presidential Candidates Come Out Strong on Iran,
NPR, May 8, 2008

Supports direct negotiations with countries with Iran
and other countries, without preconditions

QUESTION: In the spirit of that type of bold leadership,
would you be willing to meet separately, without
precondition, during the first year of your administration,
in Washington or anywhere else, with the leaders of Iran,
Syria, Venezuela, Cuba and North Korea, in order to
bridge the gap that divides our countries?
OBAMA: | would. And the reason is this, that the notion
that somehow not talking to countries is punishment to
them—which has been the guiding diplomatic principle
of this administration—is ridiculous.

—Barack Obama, Democratic Presidential Debate,

July 23, 2007

You can't engage in diplomacy in isolation. There's got
to be a broader strategic context to it...I would meet
directly with Iranian leaders...We would engage in a
level of aggressive personal diplomacy in which a whole
host of issues are on the table...| think it is important
for us to send a signal that we are not hell bent on
regime change, just for the sake of regime change, but
expect changes in behavior and there are both carrots
and there are sticks available to them for those changes
in behavior.
—Barack Obama quoted by Michael Gordon and
Jeff Zeleny, Interview with Barack Obama,
The New York Times, November 1, 2007

By reporting that Iran halted its nuclear weapon
development program four years ago because of
international pressure, the new National Intelligence
Estimate makes a compelling case for less saber-
rattling and more direct diplomacy. The juxtaposition
of this NIE with the president’s suggestion of World
War Ill serves as an important reminder of what we
learned with the 2002 National Intelligence Estimate
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on Irag: members of Congress must carefully read the
intelligence before giving the President any justification
to use military force.
—Barack Obama, quoted by Scholars and Rogues Blog,
Clinton statement on NIE report is an exercise in

double-dealing misdirection, December 4, 2007

Demanding that a country meets all your conditions
before you meet with them—that is not a strategy. It is
just naive, wishful thinking.
—Barack Obama, quoted by Mark Murray, Obama Fires
Back at McCain, MSNBC's First Read, May 19, 2008

There’s no reason why we would necessarily meet with
Ahmadinejad before we know that he was actually in
power...He's not the most powerful person in Iran.
—Barack Obama, quoted by Ben Smith, Obama’s Meetings,
Politico’s Ben Smith Blog, May 27, 2008

There will be careful preparation. We will open up lines
of communication, build an agenda, coordinate closely
with our allies, and evaluate the potential for progress.
Contrary to the claims of some, | have no interest in
sitting down with our adversaries just for the sake of
talking. But as President of the United States, | would
be willing to lead tough and principled diplomacy with
the appropriate Iranian leader at a time and place of my
choosing—if, and only if—it can advance the interests
of the United States.

—Barack Obama, Remarks to American Israel Political

Action Committee, June 4, 2008

Supports direct diplomacy in response to Iran’s

missile tests

These missile tests demonstrate once again that we
need to change our policy to deal aggressively with the
threat posed by the Iranian regime. Through its nuclear
program, missile capability, meddling in Irag, support for
terrorism, and threats against Israel, Iran now poses the
greatest strategic challenge to the United States in the
region in a generation. Now is the time to work with our
friends and allies, and to pursue direct and aggressive
diplomacy with the Iranian regime backed by tougher
unilateral and multilateral sanctions. It's time to offer
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the Iranians a clear choice between increased costs
for continuing their troubling behavior, and concrete
incentives that would come if they change course.
—Barack Obama, Obama Camp Statement on Iran Missile
Test, Time's The Page, July 9, 2008

Opposed Kyl-Lieberman Amendment, but supports
declaring Iran Revolutionary Guard Corps a terrorist
organization

Why is this so dangerous? The Bush administration
could use language like this to justify a continued troop
presence in Iraqg as long as it perceives a threat from
Iran. Even worse, the Bush administration could use the
language in Lieberman-Kyl to justify an attack on Iran as
a part of the ongoing war in Iraqg.
—Barack Obama, Five Years After Iraq War Vote, We're
Still Foolishly Rattling Our Sabers, New Hampshire
Union-Leader, October 11, 2007

Obama cosponsored an earlier bill that also called for
designating the IRGC as a terrorist organization; The
Kyl-Lieberman amendment did more than just label
the IRGC terrorists. Obama stated at the time that he
opposed the bill on the grounds that it constituted
"saber-rattling.”

—FactCheck.org, Soft on Iran, June 5, 2008

IRAQ

Opposed the authorization to use U.S. military force
against Iraq while an lllinois State Senator.

But | also know that Saddam poses no imminent and
direct threat to the United States, or to his neighbors,
that the Iragi economy is in shambles, that the Iraqi
military a fraction of its former strength, and that in
concert with the international community he can be
contained until, in the way of all petty dictators, he
falls away into the dustbin of history. | know that even a
successful war against Iraq will require a US occupation
of undetermined length, at undetermined cost, with
undetermined consequences. | know that an invasion
of Irag without a clear rationale and without strong
international support will only fan the flames of the
Middle East, and encourage the worst, rather than
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best, impulses of the Arab world, and strengthen the
recruitment arm of Al Qaeda. | am not opposed to all
wars. I'm opposed to dumb wars.
—Barack Obama, Remarks of lllinois State Sen. Barack
Obama Against Going to War with Iraq,
October 2, 2002

Supports a 16 month phased redeployment of troops

from Iraq, but could adjust timeline

If there are still large troop presences in [Irag] when
| take office, then the first thing | will do is call
together the Joint Chiefs of Staff and initiate a phased
redeployment. We've got to be as careful getting out
as we were careless getting in. But military personnel
indicate we can get one brigade to two brigades out
per month. | would immediately begin that process. We
would get combat troops out of Irag. The only troops
that would remain would be those that have to protect
U.S. bases and U.S. civilians, as well as to engage in
counterterrorism activities in Iraq.

—Barack Obama, Democratic Presidential Debate,

September 26, 2007

At that pace, the forces would be out in approximately
16 months from the time that we began.
—Barack Obama quoted by Michael Gordon and
Jeff Zeleny, Interview with Barack Obama,
The New York Times, November 1, 2007

In response to a question about how much flexibility
there would be to withdrawal plans, Obama said he still
believed U.S. forces could be out of the country within
about 16 months: “I've also consistently said that | will
consult with military commanders on the ground and
that we will always be open to the possibility of tactical
adjustments. The important thing is to send a clear
signal to the Iragi people, and most importantly to the
Iragi leadership, that the U.S. occupation in Iraq is finite,
it is gonna be coming to a foreseeable end.”
—Withdrawal, Hotline On Call, June 16, 2008

I've always said that the pace of withdrawal would be
dictated by the safety and security of our troops and
the need to maintain stability. That assessment has not
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changed...And when | go to Irag and have a chance
to talk to some of the commanders on the ground,
I'm sure I'll have more information and will continue to
refine my policies.
—Barack Obama, quoted by Jeff Zeleny, Obama Might
‘Refine’ Iraq Timeline, The New York Times' Caucus Blog,
July 3, 2008

I've also said that | would be deliberate and careful in
how we got out, that | would bring our troops home at
a pace of one to two brigades per month and that pace
would have our combat troops out in 16 months. That
position has not changed. | have not equivocated on
that position, | am not searching for maneuvering room
with respect to that position.
—Barack Obama, quoted by Jeff Zeleny, Obama Might
‘Refine’ Iraq Timeline, The New York Times' Caucus Blog,
July 3, 2008

Supports leaving a “strike force” in the region

QUESTION: Senator Obama, quick question: 70
percent of Iragis say they want the US to withdraw
completely; why don't you call for a total withdrawal?
OBAMA: Well, | do, except for our embassy. | call for
amnesty and protecting our civilian contractors there...
we do need to have a strike force in the region. It
doesn’t necessarily have to be in Iraqg; it could be in
Kuwait or other places. But we do have to have some
presence in order to not only protect them, but also
potentially to protect their territorial integrity.
—Amy Goodman Questions Sen. Obama on Heeding Iraqis’
Call for Full US Withdrawal, Democracy Now,
March 28, 2008

Opposes a ban on private military contractors in Iraq

QUESTION: Would you call for a ban on the private
military contractors like Blackwater?

OBAMA: Here's the problem: we have 140,000 private
contractors right there, so unless we want to replace all
of or a big chunk of those with US troops, we can't draw
down the contractors faster than we can draw down our
troops. So what | want to do is draw—I want them out
in the same way that we make sure that we draw out
our own combat troops.
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QUESTION: Not a ban?
OBAMA: Well, | don't want to replace those contractors
with more US troops, because we don't have them,
alright?
—Amy Goodman Questions Sen. Obama on Heeding Iraqis’
Call for Full US Withdrawal, Democracy Now,
March 28, 2008

Opposes Permanent U.S. Bases in Iraq
Barack Obama is against permanent bases in Iraq.
He will not seek them. He will not build them. We will
not have permanent bases in Iraq if Barack Obama is
President.
—Obama Campaign Statement, quoted by Gary Sargent,
Obama Absolutely, Positively, And Completely Rules Out
Permanent Bases In Iraq, TPM Election Central,
November 27, 2007

NUCLEAR WEAPONS

Supports the goal of a nuclear weapons free world,

and international arms control agreements
And that's why I'll lead a global effort to secure all
loose nuclear materials during my first term in office...
Here's what I'll say as President: America seeks a world
in which there are no nuclear weapons. We will not
pursue unilateral disarmament. As long as nuclear
weapons exist, we'll retain a strong nuclear deterrent.
But we'll keep our commitment under the Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty on the long road towards
eliminating nuclear weapons. We'll work with Russia to
take U.S. and Russian ballistic missiles off hair-trigger
alert, and to dramatically reduce the stockpiles of our
nuclear weapons and material. We'll start by seeking
a global ban on the production of fissile material for
weapons. And we'll set a goal to expand the U.S.-
Russian ban on intermediate-range missiles so that the
agreement is global.

As we do this, we'll be in a better position to lead the
world in enforcing the rules of the road if we firmly
abide by those rules. It's time to stop giving countries
like Iran and North Korea an excuse. It's time for
America to lead. When I'm President, we'll strengthen
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the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty so that nations that

dont comply will automatically face strong international
sanctions.

—Barack Obama, Remarks at DePaul University,

October 2, 2007

Senator Obama has said that he supports reductions
in nuclear weapons; and that means going significantly
below the levels in the current agreement of 1,700-
2,200 deployed warheads. He also wants those
agreements to be verifiable, either through extension
of the START verification provisions or some other
arrangement worked out in discussions with Russia.
—John Holum, Obama Campaign Representative,
Arms Control Association Forum, June 16, 2008

Says the only purpose for nuclear weapons is
deterrence; seeks a world where they have no utility
Senator Obama has recognized that crossing the nuclear
threshold is not simply passing a gradient, but plunging
into a different realm. Rather than finding new ways to
use nuclear weapons, we need to confirm that, in today’s
world, their only utility is to deter an attack on us. And in
the world he seeks, they'll have no utility at all.
—John Holum, Obama Campaign Representative,
Arms Control Association Forum, June 16, 2008

Opposes “rushing” to produce new nuclear warheads,
such as the Reliable Replacement Warhead
| believe the United States should lead the international
effort to deemphasize the role of nuclear weapons
around the world. | also believe that our policy towards
the Reliable Replacement Warhead (RRW) affects this
leadership position. We can maintain a strong nuclear
deterrent to protect our security without rushing
to produce a new generation of warheads. | do not
support a premature decision to produce the RRW.
—Barack Obama, quoted in Council for a Livable World
candidate questionnaire, 2008 Presidential Candidates’
Responses to Seven Key National Security Questions,
August 16, 2007
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Supports weapons research at Los Alamos National
Laboratory and supports increasing nonproliferation
research at LANL

Los Alamos National Laboratory would remain a
weapons-research facility under a Barack Obama
administration, Obama said Monday. But if he's elected,
LANL also would be at the forefront of research for
technology to aide in nuclear nonproliferation. Obama,
who was in Las Cruces for a Memorial Day ceremony, was
asked in a phone interview whether he would keep LANL
as a weapons research facility. “Absolutely,” he replied.
“Los Alamos has been one of our premier research
facilities, and we need to do more research in this area,
in part because we've got to deal with the critical issues
of nonproliferation,” the Democratic contender said.
Obama said he would put a priority on developing
technology to detect “loose,” unaccounted-for nuclear
material. He also said there needs to be a technology to
ensure nuclear materials designed for civilian purposes in
countries that don't currently have nuclear weapons are
not turned into bombs.
—Steve Terrell, Obama Touts Los Alamos Nat'l Laboratory’s
Potential; Praises for Gov. Richardson,
The Santa Fe New Mexican, May 27, 2008

Supports ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty
And we should take advantage of recent technological
advances to build bipartisan consensus behind
ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.
—Barack Obama, Renewing American Leadership,
Foreign Affairs, July/August 2007

Supports a nonproliferation strategy to secure loose
nuclear weapons in four years
And it is important for us to rebuild a nuclear
nonproliferation strategy—something that this
administration, frankly, has ignored, and has made us
less safe as a consequence. It would not cost us that
much, for example, and it would take about four years
for us to lock down the loose nuclear weapons that are
still floating out there, and we have not done the job.
—Barack Obama, Democratic Presidential Debate,
January 5, 2008
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Supports strong sanctions for countries that do not
comply with the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty
As we do this, we'll be in a better position to lead the
world in enforcing the rules of the road if we firmly
abide by those rules. It's time to stop giving countries
like Iran and North Korea an excuse. It's time for
America to lead. When I'm President, we'll strengthen
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty so that nations that
don't comply will automatically face strong international
sanctions.
—Barack Obama, Remarks at DePaul University,
October 2, 2007

Opposes using nuclear weapons against terrorist
targets in Afghanistan and Pakistan
"I think it would be a profound mistake for us to use
nuclear weapons in any circumstance,” Mr. Obama
said, with a pause, "“involving civilians.” Then he quickly
added, "Let me scratch that. There's been no discussion
of nuclear weapons. That's not on the table.” [.. ]

But when asked by The Associated Press after a Capitol
Hill breakfast with constituents whether there was any
circumstance where he would be prepared or willing to
use nuclear weapons to defeat terrorism and Osama
bin Laden, Mr. Obama replied that “There's been no
discussion of using nuclear weapons and that’s not a
hypothetical that I'm going to discuss.”

When asked whether his answer also applied to the
possible use of tactical nuclear weapons, he said it did.
—The New York Times' Caucus Blog, Obama on the Use of
Nuclear Weapons, August 2, 2007
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