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US Presidential Candidates Foreign Policy Positions

Dr. Shanthie Mariet D’Souza

Associate Fellow

The unfolding political and economic crisis in tbaited States has propelled a strong
constituency for change and leadership in the 20@8tions among the American
electorate. The prospects of the Democrat canddgeing the elections are buoyed by
the discredited policies of the Bush administragtidime troubled economy and an
increasingly costly war on terror. Yet the contestween the two presidential hopefuls-
Senator John McCain (Republican) and Senator Ba€loama (Democrat)- remains

close, particularly in their foreign policy outlogk

While Senator John McCain is viewed as the “old-thvarse, a veteran of Washington's
national security fights, and thus, left largely defend the Bush administration’s
policies”, Senator Obama projects himself as “aléeafrom a new generation with a
broader and more global outlook” As a result, fineign policy positions of the two
candidate’s requires a close study in terms ofr theirld views as enunciated through
various debates, conventions, campaign commergkafprms and speeches. Will there
be a change in their foreign policy formulationswoll it be a mere continuation of the
past? Though the options available to the nextigeas will be limited by the Bush
administration’s legacy, how the next administnatwill choose from that limited set of

choices calls for a careful examination.

Democrat’s Diplomacy versus Republican’s Competingnfluences

Senator Barack Obama's foreign policy plank hagelsgremphasised on “multilateralism
and reinvigorated diplomacy” to advance US interesbund the world, in sharp contrast
to the elements of unilateralism in the approachisfRepublican opponent. Obama has
pledged to take steps to end the war in Irag séien taking office and to negotiate with
the leadership of US adversaries like Iran and Cudm principally believes in the
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reinvigorated role of diplomacy and emphasisesithat‘important for the United States
not just to talk to its friends but also to talkite enemies.” He feels that diplomacy has
been undervalued over the past few years and leaUS should not fear to negotiate
with its adversaries. The Obama campaign includaseral senior ranking Clinton
administration officials, the Brookings InstituttenSusan E. Rice, former National
Security Adviser Anthony Lake, and former Navy Stary Richard Danzig who are
reflective of such thinking.

Senator John McCain's foreign policy outlook hasuamsual blend of realism, neo-
conservatism and is termed as “middle-of-the roa@rnationalist”. His presidential
campaign has underscored his diverse foreign pekperience derived from his time as
a naval aviator and later from his term in the Ush&e. McCain’s grand strategy
includes “a special place for the US as a leadepriomoting freedom and global
security”, as envisioned in his foreign policy sgleén Los Angeles on March 26, 2008.
It calls for the ousting of Russia from the GroupEght industrialized nations. In the
speech, McCain described himself as a “realistiealidt” who abhors war and
emphasizes the importance of respecting allies. &fftt€ advisers include a diverse array
of veteran party strategists and former top poliakers and media reports indicate an
evolving tussle or jockeying for influence betwgawlicy pragmatists and a mixture of
so-called neo-conservatives over the global prmgecof US power. The McCain
campaign's foreign policy coordinator is Randy $elenann, a former top legislative
aide for Republicans on Capitol Hill, including tvfimrmer leaders of the Senate, Trent

Lott and Bob Dole. The campaign also lists Kagaa Esding foreign policy adviser.

Irag, Afghanistan & the War on Terror

In general, Obama has been overtly critical ofBash administration's policies relating
to the war on terror. In a July 200Rbreign Affairsarticle, Obama called the Bush
administration's response to 9/11 “conventionahkimg of the past, largely viewing
problems as state-based and principally amenabtelitary solutions.” As a result of the

actions taken under the auspices of the war onrie@bama says, “the world has lost
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trust in our purposes and our principles.” Obamgs deaq is not and “never was” the
main front of the war on terror. In September 20@hama released his plan to
“responsibly end the war in Iraq” calling for a cplete redeployment of US troops from
Iraqg by the end of 2009, starting immediately. Heoaadvocates an UN-led Iraqi
constitutional convention in order to forge natibrm&conciliation and to reach

compromises on federalism, oil revenue sharing,"daeBa‘athification.”

During his July 2008 visit to Afghanistan, Obamaaéed the country as a central front
in the battle against terrorism and called for ittnenediate redeployment of some US
combat forces from Iraq to Afghanistan. Obama,aict,fargued the troop surge in Iraq
has caused the situation in Afghanistan to detatieorin various other forums, Obama
has said that he would send at least two more cobrigades to Afghanistan and will
"use this commitment to seek greater contributiongth- fewer restrictions—from
NATO allies.” He has also proposed an additiondliobi dollars in non-military
assistance per year, “with meaningful safeguargsdégent corruption and to make sure
investments are made—not just in Kabul—but out fgh@&nistan's provinces.” Obama
has also indicated, during an October 2008 intervigith TIME magazine, that

opportunities to negotiate with the Taliban shdugd'explored.”

McCain, on the other hand, seeks a clear victoryrag, even while regretting the

decision of “washing US hands of Afghanistan” aftee Soviets were compelled to
withdraw from the country. He is one of the mostspoken proponents of Bush’s surge
strategy, even arguing that the escalation doeggadar enough. He argues that Iraq
remained the primary front in the war on terrore®vhough there is requirement of
additional troops in Afghanistan, a part of whidtosld be supplied by the NATO. In a
July 2008 speech McCain said that the troop surgeag should serve as a model for
counter-insurgency strategy in Afghanistan. He $edwould implement an integrated
“civil-military campaign plan that is focused onoprding security for the population.”

His “comprehensive strategy for victory in Afghaais,” includes the appointment of an

“Afghanistan Czar” based in the White House.
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Pakistan

Instability and violence in Pakistan has increadadng the US presidential campaign.
Given the country’s importance to the US led Wartemor, its deteriorating security
situation has served as a ‘litmus test’ for canisideeking to project their seriousness in

fighting the war on terror.

Obama during the summer of 2007 presidential cagmpseaid he believed the US should
hunt al Qaeda forces in Pakistan. “If we have aeide intelligence about high-value
terrorist targets and President [Pervez] Mushamhfnot act, we will,” he said. Obama
says the “growing sanctuary” for al Qaeda in Pakisis a result of failed military
strategy in Irag. The US needs a policy that “cosakistani action against terrorists
who threaten our common security and are using-&BA and the Northwest Territories
of Pakistan as a safe haven”, Obama said in a2l speech. Obama also maintains
that the policy of too much military aid to Pakistaas been counter-productive in the
absence of “not enough of it has been in the fofnbwlding schools and building
infrastructure in the country to help develop andegopportunity to the Pakistani

people.”

McCain, on the other hand, has advocated contitifedooperation with the Pakistani
government to “dismantle the cells and camps tmafTaliban and al Qaeda maintain in
his country.” In a November 200Foreign Affairs essay, he warned that the
“Talibanization of Pakistani society is advancingiid said the US should make “a long-
term commitment to the country.” This would incluBelstering Pakistan’s security
capabilities to enhance “Pakistan’s ability toagainst insurgent safe havens.” He differs
from Obama’s policy of launching military strikest@ Pakistan and has maintained that

he is “not prepared at this time to cut off aidPtakistan.”
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India

With India’s rising power status, presidential calades are making a wide-ranging effort
to appeal to the large Indian American constituefr®aring two million as of the last
census in 2000) demanding immigration reform, argfrgeo strategic partnership with
the United States, and a viable plan for combakifg/AIDS and other public health
crises in India. The influential political lobbidike the U.S. India Political Action
Committee (USINPAC) have also played important .réfelia’s rising economy, the
nuclear deal, outsourcing and India’s role comlgatenvironmental problems like

climate change are among the prominent issueioutrent US policy deliberations.

Not surprisingly, India remains one of the pointsonvergence for both the candidates.
Obama has deflected from his earlier position aspoonent of the Indo-US nuclear deal
and would opt for a “close strategic partnershipthwindia if he is elected president.
Obama voted to approve the US-India Civil Nuclegréement in October 2008 and the
United States-India Energy Security Cooperation ¢c2006. McCain, similarly, has
noted India’s potential to be one of the “naturdies’ of the US. He stresses the
“importance of securing greater U.S. market acdesfndia’s] economy of a billion
consumers.” In a March 2008 speech, McCain sailddlieves India should be included
in the G-8. In a May 2008 speech on nuclear sgguvitCain said he supports the US-
India Civil Nuclear Accord "as a means of strengthg our relationship with the world's

largest democracy, and further involving Indiahe fight against proliferation.”

Russia & Europe

Both McCain and Obama essentially agree on the fared new policy to face a more
hostile Russia, on NATO enlargement, and suppartyémng democracies in Georgia
and Ukraine. McCain has spoken at length about iResStrong-arm tendencies” and
“autocratic ways under Vladimir Putin and Dmitry Meedev”. He has called for ending
Russian participation in the Group of Eight andcklog its admission to the World

Trade Organization.
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In Obama’s view Russia is neither an “enemy noselally and the US “shouldn't shy
away from pushing for more democracy, transpareacyl accountability” there. He
called for an evaluation of the US policy towardasRa as “a resurgent and very
aggressive Russia is a threat to the peace antitgtabthe region.” He called Russia's

August 2008 actions toward Georgia “unacceptalhe’ ‘@nwarranted.”

Europe received only subtle importance in the dpegeof both candidates. Obama
supported the right of Georgia and Ukraine to Jd&TO whereas McCain outlined his
plan to expand US efforts, together with the FrenBhitish and German allies, to
influence Iranian behaviour. Neither candidate deelon the important European
contributions to the NATO mission in Afghanistanjee though McCain expressed

support for President Bush’s plan to build a mésdiégfence shield in Eastern Europe.

Iran

Both candidates agree that the US “cannot toleramgclear Iran” and both see reinforced
diplomacy, with strengthened sanctions as the akemstrument of solution to the stand
off.

McCain who has called Iran the “chief state sponebrterrorism” thinks that a
“worldwide divestment campaign" against Iran, cowause Iran's "radical elite" to
become “even more unpopular than they are alrea®pa&ma views lIran's nuclear
ambitions as a serious threat to the US, Israelthaednternational security. A nuclear
Iran would be "a game changer,” he said in a Sdmera008 presidential debate. He,
however, has expressed support for "opening digggthrough a “tough, direct
presidential diplomacy” with Iran, in part to asbr fits assistance in "playing a more
constructive role in Iraq.” He supports “tough s&mts” on Iran to compel it to stop its
uranium enrichment programme. He also has saichthadoes not believe that the use of
military force towards Iran should be ruled out.t the same time, albeit in confusing

terms, he opines that “it would be a profound nkistéor us to initiate a war with Iran."”
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In similar lines, McCain has maintained that usendftary force in Iran should be “the

last option but cannot be taken off the table.”

Middle East

Senator Obama adopts a pro-Israel stance whileessidg the Palestine problem. He has
said that said the concept of a Jewish state rsdfdmentally just” and his commitment to

Israeli security is “non-negotiable”. His policyrtber includes strengthening the hands of
Palestinian moderates and isolating the radical &anf elected, Obama has maintained,

he would “insist on fully funding military assisteato Israel”.

Senator McCain, on the other hand, argues tha¢ tteen be no peace process “until the
Palestinians recognize Israel, forswear forever uke of violence, recognize their
previous agreements, and reform their internaltutgins.” Ardently pro-Israel, McCain
maintains that he would be willing to use militdoyce against Iran if it attains a nuclear
weapon and poses a “real threat” to Israel.

Both candidates appear unanimous on the goal ah@iing democracy in the Arab
world. Obama has said the US would benefit frone "&xpansion of democracy”. He
plans to “significantly increase” funding for theatibnal Endowment for Democracy and
other non-governmental organizations to suppoit @etivists in repressive societies. In
a similar tone, McCain maintains, “The promotiondgimocracy and freedom is simply

inseparable from the long-term security of the EadiStates.”

China & East Asia

There appears to be very little disagreement dreeiilorth Korea or China among both
the candidates, apart from differences over nuaand tactics. Both prescribe
engagement with a hedge. Using almost the san seirds which he used to describe
Russia, Obama maintains that China is “neither engmy nor our friend.” “They're

competitors. But we have to make sure that we leameoeigh military-to-military contact
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and forge enough of a relationship with them thatcan stabilize the region”, he adds.

Obama has called for “genuine and meaningful autofidor Tibet.

McCain has maintained “Until China moves toward itpmdl liberalization, our

relationship will be based on periodically sharetetiests rather than the bedrock of
shared values.” He denounced China's March 20a&doavn on Tibetan protesters and
urged China to "address the root causes of umiédbet by opening a genuine dialogue™
with the Dalai Lama. He has favoured the mainteaafanilitary presence in East Asia,
strengthening alliance with Japan and relation$ wiher Asian countries, and working
through regional groupings like the APEC forum tatlier American interests and

values.

Obama advocates developing an “international goalfito handle nuclear North Korea
through “sustained, direct, and aggressive diplomidde maintains that much of the
problem with North Korea has aggravated due tddhk of dialogue with that country.
On the other hand, McCain termed North Korea as“thest repressive and brutal
regime probably on Earth” and has said that he dvaut negotiate with the regime

without preconditions.

Africa

Aside from the crisis in Darfur, Africa has largebeen ignored in foreign policy

discussions during the 2008 presidential race. MctGays the US should promote
democracy in Africa. He also said the US shouldpsupthose in Africa “who favour

open economies and democratic government againstilipp demagogues who are
dragging their nations back to the failed socigbslicies of the past.” Obama has also
denounced the violence in Darfur and called forodly zone over the region. He also
has spoken regarding US policy toward Zimbabweinggihat the government of Robert

Mugabe is “illegitimate and lacks any credibility.”
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Cuba

Obama calls for lifting of travel and remittancestrections on Cuban Americans. He
favours a democratic transition in Cuba and hasddrFidel Castro's resignation as “the
end of a dark era in Cuba's history”. However, lleg out the possibility of lifting the

embargo until the Cuban government takes stepdembcratize the island”.

McCain’s views are very similar. He says the US nhpsvide “material assistance and
moral support” to Cubans who oppose the CastranegHe also said the US embargo

should remain in place until those "basic elemehtiemocratic society are met."

United Nations

The United Nations relevance is underlined by Obarha has repeatedly said that the
organisation should play a key role in managingexilike Darfur. The UN should also
play an important role in peace making in Iraq. ddgs as president he will call on the
UN to convene a constitutional convention “whichulgbnot adjourn until Iraq’s leaders

reach a new accord on reconciliation.”

McCain supports US engagement with the UN but maastthat the oil-for-food scandal
and faulty human rights institutions demonstraterging need for reform” in the UN.

He, on the other hand, asks for the formation ofLaague of Democracies,” an
organization for all the world’s democracies thatild act “where the UN fails to act, to

relieve human suffering in places like Darfur.”
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Divergence and Convergence of Perceptions on Straie Issues

Dr Rajiv Nayan
Research Officer

The United States arguably is the sole superpowaheé contemporary international
order. As a result, the strategic vision and grsindtegy of the US assume tremendous
significance. The 2008 Presidential elections aldct a new US president. Mapping the
strategic landscape of the Presidential candidafeshe two parties may help in
discerning the future strategic choice of the counthe paper probes the divergence and
convergence of perceptions of the two candidatesstoategic issues. It finds the

candidates converging on major strategic issuéiseiprocess of campaigning.

Divergence

The campaign projected some divergence in the apprto nuclear and arms control
issues. Obama did not favour dropping of nucleaapemes on terrorists, but keeping
nuclear weapons away from terrorists. However, eheas no reference or official
statements of McCain arguing that he would drogearcweapons on terrorists. Obama
also declared that he would not allow the develogma&f new nuclear weapons.
McCain’s promise of not developing new nuclear vaeapwas conditional. According to
him, if development of new nuclear weapons is ipéisable for the viability of
American nuclear deterrence, he would suppdrHawever, he promised not to pursue
"Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator’. Although McCaumpported America’s current
moratorium on testing and discussions with Ameriedlies to limit testing subject to
verification, he however, remained non-committababthe CTBT, promising only to
have yet another look at the treaty to ‘overcomertsbmings that prevented it from

entering into force.’

Yiohnmccain.com, Press Office, “John McCain on NacBecurity” , May 27, 2008
http://www.johnmccain.com/Informing/News/Pressgtesles/74797d36-8fe4-449a-b760-
ccae5e866¢99.htm

10
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On Iran, the Democrats generally favour a non-gpetént approach. Obama and his team
articulated their opposition to the Kyl-Liebermamendment that had suggested the use
of US ‘military presence in Iraq to counter theeir from Iran The Democrats prefer
exhausting the non-military option through ‘dirgetesidential diplomacy with Iran
without preconditions’. McCain ridiculed the ide Rresident-level talks. He said that
President Clinton had tried it and had failed nab&y. According to him, any talk with
President Ahmadinejad would only produce ‘an eadtilanti-Semitic rants, and a
worldwide audience for a man who denies one Holsicaund talks before frenzied
crowds about starting anothér.’He felt that “such a spectacle would harm Iranian
moderates and dissidents, as the radicals andifemslistrengthen their position and
suddenly acquire the appearance of respectablflifiiis, on Iran, the battle was between

a conciliatory and confrontationist approach, notoy substantial agenda.

Quite naturally, as an Opposition candidate, Obaas critical of George Bush’s Policy
on Irag, and wanted a new stratgfiyr the counrty. The Democratic Party felt that th
current war in Iraq is lasting longer than World Waworld War Il and the Civil War.

Already more than 4,000 soldiers have died. Hetfet the prolonged engagement in
Iraq had resulted in the decline of resources ftghanistan. Obama wanted Iragis to
take responsibility at honfeOne of his campaign pamphlets informed, “Obamd wil
immediately give his military commanders a new moissn Iraqg: ending the war. He will

immediately begin to remove our combat brigadesfteag. He will remove troops at a
pace of 1 to 2 brigades a month, and have all otombat brigades out of Iraq within 16
months.” On the other hand, McCain supported the currelityin Irag. He believed

that it was‘strategically and morally essential for the United States to support the Government

“harackobama.com, “Foreign Policy”, http://origiméekobama.com/issues/foreign_policy/#iran

3%ohnmccain.com, Press Office, “Remarks By John Mo@aAIPAC”, June 2, 2008

. http://www.johnmccain.com/Informing/News/SpeedB@b08426-d9ad-4046-9c05-1ded14fcOb8a.htm
Ibid

® barackobama.com, “Plan for Ending the War inlraq

http://origin.barackobama.com/issues/iraq/

®barackobama.com, “Remarks of Senator Barack Ob&owan Hall on Energy”, August 06, 2008

http://www.barackobama.com/2008/08/06/remarks_cofage barack_obam_103.php

"parackobama.copiA 21st Century Military for America: Barack Obarna Defence Issues”,
http://www.barackobama.com/pdf/Defense_Fact_SHeiAL.pdf

11
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of Iraq to become capable of governing itself and safeguarding its people.”8 He wanted the
continuance of American troops till the al Qaeda is defeated and ‘a competent, trained, and
capable Iraqi security force is in place and operating effectively.’9 For McCain, American troops

stationed in Iraq could be useful in suppressing ethnic violence in West Asia, too.

Obama believed that the Republican policy of waireg} terror had in fact increased the
mass base of the al Qaeda. He made special maitroishandling of the Iraqi situation

by stating, “It is time to turn the page. When | 8mesident, we will wage the war that
has to be won, with a comprehensive strategy vivén élements: getting out of Irag and
on to the right battlefield in Afghanistan and Pa&n; developing the capabilities and
partnerships we need to take out the terrorists thadworld's most deadly weapons;
engaging the world to dry up support for terror @xttemism; restoring our values; and

securing a more resilient homelartd.”

George Bush, in his first election campaign, hadlated that the US neighbourhood
would be one of the strategic priorities of his &ustration. In this election, though both
the candidates refrained from using the phrase dinategic area’ for the American
neighbourhood, McCain looked more aggressive inuttisrances towards certain Latin
American countries like Venezuela. Acknowledgingttienezuela supplied 10 percent
of America’s oil needs, he felt that the focus dieraative sources of energy would
reduce the American dependence on such a countighed by American money to
undertake anti-American activities. For the purpobe talked about creating an
alternative energy security approach by embracioig-conventional energy like solar
power and wind power on the one hand, and nucleaepon the other. He discussed
setting up at least 45 nuclear power statidn®bama did not appear so aggressive

towards the Latin American countries during histt campaign.

8ohnmccain.com, “Strategy for Victory in Iraq”,
Qttp://www.johnmccain.com/lnforming/lssues/fdebOMbO-4ece—8e34—4c7ea83f11d8.htm

Ibid
Pyarackobama.copiRemarks of Senator Obama: The War We Need to WinYust 01, 2007
http://www.barackobama.com/2007/08/01/remarks_exfator_obama_the_w_1.php
Hiohnmecain.com, “Remarks by John McCain at his Oloan Hall Meeting”, July 9, 2008
http://www.johnmccain.com/Informing/News/Speeche§/4960e-141f-4cb2-9¢99-133f7¢c179a62.htm

12
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Convergence

Despite financial problems, both the candidateseap® ready to modernize US armed
forces to undertake global responsibilities andllehges. McCain believed,Irf a

dangerous world, protecting America's national security requires a strong military. Today,
America has the most capable, best-trained and best-led military force in the world. But much
needs to be done to maintain our military leadership, retain our technological advantage, and

ensure that America has a modern, agile military force able to meet the diverse security

Bl

challenges of the 21st century. 12 The Obama campaign literature inscribed similar language. It

noted, “For all the ‘transformation,’ our budgeting for itary hardware remains focused
on weapons systems that deal with threats fronp#s¢, inadequately addressing current
needs and the changing security environment. Evaisay many of these multi-billion
systems will not be available for decades, when toawps need support toda¥’”It
promised that “An Obama administration will fullg@p our troops for the missions they

face...review weapons programs. . Both leaders emerged as great supporters of the

development, deployment and raising the effectiveness of theater and national missile defences to

defend continental America from missiles and nuclear weapons attacks and blackmail.

President Bush has been criticized for pursuingateral US policy, and ignoring friends
and allies on crucial international and strateggues. It is an altogether different matter
that in principle or formally, even President Bushierated his commitment to work with
friends and allies. During the current Presidergiakttion, both the candidates vowed to
build transatlantic alliances so that the US workéth them in different missions,
especially Afghanistan and counter-terrorism. Baldo emphasized the need for helping

friends, allies and partners when they need the US.

McCain opined, “Increased cooperation between théed States and its allies in the
concerted use of military, diplomatic, and econonpower and reforms in the

intelligence capabilities of the United States Hissupted terrorist networks and exposed

4ohnmeccain.com, “National Security: Strong Military in a Dangerous World”
http://www.johnmccain.com/Informing/Issues/0541846b51-40dd-8964-54fcf66ale68.htm
13 Note 7 A 21st Century Military for America
14 |

Ibid

13
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plots around the world. There still has not beemagor terrorist attack in the United
States since September 11, 2001. The United Statewt single-handedly win the Cold
War; the transatlantic alliance did, in concertrwpiartners around the world. The bonds
we share with Europe in terms of history, valueg] aterests are unique. Americans
should welcome the rise of a strong, confident Ream Union as we continue to support
a strong NATO. The future of the transatlanticatienship lies in confronting the
challenges of the twenty-first century worldwideveloping a common energy policy,
creating a transatlantic common market tying ousnemies more closely together,
addressing the dangers posed by a revanchist Rusif (footnote?) Obama
expectedly favoured ‘strong partnership with ourdpean allies’, ‘a strong NATO that
brings peace and security to Europe and helps thed)States meet security challenges
around the world’ and treatment of allies withped, repairing America’s declined

moral authority, and recreating a mutually benefipartnership with valuable partners.

Both the candidates issued a joint statement farngemorating the 9/11 victims thus
signaling that they are against such incidents arel determined to fight against
terrorism. Quite significantly, Obama appeared @lo® the Republican approach on
fighting terrorism and at times chastised GeorgshBior ignoring warning signals about
terrorist attacks. Both the candidates are gomgsupport an increased military

involvement in Afghanistan.

The candidates from both the formations felt theefinan troops would be ultimately
withdrawn. Notwithstanding Obama’s criticism of Bustrategy in Iraq, neither of the
candidates talked about a strategy of a rigid tblet for withdrawals in Irag. McCain in
his speeches condemned Obama for talking to digengfae US troops from lIrag.
However, Obama also talked at a number of placesitad prolonged engagement in
Irag. In a joint statement with his vice-presidehttunning mate Joseph Biden, he
remarked, “Ending the war in Irag will be the begnyg, but not the end, of addressing

¥ohnmccain.com‘Remarks By John McCain To The Los Angeles Worldai& Council! March 26,
2008,
http://www.johnmccain.com/Informing/News/SpeecB&2/473dd-9ccb-4ab4-9d0d-ec54f0e7a497 .htm

14
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our defense challenge¥"He said,“We didn't have a difference on whether or not we
were going to be funding troops.” (footnote)17 BDbama wanted a phased and
responsible withdrawal from Irag. Quite interesiynpghe Democrats on their website
announced that after their substantial withdraviatanps from Iraq, “Under the Obama-
Biden plan, a residual force will remain in Iragdaim the region to conduct targeted
counter-terrorism missions against al Qaeda in énad| to protect American diplomatic
and civilian personnel. They will not build permahdases in Iraq, but will continue
efforts to train and support the Iraqgi securitycts as long as Iraqi leaders move toward
political reconciliation and away from sectarianisth Thus, like McCain, Obama and

his colleague also favour continuing of Americeoops, albeit small in number, in Iraq.

Both the Presidential candidates supported the afeauclear disarmament. However,
both did not indicate any roadmap for it. Obam&kedl about continuing a strong
deterrent as long as nuclear weapons continueeiwthld. Similarly, McCain also talked
about a safe and reliable nuclear deterrent. Hedahbout fewer nuclear weapons for a
safer world. Thus, they just talked about arms radsiome reduction in the size of the
arsenals, dealerting nuclear arsenals towards ethen and most importantly about the

strengthening of the non-proliferation regime.

Both talked about strengthening of th€¥T, detecting and stopping the smuggling of
weapons of mass destruction throughout the wordintering nuclear terrorism that
includes securing loose nuclear materials fronotests. Obama and Biden pledged to
strengthen nuclear proliferation essentially byuing on issues confronting the NPT so
that countries like North Korea and Iran, afteradiiag the rules, would automatically

face strong international sanctions.

18 harackobama.coniBarack Obama and Joe Biden on Defence Issues”
http://www.barackobama.com/pdf/issues/Fact_Shederide FINAL.pdf
Ycnnpolitics.comElection Center, “Transcript of first presidentibate”, October 14, 2008
http://edition.cnn.com/2008/POLITICS/09/26/debmississippi.transcript/

18 Note 5 Plan for Ending the War in Iraq

15



2008 US Presidential Election Ocaawl Paper

On Asia, too, both the candidates seemed to be tiadogimilar postures. Both
appreciated the economic achievements and incgedsimocratization of the continent.
Both demonstrated their willingness to work withisgdsDuring the campaign, in East
Asia, the focus remained on North Korea. The NRimfwork was the model available
for North Korea to solve the nuclear riddle. Japad South Korea were mentioned as

important partners in the region.

McCain, in his speeches, called China and Russitegic competitors. However, he also
favoured nuclear dialogue with China to promotenspmrency and cooperation on
nuclear force structure and doctrine. He said “@hamnd the United States are not
destined to be adversaries. We have numerousapyenlg interests and hope to see our
relationship evolve in a manner that benefits wathntries and, in turn, the Asia-Pacific
region and the world. But until China moves towardlitical liberalization, our
relationship will be based on periodically shareteliests rather than the bedrock of
shared valuest® According to McCain“Dealing with a rising China will be a central
challenge for the next American president. Repeosperity in China has brought more
people out of poverty faster than during any otirae in human history. China's new
found power implies responsibilities. China coblulster its claim that it is ‘peacefully
rising’ by being more transparent about its siguifit military build-up, by working with
the world to isolate pariah states such as Burmda® and Zimbabwe, and by ceasing its
efforts to establish regional forums and economi@arggements designed to exclude
America from Asia.?® Similarly, the Obama group articulated, China’s rise may
pose one of the most important foreign policy aradles to the U.S. in coming yeafs.”
However, it refused to ‘demonize China’ becaus#hefrelevance of a developing China
for ‘a constructive relationship to foster contidugeace and prosperity’. However, like

the Republicans, Obama struck a cautionary notehona’s military modernization.

1 Note 15 Remarks by John McCain

ZOM

2 harackobama.coniBarack Obama and Joe Biden: Protecting U.S. éstsrand Advancing American
Values in Our Relationship with China”,

http://www.barackobama.com/pdf/FactSheetChina.pdf
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On Russia, interestingly, both the leaders hadegsimilar postures. Both, in their
speeches, talked tough about the Russian militetiprain Georgia. But both realised
that Russia is not the Soviet Union, so the Cold ¥teategy would not be suitable to
deal with a Resurgent Russia. Both talked abowvacomprehensive strategy to engage
Russia. More interestingly, McCain in his famousnider speech, even talked about
deeply engaging Russia on arms control. It is peedeas a big departure from the policy
of George Bush. McCain promised to work with USeslland Russia to at least reduce
and, if possible, abolish deploy tactical nucleaapons in Europe. Both the candidates
favoured expanding the mandate of the IntermediRdege Nuclear Forces Treaty.
Obama talked about setting ‘a goal to expand théRUSsian ban on intermediate- range
missiles so that the agreement is global.” McCdso @romised to ‘seriously consider
Russia’s recent proposal to work together to giabathe treaty. McCain was hopeful of
including verification measures based on thoseeatly in effect under the START
Agreement. He even wanted to build Russian conéidein the American missile

defence programme.

Conclusion

The election campaigns of the two parties havetada ®n two different platforms to
demonstrate their uniqueness on a range of issimsever, the rigor of the American
political process often forces the candidates tb dawn their rhetoric and look for
reasonable and practical groundings of their popogynouncements. This pragmatism
forces convergence of the perceptions on candidetgeneral policy issues, more so, on
strategic matters. Strong determinants continushipe the final outcome as well as
pronouncements. During this election campaign, tbe, candidates worked hard to
illuminate their differences on particular strategssues, but finally both appeared

converging on dominant themes and the differencesat very substantial.
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Transatlantic Relations beyond the US Elections

Alok Rashmi Mukhopadhyay

Associate Fellow

The presidential election in the US is going toetgkace at a crucial juncture when the
transatlantic partners, linked by numerous umbilies, are facing an economic crunch.
Much has already been written about the case tdride which, though not a member of
the European Union (EU), has experienced the wem@homic crisis since its existence.
But major European economies and the drivers ofBbeintegration have also been
seriously pondering over the economic health of theon. It appears now that the
economy would overshadow all other issues — domastl international - in the final leg
of the US elections. Therefore, foreign policyuss would take a backseat. However

with Europe, the economic ties would eventuallydree the most crucial one.

As usual, Europe has been observing the US electoth interest. Similarly both the
presidential candidates placed European capitateenitinerary as part of their election
campaigns. In fact, Senator Barack Obama’s emspeech in Berlin was well received,
not only by the German media but also by the Euangaress in general. Senator John
McCain’s visit to Europe also evoked the same ei#gsm. Though some influential
European thinkers and a section of the media af@vwur of Senator Obama taking over
the reins of the White House, the European hopereéasons behind and any influence
on the ultimate outcome may briefly be analyse@ her

Seen in retrospect, the 2004 US election was makethetoric and sarcasm from both
sides of the Atlantic. Issues like the Irag War d@hd subsequent ‘Coalition of the
Willing’ had sharply divided the EU in 2003. Somealysts hade already predicted the
demise of the transatlantic relations. Europearddess mainly the former French
President, Jacques Chirac, and the German Chanda#chard Schréder, had been in the
forefront of stalling unilateral action againstdrahereby inviting American comments

like ‘Old Europe’ or ridiculing a meeting of selad West European leaders, including
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Germany and France, as a ‘summit of chocolate rsaktr. The transatlantic differences
even resulted in verbal acrimony in multilateratafavhere both the US and European

leaders had been present.

The bitterness started fading away with the seduh presidency as well as the arrival
of new leaders on the European stage, like Chamcélhgela Merkel in Germany,
Gordon Brown in the UK and President, Nicolas Saykia France, whom the European
press termed aSarkozy I'AmericainThe new British government under Gordon Brown
has consciously attempted to distance itself froendarlier war rhetoric during the prime
ministership of Tony Blair, as well as undertakemgl-term course correction in its
ongoing Counter-Terrorism strategy. Chancellor Médnd President Sarkozy have also
been earnestly attempting to rebuild the transatlarlationship that had been severely
damaged during their predecessors’ terms. A molantist leadership in Europe has
therefore been able to readjust the transatlaekationship and this time, the atmosphere
in Europe is significantly more congenial for bdtie candidates than the 2004 US

elections.

Apart from the new political leaders in Europe,réhbave been issues and developments
- European and global — between the two electiich necessitated the transatlantic
rapprochement. Though the US has not faced anyitiepeof 9/11, the terrorist attacks
in Madrid on March 11, 2004, underground bombingsloly 7, 2005 in London and the
unearthing of potential terror plots, sleeper cellsd arrests of amateur terrorists
throughout Western Europe have not only been issfieisnminent concern for the
Europeans but for the US as well. The radicalisatb a restive part of the younger
Muslims in Europe and their terror connections wilifferent global hotspots like
Pakistan, Iraq and Afghanistan, has been a vergodiforting trend for European
security. Though the Muslim community in the US smaller than its European
counterpart and the radicalisation is not as wsiat in Europe, the close relations
between the two continents have made the challemge difficult, both for European
and American policymakers. 1t is also true tha&r¢his a noticeable difference between

the American and European approaches in countetgmgrism and issues like
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Guantanamo Bay, renditions, secret prisons in s@tle member countries, aerial
bombings etc., have remained contentious. Howeekrser transatlantic Counter-
Terrorism cooperation — at the level of the EU atdhe bilateral level — given the
human rights standards in the EU, will remain ohé¢he cornerstones of transatlantic

relations after the elections in the US.

Likewise, the issue of the common transatlantiaisgcarchitecture and the future the
North Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO) would ram another pillar of transatlantic

relationship. After Sarkozy took over as the FreRecbsident, the French White Paper on
Defence and National Security highlighted that Eeawould join in all NATO command

structures which France had left during De Gaulteise. A resurgent Russia and the
Russia-Georgia conflict have not only posed sergusstions for the EU enlargement
process but for the NATO in Europe also. An inciiegduropean pessimism about the
NATO operations in Afghanistan would continue toibehe transatlantic agenda in the

coming months.

Last, but not least, the current economic crisishe US with its global consequences
would be a major transatlantic issue. An intergstievelopment worth observing is that
President Sarkozy is gaining a European staturéevatiempting to face the economic
challenge. Not only is France at present holdirgGbuncil of the EU, but as Germany is
already in election mode, domestic and party affamwould make Chancellor Merkel
more busy at home. The rise of Sarkozy as a Eurofezaler, who will deal not only
with the US but address other global issues, vailento be watched. In comparing the
situation in 2004 and now, d&he Economissuccinctly put it,: “It is hard to recall that
only a few years ago, France’s voice went unheatdonly in Washington but also in
Europe....... Yet today Mr Sarkozy has put France — Bmgope — back on the

diplomatic map.”
It is also pertinent here to analyse the foreigficgagpriorities of both the rivals and

whether Europe really does have an important mositherein. In comparison with

Senator McCain, the foreign policy priorities of ndéor Obama seem to be more
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articulate. The strategic partnership with Eur@seenvisaged by the Obama-Biden team,
is a comprehensive one, including some major iskesAfghanistan, climate change,
missile defence, Counter-Terrorism, Iran etc. Sather and long-pending issues like
Northern Ireland, Cyprus and Turkey may look anobisi at present and if elected,
Senator Obama would not be able give them thetaitedue to other immediate issues.
The congruence is noticeable in the arena of coweteorism where both Senators
Obama and McCain have declared that the GuantaBay@rison would be closed. The
issue of Guantanamo has remained a thorny issubeirtransatlantic relationship as
Gilles de Kerchove, the EU Counter-Terrorism Cooatir, has recently expressed his
reservations about the ongoing American war rheton terrorism and informed that
Europe might help the US close down these pristinseems that though both the
candidates visited Europe during their election gaigns, barring Iraq and Afghanistan,
US foreign policy is not going to be a major desglfactor in the elections, not even on
the transatlantic relationship. As the Europeans ftntinuously been pointing out, for
the US, Europe is no longer the priority it wasidgrthe Cold War. Moreover, the US
has shifted its focus to Asia and the growing eoaaies like India and China. However,
recent developments suggest that immediately #fierelections, the US has to work
closely with Europe on various issues which wouldkenthe European partners feel

important again.

It is also intriguing as to why Europe prefers Sen®bama over McCain. A survey
conducted by Transatlantic Trends 2008 publishednid-September, illustrates that
almost half of the Europeans think that the trdas#it relationship would improve if

Senator Obama becomes the next US President. Thhagsurvey is an indicative one
and not exhaustive or comprehensive as it has edvenly 11 members of the 27 EU
members and did not include the countries fromBhakics and the Scandinavia, it may
be interpreted that in general, Europeans consideitJS elections as an opportunity to
re-strengthen the transatlantic relationship. Thotlge Europeans have distinguished
between the US and the years of the first presygl@idGeorge Bush, they might still

consider the McCain presidency to be a continuatibrihe Bush presidencies. The

French philosopher, Bernard-Henri Lévy, who hasnbpsupported Senator Obama as
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the new president, opines that Senator Obama’'di@tegvould be some kind of a
revolution and Senator McCain would make Americaard-looking. In other words, in
Senator Obama, European opinion-makers see the idanesuccess story of multi-
culturalism, integration or assimilation, topics ieth have been fiercely debated in
Europe with regard to its own religious and ethmioority communities. In conclusion,
it might be reiterated that though the ultimatecoute of the US elections would be
based on domestic issues, given the recent develagimthe transatlantic relationship
will have to revisited and revitalised by both tertners beyond the elections. It would
not be unexpected if the transatlantic dialogueobexs more intense after the elections,

irrespective of a McCain or Obama presidency.
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US Presidential candidates-2008 and their Policy Brections on

Pakistan

Dr Priyanka Singh
Researcher

Barack Obama On Pakistan

In August 2007, Barack Obama delivered a significpeech in Washington admitting
that the United States has to target resurgentadd@ outfits within Pakistan’s NWFP.
Obama went to the extent of saying that if electesl,would not hesitate to conduct
operations within the territory of Pakistan everPdkistan is opposed to it. This was a
landmark statement by Senator Obama and sougldadiess the accusations from the
rival camps which initially pronounced Obama’s aygmh towards foreign policy issues
as ‘naive.” Obama reasserted his foreign policgendials as his forte and a subject of
prime interest. The statement however came aha when Obama was trailing behind
his arch rival senator Hillary Clinton in the poarty charts. Nonetheless, it had
significant connotations regarding Obama’s poligp@ach on these issues. Obama
sought to make the US military aid to Pakistan scijo Pakistan’s initiatives in curbing
the mushrooming growth of militants training camgsd Taliban presence within its
territory. “If we have actionable intelligence abdoigh value terrorist targets and
President Musharraf won't act, we will,” Obama ats# He had the chance to visit
Pakistan in 1981 as a college student and he abimbkave knowledge about Shia-Sunni

sects much before he joined the Senate Foreigrni&esCommittee.

Senator Obama, while admitting that Kashmir is an&ant instigator” of conflict
between India and Pakistan, stated clearly, “Hisatly, Pakistan has tolerated or in
some cases funded the mujahideen.” The statemenbirar reaching significance as it
partially endorsed what India has been accusingsiaikof. Obama did not stop here and
called for US action against Pakistan’s act of fagahe militant groups in India and

Afghanistan. Obama is of the opinion that the peoid prevailing in South Asia are
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somewhat intertwined and need a comprehensive agiprdn this case, if the restoration
of overall peace in the region requires the USlay gome role in the India-Pakistan
peace talks, it may well engage in such exercidania has time and again reiterated on
a dire need to close the operating terrorist campxakistan. “It's just not in the interest
of Afghan security, or US security, it is in thedrest of Pakistan security that we shut
down those bases.” He termed Pakistan’s associadh the Mujahideens as

‘counterproductive.’

Obama strongly disfavoured the mishandling of Agaariaid by Pakistan for supporting
terrorism in the Kashmir valley. The aid which wasant to fund the ongoing ‘war on
terror’, he stated, was misappropriated and usee@rfoouraging terror activities against
its neighbour, India. “We are providing them militaaid without having enough strings
attached. So they're using the military aid thatwge — they're not, to Pakistan, they're
preparing for a war against India.” His displeaswess evident in one of the speeches in
July 2008 wherein he said, “Not enough of it hasrb@ the form of building schools and
building infrastructure in the country to help deyge and give opportunity to the
Pakistani people.” A similar statement from Obarame in the wake of a Senate bill
which was considering an annual aid worth $1.5dillin September 2008 for social
development in Pakistan. Interestingly, the billswiatroduced by his running mate
Joseph Biden. Obama thereafter suggested some aofoamsterity in the procedure of
granting aid to Pakistan so that it was channelisadhrds security operations against
militants within its territory and not for destrua efforts to destabilize India by

sponsoring terrorists operating in Kashmir.

Even though Obama propagated military action agaereorist strongholds in Pakistan,
he was wise enough to give a statement in congeuaitth the conventional US policy
that a full fledged invasion of Pakistan by US et fikely in the near future.
Nevertheless, he advocated a US policy that “cosnpekistani action against terrorists
who threaten our common security and are using-&EA and the northwest territories

of Pakistan as a safe haven.”
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Senator Obama welcomed the election of Asif Alidéar as the civilian President of
Pakistan in the September 2008 presidential elestide was hopeful that Zardari, as the
democratically elected President, would fill theidv@reated by prolonged periods of
military rule in the country. He also expresseds§attion at the reinstatement of the
deposed judges and termed it as “an important teteprds the restoration of a truly
independent judiciary.” Notably, Obama was one lo¢ tnitiators of a resolution
condemning the act of imposition of emergency bymir President Musharraf in
November 2007. He also called for investigating diseassination attempts on former
Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto at the same time.sThias much before Bhutto was

actually assassinated on December 27, 2007 dunegbher electoral campaigns.

John McCain on Pakistan

John McCain believes in retaining cooperation vAtkistan, a trusted ally of the United
States over the years. Nonetheless, he propagatesthis sense of cooperation between
the two states to “dismantle the cells and camasttie Taliban and al Qaeda maintain in
his country.” He cautioned, “Talibanization of Pstkini society is advancing,” and to
counter the menace, he said that the US oughtrguptfa long term commitment to the
country.” The commitment in this regard would inv®l strengthening Pakistan’s
capabilities to eradicate breeding grounds for rgency/militancy within its territory.
McCain stands for proper utilization of the flow BfS economic aid to Pakistan for
betterment of the basic infrastructure leadingac&economic development, though he

was not very coherent about how his country woulklee this.

In September 2008, McCain did not support the wévich was making the rounds that
the US should consider curtailing economic aid &ki§tan. Obviously, he could not
adhere to his opponent’s (Obama) views which cafteda similar move. McCain
strongly opposed US military action on the soiPalkistan. Nevertheless, he caled for a
constructive dialogue between India and Pakistamhith the US has a role to play. He

said that the possibility of a nuclear confrontatia the Indian subcontinent could be
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minimized and such maneuvers could “construct airseglobal nuclear order that

eliminates the likelihood of proliferation and thessibility of nuclear conflict.”

McCain was particularly concerned about the stdteaftairs in Pakistan after the

assassination of Benazir Bhutto. He intended toudis the situation with the National
Security Council “to maintain order, or restore emdvhichever is the case in Pakistan.”
Significantly, at the same time, McCain expressidclnviction in the then President
Musharraf in that hour of crisis calling him a ieddle ally’ of the United States. He even
went to the extent of saying that “prior to Musla&riPakistan was a failed state,” they
had corrupt governments and they would rotate laackforth and there was corruption,
and Musharraf basically restored order. So yougaieg to hear a lot of criticism about
Musharraf that he hasn’t done everything we wahiedto do, but he did agree to step
down as head of the military and he did get theteps.” If elected to the office of

President, McCain said he would ensure the safetiieonuclear stockpiles in Pakistan
and that they do not fall prey to militants opergtthere. McCain strongly supported the
February 2008 elections in Pakistan and at thattpoiended to provide Musharraf every

possible support to restore democracy in Pakistan.

Just about a month before McCain made favourabheamres about Musharraf, he

vehemently criticized Musharraf on the issue opasition of emergency in Pakistan in
November 2007. He affirmed, “I think president Masfaf has made a mistake,” and
urged that the people of the United States mustenfak much effort as we can to
convince President Musharraf that he needs to bHakn this and that we need to have
restoration of law and order in the country andstitutional government.” McCain had

also drawn a parallel between the Iranian revotutdd 1979 and the emergence of a
radical Islamic state in Pakistan, and statedwbuld be very difficult for us to keep

weapons from spreading in the region, from Afgh@mscoming under enormous

pressures, and make our challenges there vergulitfi
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Concluding remarks

After studying the standpoints of Senator Baraclai®d and Senator John McCain with
regard to foreign policy towards Pakistan, one getense that there are no fundamental
differences in their basic approaches. Both haumarily criticized the absence of
democracy in Pakistan during 1999-2008 and thereadtventually supported the
elections. They strongly support the fact that tamiis in Pakistan could be menace to the
security concerns in the entire region but arereggalirect US military action in Pakistan
for the purpose. On the issue of misuse of US gidPakistan for funding terrorists
against India, Obama sounded distinctly harsh dasBan, but his rival McCain chose to
maintain silence on the issue. Their respectiveagmhes are fairly balanced and in line
with the basic traits of US foreign policy towar@akistan.
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Energy Dependence, Climate Change and US PresideaatElections:

Shared Concerns, Varied Solutions

S. Samuel C. Rajiv
Researcher

Concerns generated by energy dependence and climatge have cornered a fair share
of attention in the current US presidential campaapart from the worries caused by the
domestic economic downturn, the prosecution of timeending wars in Iraq and
Afghanistan and the broader fight against terrorifising oil prices, which galloped
beyond the $100 a barrel mark in the recent pastight to stark attention the massive
dependence of the world’s biggest consumer of gnergresources from politically
unstable regions like the Middle East. The follogviparagraphs briefly place the
positions of the leading candidates on the issu@rimarily the Republican and
Democratic contenders, their understanding of tneses of the dependence and their

respective prescriptions to address the problem.

Overcoming America’s Energy Dependence

Both the Democratic and Republican candidates, tBerikarack Obama and Senator
John McCain, have stated that implementation ofsmes to reduce America’s addiction
to foreign oil would be high on their agenda ifaté®l. Sen. McCain, for instance,
writing in Foreign Affairs has argued that “the transfer of American wetaltthe Middle
East through continued oil purchases helps sugttaiconditions under which extremism

breeds, and ... spurs global warming, a gathermger to our planef?

Obama, on his part, has called for increasing thentym of energy generated from
renewable sources (with over a quarter of Amerieasrgy to come from these sources

by 2025), increased use of electric/hybrid carsn(llion of these vehicles to be on the

22 John McCain, “An Enduring Peace Built on Freedamnuing America's FuturePoreign Affairs
November-December 2007, at http://www.foreignaffairg/20071101faessay86602/john-mccain/an-
enduring-peace-built-on-freedom.html?mode=print
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road by 2015), release of oil from the US stratqmgtroleum reserves to dampen the
effect of high international oil prices, increasedergy efficiency to reduce electricity
demand by over 15 percent by 2020 and developeenotoal technologies, among other

measure$®

Obama and his vice-presidential candidate JoseganBiin their comprehensive energy
plan, ‘New Energy for America’ have called on odnespanies to provide Emergency
Energy Rebates (amounting to $500 for an indivigued $1000 for married couples) to
help offset the increase in gas prices. They hdse wowed to crackdown on oil
speculation by plugging loopholes in Commodity Fetu Trading Commission

regulations.

Nuclear Power: Pros and Cons

Senator Obama has, however, been cautious in engdige use of nuclear power to
mitigate energy concerns, despite the fact thatsthée that he represents in the US
Senate, lllinois, has the maximum number of nucfemwer reactors in the counf?.
Obama has highlighted the problems of nuclear wastieother environmental and safety
concerns related to nuclear energy, including 8sue of proliferation. He has also
expressed reservations about the viability of stpthe country’s entire nuclear waste at
the Department of Energy’s proposed undergrounchgéofacility at Yucca Mountain,

Nevada.

Senator McCain, on the other hand, is a vigoroyspaner of nuclear power, and has
stated that it is “one of the cleanest, safestrandt reliable energy sources on Eafth.”
He has called for the establishment of 45 new raucpower plants by 2030 and of
eventually constructing 100 new plants. The Serfabon Arizona is in favour of storing

nuclear waste at the Yucca Mountain repository el &s the construction of new such

% Barack Obama and Joseph Biden, “New Energy for iaag at
http://www.barackobama.com/pdf/factsheet_energyeape080308.pdf

4 Out of the 104 operating nuclear power reactdtseactors at 6 nuclear plants were in lllinoisp&s
also note that the Senator has received campaignmations worth nearly $200,000 from
representatives of the nuclear power company, Bxelo

% See David Kestenbaum, “Nuclear Power: A Thornyésier Candidates,” July 21, 2008, at
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?stdrs82690120
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sites. He has also advocated the reprocessingeot fyel in order to deal with the issue
of nuclear wast&® Sen. McCain has also stated that these 45 nelearysiants would

create over 700,000 new jobs over the next two adkecand that his experience in
serving on nuclear-powered aircraft carriers asay\pilot had convinced him about the

safety of nuclear powéf.

To Drill or Not To Drill

While both candidates agree on the need to demaytachnologies to make better use
of domestic sources of energy, they differ on thesgion of drilling for oil at new off-
shore locations. McCain has called for an aggresgolicy of initiating drilling projects
at new offshore locations, including in regionslithe Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
(ANWR), a position opposed by environmentalistsnedl as by Obama, who favours
limited outer continental shelf drilling. Though &ha acknowledges that more drilling
would help in meeting rising demand at a later dagecontends drilling would not help
in reducing oil prices in the short-term and the US “cannot drill our way to energy

security.”®

A ‘Green’ Economy and the ‘Lexington Project’

Towards the development of renewable energy, Sdran@ intends to invest $150
billion over the next decade and envisages doulihegamount of federal research and
development funds towards this end. These invessnancording to the Obama camp,
would create over 5 million ‘green jobs’ within tieeuntry. As the Senator representing

the corn-growing state of lllinois, Obama is alssteong proponent of the use of bio-

% See “US Elections: Candidates on Climategdture September 24, 2008, at
http://www.nature.com/climate/2008/0810/full/clirae2008.100.html

2" Mary Ann Giordano and Larry Rohter, “McCain at Mar Plant Highlights Energy Issuéfhe New
York TimesAugust 6, 2008, at
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/08/06/us/politics/06euktmi?ref=todayspaper

% Michelle Austein, “With Gas Prices Rising, Cand&saConsider Energy Alternatives,” August 6, 2008,
at http://www.america.gov/st/elections08-
english/2008/August/20080806154540hmnietsua0.3197&at Christopher Joyce, “Candidates Clash
On Impact Of Offshore Drilling,” July 16, 2008, at
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?stds82570077
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fuels like ethanol. He has called for a rapid fis¢he use of bio-fuels, amounting to 36
billion gallons by 2022 and 60 billion gallons b§30?°

Sen. McCain, on his part, seeks to pump in $2dnillannually to develop clean coal
technologies, as part of what he terms the ‘Lexind@®roject’ to secure America’s energy
independence. Among other incentives, Sen. McCaipgses to institute a $300 million

prize for a battery-powered electric car and a @%@&x credit for consumers purchasing

zero-emissions vehicle.

Climate Change: Cap-and-Trade, Renewed InternationlEfforts

The candidates’ proposals at generating clean #achative sources of energy are as
much an effort to overcome America’s energy deperoéeas to deal more effectively
with the concerns of climate change. For both ted@ates, climate change is not just
an “urgent challenge” facing America, but in therds of Obama, “an epochal, man-
made threat to the planef”Obama and Biden envisage making the United States
leader in tackling the issue, by re-engaging witk tUN Framework Convention on
Climate Change (UNFCC). They also propose a Glab&rgy Forum, involving the G-
8, as well as China, India, Brazil, Mexico, and oAfrica, to discuss global energy and

environmental issueb.

More specifically, the Obama-Biden plan envisiamplementing a cap-and-trade system
to reduce carbon emissions to 80 percent below I9&8s by 20562 Under the system,
the government would set a ceiling on carbon-diexdissions and companies would be
allowed to participate in an auction to bid forpés to emit greenhouse gases (GHG).
Those companies which can cap their emissions bitleivtargets will be allowed to sell

off their extra carbon credits, thus making it jadfle for them to go green. Obama

2 *Opama on the Issues,” at http://www.grist.orgifea/2007/07/30/obama_factsheet/index.html

%0 Barack Obama, “Renewing American Leadershifmfeign Affairs July-August 2007, at
http://www.foreignaffairs.org/20070701faessay864@D%20/barack-obama/renewing-american-
leadership.html

31 Cheryll Pellerin, “Obama Answers Science Questiased to Presidential Candidates,” September 2,
2008, at http://www.america.gov/st/elections08-
english/2008/September/20080902183021Icnirelle@D466.html

32 See Obama and Biden, “New Energy for America”
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intends to finance his clean energy developmentsggeegged at $150 billion over a
decade, through the auctioning of carbon creditse Tlinois Senator also foresees
America cashing in on its expertise so developedl&an energy in the low-carbon
energy market estimated to be worth over $5000kilby 2050.

Sen. McCain also supports a market-based cap-add-system to reduce emissions to
60 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. His plan, éwew, would see the government
allotting carbon credits to companies who contitwpollute, as opposed to the allotment
of carbon credits through auction as envisagetienrQbama-Biden proposal. Calling for
renewed international efforts to tackle the probkghclimate change, McCain envisages
required participation by China and India in a pégoto framework®® McCain supports
the non-ratification of the Kyoto Protocol, whichnge into force in 2005, by the United
States, as the treaty did not require major devedppations to comply with emissions

reduction targets.

Conclusion

While the shared concerns on the issues of clictzege and energy dependence as well
as the creative solutions proposed have to be welddp it remains to be seen if the
winning candidate can muster enough political cgerrtp implement his plans. The rest
of the world will be watching with interest the oiding political developments in the

world’s biggest consumer of energy as well as dwsd biggest emitter of GHG.

33 For Sen. McCain’s proposals on tackling climaterae, see
http://www.johnmccain.com/Informing/Issues/dal151dB8a-4dc1-9cd3-f9ca5cabalde.htm
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Indian Americans: Making a Mark on the US Political Firmament
Dr Cherian Samuel

Associate Fellow

Even as the US presidential election lives uptdilling of being the greatest show on
earth, it also provides an opportunity to makeaisgc assessment of the onward march
of the Indian American community in the politicakaa in that country. Since the late
1990s, each successive phase of elections in thedJStates has seen the Indian
American community go from strength to strength,jast in their potential to impact the
elections through political donations but also tigio their active participation in the
electoral process. The community has been welcdoyetthe political establishment in
both mainstream parties since the coming to aggebfinother ethnic minority and its
active participation in the political process senas a reaffirmation ingrained in the

American psyche of being a land of immigrants.

The current Presidential election has seen unpested involvement by the Indian
American community, not only in terms of backingesific candidates, but also in the
political mobilization of the community. This was keeping with the unique nature of
these elections, beginning with the Democratic pries which, for the first time seemed
to hold a good chance for either a woman or a peo$aolour to become President. The
woman in question, Hillary Clinton, had long beeffagourite of the Indian American
community and community activisits and moneybaghkeduout all the stops when it
came to bankrolling her candidacy. Groups suchndsah Americans for Hillary 2008
(IAFH) led by hotelier Sant Singh Chatwal pledgedraise $5 million for Clinton. So
much so that the Obama campaign caustically refetoe her as the “Senator (D-
Punjab).” Even though Obama subsequently apologzethe slur, he was himself not
lacking in support from the Indian American comniyniparticularly from second
generation Indian Americans on college campusessadhe land. An example of this
was South Asians for Obama (SAFO), a grassroo@nargtion founded by students that
held its first fundraising event in March 2006. Bgtober 2008, according to the Obama
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website, SAFO’s 507 members had hosted over a @éimousvents, made 16,000 phone
calls and raised over $270,000..

Indian Americans, like other minority communitieBave traditionally backed the

Democrats and this election is no different; th@&0lational Asian American Survey

(NAAS) reports that, “53 percent of Asian Indiaare voting for Obama, 13 percent are
voting for McCain and 33 percent of Asian Indiams still undecided.” On a broader

scale, the survey found that “39 percent of Asiadidns identify themselves as

Democrats, 7 percent as Republican, 19 percentifiges independents, and 35 percent

identify as non-partisan voters.”

What Indian American backers of the RepublicanyPlaxk in numbers, they make up in
wealth, being largely businessmen and medical psad@als who came to the United
States in the sixties and are fundamentally in tuvith the Republican party’s
philosophies of low taxes, minimal regulations &med markets. A prime example is Dr.
Zach Zachariah, a cardiologist from Florida, whaeputed to have raised as much as
$19 million over the years to finance various Rdjmalm campaigns. Zachariah is
reported to have said that almost a fifth of hisdisl have been raised from like-minded
Indian Americans. Individuals like Dr.Zachariah &rewn as “bundlers” and their utility
lies in their ability to mobilize funds for candiga by hosting fundraisers. According to
a newspaper report in January, in the current tielecycle, Barack Obama had six
Indian American bundlers out of a total of 322, hlohn McCain had one among his
442 bundlers. Of those who fell by the wayside miyithe primaries, Hillary Clinton had
10/322, and John Edwards had 2/665. In this dggéaris evident that the Indian
Diaspora is a classic example of John Armstrongfndion of a mobilized, as opposed
to a proletarian, diaspora. Proleterian diasporagehno economic resources, few
communicational skills and limited organizationapebilities. They are incapable of
articulating their group interests and have no s&c® decision-making circles. In
contrast, mobilized diasporas bring occupationdlsskhat are in short supply in their
adopted country. Because these skills are valuabtbe dominant native elites, they
enjoy the material rewards and social status theit {professions command, and gain

quick access to the native elites.
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The Indian American community first made its preserfelt through cheque-book
politics where wealthy members of the communitykéat out large amounts of cash to
political parties and candidates. Though this iommon feature in US politics, what
was uncommon about the Indian American version thas by and large, there was no
quid pro quo involved, other than a desire to rubusders with the high and mighty, and
photo-ops to preserve the moment. As their numinereased, Indian Americans went
on to form groups and organizations such as theamndmerican Forum for Political
Education(IAFPE), and the Indian American Centre Political Awareness (IACPA)
which strove to increase awareness of the systewelhss to champion the interests of
the Indian Americans. As evident from their nanteese groups were chary of getting
directly into the political process and had onlynaited ambition of educating the voter.
However, as Indian Americans began to test thetipali waters themselves, other
organizations such as the Indian American Leadenstiiative (IALI) and the US India
Political Action Committee (USINPAC) sprang up, bbabd support such candidates and
to provide a common and united platform from whibk Indian American community

could reach out to the politicians.

Barring the lone exception of Bobby Jindal, who welscted to the US House of
Representatives in 2004, other Indian Americans lmeen successful only in elections
to State Legislatures. Rising stars in the Statgidl&tures include Minnesota state
Senator Satveer Chaudhary, Maryland House Majaegder Kumar Barve, lowa state
legislators Swati Dandekar and Jay Goyal, New JYers@te legislator Upendra
Chivukula and Rajiv Goyle, who won a state Hous# seNovember 2007 from Kansas.
While Jindal gave up his seat to contest succdgdtul the post of Louisiana Governor,
and by all accounts, will enter the presidentiainhmation sweepstakes in 2012, another
keenly awaited contest this year for Indian Amergcas that of 30-year old Ashwin
Madia. Madia, who is an Irag War veteran, is camtgsfor the US House of
Representatives from Minnesota on the Democrat &atrabor ticket against the only

other contestant, Republican Erik Paulsen.
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The trajectory of these politicians show two trend#hilst some of them have taken the
time-honoured American way of being proving theettie in local fora such as School
Boards, and used their track record there to pdihvair way into state level positions,
others such as Bobby Jindal and Kris Kolleru haaetesd out as policy wonks, and then
taken on party affiliations and shifted to the estand national stage. Two names that
figure prominently in the current elections are fde€andon, and Preeta Bansal. Tandon,
currently Domestic Policy Director for the Obaman@eign, was Deputy Campaign
manager during Hillary Clinton’s bid for the US &#m and Policy Director during
Clinton’s Presidential Nomination campaign. She wasgited to join the Obama
Campaign after he won the Democratic Nominatiomilarly, Bansal who is a former
Solicitor General of the State of New York, is oofethe top advisors to the Obama
Campaign on immigration issues. Both of them dretdfore, frontrunners for positions
in an Obama Administration, if it comes to pass.id/lthere are comparably fewer
Indian Americans on John McCain’s team, Ashleyi$gelhdia-born strategic analyst and
key architect of the recently concluded civiliarclaar deal between the two countries, is
his advisor on South Asia.

There are several other disparate threads that toebd picked up to see the diverse
impact of Indian Americans on the presidential gbes. Recent reports, for instance,
have noted that as they spread out across thergptrdian Americans are entering into
a position of being swing voters in several keyestan the event of a close election. The
recognition of Indian Americans as a significardtéa in US politics was reflected in the
large number of delegates of Indian origin to themidcratic National Convention, as
well as the credentialing of Sepia Mutiny, a blag sun by second generatialesis to
report on the convention. The Republican candjdiaibn McCain, for his part, has not
spared any opportunity to remind Indian Americatew® of his support for India-US ties,
knowing the strong links they retain with their atny of origin.

Irrespective of who wins the Presidential electjdngian Americans can be truly proud
of the fact that they have been an integral pakiadh the process and the outcome. This

augurs well for this relatively young minority coranity that has been a rising star on
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the American firmament. They also serve as ondefiitangible elements that cement

the India US special relationship.
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