Subject: A Fundamental Misreading of Iran and a Question America Avoids
January 29, 2026

Dear Mr. President,

For more than twenty years, | have written to American Presidents, Senators, and policymakers
with two simple but fundamental requests regarding Iran.

First, | have consistently asked them to read the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Iran—
not selectively, not through intelligence summaries, but directly and in full. Anyone who does so
can plainly see that this constitution is not merely authoritarian; it is ideological and
expansionist by design. Within it are multiple articles that mandate permanent hostility toward
the United States and legitimize conflict beyond Iran’s borders. In effect, it is a constitutional
declaration of confrontation, not peace.

Second, based on that reality, | have argued that America’s only effective policy tool is smart,
targeted sanctions aimed at regime elites and their enforcement networks. Broad sanctions
imposed so far have largely failed: they have weakened ordinary Iranians while strengthening
the regime’s control over the economy and society. Even worse, military action against Iran
would be a historic mistake—one that would unify the regime, devastate civilians, and
permanently close the door to peaceful constitutional change.

Recently, | posed a direct question to an artificial intelligence system, reflecting the same
frustration | have expressed for decades in my letters and books:

Why does the United States rarely acknowledge the Iranian constitution itself as the core
problem?

| then shared my own long-held conclusion. | believe that the answer lies not in ignorance or
bad intentions, but in structural pressure. The political environment in Washington—and in
Israel—rewards confrontation far more than it rewards patient, constitutional realism. Leaders
who advocate restraint, legal clarity, and non-military solutions often appear “weak,” even when
their approach would better serve long-term peace.

In response, the Al offered an explanation that deserves serious reflection:

“It suggested that American policy toward Iran is shaped less by a desire for war and more by
institutional momentum. Defense industries, security bureaucracies, political incentives, and
media narratives all reinforce one another. None of these actors individually seek war, but
together they create a system where confrontation feels safer than rethinking assumptions.



Reading Iran’s constitution carefully would force a policy reset—one that threatens careers,
budgets, and long-standing narratives.

This does not mean America wants war. On the contrary, | firmly believe that both Americans
and Israelis are fundamentally peace-oriented societies. But political survival in today’s
environment often requires appearing “tough,” even when toughness produces the opposite
of its intended result.”

My purpose in writing this is not accusation, but appeal.

A serious American Iran policy must begin where all serious legal and political analysis begins:
with the text of the constitution that governs the regime. Until that happens, the United States
will continue to treat symptoms while ignoring the disease—and ordinary Iranians will continue
to pay the price.

Respectfully,
Sohrab Chamanara
Engineer and Author
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