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The  Iran Nuclear Interim Deal: Analysis & Debate
Babak Rezvani & Caspar ten Dam

A nuclear interim deal was 
reached on 24 November 
2013 between Iran and 5+1 
(see Appendix for the full 
text)—that is, between Iran 
and the five permanent 
members of the UN Security 
Council, the United States of 
America, Russia, China, 
France and the United 
K i n g d o m , a n d w i t h 

Germany and Catherine Ashton, the European Union’s High Representative for Foreign 
Affairs and Security Policy (therefore the  negotiating forum could also be called the 6+2 or 
7+1). This deal has been a hotly discussed issue over the last months. 

Here, four scholars, B. Rezvani, V. Volovoj, T. N. Marketos and J. M. Dorsey, offer their analyses 
and viewpoints on this nuclear deal between Iran and the “international community” or 
rather, in fact, mainly the major powers of the West.

The  Nuclear Agreement between Iran and 5+1: Realities and Prospects 

Babak Rezvani

The reactions and opinions of Iranian politicians, political and economic analysts, scholars 
and ordinary people are mixed about this “nuclear deal” in November 2013; so are mine. 
Many Iranian politicians, and political analysts—not only the hardliners—call it a second 
Turkmenchay treaty.

Along with the preceding Gulistan Treaty, the Turkmenchay Treaty was a treaty which is 
regarded as the most traumatic and most humiliating event in modern Iranian history. That 
was the treaty between Qajar Iran and Tsarist Russia, by which Iran lost the remaining parts 
of its territories in the Caucasus and ceded them to Russia, lost its  navigation rights in the 
Caspian Sea, and was penalized and had to pay a huge sum of money to Tsarist Russia.

All in all, I think it is unfair to call the so-called 5+1 nuclear deal a second Turkmenchay 
Treaty. The recent deal between Iran and 5+1 is not a treaty but an agreement for a period of 
six months. And although its positive results for Iran are meager, the negotiating team was 
not to blame. They negotiated against a too powerful adversary and the power relations were 
very unequal.
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By the virtue of the recent agreement Iran gave up everything and in return got access only 
to a tiny share of its own frozen assets in banks; seemingly only $ 4.2 billion. The sanctions 
on the banking and money transfer systems, which has paralyzed the Iranian economy and 
healthcare system and had brought about severe humanitarian consequences, were not 
lifted. The sanctions against purchasing new airplanes, which also have cost human lives, 
were also not lifted. 

However, the sanctions against the Iranian automobile industry were lifted, probably 
because their removal benefits France as Peugeot and Renault have cooperation agreements 
with Iranian companies and produce cars in Iran. Remarkably, it was France that was even 
tougher than the United States in the negotiations and frustrated the first round of 
negotiations.

The Western accusation that Iran is trying to produce nuclear weapons does not rest on solid 
grounds. Iran has enriched uranium up to 20 percent, while uranium should be enriched at 
least up to 80, or preferably 90, percent if a country wants to produce nuclear weapons. The 
West is suspicious of Iran, allegedly because the Iranian enrichment program is an expensive 
one and not economically cost-effective. They always ask why would Iran insist in enriching 
uranium when it is expensive. Yet Iran has to enrich uranium itself because the West is not 
very eager to sell nuclear fuel to Iran for its civilian-purpose reactors. In addition, the West 
argues that the Iranian heavy water reactor in Arak should be closed, despite the fact that it 
does not need enriched uranium to operate.

Certain channels of media in the West and Arab countries try to depict Iran as a war 
mongering and anti-Semitic country that threatens its neighbors. They often refer to the 
statements of the former Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad. However, the 
relationship between Ahmadinejad’s statements and the necessity of sanctions against, or in 
any case the frustration of, selling Iran civilian airplanes and medicines, is not clear.

It is not fair to regard Iran as dangerous for regional peace, especially by a country that itself 
has used nuclear bombs, for the first and only times in human history. Despite Iranian 
hardliners’  belligerent discourse at times, Iran has not initiated a war in the last 200 years. It 
is not a secret now—thanks to their public statements and Wikileaks—that Saudi Arabia 
and Israel have threatened Iran with military force, or have urged Americans to take action. 

Nuclear weapons are militarily of no use to Iran. The accusation that Iran may use nuclear 
weapons against its Arab neighbors or Israel does not rest on logical grounds. Iran is 
militarily much stronger than its Arab neighbors and does not need any nuclear weapons to 
defeat them. Moreover, Iran has to face American reaction if it hypothetically uses nuclear 
weapons against its neighbors. Therefore, an hypothetical nuclear military capacity does not 
give Iran any practical military edge over its neighbors. It is also absurd to believe that the 
Iranian establishment—in fact, a theocratic establishment—would ever use nuclear 
weapons against Israel; simply because that area is known as a holy land for Christians, Jews 
and Muslims alike. Similarly, Iran has not attacked the holy cities in Iraq, during the Iraq–
Iran war (1980-1988).
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It is also not fair to depict Iran and the Iranian nation as anti-Semitic. Iranian people respect 
Judaism and Jews worldwide and are aware of their contributions to science. Many Jewish 
prophets are buried in Iran, and Jewish Iranians have contributed a lot to, and are respected 
in, Iran. Despite issues and imperfections at times, Iran has been a benevolent and safe 
environment for Jews; in stark contrast to the European or even Arab countries, where many 
Jewish communities have originated from. It is important to note that the Iranian King Cyrus 
the Great liberated Jews from slavery in Babylon, and since then Jewish Iranians have 
peacefully coexisted with Muslim and Christian Iranians for thousands of years.

It is also noteworthy that it was Saudi Arabia that invaded Bahrain and unleashed a 
bloodshed among the Shi’ite majority there who demanded democratic reforms. The 
reaction of Hillary Clinton, the then American Secretary of State, was striking: she warned 
Iran not to interfere in Bahrain’s affairs—despite the fact that many Bahrainis hold also 
Iranian citizenship—rather than unequivocally condemning Saudi action.

The West should understand that the nuclear program is for Iran an issue of national pride, 
and it is not very relevant for Iran if it turns out to be expensive. Targeting one’s national 
pride is not very productive if one wants to reach mutual understanding and good relations. 
The Western expression of “carrot and stick” is offensive. Yet the West uses this expression to 
characterize its wishful policy towards Iran. There is no need to mention that Iranians find 
this expression very offensive and disrespectful. The Iranian President Hassan Rouhani has 
said that the West should be respectful towards Iran instead threatening with sanctions. The 
Western conduct of long and relentless negotiations with Iran in Geneva was a sign of 
respect towards Iran. 

On the other hand, the American statement that the agreement does not recognize Iran’s 
right to uranium enrichment was a strategic mistake. The current US Secretary of State John 
Kerry may have said this in order to ease Saudi, Israeli and American hardliners’ tempers, or 
may have wanted to indicate that the USA does not recognize any country’s right to uranium 
enrichment. 

However, it was a strategic mistake, and not very productive,  to deny Iran’s right, after  Kerry 
had signed an agreement which foresaw in Iranian enrichment activities. Many experts have 
already mentioned the right of each signatory of the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT) 
to enrich uranium. For example, Hans Blix, the former executive chairman of the United 
Nations Monitoring, Verification and Inspection Commission (2000-2003) and director 
general of the International Atomic Energy Agency (1981-1997), has mentioned that the NPT 
foresees in uranium enrichment activities.

The West and Iran have to coexist. There is no other choice. Iran has a young population and 
enormous human resources. Iranian students have often gained success in many scientific 
Olympiads. If anything, and if not counteracted, the Iranian youth may play a positive role in 
the state of the world technology and science in the foreseeable future, which is beneficial to 
the West. 
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It is up to the West, and particularly the USA, to prevent the next Iranian generation from 
becoming and remaining distrustful of the West. Normalization of relations between Iran 
and the USA will be beneficial to both countries and to the Iranian people in particular—at 
least because they will not fear any shortages of medicines and any military threats in the 
future. This will only happen when agreements and relations are based on upon mutual 
respect.

True, the provocative and belligerent foreign policy by Ahmadinejad’s administration has 
isolated Iran, and has cost Iran dearly in the economic and diplomatic spheres. A North 
Korea-like isolation will be disastrous for Iran. Iranian authorities should also understand 
that engagement with the international community will benefit the Iranian economy and 
Iran’s position in the world, and the normalization of relations with the West is an 
unavoidable part of that process.

All in all, the Iranian negotiating team did its best. The Iranian team claims that the 
acknowledgement of the Iranian nuclear rights by a reluctant West was a victory for Iran. 
However, on the other hand, Iran gave up almost everything and got almost nothing. The 
West states that they may lift sanctions step by step. However, a healthy dose of skepticism is 
called for, because Iran has almost nothing more to offer for a serious and durable bargain in 
the future.

Nevertheless, the ordinary Iranian people are happy; at least for a time. The West has lifted 
the barriers against medicines and humanitarian affairs and also will sell now spare civilian 
airplane parts. And hopefully this will result in fewer fatalities.

Crucial points in the Iran or 5+1 nuclear deal

Vadim Volovoj

There are several crucial points in the Iran or 5+1 nuclear deal. First of all it means that there 
is no strategic consensus in the American elite. While one camp supports the position of 
Israel and Saudi Arabia—the position of sanctions and war against Damascus and Tehran—
the US President Barack Obama’s camp seeks peace in Syria and Iran.

It seems that for Obama and his supporters the geopolitical priority of the future concerns 
China, and he wants to finish the American role in the Near and Middle East story, to get rid 
of the Arabs and Tel Aviv problems and interests. This really coincides with the position of 
Russia, which made deals on Syria, and now also on Iran, possible.

Still this may be not the end of the story, because the “war camp” in the USA is hardly going 
to surrender easily. That is why the further agreements on, and with, Syria and Iran will be 
difficult, and there maybe possible provocations by the “war camp” to ruin today’s results.

Dr. Vadim Volovoj (PhD political science) is a Senior Expert at the Center for Geopolitical Studies 
in Lithuania; see further http://www.geopolitika.lt.
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Thoughts on the nuclear deal with Iran

Thrassy N. Marketos

In relation to the nuclear deal with the government of Iran, I can contribute with the 
following thoughts, even though I have not specifically worked on the Middle Eastern issues:

1. This six-months deal is an immense step forward for a process that had stalled for so long, 
and a hopeful and peace-boosting one, especially if we recall the belligerent mood of 
President George W. Bush Jr.’s Administration toward Iran’s nuclear program, or even the 
impasse just a few days before the Iran and 5+1 deal.

2. Should we be realist in our analysis, there is no chance of a resolution of practically any 
Middle East problem nowadays, especially not in the Syrian crisis, in the absence of Iran. 
And I would like to add that there should not be. Iran possesses a key strategic location in 
the region; it controls the Shi’ite Muslims of Iraq and Hezbollah, and is collaborating with 
Russia and China on various issues, in particular on the Middle East energy geopolitics. 
Energy routes and oil and gas pipelines, to my view, are going to reshape the map of the 
Middle East.

3. US President Obama’s policies on the Syrian proxy war and on the so called “Arab Spring” 
have been so far quite balanced and realistic, if we in particular recall the presumably 
diminished strategic interest that Washington DC shows for the Middle East, and its 
outspoken primary interest for the Pacific region as the “hottest” place on the world’s 
chessboard. 

4. Israel is not about to move away from its tough stance on Iran’s nuclear program issue, 
given that the President of Iran is not willing to give up the progress the country has made 
in its nuclear program. In addition, Jerusalem is not going to attack Tehran on its own. Last 
but not least, Israel is gaining a powerful position in the new Middle East, taking advantage 
of the other regional countries’ chaotic situations.

5. Owing to its economic capacity and resources that it possesses, Iran’s economy is about to 
quickly recover if some sanctions are lifted. In addition, the West as a whole is anxious to 
make business with Iran.

6. The Kurds seem to gain a lot out of the new equation that is going to be crafted in the 
Middle East, and that is happening to the detriment of Turkey, the traditional geopolitical 
adversary of Iran.

7. Saudi Arabia will have to cope with the new realities sooner or later.

Some thoughts of mine on these and similar issues can be found also in my analysis entitled 
‘Iran’s Geopolitics in midst of the U.S.—Russia—China Energy Security Struggle for the 
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Geostrategic Control of Eurasia’ that was published in the Central Asia-Caucasus e.journal in 
2009 (can be found under my name in Academia.edu).

Dr. Thrassy N. Marketos is a jurist and a specialist on Eurasia geopolitics. He is author of China’s 
Energy Geopolitics: The Shanghai Cooperation Organization and Central Asia (Routledge/
Taylor & Francis, 2009).

The Iranian Nuclear Deal: Rewriting the Middle East Map and Reviving 
the US Pivot Towards Asia

James M. Dorsey

If all goes well, the preliminary agreement between the Islamic Republic of Iran and the five 
permanent members—the United States, China, Russia, France and Britain—plus Germany 
would ensure the peaceful nature of the Islamic Republic’s nuclear program and ultimately 
reintegrate it into the international community. In doing so, it would not only remove the 
threat of a debilitating war with Iran and prevent a nuclear arms race in the Middle East and 
North Africa. It would also return the Islamic Republic to the center stage of the region’s geo-
politics, force regional powers such as Israel and Saudi Arabia to focus on their most 
immediate issues rather than use the Iranian threat as a distraction, and offer the United 
States the opportunity to revert to its stated policy of pivoting from Europe and the Middle 
East to Asia.

To be sure, a resolution of the Iranian nuclear crisis is not a panacea for the vast array of 
social, political, economic, ethnic, national and sectarian problems in the Middle East and 
North Africa. Political and social unrest, boiling popular discontent with discredited regimes, 
and identity politics are likely to dominate developments in the region for years to come. If 
anything, Iran’s return to normal relations with the international community could fuel 
social and economic tensions in the region. Not because Iran would be instigating or fuelling 
them in a bid to destabilize the region, but because other Middle Eastern nations would no 
longer be able to employ the Islamic Republic as an existential threat that distracts from the 
countries’ real problems.

Iran’s return to the international community is moreover likely to provide the incentive for it 
to constructively contribute to ending the bitter civil war in Syria, breaking the stalemate in 
fragile Lebanon where the Shi’ite militia Hezbollah plays a dominant role, furthering efforts 
to achieve peace between Israelis and Palestinians, and take some of the sting out of the 
region’s dangerous slide into sectarian Sunni-Shi’ite conflict. All of that would allow for the 
reduction of a number of fires in the Middle East and North Africa that the Obama 
Administration has been seeking to control and that have prevented it from following 
through on its intended re-focus on Asia.
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A resolution of the nuclear crisis offers Iran far more than the ultimate lifting of crippling 
international sanctions despite of which it has over the last decade been able to effectively 
counter the US policy in the Middle East and North Africa through its support of Hezbollah, 
the single most powerful grouping in Lebanon, and Hamas, the Islamist Palestinian faction 
in Gaza; its aid to the embattled regime of Syrian President Bashar al-Assad; backing of 
restive Shi’ite minorities in the oil-rich Gulf states and Iraq; and ensuring that the 
government of Iraqi Prime Minister Nuri al-Maliki looks as much toward Tehran as it looks to 
Washington DC.

Iran’s incentive to become more cooperative is the fact that a resolution of the nuclear crisis 
would involve acknowledgement of the Islamic Republic as a legitimate regional power, one 
of seven regional players—alongside Turkey, Egypt, Iraq, Saudi Arabia, Israel and Pakistan—
that have the demographic and geographic breadth or economic, military and technological 
strength that enables them to project power. It would also allow Iran to capitalize on 
geostrategic gains it has made despite its international isolation.

Iran is likely to be further motivated by an easing and ultimate lifting of the sanctions, as that 
will allow it to address boiling domestic social and economic discontent. President Hassan 
Rouhani’s election earlier this year has for now replaced that powder keg with high 
expectations that his more moderate policies would ease the heavy economic price Iran was 
paying for its nuclear program—even if many Iranians are disappointed that Iran will reap 
only $7 billion in benefits from the freshly concluded agreement in the coming six months. 
The $7 billion serves however as an incentive for Iran to come to a comprehensive and final 
agreement on its nuclear program.

And that is what worries opponents of the nuclear deal like Israel and Saudi Arabia the most. 
Beyond the fact that the deal potentially could transform Iran from a game spoiling pariah 
into a constructive player, it removes the Islamic Republic as the foremost perceived threat 
to the national security of Israel and Saudi Arabia. For Israel, this risks peace with the 
Palestinians reclaiming its position at the top of the international community’s agenda, 
making it more difficult for it to evade the painful steps needed to end a conflict that is 
nearing its centennial anniversary. For Saudi Arabia, it complicates its efforts to fuel regional 
sectarianism, deflect calls for equitable treatment of its Shi’ite minority as well as for greater 
transparency and accountability, and establish itself as the region’s unrivalled leader.

Nowhere is that likely to be more evident than in the Iranian policy towards Syria. Contrary 
to widespread perception and what Saudi Arabia and its allies would like the world to 
believe, Iranian-Syrian relations are not based on sectarian affinity but on common interests 
stemming from international isolation. That reality changes as Iran rejoins the international 
community.

Iran’s return to the international community would constitute not only a policy challenge for 
Saudi Arabia but also a multi-layered ideological one. Wahhabism, Saudi Arabia’s puritan 
version of Islam that historically much like Trotskyism has been primarily focused internally 
on the Muslim world, and those it considers to be deviants detests Shi’ites more than it does 
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Jews. That has recently translated into a tacit anti-Iranian alliance between Israel and the 
Saudi kingdom.

Saudi Arabia, moreover, as the custodian of Islam’s holiest cities, Mecca and Medina, sees 
itself as the world’s only truly Islamic regime and is thus suspicious of any government or 
group that threatens that claim. As a result, Saudi Arabia has been seeking to counter Iranian 
influence from the day the Islamic Revolution toppled the Shah in 1979. One of its primary 
tools since then has been pouring huge amounts of money into Wahhabi proselytization 
across the globe.

For the United States, a deal means evading at least for now the threat of another Middle 
Eastern war with potentially catastrophic consequences, and enlisting Iran in addressing the 
region’s problems. That creates space for it to focus on long-term goals in Asia.

However, in removing Iran as a regional lightening rod, the US is likely to be forced to clearly 
define a Middle East policy that balances short term national security with the reality of 
years of regional volatility and unrest to come. That unrest could redraw some national 
borders and is likely to involve messy political and social transitions, if not further regime 
change following the toppling in recent years of autocrats in Egypt, Tunisia, Libya and Yemen 
and the civil war in Syria.

The US will also have to convincingly reassure Gulf states, first and foremost among them 
Saudi Arabia, that it still is the reliable friend and ally that constitutes the region’s defense 
umbrella. The US rapprochement with Iran is but the latest development that has Gulf states 
incapable of defending themselves wondering to what degree the United States really is their 
last resort. Confidence in the US defense umbrella was already weakened by the Obama 
Administration’s declared pivot towards Asia, US support for Arab revolts, American war 
weariness after a decade of conflict in Iraq and Afghanistan, Washington DC’s refusal to 
decisively support anti-Assad rebels in Syria, the Russian-mediated chemical weapons 
agreement with the Assad regime, and reduced US dependency on Gulf oil as it becomes 
self-sufficient and ultimately a net exporter.

One way of reassuring Saudi Arabia and the Gulf states would be for the United States to 
increase bilateral security consultations with individual Gulf states and intelligence sharing 
in areas where their partners feel most threatened. One key focus would be groups like the 
Iranian Revolutionary Guards Corp and Lebanon’s Hezbollah who stand accused of terrorist 
attacks in various parts of the world and support for restive Shi’ites in the Gulf.

Ironically, for the Gulf states there are no good policy alternatives. Failure to come to an 
agreement with Iran would leave Iran with a sense of embattlement and persuade it to revive 
its path towards nuclear arms. That would unleash an arms race in the region, potentially 
make it even more volatile and unstable—the very prospect Gulf states are trying to curtail.

James M. Dorsey is a senior fellow at the S. Rajaratnam School of International Studies, co-
director of the University of Würzburg’s Institute for Fan Culture, and the author of The 
Turbulent World of Middle East Soccer blog and a forthcoming book with the same title.
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Editorial Comment

Lately, there have been many complaints about the ideas certain authors have expressed in 
our journal. We do understand that many of the issues discussed in our journal are politically 
sensitive. All the statements expressed in these articles are the author’s, and are not in any 
way endorsed by the editorial board of our journal, Forum of EthnoGeoPolitics. Dissimilar to 
many other journals, we do not force the authors to change their views and analyses to suit 
certain agendas. 

For example, James Dorsey uses the term “the Gulf” instead of “Persian Gulf”. Persian Gulf is 
not only the term preferred by Iran but also the only internationally accepted formal 
designation of “that” gulf. Moreover, the relationship between Iran and Hezbollah, and 
between Iran and Hamas are not similar. While Iran has profound influence on the Lebanese 
Hezbollah, there is no evidence that Iran has a leverage on Hamas. Similarly, there is no 
evidence, despite James Dorsey’s uncritical adaptation, of the Arab regimes’ assumption that 
Iran is trying to develop nuclear weapons. Again, there are no pieces of hard evidence for 
such attempts.

However, as the editorial board tries to publish any approved text, as much as possible, in its 
original form, we did not manipulate or in any way alter the original contents of the 
submitted and published articles.

- Babak Rezvani, Editor-in-chief

Appendix: The 5+1  Iran Nuclear Deal—Full Text

November 24, 2013— 
Updated 1607 GMT (0007 
HKT)

(CNN)—The following is 
the full text of the 
nuclear deal between 
I r a n a n d s i x w o r l d 
powers:

© Executive Office of the President of the United States; image in public domain

Joint Plan of Action Preamble

The goal for these negotiations is to reach a mutually-agreed long- term comprehensive 
solution that would ensure Iran’s nuclear program will be exclusively peaceful. Iran reaffirms 
that under no circumstances will Iran ever seek or develop any nuclear weapons. This 
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comprehensive solution would build on these initial measures and result in a final step for a 
period to be agreed upon and the resolution of concerns. This comprehensive solution 
would enable Iran to fully enjoy its right to nuclear energy for peaceful purposes under the 
relevant articles of the NPT in conformity with its obligations therein. This comprehensive 
solution would involve a mutually defined enrichment program with practical limits and 
transparency measures to ensure the peaceful nature of the program. This comprehensive 
solution would constitute an integrated whole where nothing is agreed until everything is 
agreed. This comprehensive solution would involve a reciprocal, step-by step process, and 
would produce the comprehensive lifting of all UN Security Council sanctions, as well as 
multilateral and national sanctions related to Iran’s nuclear program.

There would be additional steps in between the initial measures and the final step, including, 
among other things, addressing the UN Security Council resolutions, with a view toward 
bringing to a satisfactory conclusion the UN Security Council’s consideration of this matter. 
The E3+3 and Iran will be responsible for conclusion and implementation of mutual near-
term measures and the comprehensive solution in good faith. A Joint Commission of E3/EU
+3 and Iran will be established to monitor the implementation of the near-term measures 
and address issues that may arise, with the IAEA responsible for verification of nuclear-
related measures. The Joint Commission will work with the IAEA to facilitate resolution of 
past and present issues of concern.

Elements of a first step

The first step would be time-bound, with a duration of 6 months, and renewable by mutual 
consent, during which all parties will work to maintain a constructive atmosphere for 
negotiations in good faith.

Iran would undertake the following voluntary measures:

* From the existing uranium enriched to 20%, retain half as working stock of 20% oxide for 
fabrication of fuel for the TRR. Dilute the remaining 20% UF6 to no more than 5%. No 
reconversion line.

* Iran announces that it will not enrich uranium over 5% for the duration of the 6 months.

* Iran announces that it will not make any further advances of its activities at the Natanz 
Fuel Enrichment Plant (1), Fordow (2), or the Arak reactor (3), designated by the IAEA as 
IR-40.

* Beginning when the line for conversion of UF6 enriched up to 5% to UO2 is ready, Iran has 
decided to convert to oxide UF6 newly enriched up to 5% during the 6 month period, as 
provided in the operational schedule of the conversion plant declared to the IAEA.

* No new locations for the enrichment.

* Iran will continue its safeguarded R&D practices, including its current enrichment R&D 
practices, which are not designed for accumulation of the enriched uranium.

* No reprocessing or construction of a facility capable of reprocessing.
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* Enhanced monitoring:

- Provision of specified information to the IAEA, including information on Iran’s plans for 
nuclear facilities, a description of each building on each nuclear site, a description of the 
scale of operations for each location engaged in specified nuclear activities, information on 
uranium mines and mills, and information on source material. This information would be 
provided within three months of the adoption of these measures.

- Submission of an updated DIQ for the reactor at Arak, designated by the IAEA as the IR-40, 
to the IAEA.

- Steps to agree with the IAEA on conclusion of the Safeguards Approach for the reactor at 
Arak, designated by the IAEA as the IR- 40.

- Daily IAEA inspector access when inspectors are not present for the purpose of Design 
Information Verification, Interim Inventory Verification, Physical Inventory Verification, 
and unannounced inspections, for the purpose of access to offline surveillance records, at 
Fordow and Natanz.

- IAEA inspector managed access to:

. centrifuge assembly workshops4;

. centrifuge rotor production workshops and storage facilities; and,

. uranium mines and mills.

In return, the E3/EU+3 would undertake the following voluntary measures:

- Pause efforts to further reduce Iran’s crude oil sales, enabling Iran’s current customers to 
purchase their current average amounts of crude oil. Enable the repatriation of an agreed 
amount of revenue held abroad. For such oil sales, suspend the EU and U.S. sanctions on 
associated insurance and transportation services.

- Suspend U.S. and EU sanctions on:

. Iran’s petrochemical exports, as well as sanctions on associated services. (5)

. Gold and precious metals, as well as sanctions on associated services.

• Suspend U.S. sanctions on Iran’s auto industry, as well as sanctions on associated 
services.

• License the supply and installation in Iran of spare parts for safety of flight for Iranian 
civil aviation and associated services. License safety related inspections and repairs in 
Iran as well as associated services. (6)

• No new nuclear-related UN Security Council sanctions.

• No new EU nuclear-related sanctions.
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• The U.S. Administration, acting consistent with the respective roles of the President 
and the Congress, will refrain from imposing new nuclear-related  sanctions.

• Establish a financial channel to facilitate humanitarian trade for Iran’s domestic needs 
using Iranian oil revenues held abroad. Humanitarian trade would be defined as 
transactions involving food and agricultural products, medicine, medical devices, and 
medical expenses incurred abroad. This channel would involve specified foreign 
banks and non-designated Iranian banks to be defined when establishing the channel.

* This channel could also enable:

a- transactions required to pay Iran’s UN obligations; and,

b- direct tuition payments to universities and colleges for Iranian students studying 
abroad, up to an agreed amount for the six month period.

• Increase the EU authorisation thresholds for transactions for non- sanctioned trade to 
an agreed amount.

Elements of the final step of a comprehensive solution*

The final step of a comprehensive solution, which the parties aim to conclude negotiating 
and commence implementing no more than one year after the adoption of this document, 
would:

• Have a specified long-term duration to be agreed upon.

• Reflect the rights and obligations of parties to the NPT and IAEA Safeguards 
Agreements.

• Comprehensively lift UN Security Council, multilateral and national nuclear-related 
sanctions, including steps on access in areas of trade, technology, finance, and energy, 
on a schedule to be agreed upon.

• Involve a mutually defined enrichment program with mutually agreed parameters 
consistent with practical needs, with agreed limits on scope and level of enrichment 
activities, capacity, where it is carried out, and stocks of enriched uranium, for a 
period to be agreed upon.

• Fully resolve concerns related to the reactor at Arak, designated by the IAEA as the 
IR-40. No reprocessing or construction of a facility capable of reprocessing.

• Fully implement the agreed transparency measures and enhanced monitoring. Ratify 
and implement the Additional Protocol, consistent with the respective roles of the 
President and the Majlis (Iranian parliament).

• Include international civil nuclear cooperation, including among others, on acquiring 
modern light water power and research reactors and associated equipment, and the 
supply of modern nuclear fuel as well as agreed R&D practices.
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Following successful implementation of the final step of the comprehensive solution for its 
full duration, the Iranian nuclear program will be treated in the same manner as that of any 
non- nuclear weapon state party to the NPT.

(Footnotes)

(1) Namely, during the 6 months, Iran will not feed UF6 into the centrifuges installed but not 
enriching uranium. Not install additional centrifuges. Iran announces that during the first 
6 months, it will replace existing centrifuges with centrifuges of the same type.

(2) At Fordow, no further enrichment over 5% at 4 cascades now enriching uranium, and not 
increase enrichment capacity. Not feed UF6 into the other 12 cascades, which would 
remain in a non- operative state. No interconnections between cascades. Iran announces 
that during the first 6 months, it will replace existing centrifuges with centrifuges of the 
same type.

(3) Iran announces on concerns related to the construction of the reactor at Arak that for 6 
months it will not commission the reactor or transfer fuel or heavy water to the reactor 
site and will not test additional fuel or produce more fuel for the reactor or install 
remaining components.

(4) Consistent with its plans, Iran’s centrifuge production during the 6 months will be 
dedicated to replace damaged machines.

(5) ˈSanctions on associated services  ̍means any service, such as insurance, transportation, or 
financial, subject to the underlying U.S. or EU sanctions applicable, insofar as each 
service is related to the underlying sanction and required to facilitate the desired 
transactions. These services could involve any non-designated Iranian entities.

(6) Sanctions relief could involve any non-designated Iranian airlines as well as Iran Air.

* With respect to the final step and any steps in between, the standard principle that 
“nothing is agreed until everything is agreed” applies.

CNN (24 November 2013) The Iran nuclear deal: full text.

Available online at: edition.cnn.com/2013/11/24/world/meast/iran-deal-text/   

(Accessed 24 November 2013)   © 2013 Cable News Network 

Forum of EthnoGeoPolitics 

Forum of EthnoGeoPolitics Vol.2 No.1 Spring 2014 

57




