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1: To the P5+1: Consider Declaring Diplomatic Process Over | HuffPost
May 16, Â· No ,strong force is being built up near Iranian territory. Nor are Europeans split into two camps. In this
current crisis, and despite Brexit, Europeans look like they're sticking together.

Additional Information In lieu of an abstract, here is a brief excerpt of the content: The Iranian nuclear crisis
began in earnest in the summer of , when the main Iranian opposition group publicly revealed the existence of
two sites under construction: Until then, international preoccupations about the Iranian program focused on
Russian-Iranian cooperation and the Bushehr light-water nuclear reactor complex. One of the most vexing
issues is that it is still not clear what the Iranians want. There is first what we know about the Iranian nuclear
program. That can be summarized as follows. Iran has invested a huge amount of time, energy, and money in
building a complete set of nuclear infrastructures. A combination of several elements, however, points to the
almost inescapable conclusion that Iran is also interested in a nuclear weapon option: There is no real U.
European intelligence services have uncovered evidence that has fueled this conclusion. As in the case of Iraq
in â€”03, from a technical point of view, U. Iran feels isolated and without real allies and seeks strategic
independence. It believes it should have a leading role in the Middle East and feels it is still unjustly
considered by many as a backward country. Security rationales also matter. Iran may feel insecure, with
significant U. Thus the nuclear program is seen as bringing Iran legitimacy, prestige, and ultimately security.
Some parallels can be drawn here with other historical situations: At that time, the French saw their nuclear
program as embodying modernity, security, and independence. Then there is what we do not know. The West
does not know which factors are the most important in Iranian thinking. If political and economic factors are
dominant , then the desired outcome is mastery of the complete fuel cycle and the capacity to build a nuclear
bomb. The Iranian opposition claims that a strategic decision has been made to that effect. Nevertheless , it has
so far offered no concrete evidence of this alleged decision. You are not currently authenticated. View freely
available titles:
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2: Trump is wrong over Iran, but Europe canâ€™t afford to divorce the US
The Iranian Nuclear Crisis Bruno Tertrais 25 A number of immediate strategic interests are involved in the Iranian
nuclear crisis: the security of Western allies.

Angelina Harutyunyan Nuclear Proliferation: Driving and Suppressing Factors paper assignment as a partial
fulfilment of the requirements of the module on Weapons of Mass Destruction, Control and Verification
Angelina Harutyunyan Cranfield Defence and Security Defence Academy of the United Kingdom
Introduction The issue of proliferation remains one of the cornerstones of international security. There are a lot
of opinions and discussions about deterrence, however not all of them take into account the factors that cause
proliferation. Acquisition of nuclear capabilities cannot be based on just one factor. It is an intersection of
several factors that makes prevention a sophisticated and long process. At the same time, artificially
suppressing factors in majority of cases are discussed without grasping the idea of the root cause. Solving the
root issues of proliferation is much more realistic than the consequences of proliferation. This paper covers
core factors and motives of states seeking nuclear capabilities, as well as suppressing factors discouraging a
state from acquisition. Driving Factors and Motives The issue of nuclear weapons proliferation has been one
of the most complicated aspects of international security since the end of the Second World War. There are
several factors and motives which drive states to acquire nuclear weapons or at least to seek an image of a
state capable of joining the nuclear club at any convenient for that moment. A state is incapable of developing
nuclear program not having appropriate technological capacity. For producing highly enriched uranium,
adequate knowledge, materials and expertise is required. And in order to produce a nuclear bomb 8kg of
plutonium and 25kg of HEU is needed. Intention of state leadership is the most important factor in
development of the nuclear program and weaponizing it. If the leadership does not demonstrate enough
willingness for acquiring nuclear weapon, other factors have little likelihood of leading to the nuclear
acquisition and proliferation. For instance, Brazil and Japan have full capacity of developing nuclear weapon
from sketch. Japan possesses 45 tons of separated plutonium, which is enough to produce several bombs of the
magnitude dropped on Nagasaki. At the same time, after the successful nuclear test by the Northern Korea,
Japan might discuss the possibility on more active level. Iran has both capability and intention for its nuclear
program, which though has peaceful character, creates ambiguity with its from time to time clandestine nature.
Regime is also an important factor driving to nuclear weapon proliferation; however, this factor is incorrect to
view in an isolated environment. Democratic and authoritarian regimes have equal chances to acquire nuclear
capabilities. It is more precise to consider other factors that affect the current regime, such as existence of
adequate technological and nuclear capacity, intention, the regional situation and states of interaction. If
neighbouring countries are perceived as a threat to country X, that contributes to low regional stability and low
level of integration of country X. And if the latter has enough nuclear and technological capability, as well as
enough material sources and interaction with the states already possessing nuclear weapons, the motivation
and intention of the regime of country X will be higher than of the same regime under the absence of those
factors. Iran is a brilliant example in this situation. Iran perceived Iraq and then Israel as a threat to its national
security, which led to the Israeli-Iranian and hence the West-Iranian confrontation. As a result of sanctions,
Iran becomes isolated both politically and economically. Its interactions with North Korea and Pakistan in
acquisition of equipment for uranium enrichment, for example centrifuges for nuclear facilities, as well as
prototypes of the delivery systems, such as No dong 1, contributed to the intention of the Iranian regime to
push its nuclear program further. The nuclear capacity at the same time cannot gain a weaponized nature
without the existence of adequate motives. Those are deterrence, prestige, influence and power projection,
strengthening position of the internal power, and self-defence. Deterrence is one of the driving forces for
nuclear weapons acquisition. Israel and Pakistan possess nuclear weapons believing they are exposed to a
potential threat from the region. Australia, Singapore, Indonesia and Taiwan were also pursuing weapon
development at different stages in response to British and US withdrawals. Prestige, influence and power
projection are further motives of nuclear weapons acquisition. Having nuclear capabilities increases status in
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decision making on the regional, as well as global issues and neutralizes competition with non-nuclear
neighbours over the dominance. That is one of the main reasons why Turkey and Saudi Arabia are opposing
the Iranian nuclear program development. At the same time, for power projection it is not necessary to have
nuclear weapons. It is enough in this case to make the region and world powers believe that one has capacity
to weaponize the nuclear program at any moment. When this threat was neutralized, the Iranian nuclear
program transferred to the level of prestige, influence and power-projection despite implications to the threat
coming from Israel. Scientific-technical reputation, military potential and international status of the state helps
to neutralize the opposition powers by making them consolidate around the central authority. This is especially
true when the ruling government has not enough political legitimacy. For instance, North Korea promotes
scientific-technological and nuclear weapons development to meet national objectives, including economic
recovery, a strong national defence, food and energy security and national unification. Despite the fact that
during war, nuclear weapons are highly likely not to be used due to their catastrophic effect also on the
initiating side, especially in the regional wars for example, Israel has small territory with high density of
population , the possessor states do not seek to destroy their capabilities. To the contrary, the nuclear program
development process is present not only in states with horizontal proliferation meaning process of acquisition
of technologies by states that previously did not have them, but also among those with vertical proliferation,
when states possessing nuclear weapons seek to upgrade their capabilities further. In Russia is starting to build
two nuclear-powered Borei submarines which would carry 20 Bulava nuclear intercontinental ballistic
missiles each. However, while talking about non-proliferation it is always important to look not only into the
horizontal, but also into the vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons. Suppressing Factors There are several
factors that contributed and will contribute to suppression of nuclear proliferation: Belarus, Kazakhstan and
Ukraine transferred all warhead missiles and nuclear weapons to Russia. All of these countries became
signatories of the NPT. The Non-proliferation Treaty that has been in force since plays a pivotal role in
suppression of nuclear proliferation. The treaty promotes peaceful use of nuclear energy, non-transfer and
non- acquisition of nuclear weapons and puts disarmament obligations on the states possessing nuclear
armaments. The NPT is important, yet not the strongest factor preventing nuclear proliferation. It does not
have enough resources and enforcement mechanisms for NPT infringing parties. Being a member of the NPT
does not restrain Iran from circumventing some of the provisions of the treaty, especially when it comes to
reporting new nuclear sites, such as controversy over Natanz and Fordow enrichment facilities. The weakness
of NPT is in its impotency to keep states accountable during their transitional moment, when their nuclear
program undergoes diversion from civilian to military. The NPT is only effective before and after acquisition
of nuclear weapon. However, even in post-acquisition period it has no power, as states which leave NPT in the
transitional period will have issues in returning to it due to political obvious reasons. Another suppressing
factor is that nuclear weapons are not actually self-defence mechanisms after WW2. In other words, a state is
significantly constrained by using it in times of conflict or military actions. States prefer to invest more to the
conventional equipment that contributes to the security of the state militarily and comparatively does not
restrain them in times of defence and necessity of the actual application of force. Despite making a nuclear
bomb is a cheap effort, it is still expensive in comparison to conventional weapons. It is not only about
acquiring and building a bomb, but also testing it, controlling, upgrading, and implementing safety measures,
constant oversight, developing defence programs against nuclear deployment by adversaries and nuclear
wastes management. Besides, there is a fear of domino effect. If Iran acquires a nuclear weapon, Saudi Arabia,
Turkey and Egypt will highly likely review their nuclear programs. For instance, Saudi King Abdullah
mentioned in if Iran acquires nuclear weapon, everyone in the region will follow it, including Saudi Arabia. A
state that is normally integrated regionally would not seek to be isolated politically, economically and
culturally. Nevertheless, it is a fairly weak point; as such situation might bring even more dividends to regimes
of proliferating states. Besides, pressures, constraints and economic sanctions are not actually effective per se.
They provide more room for gaining time to plan a counter-measure against the proliferator by prolonging and
postponing the process, however they are incapable of suppressing and preventing proliferation. Another
suppressing factor could be military strike that would at the same time serve as an example for other nations
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aspiring nuclear weapons. However, this is a dangerous mechanism that could prevent one nation from
acquisition, but not serve as a teaching lesson to another one. Besides, the cost of effective pre-emptive
operation is too high, as Iran is literally not Iraq, as the former has much stronger military capability than the
latter, with the most massive, diverse and largest ballistic missile delivery system in the Middle East. Main
circumstances preventing nuclear proliferation are moral constraints, acknowledgment of the consequences of
nuclear weapons acquisition and post-deployment scenarios, and the most important, the absence of factors
and motives that trigger acquisition of nuclear weapons. Conclusion Thus, there are much more factors and
motives driving a state towards nuclear weapons than actually working suppressing mechanisms. Factors that
drive states to acquire nuclear capabilities are technological and nuclear capability, intention of state
leadership, regional stability, interaction with the states already possessing nuclear weapons, and regime.
Factors however are not complete without adequate motives, such as deterrence, prestige, influence and power
projection, strengthening position of internal powers, and self-defence. Suppressing factors which discourage,
at the same time not preventing proliferation, are dissolution of the state possessing nuclear weapons, legal
constraints NPT, non-actual self-defence character of nuclear armaments and international opprobrium, as
well as cost, domino effect and pre-emptive strikes. In order to promote non-proliferation, it is essential to
consider both driving and suppressing factors: Though it is practically impossible to clearly understand the
intent of any regime, there is probability to do so taking into account other driving factors in regional and
global security context. Pariah states are more prone to proliferation that those integrated. References 1
Cirincione, Joseph Kluwer Law International , p. Scenarios for the Iranian Nuclear Crisis in A Regional
Arms Race? Bibliography Books Cirincione, Joseph Journals Guthe, Kurt Ladha, Rizwan Spring Tertrais,
Bruno 29 January Edwards, Rob 27 November
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3: Bomb kills Iran nuclear scientist as crisis mounts | Reuters
Bruno Tertrais. Pages materials. 2 2 According to some of the best technical experts on the Iranian nuclear crisis: 'Iran
could likely move and disguise.

November 14, last updated It was not mainly about seeking political and economic benefits from allies and
friends. Paris did not need to block the interim deal in Geneva to ensure that Hollande would be well-received
in Jerusalem. Nor does France need to be tough on Tehran to be well-regarded in the Gulf region. Yes, the
French stance on Iran may help Paris gain even better access to Gulf markets and money, but that would be an
added benefit more than a primary motivation, contrary to what many in Tehran and abroad have said. And as
some have pointed out, there would also be economic benefits for France if sanctions against Iran were lifted.
The obvious ones are also the most important. Paris believes that a nuclear Iran would be a threat to Europe as
well as to the Middle East, and that the very existence of the nonproliferation regime is at stake in the
negotiations. There is also a sense of ownership of the Iranian nuclear issue, in which Paris has been invested
since June , when it initiated European diplomacy with Tehran. Since then, a tough stance on the Iranian
nuclear issue has been shared by all French negotiators and many experts; some of them have been dealing
with Iran for a decade and hold important advisory positions today. Also, compared to the United Kingdom
and Germany, its European partners also involved in the talks, France has historically had a more cautious
approach to the Iranian regime. This is informed by the brutal shadow war that opposed the two countries in
the s: Paris also vividly remembers the ill-fated deals struck with Tehran in and , which failed to solve the
nuclear crisis and are taken as evidence that Iran should not be trusted a priori. Most importantly, the
differences that remain are unlikely to stand in the way of an interim deal. In fact, the more significant
difference now is with Israel, which opposes any kind of interim deal such as the one being negotiated in
Geneva. The Socialist Party is still remembered fondly in Israel for its early support for the Zionist cause.
Sarkozy was perceived as more sympathetic to Israel, and was more committed to a hard line on Iran, than his
predecessor, Jacques Chirac, had been. Today cooperation between the two countries on counterterrorism and
counterproliferation is excellent, including through intelligence-sharing. Much can still be done, however, to
deepen ties and consolidate the recent gains. The biggest potential obstacle to maintaining the current warmth
in bilateral relations will likely be the Israeli-Palestinian peace process. Israelis should know, however, that
France is unlikely to alter its stance on the question of the Israeli settlements in the West Bank, seen as a major
obstacle to peace, and on Jerusalem as the future capital of both states in a final status agreement. Unlike in
the United States, there is no real constituency in France for the Netanyahu line on the question of Palestine.
He was a member of the and presidential commissions on the White Paper on Defense and National Security,
as well as the ministerial commission on the White Paper on Foreign and European Policy.
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4: Bruno Tertrais [Voltaire Network]
French expert Bruno Tertrais: Iran will likely cheat in case of nuclear deal. Published on 22 June Iran's regime will likely
cheat if it signs an agreement with the world powers to curb its nuclear program in return for the lifting of international
sanctions, senior French nuclear proliferation expert Bruno Tertrais has said.

It was a trauma of historic proportions, a watershed in some ways comparable to the Suez crisis. On the
surface, things may not look as bad as they did in early At this point, US military action against Iran is a
worst-case hypothesis â€” not a plan. No ,strong force is being built up near Iranian territory. Nor are
Europeans split into two camps. It took 12 years of international diplomacy, in which Europe played an
important role, to reach the nuclear deal that Trump has now decided to tear up. US credibility will be severely
affected. When a German chancellor declares â€” as Angela Merkel has just done, for the second time in a
year â€” that Europe can no longer rely on the United States , you know something is amiss. Many others will
now ask: When Trump realises his strategy is bound to fail, he may want to resort to military force. His
decision on Iran comes after a year and a half of insults, disparaging comments, and decisions that run counter
to European and western interests. He has withdrawn from the Paris climate agreement, and has imposed
tariffs on steel and aluminium. This could force Tehran to violate first or make the deal redundant. Thank you
for your feedback. So is it time for Europe to seek a divorce from the US? For several reasons, we should
refrain from entering into confrontation. Europe may be the largest trade bloc in the world, but in truth it does
not have the capacity to tackle 21st-century challenges on its own, and it would have even less capacity to do
so if its relationship with the US came fully apart. There is simply no alternative to a strong transatlantic
partnership. There is no available spare superpower with which Europeans would share enough interests to
build a new form of alliance: China and Russia offer no such thing. Besides, transatlantic flows of trade and
capital stand at the heart of the global economy, and they are irreplaceable. Another reason to maintain a
partnership with the US is the magnitude of the security risks Europe faces. Islamic State might be militarily
defeated, but jihadist terrorism is a generational challenge: The trauma of terrorist attacks in Europe remains
vivid. Make no mistake, the first country to benefit from a breakup between the US and Europe is
authoritarian Russia. Certainly, US-Europe relations are now entering troubled, uncharted waters. But this
could be a phase. Trump will be there for another three or seven years. The US is a vibrant and innovative
economy with a dynamic, multicultural population, and is an optimistic society that cherishes individual
freedom. We need to think about the future.
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5: â€œThree questions for Bruno Tertraisâ€•, by Bruno Tertrais
A Nuclear Iran and NATO as long as the Iranian nuclear crisis is not solved. Bruno Tertrais Bruno Tertrais is Senior
Research Fellow, Fondation pour la.

Such a claim ignores the lessons of history, the realities of the region, and the idiosyncrasies of the Iranian
regime. Once nuclear-capable, many countries have shown a propensity for dangerous risk-taking and
provocative behavior. In , the Soviet Union supported the invasion of South Korea; in , it triggered a major
crisis in Berlin; and in , it brought the world close to nuclear war encouraged by a Cuban regime which was
ready to sacrifice itself for the victory of the Socialist revolution. In , China escalated its border conflict by
sending forces across the Ussuri river. In , Pakistan sought to alter the South Asian status quo by sending
armed militants into Kashmir. Claiming that nuclear capability is inherently stabilizing also ignores the
intrinsic fragility of deterrence. It also requires a transition or learning curve during which the risk of major
conflict is high, as happened between the Soviet Union and the United States, and as still happens between
India and Pakistan where another Mumbai-like attack could easily trigger a full-fledged war. And can it be
assumed that revolutionary Iran would be a good custodian of nuclear weapons? The history of next-door
Pakistan, for instance, should give pause to those who believe that it would necessarily be the case. First, this
is not a bilateral face-off. And even though the Islamic Republic has adopted bellicose rhetoric against Israel
since its inception, there were no Israeli threats whatsoever against Iran â€” and there was even some strategic
cooperation between the two countries â€” before Tehran came close to having the Bomb. It could also be
pointed out that Iranian nuclear ambitions existed at the time of the Shah, who had good relations with Israel.
In sum, strategic enmity between Iran and Israel is one-sided. Second, optimists overlook a fundamental
difference with the East-West or South Asian context: The Middle East already presents a complex strategic
scene which would not easily lend itself to stable nuclear deterrence relationships. It involves not one, but four
nuclear powers: One other nuclear power, France, has a permanent military presence in the Gulf. Most
importantly, it is almost inconceivable that proliferation in the Middle East will stop at Iran. Contrary to what
intuition may suggest, the Arab world will tolerate a nuclear-armed Iran much less or even less than it tolerates
a nuclear Israel. Of course, this would not happen overnight. But to discount this scenario is to fundamentally
misread the current strategic dynamics of the region as well as the blow to the Non-Proliferation Treaty that
would result from an Iranian Bomb. It is a most peculiar kind of regime which can hardly be compared to any
of the existing nuclear powers. It is true Iran has mostly acted so far as rational actor although its behavior
during the Iran-Iraq war showed that such rationality involved a readiness to sacrifice a large part of its youth.
But one should not overlook the importance of religious beliefs and apocalyptic mindset among the current
leadership, notably from some influential advisers. What if such a mindset prevailed in Tehran once Iran was
nuclear-armed? Also, despite the current concentration of power in the hands of the Supreme Leader, the
Islamic Republic remains a fragmented regime, which behind the trappings of democracy involves an intense
competition between centers of power: Where Iran also differs from most nuclear-armed states is that it is a
revanchist, non-status quo power which firmly intends to project its influence in the region and challenge the
Western presence there. It views American and European influence as illegitimate, and despises Sunni
monarchies. The Islamic Republic of Iran remains a revolutionary actor which uses terrorism, hijackings, and
hostage taking as privileged means of influence, bargaining and arm-twisting. Just a few examples in the past
six years: Especially since it would then view Western powers, having failed to prevent Iran from getting
nuclear weapons, as being weak. And how could a stable deterrence relationship between Israel and Iran ever
exist when one of the two protagonists does not recognize the existence of the other? Far from helping the
resolution of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, it would force Israel to focus even more on Iran. And given that a
nuclear Iran would almost certainly embolden and empower Hezbollah and Hamas, Israel would have to
concentrate its efforts on containing and fighting these two entities. A nuclear-armed Iran would be a danger
for the region and for the world. Bet on it at your own peril.

Page 7

THE IRANIAN NUCLEAR CRISIS BRUNO TERTRAIS pdf

6: Nuclear Proliferation: Driving and Suppressing Factors | Angelina Harutyunyan - www.enganchecubano.
Bruno Tertrais The Iranian nuclear crisis began in earnest in the summer of , when the main Iranian opposition group
publicly revealed the existence of two sites under construction: an enrichment facility at Natanz, and a heavy-water
production site as well as a reactor at Arak.

Defiance of Israel and Western powers plays well with many who will vote in March. We strongly condemn
all acts of violence, including acts of violence like what is being reported today. While witnesses spoke of a
frighteningly loud explosion at 8: This suggested a charge designed to be sure of both killing the occupants
and preventing serious injury to others. Witnesses said the motorcycle, from which the rear pillion passenger
reached out to stick the device to the side of the car, made off into the heavy commuter traffic. Though the
scientist killed â€” the fourth in five such attacks since January â€” was only 32, Iranian media described him
as having a role overseeing uranium enrichment at Natanz underground site. The semi-official news agency
Mehr said Ahmadi-Roshan had recently met officials of the U. At the IAEA in Vienna, where a spokeswoman
condemned the killing, officials could not confirm knowing of him. A policeman checks the remains of a
bombed car belonging to Iranian nuclear scientist Mostafa Ahmadi-Roshan on a blood-stained ground at the
blast site outside a university in northern Tehran January 11, However, assassinations may be intended to
discourage Iranians with nuclear expertise from working on the program. That slows things down. Trita Parsi,
a U. Last month, Iran signaled a willingness to return to a negotiating process which stalled a year ago, though
Western officials say a new round of talks is far from certain yet. The move to Fordow could reduce the time
available for diplomacy to avert any attack. The announcement on Monday that enrichment â€” a necessary
step to make uranium into nuclear weapons â€” had begun at Fordow has given added impetus to Western
efforts to impose an oil export embargo intended to pressure Tehran to halt enrichment. Iran, a signatory to the
treaty banning the spread of nuclear weapons, complains it is entitled to conduct peaceful research and denies
any military nuclear aims. Its adversaries say its failure to take up their offers of help with civilian technology
undermine the credibility of its position. Oil prices have firmed 5 percent since U. The European Union is
expected this month to impose a ban on its states buying oil from Tehran, and other major customers have
been looking for alternative supplies. In Iran, the new U. Slideshow 3 Images The rial currency has lost 20
percent of its value against the dollar in the past week and Iran has threatened to shut the Strait of Hormuz.
Treasury Secretary Timothy Geithner, visiting Beijing, appealed for Chinese cooperation on nuclear
non-proliferation, but Chinese officials made clear that they still opposed the U. Russia, too, came out against
the U.
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7: EU rushes to arrange crisis meeting with Iran over nuclear deal | World news | The Guardian
French President Francois Hollande arrived yesterday in Israel, where he was greeted with the red carpet treatment.
The obvious reason is France&rsquo;s hard-line stance on the Iranian nuclear issue.

Some did not even bother looking at her; others just sneered. Mottaki was abruptly fired ten days later, a sign
of probable dissensions within the regime. The last meeting, in Geneva in early December, ended with no
result other than agreeing to meet again in Istanbul in late January. Recent reports from Turkey indicate that
Iran President Ahmadinejad is talking about future rounds of negotiations in Brazil and Iran. Iran has learned
from North Korea that one can extend a negotiating process for years, while becoming a nuclear power at the
same time. Negotiations with Iran have been going for more than seven years. For the West, the benefit of
such negotiations has been limited essentially to ensuring that Russia and China support Security Council
sanctions. For Iran, the value has been to foster an image of openness to dialogue and willingness to
compromise, without ceding one inch. As the November report of the International Atomic Energy Agency
made clear, Iran now has more low-enriched uranium than is needed to build one bomb. Meanwhile, the Arak
heavy-water reactor is nearing completion: Between , it was legitimate to think that Iran could be persuaded to
abandon its military activities in return for nuclear energy cooperation and other benefits of reconciliation. But
things have changed. As time passes, the hypothetical price that Iran would pay for abandoning its military
option has gone up. In addition, the regime has radicalized. It could not survive reconciliation with the West.
While abandoning the diplomatic process would diminish the prospect of additional UN sanctions, the most
efficient sanctions have been those implemented unilaterally by the US, European Union, and like-minded
countries. If the process were officially terminated, Western countries would increase their pressure on Iran by
imposing additional unilateral sanctions and by making it clear that they would be ready to use any means to
prevent Iran from becoming a nuclear-armed country. There is historical evidence that Iran caves under
pressure. In , Khomeini accepted a ceasefire with Iraq after stating for years he would never do so. In Tehran
halted temporarily its military related activities because of international pressure. And in the past four years,
each time a UN resolution seemed ready for a vote, Iran signaled it wanted to negotiate. Of course, there
would still need to be an opening. There is no perfect solution to the Iranian nuclear problem.
8: Bruno Tertrais - Research Team - Fondation pour la recherche stratÃ©gique
you're reading Bruno Tertrais: Iran after the National Intelligence Estimate.

9: Crescent of crisis : U.S.-European strategy for the greater Middle East in SearchWorks catalog
Bruno Tertrais remained skeptical about the longer-term durability of the deal, if a deal can indeed be reached. He
focused on the nature of the Iranian regime itself as an inhibitor to the full implementation of a.
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