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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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