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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).
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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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