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IRAN'S NUCLEAR DEAL: RESPONSES
AND IMPLICATIONS

AMIR JAN U

Introduction
The nuclear programme of Iran has been the maisecaficonfrontation

between Iran and the West for the last three decddshran portrayed its nuclear
programme as only aiming to meet the energy defagien the country, and tried
to assure the international community that uranemichment would only be
used for peaceful purposes. On the other handbst generally and the US
specifically pressurized Iran to dismantle its eacl programme because they
believed that Iran’s enriched uranium could faltoirthe hands of non-state
entities to endanger world peace. The contradicteews of Iran and the West
over the nuclear issue of the former led them imtseries of confrontations,
allegations, and counter-allegations.

Getting nothing out of the confrontation, the UBafly engaged Iran in a
series of bilateral discussions. In March 2013, &8¢ bilateral discussions with
the administration of former Iranian president Mauah Ahmadinejad were held
in Oman. These talks were attended by Jake SulbwvahWilliam Joseph Burns
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from the US and Ali Asghar Khaji from IrdnWhen Hassan Rouhani was elected
as President of Iran in June 2013, the pace oftiagms accelerated. The reason
for this was that the newly appointed president maslerate, flexible, and more
willing to have negotiations with Western countr@ger the nuclear programme
of Iran as compared to his predecessor. In AugdsB 2Rouhani invited the West
to table-talks over the nuclear programme of lIRight after the invitation, US
President Barack Obama had a direct telephonic ezsation with President
Rouhani. It was considered a big breakthrough,esihevas the first high-level
contact between Iran and the US after 1979. Soder ahe telephonic
conversation, US Secretary of State John Kerry lgeldheeting with Iran’s
Foreign Minister Mohammad Javad Zarif. It paved wey for cooperation and
negotiations.

After a series of meetings and discussions, finafy24 November 2013,
an interim agreement was concluded which was afficinamed Joint Plan of
Action. The said agreement on Iran’s nuclear pnogna was signed by P5+1
(US, Britain, Russia, China and France + Germagyyppean Union, and Iran in
Geneva, Switzerland. The interim agreement bouaud o freeze a small portion
of its uranium enrichment for a short period, wiole the other hand, Western
countries agreed to reduce the number of sanctidmsh had been imposed on
Iran. Moreover, the International Atomic Energy Agg (IAEA) was assigned
the task to inspect nuclear sites of Iran and suliisireports at the earliest
possible. On 20 January 2014, IAEA issued a rejpovthich it stated that Iran
had been following the terms and conditions ofititerim agreement. The report
further stated that Iran had reduced its enrichneéniranium to 20 per cent,
started the reduction process, and stopped woth@Arak heavy water reactdr.

It should also be noted that under the terms amdliton of the interim
agreement, Iran accepted to end its medium-enriah&oium, eliminate its low-

enriched uranium by about 98 per cent from its lgibe, and decrease its



centrifuges to almost two-thirds for a period ofyiggars® It was also agreed that
for the coming 15 years, Iran would have uraniumcement up to 3.67 per cent.
Iran also accepted the condition that it would nonhstruct any heavy water
facilities for the same period. Iran agreed thatekisting uranium enrichment
materials would be confined to one facility wheriesFGeneration centrifuges
would be used for ten years with no other similanctional facilities’
Furthermore, the agreement gave IAEA access toslemtire nuclear plants and
authorized it to monitor and verify whether Iransa@mplying with the Interim
Agreement or not. It was also agreed by the sigrestdo the Interim Agreement
that if it is verified that Iran has completely cpied with it, the US and EU,
along with the United Nations Security Council (UBJSwould lift nuclear-
related sanctions against Iran.

Moreover, in order to formalize and regularize #ggeement for a longer
period of time, Iran and the West started negaimeti The series of negotiations,
which continued for 20 months, laid the foundatiohshe Joint Comprehensive
Plan of Action (JCPOAS.Before, the formal conclusion of JCPOA, Iran, P5+1
and EU concluded Iran’s Nuclear Deal Framework okp#l 2015 in Lausanne,
Switzerland. Actually, after the conclusion of li@muclear Deal Framework,
Iran agreed to restrict its nuclear programme dlodvathe international agencies
to access its nuclear sites and facilities on agésis. Therefore, flexibility on
the part of Iran and the West formally paved theywar concluding a
comprehensive agreement, known as the Joint Corapsele Plan of Action, in
Vienna on 14 July 2015The Nuclear Deal Framework of April 2015 was thus
the founding stone of JCPOA. Before the conclusibdCPOA, many observers
felt that the negotiations may not be successtfitltlie negotiators continued their
efforts and finally reached an agreem®ms the signatories were about to
conclude the deal, the US Secretary of State Jatmnykdirectly asked Foreign
Minister of Iran Mohammad Javad Zarif to make swikether he had the



authority to make a final deal or not. The latteswged Kerry that he had come to
negotiate with full authority.As a result, the huge breakthrough was announced
publicly that JCPOA has been finalized. The saidoamcement brought relief
not only at official level but also among public general® No doubt, the true
spirit of the agreement lies in the intention ainrand the West. But the Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT) and IAEA need to plagithpivotal roles for the true
protection of the agreement so that tensions betwbhe West and Iran de-
escalaté?!

The facts of JCPOA
No doubt the JCPOA forced Iran to compromise on ntsclear

programme, but it also relieved it of a host ofemational sanctions. The
agreement that Iran would decrease its existingdaviched uranium by about 98
per cent means that Iran would reduce its stoclgdilgaid uranium from 10,000
kg to 300 kg. The said reduction will be sustaifi@d15 years? Iran has also
been restricted to limit its uranium enrichmen8t67 per cent since it is believed
that the 3.67 per cent will be enough for the useiwlian nuclear power and
research® The 3.67 per cent could also be enough for dewetop of nuclear
weapons but Iran will not be allowed to use ittt purpose? The reduction of
Iran’s uranium enrichment is the greatest declméran’s nuclear energy ever.
But after 15 years, the West will remove all phgkitmits on enrichment of
uranium which includes the types and numbers dfrifeges. Iran will also enjoy
the enrichment facilitie¥’

Iran also accepted the condition in JCPOA thattlfar duration of ten
years, it would keep two-thirds of its centrifugasstorage. Among the existing
stockpile of 19,000 centrifuges (10,000 are openatl) Iran would only be able
to use 5,060 to enrich uranium only in Natanz PYittwas also agreed that for
the same period, Iran would use its IR-1 centrifugethe Natanz site. It should



be noted that IR-1 are the oldest and least effeatentrifuges of Iran. On the
other hand, Iran would not use its more modern MRe2ntrifuges according to
the agreemerit. Moreover, the centrifuges which are not operafiamauld be
kept and stored in Natanz under IAEA supervisiaan lwould be allowed,
however, to replace any failed centrifuges with tRe2M versions. Iran also
agreed under JCPOA that it would not constructreaw facilities for enrichment
of uranium for the next 15 yeaf$Further, Iran can only conduct research and
development activities on enrichment at Natanz tPlatbeit with certain
limitations, for eight year§’ Moreover, Iran with the collaboration of P5+1, lwil
construct the Arak heavy water reactor in accordamith the agreed conditions
of JCPOA for research and energy generation. Thas wactually aimed at
reducing the production of plutonium in order topsthe production of weapons-
grade plutonium. According to the terms and cooddi of JCPOA, the P5+1
assured Iran of full support for the constructidnAmak complex. It was also
agreed that Iran would send all the spent fuelidatthe country along with all
the excess heavy water when Iran’s need is sufficiand sell it in the
international market on reasonable prices. Furtbezmas per the JCPOA, Iran
cannot do research on or use the spent fuel withfiacilities for 15 years.

As per the JCPOA, the Fordow nuclear facility @nlris neither allowed
to enrich uranium nor conduct research on enrichroémranium for 15 years.
Iran is required to convert the Fordow facility ana nuclear physics and
technological centre. For the said period, Iran siistain the quantity of 1,044
IR-1 centrifuges in six cascades in one branch mdéw. Among these, two
cascades would be maintained without any uraniunmth wthe suitable
infrastructure modification for the purpose of puotion of radioisotopes which
would be used only in agriculture, medicine, scegrand industry. The remaining
four cascades will remain inactive since Iran woubd be allowed to use or keep

any sort of fissile materials in the Fordow fagifi?



In the JCPOA, it was decided that Iran will enfoaceAdditional Protocol
Agreement, which will be carried on unless Irandmees a party to NPT because
the Additional Protocol Agreement will be the syrhlmd continuation of the
monitoring and verification proce$5lt was also decided that an inspection team
will be formed to monitor and ensure whether Iras Hfully complied with its
obligations or not?

IAEA has been assigned the work of oversight anditoong of the
nuclear programme of Iran including its enrichmehturanium, uranium mills,
processing, and its sites and pléfitsAEA would be allowed access to the
nuclear facility of Natanz and Fordow on daily Isaalong with its surveillance
equipments. IAEA has been authorized to use diftesorts of technologies
including fibre-optic, which electronically sendagarmation to IAEA. The IAEA
would use infrared satellite technologies whichpha¢tect secret sites. It would
also use environmental sensors and detective teagjias that find minor signs of
nuclear elements, and tamper-resistant and radiagisistant camer&s.
Moreover, in order to collect information and détanomalies, IAEA has been
given the task to use computerized accounting progres> The inspectors’
team would be expanded from 50 to 150. They woeldosen from countries
with which Iran has diplomatic ti€8.

It is to be further noted that the inspectors cERAwould be allowed to
inspect any of Iran’s non-declared sites if theyehaven minor reservations over
it. The process of inspection would begin, howeweth the request of IAEA to
Iran for grant of permission to access and verifgaclared nuclear materials and
activities. Iran would be obliged to give permissifor inspection of any site
about which IAEA has concerS.If any disagreement would occur between
IAEA and Iran during the process of inspectionytiv®uld be required to resolve
it among themselves within 14 days, if it would munsolved; it would go to
the Joint Commission (a commission formed by thembers of JCPOA to



supervise and observe the implementation of JCPfoAYesolution within a
week. The majority of the commission will have fiveal decision, which Iran
will have to comply. In case of failure to complytlwn three days, the sanctions
will be re-imposed automatically on the basis affrack provisioi®

International response to the deal
As soon as the JCPOA was concluded, the interratioommunity

responded with different views. Most of the stapplauded the deal and termed
it a big breakthrough of modern age. On the othardh however, the Israel
government and the Republicans from the US terinad inescapable danger for

world peace. Some hardliners within Iran criticizbd deal too.

US stance

In an address, US President Barack Obama said theatdeal was
deliberated thoroughly and take into account egangle factor of Iran’s nuclear
programme with provisions of inspection for vewdfion of each item of its
nuclear site$? The US President further said that the deal waxloded on
verification rather than trusf. The president also said that he would veto any
Congressional bills that would be against the deal its implementation process
since the said deal met all national security nesdhe US and its allies. He
publicly criticized the people who were against deal>"

US Secretary of State John Kerry termed the desaicaessful agreement
and added that it was a great step to halt fugth@iferation of nuclear weapons.
He further said that the deal would, by any meatgp Iran from enriching
uranium secretly? John Kerry argued that the way the critics wartechalt
Iran’s nuclear programme was not possible becaasecive options were not a
solution®® Former US secretary of state Hillary Clinton labelthe deal as an
essential step in stopping Iran’s nuclear rdeermer chairperson of the US

Senate’s Committee on Veterans’ Affasnator Bernie Sanders said that the



deal was the triumph of diplomacy over any militagtion in Iran that would
throw the US into another never-ending war in thidd# East* House Minority
Leader Nancy Pelosi, who is a Democrat, called deal an important step
towards the non-proliferation of nuclear bombs. [Bupng the deal, she said that
it is a bold and positive work of President Obamiathe assurance of peace and
harmony in the world and stoppage of proliferatioh weapons of mass
destructiort®

Democrat Senator Harry Reid, currently serving a&nafe Minority
Leader, said in a statement on 14 July 2015 tletl#al was the result of many
years of struggle; therefore, Congress had to weitisincerely and with positive
attitude®® Appreciating the deal, he said that it would stogn from getting
nuclear bomb&’ Experts among Democrats not only consider it ant@ctop
Iran from acquiring nuclear weapons but also a s&tagshape the politics of the
Middle East. Therefore, they believe that it woblel foolish to let go of such a
great chancé®

On the other hand, the critics of the deal, esfigdize Republicans, term
the agreement hazardous, imperfect, and thoughtessor Republican Senator
Lindsey Graham said that the deal would make Itgesor to Israel. He further
said that the state of Israel would be at risk beeaf it*® Republican leader and
the Speaker of the House John Boehner called itery Wad deaf’ The
Republican Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnetbisgly condemned the
deal as having positive and best options for Irather than covering and
advancing the US national security godisChairperson of Senate Foreign
Relations Committee Bob Corker opposed the degingdhat the US along with

the West had given too much room to Iran for itslear programme.



Iran’s points of view

The President of Iran Hassan Rouhani called the aegreat step of
international cooperation with Iran. He said thainecessary confrontations
would lead the international community nowhere,iagdhat problems would be
resolved on the basis of mutual cooperation anthiootation®? Iranian Foreign
Minister Mohammad Javad Zarif issued a statemepingathat the deal had
brought a new hope for Iran, which it had to furtbaild on** He added that the
deal was in fact a defeat to the Zionist Regimésidel since the very agreement
had isolated Israel from its Western allfé©n 12 July 2015, Zarif met the leader
of Hezbollah Hassan Nasrallah and said that thd desated an important
opportunity for regional cooperation to end extremiand terrorism created by
Israel®

Moreover, public in Iran believes that the dea sign of peace as well as

a great achievement of Iran. People of Iran evek to streets to celebrate the
day of the announcement of the d®aDn 16 July 2015, the Supreme Leader of
Iran Ayatollah Ali Khamenei applauded the negotisteaying that it was a big
achievement for them that they converted the natiotis into a permanent
deal?” He further said to the US that Iran would not gmits policies towards
the arrogant regime of the USHe termed the deal a great sign of success and
said that he could not oppose or reject the agreemethe Supreme National
Security Council or the parliamefit.He accepted and welcomed the deal and
strongly praised the struggle of RouhzhiThe Islamic Republic News Agency
(IRNA) published a report that Iran’s nuclear pegme was accepted by the
world powers, and that becoming nuclear was thétrigf Iran within the
international norms! It further reported that there would not be anyt sif
pressure over Iran with respect to its nuclear gogne after the deal.

On the other hand, some hardliners of Iran opptsedeal and called it a

victory of the West over Iran. They criticized Rdesmit Rouhani as much as
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President Obama was denounced by the Republicaghe dS. Alireza Zakani, a
conservative lawmaker, said that it was too eady the people of Iran to
celebrate the deal since it would send negativeasigo the West

Views of Israel

The JCPOA was strongly condemned and criticizedhey officials of
Israel. Israel’'s Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyatongly rejected the deal and
termed it a threat to Israel’'s security. He furtb&borated that Israel would not
accept the deal by any means, calling it a big akistof the West: Israel’s
Deputy Foreign Minister Tzipi Hotovely said thatethdeal was a historic
surrender of the West and Israel would not leettrgtified in the US Congress by
any means. Another leader of Bayit Yehudi Partiscdel, Naftali Bennett clearly
opposed the agreement by saying that it would ntl&eperiod dangerous and
hazardous?

Zionist Union leader Isaac Herzog staunchly condairthe deal and said
that it would make Iran’s position stronger in Meldle East and would allow it
to acquire nuclear weaporsMany experts and politicians from Israel believe
that it is a failure of the government of Netanyamd its weak diplomacy with
the West. They call it the failure of Prime Ministef Israel in safeguarding
Israeli interests in the region. The oppositionderaof Yisrael Beiteinu Party
Avigdor Lieberman, condemned the agreement and teatdthe it would boost
Iran’s position in the Middle East

On the other hand, some officials appreciated && dnd said that it was
the best option for the security of Israel. Ami Aom@ ex-leader of Israel’s
internal security service Shin Bet, said that tealds the right choice for Israel
and its security. He further said that the deal Haslen Iran back from the
nuclear path since it was so close to getting deandomb’’ Former Director

General of Israel’s intelligence agency Mossad iEfridalevy (1998 -2002)said
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that the JCPOA included certain components whictewery much essential for
the security of Israel and that an end to the deaild make Iran free to do what
it wished>®
Stance of the Gulf states

The Gulf states including Kuwait, Oman, Qatar, @alidi Arabia also
appreciated the deal and called it a big breakttroderming the deal a great
success, they congratulated the nations who were ghaJCPOA. The Arab
community believes that the deal would bring stgbilo the regiorr® Oman
actually played an important role for the initiatiof negotiations between Iran
and P5+1 since Oman has friendly relations witthHoan and the US> Oman
had been trying to bring Iran and the West to thgotiating table, and had even
offered to launch backdoor channels between Irah the US for successful
negotiations over Iran’s nuclear programme in 20B9entually Oman was
successful in arranging the first secret talks eetwthe US and Iranian diplomats
in Muscat in July 2012* Qatar and Saudi Arabia welcomed the deal andctille
the best option for regional peace and stabilitye Government of Saudi Arabia
believes that the deal is the only option whichvprégs Iran from becoming
nuclear and also gives a mechanism through whicthalnuclear sites of Iran
will be inspected, verified, and checked clearhheTdeal is also welcomed
because it has clauses that would re-impose tleasetl sanctions if Iran was
found guilty of violation of any article of the dé4 The Secretary-General of the
Arab League Nabil Elaraby called the deal a greatess and said that JCPOA
would result in peace and harmony in the regionemsiire stability in the Middle
East®® On 2 August 2015, the Gulf Cooperation Council @Cpublicly
supported the deal in Doha, Qatar, stating thawauld bring peace to the

region®*



12

Stance of Pakistan

Pakistan strongly welcomed the deal and said thatould promote
confidence building measures and create peace andohy in the regiof?
Former president of Pakistan Asif Ali Zardari désed the agreement as great
diplomacy and a triumph of table-talks over confadion, hostility, and gunboat
diplomacy. He was of the view that negotiation whs only solution to the

problem®®

Experts’ views

Experts have criticized as well as appreciatedddsd. Experts related to
arms control believe that it is a positive stetigh which peace will be ensured
and Iran will be stopped from becoming a nucleatestThey further argue that
the deal will slow down the pace of Iran’s nuclpasgramme. But other analysts
and experts who have a soft corner for Israel desdr as a dangerous step that
invites Iran in the pace of arms race. They aréhefopinion that the deal is an
actual recognition of Iran’s nuclear status.

The Director of the East Asia Non-Proliferation ghaamme at Monterey
Institute of International Studies Jeffrey Lewisstalled the deal a positive step
in the right direction. He further said that thedi deal would slow down the
nuclear programme of Iran and compel it to go tgtowuerification, monitoring
measures, and a cooperation process with the IXB&tually, the deal does not
change the US-Iran relations but brings them onpmiet over the nuclear issue
of Iran.

Senior fellows at the Centre for American Progréssyrence Korb and
Katherine Blakeley, maintain that the deal is teetloptior’® They have called it
an excellent step for the US specifically and th&emational community in
general. They further wrote that it prevented Ifesm continuing its nuclear

programme since it closed the ways and paths ofthat could be used to build
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up enough nuclear material to make a nuclear weafiway appreciated the terms
of the deal that compelled Iran to be the subjédiféerent IAEA verifications.

Another senior research physicist and professothef Programme on
Science and Global Security at the Princeton UsityeFrank Von Hippel called
the deal a milestone in the political structurettod world. He said that for the
sake of sanctions relief, Iran had stepped bact frclear enrichmeft. He
further maintained that the nuclear programme ainIneeded to be taken
seriously even after ten years because the nuakearrace in the Middle East
could escalate to the dangerous phases of nuaéariz

Former CIA analyst Fred Fleitz's statement, analgzihe provisions of
the agreement, said that the deal had given todvrtautran. He argued that Iran
would easily meet the terms and conditions of thal énd would later develop
advanced centrifuges to easily get back on theean¢tack’°

Siegfried S. Hecker of the Centre for Internatioraécurity and
Cooperation at Stanford University described thaeament as the best
alternative. He argued that Iran had agreed on naaegs to restrict its nuclear
programmé’ He appreciated the deal saying that the internaticommunity
would collectively respond in case of violationtbé agreement on Iran’s part.

Zia Mian of the Programme on Science and Globalfgcat Princeton
University said that the deal provided three esakl@ssons which would ensure
peace and harmony in the world: First, it openedway for successful nuclear
diplomacy which was necessary to create a commaungrfor negotiations and
table-talks. Second, JCPOA has been concludedtdesdot of criticism from
within the US, Israel, Gulf States, and Iran. Cadolg a successful deal in a
tense situation amid internal criticism is a poéti milestone in world politics.
Third, nuclear disarmament problems cannot be deilft by one state alone.

Therefore, it is a process that requires involvenoéxlifferent powers’?
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Approval of the draft of JCPOA by the UNSC

On 15 July 2015, the US Ambassador to the UN Samaamtower
forwarded the draft consisting of 14 pages to tingeddl Nations Security Council
(UNSC) for approval? It was finally approved unanimously in a 15-0 vbtethe
Council on 20 July 2015 under the UNSC Resolutia@1Z* The resolution was
supposed to take 90 days for implementation to give to US Congress for
consideration and deliberation under the Iran’s|BarcAgreement Review Act of
2015. Moreover, the resolution also created a nmeshmfor lifting the seven
sanctions, which had been imposed by UN3Gowever, ballistic missile
technology ban and the arms embargo of UNSC waetigi their own places.
Moreover, the said resolution of the UNSC would éhaothing to do with the
sanctions separately imposed by the US and Eurdgeaim. The hardest part of
the resolution for Iran was that it codified thenie of snapback mechanism of the
deal by virtue of which all lifted sanctions wouté re-imposed automatically if
Iran would be found guilty of violating the agreemh®

When the voting process was over, Samantha Powviertite Security
Council that sanctions will be lifted on Iran aftewvould meet all its obligations.
In addition to this, she asked Iran to free all @mdrrest Americans who were
imprisoned in Iran, such as: Amir Hekmati, Saeeedibi, and Jason Rezaiéh.
On the day of the approval of resolution by UNS& European Union held a
meeting of Foreign Affairs Council in Brussels waéney sanctioned the JCPOA
following which the EU member states started Igtithe sanctions on Iran.
However, the sanctions of EU with respect to fodind the export of ballistic
missiles technology, and the sanctions relatedtsa of human rights were not
lifted forthwith.”®
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Public debate in Iran and the US

People in general have different views regardirgy I8POA. There are
two schools of thought. The ones who are anti-lbaheve that Iran has been
recognized as a nuclear power; and that the cudealt has encouraged Iran to
slowly progress further. They consider Iran aslibaeficiary of the deal. They
believe that the deal did not end the nuclear dre&rnan but gave it a green
signal to continue further with a ten or fifteeray® pause. The deal was strongly
condemned in Israel where anti-Iran people todthéostreets. Israeli propaganda
continued through media in order to pressurizeWrest and the US to impose
harder strings so that Iran’s nuclear programméedcbe dismantled permanently.
The American Israel Public Affairs Committee condgBd an informal body
called Citizens for a Nuclear Free Iran. The bodgtimued propaganda through
advertisements against the deal in order to crpat#lic agitation”® Another
group, United Against Nuclear Iran (UANI) severalgndemned the deal and
called it completely foolish to allow Iran in thealear club®®

On the other hand, a huge number of people appeedbe deal and some
even labelled it as the biggest diplomatic breakigh ever. This school of
thought believes that the agreement ensures pedbe region and ends hostility
between Iran and the West to a large extent. The decording to its supporters,
not only ends the political crisis between Iran #mel West but also discourages
the nuclear proliferation programme of Iran. Theyther argue that it brought
Iran under strict terms and conditions to obeyrtiles and regulations of IAEA
and NPT. The National Iranian American Council (lAtermed the deal a great
success of negotiators. NIAC said that the negoBabf the deal successfully
concluded the agreement which apparently halted’drauclear programme.
They suggested to Congress to further strengtheedehl since it had come to the
final stage with a lot of hard work. The NIAC, witthe help of different

advertisements in media, tried to win public supfofavour of the ded!" It also
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forwarded a suggestion to the Congress that inrdodstop the war permanently
between Iran and the West, the deal ought to béemmgnted in good faith and

with honest intention. A great number of former d@bassadors consider the
deal a great success. They believe that if the idaaiplemented in true spirit, it

would stop Iran from the proliferation of nuclearapons, bring peace and
stability to the Middle East, secure the securitgiests of the US in the region,
and check the arms race in the wéfld good number of scientists from the US
issued a statement on 8 August 2015 in which th@yg@tulated President
Obama on his great, inventive, rigorous, and Weshted deal with Iran which

not only ended a nuclear arms race in the Middlst,Haut also protected US
interest®

Even the military cadre of the US is divided ove tleal. A good number
of retired military officers staunchly endorsed thgreement and forwarded a
letter titled ‘“The Iran Deal Benefits US Nationacairity’ on 11 August 2015 in
which they said that the deal was truly aimed #iritgathe nuclear programme of
Iran. They further said that it would be a diplomaipportunity for Iran to stop
its nuclear path; otherwise it would be justifient the US to use the military
options against it after its failure in complyingtfwthe agreemerf. On the other
hand, a group of retired military officers showadpieasure with the deal and
said that it did not completely halt Iran’s nuclgaogramme, and rather gave it a
recognized way to obtain nuclear weap®hs.

The deal has also been under discussion in Iramendhenajority of people
supported it and said that it had opened the waylrn to trade with the
international community. They are of the view ttted economy of Iran would get
a boost when the sanctions are released; theréfmreleal is essential for saving
it from isolation in world politics. There was alastrong domestic condemnation
of the deal, but Iran’s President Hassan Rouhaidi paleaf ear to the criticism
and continued to do what he considered the besti§ocountry?® He further said
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to the hardliners that Iran had no option; it hadchoose either to get out of
economic crises or continue nuclear confrontatiath the West which was never
going to end. He said that oil export and accesshéointernational banking
system were blocked and Iran had been isolatedntdvpolitics. Most people in
Iran believe that in this modern era, Iran canrftdrd to engage in a fruitless
confrontation with the West. Therefore, they ththlat the ones who oppose the
deal would fall in the category of extremi&fsMost human rights activists and
intellectuals in Iran appreciated the deal and shat it would decrease the
political and economic gap between Iran and the tWasl would create

conducive relations between them.

Implementation of JCPOA
The successful conclusion of JCPOA between P5+1liandmade many

believe that almost the entire international comitywvas on a single page with
respect to peace, nuclear proliferation, and aaue.rTherefore, the international
community applauded the efforts of the US and hdpatlit would show sincere
efforts for the true implementation of JCPOA. Id@r to ensure the proper and
timely implementation of the deal, the Obama adstiation brought JCPOA to
US Congress on 19 July 2015 to get it apprdiiethe deal was reviewed and
discussed in the US Congress under the terms amditioms of Iran Nuclear
Agreement Review Act of 2015 which had been coredudn 22 May 2018’
After the submission of JCPOA, the US Congress 6@adlays for the review
during which it could approve or disapprove®itKeeping in view the
Republicans’ majority vote against the approvathef deal, President Obama said
that he would veto any such disapproVaBut the US president could maintain
his veto power if he had the support of 34 votethenSenate and 146 votes in the

House of Representativés.
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During the period of review, hot debates over teal @pened up, not only
in Congress but also among US public. The Republieaders tried their best to
get the deal rejected as they believed that it dvanfficially recognize Iran’s
nuclear programme. They further viewed the deall-péanned, not covering all
aspects of cutting off Iran’s nuclear ambitionsefi@iore, they wanted the Obama
administration to avoid lifting of the sanctionsn @he other hand, the deal also
had a good number of supporters in the US Congnessting problems for its
approval or rejection from both the houses. There\period, which ended on 11
September 2015, was marked by a failure of theludsn with a vote of 269
nays (25 Democrats and 244 from Republicans), arg 162 ayes, which all
came from Democrats.

On the other hand, Iranian government also facedlasi resistance in
getting the JCPOA approved in the parliament wheee hardliners strongly
criticized it. They argued that the deal put theeseignty of Iran at risR* The
president of Iran, however, staunchly supporteasithe need of the time for the
recovery of Iran’s economy, and called for an in&&icompromise on it to reach a
final settlement with the We&t.Nobody could doubt the sincere efforts of Iran
when it even prohibited all media men, officialadahe analysts from criticizing
the JCPOA? Through the efforts of the Iranian government, plagliament of
Iran eventually approved the deal on 13 October52@Espite strong pressure
from the hardliners, by a vote of 161 in favour &%l in opposition, with 13
parliamentarians being abséht.

To save the sincere efforts and commitments of &ad the EU from
going to waste, the Foreign Minister of Iran Javatif along with the High
Representative of the European Union for Foreigfaifd and Security Policy
Federica Mogherini, jointly declared the “Adoptidday” of the deal on 18
October 20152 On the same day, it was expressed by all partias XCPOA

would soon be implemented.
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The long wait came to an end on 16 January 2016 wihespite strong
opposition from the Republicans in the US and therdimers of Iran,
implementation of the JCPOA was finally announcgdZharif and Mogherini in
Vienna after the satisfactory report from IABAMoreover, the report of IAEA
confirmed Iran’s compliance with all the terms azwhditions of JCPOA. Soon
after the announcement of the Implementation Diag,HU, the US, and the UN
lifted the nuclear-related sanctions against Iran.

Although the implementation of JCPOA was warmly ceehed by the
officials of Iran and the peace-loving nationsiu# tvorld, on 17 January 2016 the
US imposed some new sanctions on the companiesanfdn the pretext of
Iranian involvement in testing of ballistic missif&° It has to be noted that these
new sanctions were imposed only a day after the W$, and EU lifted all
sanctions related to the nuclear programme of [fdus demonstrates the non-

seriousness of the US in getting the issue resqgieadefully.

Positive impacts of JCPOA for Iran
Economic impacts

The deal not only ends the political tensions betwkan and the West,
but also allows the former to take part in inteioadl trade in the world market.
Iran, which holds 10 per cent of the world’s oildat8 per cent of its natural gas
reserves, would be very much beneficial for thenmational community to trade
with.*** The deal allows Iran to export its oil to Européich benefits both the
West and Irart®® Foreign investors would invest in technologies amtlistries in
Iran for the refinery process of oil and naturas.gslultinational companies and
foreign firms would be allowed to invest in Iramae Iran has a great energy
market. The details of sanctions relief are a®wdi:

. The UN or EU will not impose new nuclear-relatethctgns on

[ran.
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. When IAEA publishes the satisfactory verificatioaport with
respect to compliance with the nuclear-related oressby Iran,
the UN will terminate all its sanctions, the EU Mi@rminate some
sanctions and other will be suspended, and the USstop the
application of its nuclear-related sanctions agdias ! This was
achieved with the implementation of JCPOA in Japu2016 as
per the earlier expectatioh¥. Iran’s foreign assets worth around
US$100 billion frozen in foreign banks were alsdeased
following the announcement of implementation of @28*%°

. The sanctions imposed on Iran in relation to kadlisnissile
technologies will continue for eight years. On titeer hand, the
sanctions which are enforced on conventional wessales to
Iran may continue for five yeat&

. EU would lift a good number of sanctions againsanian
companies and institutions, including Revolution&@yards after
eight years into the agreeméfit.

Through the said agreement, the US will not li&t #anctions connected to
human rights abuses, missiles, and terrorism supfiorhe sanctions of the US
are stricter as compared to the sanctions of thé°EBurthermore, it was agreed
in the deal that if Iran was found violating theegment, the sanctions can be re-
imposed by any of the P5+1°

Basically JCPOA aims to settle Iran’s nuclear-edaissues with the
Western countries through the following process:

If any member believes that the other party of JEROnot complying
with the terms of the agreement, the complainingypaay take the issue to the
Joint Commissiof'* If the complaint has been carried to the Joint @ission
by any opposing members of Iran, and is not resbimeaccordance with the

satisfaction and wishes of complaining member witBb-days, the concerned
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member may term the issue unresolved and will giggerform its commitments
under JCPOA by notifying the UNSC that JCPOA is affective. Within 30
days, UNSC will pass a resolution for the purpokkfting more sanctions®? If
the UNSC fails to adopt the resolution within tladsperiod, all nuclear-related
sanctions of the pre-JCPOA will be automaticaliymg@osed. On the other hand,
Iran clearly stated that in such cases, Iran wdpsto comply with the nuclear
deal'® The aforementioned rule simply means that anyadrike five permanent
members can veto the sanction relief but no perntapewer will deny the re-
imposition of sanctions.

The Executive Director of the Foundation for Defertd Democracies
(FDD) in Washington Mark Dubowitz opposed Iran’ews that on such grounds
Iran would stop to follow the terms of deal as,tlo@ other hand, the US would be
unwilling to enforce a “snapback” for minor violatis. If the violation on the part
of Iran would be serious, the issue would be tatkethe UNSC; otherwise for

minor violation, no sanctions would be re-impo&¥d.

Political impacts

In the 1950s, the US established cordial relatioitis Iran. After the 1958
revolution of Iraq, which was anti-Western, the @iled Iran militarily by
strengthening its defensive potentialities. WheddC&/ar entered the Middle
East, Iran’s importance was further boosted inUlsepoint of view. As a result,
the US continued to sell weapons to Iran for it$edee. In the 1960s, US
developed cordial political relations with Iran fine sake of its dominance in the
Persian Gulf.

During the reign of Shah Mohammad Reza Pahlavi 1aB879), US-Iran
relations were further strengthened. US had inteére¢ran because it shared a
long border with the USSR and was also the mostimm power in the Persian
Gulf through which US could strengthen its foreigolicy in the Middle East.
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Shah Mohammad Reza Pahlavi received diplomatic atpmnd financial aid
from the US during the Cold War. US forces wergiated in different cities of
Iran; in return Iran was guaranteed every kindeaiusity.

In 1963, Pahlavi even tried to Americanize all @&nl through the White
Revolution. It included the grant of right of voteswomen, growth of industries,
development and enhancement of health facilitisgding of schools, expansion
of transportation, land reforms, and constructibroads, railways and airports. It
was carried out with the help and friendly cooperabf the US.

The friendly relations experienced a massive s&tbaben Islamic
Revolution took place in Iran in 1979. The convegginterests of the US and
Iran converted into diverging interests. Their fidéy relations turned into bitter
relations. The mistrust, misconception, and corthbon between both states took
a serious turn which Iran had to pay the price faan was politically and
economically isolated and socially cut off. Iransifarced to dismantle its nuclear
programme which it insisted to be for peaceful psg After a confrontation of
three decades over the nuclear issue of Iran lyil@n and the West concluded
JCPOA which politically relieved Iran. After the caessful conclusion of the
deal, Iran would enjoy friendly relations not onyth the US but also with the
European states. Britain re-opened its embasswaimwhich was shut down when
Iranian mobs attacked it in 201, British-Iranian relations have considerably
improved after the arrival of Hassan Rouhani asideat of Iran. The deal further
boosted the diplomatic relations where both coaathave developed mutual trust

to resolve their problems peacefully.

Positive impacts of the deal for
Middle East and South Asia

Nuclear confrontation between the US and Iran all®es serious

implications for the political and economic strues of the Middle East and
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South Asia. Moreover, in case of a future confrobatabetween Iran and the US,
the latter would want to station its forces eitiethe Middle East or in South
Asia to try to dismantle or seize the nuclear mal®rof Iran. Any kind of
resistance from Iran might cause disturbance fergaid regions. The nuclear
confrontation between Iran and the US would pogsipread in the entire region
of Middle East and South Asia.

Keeping the direct consequences of a nuclear cotaftion between Iran
and the US in mind, the neutral states of the tegions want a permanent
solution to the problem. Therefore, the deal is likst option for the region. A
majority of states of the region warmly welcomed tteal and drew the attention
of the signatories towards its sincere and quicBl@mentation. Positive impacts
for the Middle East are as follows:

. The JCPOA would put to an end the series of aliegatand

counter-allegations between Iran and the West;

. The deal would help in weakening the arm race andear

proliferation in the region;

. Middle East, which is an oil-rich region, will eyjarade with

international community without any disturbance;

. International firms and companies will be allowednvest, which

ultimately benefits the region;

. Peace will be ensured.

If Iran had been allowed to acquire nuclear weapdtime balance
of power in the region would have been disturbed @her smaller states would
have got encouraged to initiate their own nucleasgmmmes. Thus, the
possibility of nuclear bombs transferring to thendis of extremists and terrorists

would have exacerbated.
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Conclusion
The JCPOA has been welcomed by the peace-lovingnsadf the world

since it brought the West and Iran to an agreermerteaceful resolution of the
dispute over the nuclear programme of Iran. Moreolvan has resolved to limit
its nuclear programme for the period of ten yearsthe sake of its economy
because it was burdened by sanctions. The connla$iouclear deal between the
P5+1 and Iran would pave the way for peace andilisgain the region.
Therefore, the neighbouring states of Iran, inglgdiPakistan, have strongly
welcomed the deal and asked the signatories femtere implementation.

However, another substantial pressure group of rexgend politicians
within Israel and the US strongly condemned thel,deaying that it would
officially recognize the nuclear programme of Irdiney believe that Iran would
easily meet the terms of the deal and would sogister itself in the nuclear club
which would ultimately disturb the balance of powethe Middle East.

Although the deal was implemented in January 20ffém the
oppositions’ vote and resistance in US Congressnsigéhe deal, there is a
growing apprehension that implementation of thd deght face resistance in the
US. But one has to realize that the ultimate sotutf any issue would take place
at the negotiating table. Therefore, the Repubsiaaed to cooperate with the US
president for approval of the deal. There is noydenthat fact that the deal
would not only end the hostile relations of US adrah but would also ease the
tension of the region. Therefore, the peace-loviagions have to play their role
for successful implementation of the deal from bsittes.
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