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ABSTRACT

This research aims to introduce exhaustive analysis of the diplomatic process between the Great
Powers (the United States, Great Britain, France, China, the Russian Federation and Germany —
referred to as the P5 + 1 group) and the Islamic Republic of Iran, process that led to the signing of
the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA), on July 14, 2015, an agreement that limits Iran's
nuclear activity, by imposing the strictest international control regime carried out by the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). The actors involved in JCPOA welcomed this
historic treaty, which was meant control Iran’s nuclear operations and to make sure that it would be
solely for civilian purpose, and it was also the corner stone for a fundamental change regarding this
issue. The Great Powers have unanimously agreed when signing the JCPOA “that full
implementation of this Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action will positively contribute to regional
and international peace and security”. The research is structured in five sections and includes a set
of annexes, an index of terms and some tables and figures representative of the negotiation process.
The analyzed period extends between 2003 and 2015 — time limits that represent the first nuclear
diplomatic initiative, respectively the year of signing the JCPOA.

Keywords: Great Powers, Iran, Nuclear Diplomacy, JCPOA, Grand Bargain, Nuclear Non-
Proliferation, International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), NPT, International Relations.

SECTION I

The historic “agreement known as the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA)”!
signed in 2015 between P5+1 (United States, France, United Kingdom, China, Russia plus
Germany) and Islamic Republic was meant to stop the Iranian path toward the nuclear bomb. At the
time of the writing this research the US has withdrew unilaterally from the nuclear accord, during
Donald Trump administration, in May, 2018, and Iran gradually began to violate the provisions of
the JCPOA, increasing the stockpile of its fissile materials and enriching uranium up to 60%. The
current US administration, led by new President Joe Biden, is working hard to return to compliance
and to revive the Iranian nuclear deal. The nuclear deal with Iran is not just a tool meant to curb the
Islamic Republic’s path toward the nuclear capability, but also might become a corner stone for a
global prospect of international non-proliferation and can complete the puzzle of nuclear debates, as

long as it is “the strongest non-proliferation agreement ever negotiated”?. The decade spent at the

Ik (2015), “The Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) at a Glance”, Arms Control Association.
https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/JCPOA-at-a-glance. [May 9, 2018].

2 The White House (2015), “Remarks of the President on the Iran Nuclear Iran”, August 5.
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2015/08/05/remarks-President-iran-nuclear-deal. [October 5,




negotiations table it is a proof of resilience and will, as well as the best example of diplomatic good
practice and multilateralism.

This research is an exhaustive examination of the negotiations regarding Iranian
controversial nuclear activities and it seeks to provide a detailed knowledge of this protracted
process. A significant breakthrough was achieved in Geneva in November 2013, after several years
of inconclusive rounds of negotiations — in Vienna, Geneva, Istanbul, Baghdad, Moscow and
Almaty — between Islamic Republic of Iran and the P5+1 countries. One of the most important
questions related to these negotiations relates to the link among Iran’s nuclear activities and its
foreign policy, respectively its national security. Since the signing of the JCPOA, Iran’s policy
makers have increasingly given the public impression that nuclear deal is a segment of a wider
foreign policy rethinking, aimed at ending Iran’s international isolationism. UNSC sanctions have
had a profound negative consequence on Iran’s infrastructure and domestic economy, especially
during Mahmoud Ahmadinejad’s presidency, when the former Iranian president took a hostile
stance on the West. His posture not only that endangered the regional and international stability, but
also created a negative perception within the Iranian society hence in 2013, a conservative
candidate with a more pragmatic approach has won the presidential race. Hassan Rouhani’s victory
represented a cornerstone that shifted Tehran’s nuclear diplomacy in favor of a new flexible and
pragmatic approach that was comparatively more amenable to strike a deal at the negotiations table.
The early signs of such a development emerged during the 2013 Presidential debate, between Saeed
Jalili, Hassan Rouhani and Ali Akbar Velayati. Both, Rouhani and Velayati, accused the former for
failing to cause a breakthrough in the ongoing (at that time) nuclear negotiations, from his position
of ITran’s chief nuclear negotiator. Promising to bring “good nuclear news™ during his first one
hundred days of his presidency, the than-candidate Rouhani openly critiqued the Mahmoud
Ahmadinejad-led nuclear policy, as being basically and economic disaster caused by the
comprehensive international sanctions. Rouhani appointed Javad Zarif as Foreign Minister and
transferred toward him the “nuclear file from the Supreme National Security Council™.

The purpose of this research is to present and create a perspective on how the Iranian
nuclear program emerged as an international issue, what actions has been taken to solved it and on
nuclear agreement advantages. This thesis is designed to review the antecedents, to analyze the

JCPOA and to assess the international community’s position and the Great Powers’ diplomatic

2017]; M. Fitzpatrick (2017), “Assessing the JCPOA”, Adelphi Series, Vol. 57, Issue: 466-467, pp. 19-60.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/19445571.2017.1555914. [October 12, 2017].

3 N. Entessar, K. L. Afrasiabi (2018), Iran Nuclear Accord and the Remaking of the Middle East, Lanham, Maryland:
Rowman & Littlefield, p. 5.

4 A. B. Torbat (2020), Politics of Oil and Nuclear Technology in Iran, Cham: Palgrave Macmillan, p. 21.




efforts and to analyze the outcomes. The applied methodology is mostly analytical, but the
empirical research and few interviews with scholars and diplomats, who either studied the field of
nuclear negotiations or were directly involved in the process, are meant to complete and enhance
the quality of this research. However, when analyzing a particular phenomenon, or more, with an
event whose consequences and outcomes are still unfolding and subject of debates, one is facing the
lack of necessary resources to find adequate answers for all the questions. About Iran’s nuclear deal
plenty of article have been created, numerous academic papers, as well as few dozens of books. The
shortcomings of this writing are due to the semi-public access to the behind door of nuclear
negotiations. It certainly cannot be claim privileged knowledge to such confidential information;
therefore the picture that emerged with regard to the negotiations process between Iran and the
Great Powers is an incomplete one, with some pieces of puzzle still missing from the public eye.
Still, in spite of such scarcity of information, dictated by the tightly guarded process, it is possible to
rely on the vast pool of available ones, open sources intelligence, and also on the openess of some
people to discuss such a sensitive matter. All of those resources will be put together in order to
create a narrative that objectively aims to present the nuclear diplomacy of the Great Powers toward
Iran.

The research interest is not coincidental. Islamic Republic of Iran and its nuclear ambitions
kept the front page of the Great Powers’ agenda during the last couple of decades. The nuclear issue
portrayed Iran into a state with hegemonic intentions, perceived in apocalyptic terms, placing
Tehran on the so call “axis of evil.”® The institutional dualism, mix of religion and politics together
with he Shiite revolutionary ideology, created the perspective of an aggressive state that can be
contained only thru hard power means, like military intervention in spite the fact that Tehran’s
action during almost the last four decades indicates a rational actor, looking for defensive ways to
preserve its national interests. Iran's nuclear quest was the last resort of a regime that led the country
thru a eight years war with the neighboring Iraq, and then appealed to any mean to put Iran on the
international stage. Hence, JCPOA it is a consequence of a constructivist change within the Iranian
government that overcome the reputation of a rogue state in the international system and
demonstrated that it can be treated as a rational actor. The will and interest to study in depth the
whole process behind the signing of the JCPOA grew rapidly and soon became a doctoral project.

Nuclear negotiations and nuclear agreement’s main features are embedded in this research, with an

5 G. Bush (2005), “2005 State of the Union Address”, The Washington Post, February 2.
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/politics/transcripts/bushtext. [September 19, 2019].




enhanced interest toward the behavior and motifs that prompted the P5+1 group not to abandon this
complicated project.

The research topic is definitely timely, given the fluid nature of the actual International
Relations development and the changes into Western administrations. The JCPOA has been an issue
at the beginning of the 21 century, and continues to be so nowadays. Moreover, the 2016 shift of
administration at the White House brought the US withdrawal from Iranian nuclear agreement,
gesture that caused a real international dispute. President Donald Trump’s decision triggered
anxiety and even some concerns not only on the part of Iran, but also European Union (EU), China,
and even Japan. Once President Trump has decided to withdraw US from JCPOA on May 8, 20185,
the other signatories of the deal met with Iranian officials pledging to work together in
implementing agreement’s provisions ’ and President Hassan Rouhani had expressed his
government will to keep JCPOA in place. However, the US administration, without citing “any
evidence of Iranian noncompliance™ further announced the sanctions suspended in 2015 and 2016
it will be reinstated.” Given all these circumstances, the JCPOA topic looks like it will fill up the
international agenda for the coming years. Though E3 / EU share mutual concerns with US
regarding Iranian nuclear activities, their approach was consistently different of Trump
administration, advocating for multilateralism and diplomacy. But they take a strikingly different
approach from the Trump administration to dealing with Iran. The consequences of US withdrawal
and aggressive rhetoric toward Iran have the potential to shatter the international non-proliferation
architecture and to induce further stability in the Middle East. Also, it can cut off future diplomatic
path with Iranian government for other regional issues, such as Syria, Afghanistan or Yemen. The
debate over the JCPOA tends to grow as the new waves of the US sanctions enter into force. From
all the ongoing international issues, the Iranian file seems to keep its top position within the Great
Powers agenda. Whether or not is considered to be saved, the JCPOA became a reason for debate
not only between the EU and the US, but also has attracted other actors, regionals or not, into this
debate. Those advocating against the JCPOA might argue that this would be conceding too much to
a regime that fails to fulfill its obligations, yet, it is a small price to pay for a chance which might

lead to a deterioration of relations beyond the point of no return. The main objective of JCPOA was

¢ K. Katzman, P. K. Kerr, V. Heitshusen (2018), “U.S. Decision to Cease Implementing the Iran Nuclear Agreement”,
Congressional Research Service, May 9, p. 1. https://fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/R44942.pdf. [May 10, 2018].

7 Ibid.

8 #k% (2015), “The Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) at a Glance”, Arms Control Association.
https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/JCPOA-at-a-glance. [May 9, 2018].

9 K. Katzman, P. K. Kerr, V. Heitshusen (2018), “U.S. Decision to Cease Implementing the Iran Nuclear Agreement”,
Congressional Research Service, May 9, p. 6. https://fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/R44942.pdf. [May 10, 2018].




“limited to only nuclear issues”!?

and starting from this other topics was to be addressed in the

foreseeable future. If nuclear agreement becomes ineffective, the Europeans — and as well the US —

would be left with no options other than confrontation.

Regarding the research hypothesis, it is based on the following premise: if it had not been a
common ground of interest for the actors involved, the agreement would not have been signed, and
without understanding the specific mechanisms of negotiations, for both, Tehran and Western
governments, then neither the long-term strategies of Iran and P5+1 states can not be anticipated.

Any hypothesis can be confirmed or invalidated, so to clarify the validity of this approach I
have resorted to:

e A comparison of offensive and defensive realism for a better understanding of Iran’s quest
toward acquiring nuclear capabilities;

e C(ritical discourse analyzes in order to demonstrate whether it influenced the foreign policy
decisions of all parties involved in the process of nuclear negotiations. The CDA relies
mostly on Teun van Dijk (1995) model because “critical discourse analysts take an explicit
position and thus want to understand, expose, and ultimately challenge social inequality”!!.

Moreover, Van Dijk argues that his model “is able to explain how ideologies monitor

practices of social actors in the society”!?;

e The analysis of the relationship between religion and politics, as Shi’a has taken on Iranian
political leadership. Analysis of the relationship between religion and politics because after
the 1979 Revolution the two overlap in the realm of Iranian government. Such an analysis is
necessary because it provides a frame of the difference between Tehran and Western
chancelleries, an aspect that has also influenced the process of nuclear negotiations;

9913

e Putnam’s “two-tier”'° model in the negotiations because it was useful in proving “that

digitalization has complicated the two-level game by democratising access to foreign policy
decisions and increasing interactions between the national and international levels of

diplomacy”.!4

10 European Parliament (2018), “Debates”, June 12. https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/CRE-8-2018-06-
12-ITM-010_EN.html. [June 12, 2018].

T, van  Dijk  (2015), “Critical ~ Discourse  Analysis”, January 16, p. 466.
http://www.discourses.org/OldArticles/Critical%20Discourse%20Analysis.pdf. [June 2918].

12T, van Dijk (1995), “Discourse analysis as ideology analysis”, in C. Schiffner & A. Wenden (Eds.), Language and
pace, Aldershot: Dartmouth, pp. 17-33.

13 R. D. Putnam (2016), Our Kids: The American Dream in Crisis, New York: Simon & Schuster, p. 158.

4 C. Bjola, 1. Manor (2018), “Revisiting Putnam’s two-level game theory in the digital age: domestic digital
diplomacy and the Iran nuclear deal”, Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 31, Issue 1, p. 1.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09557571.2018.1476836?journal Code=ccam20. [October 14, 2018].
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To identify particular aspects of the relationship between the Great Western Powers and the

Islamic Republic and to shed some light on the emerging effects of conflict resolution in the

international nuclear diplomatic arena, this research aims to:

Analysis of the features of the nuclear negotiations process;

Presenting and analyzing the provisions of Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action;

Analysis of geopolitical interests of actors involved;

Presentation of the current situation of relations between Western governments and Islamic
Republic of Iran after US withdrawal from JCPOA;

Findings regarding the future of JCPOA;

Recommendations on addressing a new type of diplomatic relationship between Iran's
nuclear potential (in the absence of agreement) and Western governments.

Against this background, this thesis is looking to answer to the following research

questions:

Is it possible the cooperation between competitive states that exert their influence in an
anarchic system and which were the major challenges for the Great Powers to achieve the
proposed goal — curbing Iran’s nuclear activity?

How were events, actors, and policies regarding the Iranian nuclear program and nuclear
negotiations between the Great Powers and Iran portrayed in editorials and how those
opinions influenced the negotiations process?

Which were the individual interests of each actor involved in the JCPOA negotiations?
Which were the major challenges for the Great Powers to achieve the proposed goal —
stopping Iran’s nuclear activity — and which were the turning points that led to an
agreement?

Which might be the inflection point that could lead to the to the resumption of the Iranian
nuclear program and how the Great Powers will respond to this scenario? How this
resumption would impact the already fragile stability in the Middle East?

Does the zone of possible saving the agreement exists in the context of US withdrawal from
the agreement and which is the possibility for the E3 / EU along with Russian Federation
and China to secure the nuclear deal considering the risk of creating a conflict of interest
with Washington?

This section in also introducing a subchapter dedicated to literature review and a complex

chapter that presents the methodology and theories of international relations used to conduct this

research.

11



The methodology used to conduct this research includes Oliver Richmond’s models on first-
generation conflict!> and second-generation conflict resolution, James Rosenau’s model analysis
of foreign policy, discourse analysis, game theory, case study, semi-structured interviews and
quantitative analysis of primary or secondary sources.

Theoretical Framework provides demonstrates the associations between (1) nuclear
proliferation as dependent variable, (2) the nuclear negotiations process and state behaviors, as
independent variables, and (3) the intermediate variables, such as security issues, bargain leverages,
and protracted mistrust between actors. It then focuses on the casual connections between the
dependent and independent variables, on the role of regional hegemonic ambitions, on significance
of engagement, the presence of asymmetric threats, and on the final outcome of negotiations
process — the nuclear deal between P5+1 and Iran.

The dominant theories of International Relations (IR) that focus on power and military
capabilities, such as Realism and its variant Neorealism, are unable to explain alone Iran’s
propensity to acquire nuclear weapons simply by focusing on the frame of global system, which is
anarchic, or led by security motivations. If anarchy caused proliferation, then all states in the
international system would have proliferated. That is obviously not the case. Also, if simple security
drives compelled states to acquire nuclear weapons then many states would have nuclear weapons
because most states in the international system are insecure because of power disparity between
states. That is not the case either!®. Therefore, it is important to restructure the theoretical paradigms
in order to gain a better knowledge and a better applicability for the topic in question. This research
proposes an eclectic theoretical approach starting from the premise that a unilateral theoretical
approach is not enough to explain the diplomatic process between the Great Powers and Iran.

SECTION I also includes some personal assessments related to the limitations inherent in
any research, encountered during the entire process of collecting, selecting and analyzing the
information that formed the basis of this paper. I have tried to collect as much data as possible in
order to capture in the most efficient way the nuclear negotiations process, however, given the ultra
sensitivity of the Iranian nuclear program, with regard to the Iranian stance this research is based
mostly on hundreds of hours of watched documentaries, unclassified sources in English, Persian,
Italian and French languages, speeches and interviews of the Iranian leadership. Of the former and
current Iranian officials, only two have agreed to be nominated, the rest of them accepting informal

discussions only on the condition that they not be identified. Therefore, their accounts were fact-

15°0. P. Richmond (2002), Maintaining Order, Making Peace, Basingstoke: Palgrave, p. vii.
16 S. Khan (2010), Iran and Nuclear Weapons. Protracted conflict and proliferation, New York: Routledge, pp. 116-
118.
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checked both with other official whenever possible or from open sources, and where the
information was not confirmed or found, I did not used it for the purpose of this research.

OUTLINE OF THE THESIS. This research is structured in five main sections, each of
them containing several chapters and subchapters dedicated to particular issues and specific
concepts. The thesis is designed to present a comprehensive approach to the entire diplomatic
process between the Great Powers and the Islamic Republic, being from this point of view a
unique research in the Romanian academic environment. The proposed frame time was chosen
both for methodological reasons, to clearly define the limits of this research and to avoid the
ambiguity caused by the subsequent events, but also to present the realities of the international
system in which the diplomatic negotiations between US, France, UK, Germany, Russia, China
and Islamic Republic of Iran have been carried.

SECTION I: INTRODUCTION encompasses the introductory notions, such as research
interests, literature review, methodological landmarks and theoretical framework. “Nuclear
Requiem” is the opening chapter of this section because it stands for all the purposes and intents in
advocating for the JCPOA, or for any other non-proliferation treaty that might be agreed in the
near future. The nuclear threat is still with us today and is more complex that it used to be during
Cold War era and while in militarily terms nuclear weapons are unthinkable in terms of use, yet, in
a world that allows them to exist, morally and politically, those weapons still make a difference. A
lot of attention and space has been allocated to the theoretical part, mainly because the best
explanations and analyzes can be built only starting from the theoretical assumptions of the
classical scholars.

SECTION II: IRAN’S NUCLEAR AMBITIONS proposes a detailed analysis of the
Iranian nuclear program as well as of the driving force behind it. An insight into Iran’s nuclear
ambitions is not only useful but also necessary and timely, as it is the only way to find a solution
to this sensitive international issue. While living in a world the best described by Samuel
Huntington, whose the new type of rivalries resides in the ideological nature and the competition
between the West and the Rest is quite often misinterpreted, a comprehensive analyze of the
Iranian Foreign Policy and of the domestic factors that influence it, is compulsory for anyone
aiming to understand the dynamics of nuclear negotiations process between P5+1 and Iran. The
Persian nationalism and self-professed cultural superiority are influencing the country’s regional
and international behavior. Successive US administrations either did not understand or ignored this
specificity of the Islamic Republic thus the consequence was decades of enmity and bitter rivalry.
When Barack Obama became US President in 2009, his first policy shift was to look thru a

different perspective toward the long-time enemy. Section II introduces some concepts specific to

13



Shiite Islam, a realistic approach to Iran’s dominant religious policy, a comprehensive analysis of
Iran’s nuclear program, through the lens of the eclectic theoretical approach, and a timeline of
Iranian presidents from 2003 to 2015. As mentioned above, the choice is not accidental, as
Mohammad Khatami’s presidency marked the beginning of a slight Iranian détente toward the
West and the Grand Bargain proposal was drafted by his administration, and during Hassan
Rouhani’s presidency (2013-2021), the JCPOA has been signed (2015). Mahmoud Ahmadinejad
filled the gap between Khatami and Rouhani.

SECTION III: JOINT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF ACTION is comprising an
exhaustive analysis of the nuclear diplomacy process between Great Powers and Islamic Republic
of Iran, following which the JCPOA was concluded in 2015. Section III encompasses also a
discourse analyzes hence the nuclear negotiations process has received an immense attention from
the press, both Western and Eastern, and quite often some editorials influenced some political
decisions. The second chapter of this section presents the roadmap of nuclear negotiations starting
from the constructive engagement dilemma and going thru the entire diplomatic process initiated
in 2003, until the outcome of that endeavor, signing of the JCPOA, on July 14, 2015'7 and its
endorsement thru “UN Security Council Resolution 2231, adopted on July 20, 2015”!%, Section III
is introducing all the agreements concluded during this period between P5+1 and Iran, as well as
the shortcomings that often blocked the negotiation process and also the factors that determined
the resumption of nuclear talks. At the end of the section, the benefits of JCPOA to regional and
international security and stability are presented, without neglecting the criticisms of the nuclear
agreement, either by factors in the Iranian political realm or by regional or Western political
actors.

SECTION 1V: BENCHMARKS OF THE GREAT POWERS’ NUCLEAR
DIPLOMACY TOWARD IRAN allocates a generous space to the bi- and multilateral diplomatic
process between the USA, UK, France, Germany, Russia and China. The choice to present in two
separate chapters the American and European relationship and strategies with Iran is argued by the
fact that, although the transatlantic relationship has never been questioned, the approaches of the
two Western entities toward Iran has had certain specificities. Russia’s and China’s diplomatic
talks are incorporated into a single chapter for two reasons: on the one hand, the relationship
between China and Iran is not very different from that of Russia with the Islamic Republic, and on

the other, the Beijing government’s approach it often overlapped with Moscow’s position. Russia

17 %% (2015), “The Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) at a Glance”, Arms Control Association.
https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/JCPOA-at-a-glance. [May 9, 2018].
13 Ibid.

14



and China joined the P5+1 format in June 2006 and have always used their UNSC veto
strategically when the United States had advanced proposals for an international sanctions regime.
Moreover, from a Sino-Russian perspective, Iran’s nuclear program is not an existential threat!®, as
it was perceived in the West. Additionally, while Beijing and Moscow are seeing “Iran as a

9920

convenient partner in stymying the Western order”-”, Tehran “views the two powers as an

instrumental bulwark against Western efforts to isolate it and its own struggle to challenge the
world order™?!.

SECTION V: CONCLUSIONS is embedding the final assessment of the nuclear
negotiations process, a brief section with policy recommendations and a section dedicated to
personal findings. Moreover, it highlights that the “clash of civilizations”??> has become a
prevailing feature of the new diplomatic order and of the contemporary design of international
relations and that Islamic Republic of Iran is posing as a regional power willing to challenge the
new world order?*. Also, the conclusions part will answer the last two unaddressed research

questions — how collaboration among competitive states in an anarchic system?* can be attained

and which were the individual interests of each actor involved in the JCPOA negotiations process.

SECTION II

This section introduces a presentation of Iran’s foreign policy during the terms of three
presidents, during which Iran’s nuclear program has become a concern for the entire international
system. For a better understanding of the whole chain of events, the international context of the
moment is also presented, in a comparative analysis with the regional dynamics of the Middle
East. This section embeds theoretical assessments of the Islamic Republic foreign policy behavior
and a timeline of the Iranian nuclear program.

Neorealism logic applies to global powers but it makes equal sense in conflicts between

 H. Mann Leverett, F. Leverett (2009), “Iran Is No Existential Threat”, Foreign Policy, December 4.
https://foreignpolicy.com/2009/12/04/iran-is-no-existential-threat/. [January 9, 2018].

20 D. Esfandiary, A. Tabatabai, (2018), Triple-Axis: Iran’s Relations with Russia and China, New York: 1. B. Tauris,
p. 3.

2 Ibid.

22 S, P. Huntington (1993), “The Clash of Civilization”, Foreign Affairs, Vol. 72, No. 3.
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/united-states/1993-06-01/clash-civilizations. [January 9, 2018].

2 H. Kissinger (2014), World Order: Reflections on the Character of Nations and the Course of History, New York:
Penguin Books, p. 269.

24 J. M. Grieco (1988), “Anarchy and the Limits of Cooperation: A Realist Critique of the Newest Liberal
Institutionalism”, International Organization, Vol. 42, No. 3, p. 485. https://www.jstor.org/stable/2706787. [July 19,
2018].
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“regional actors and global hegemons™* given the reality that no regional state can outdo a Great

3

Power “without possessing nuclear weapons.”?® Any small actor can use nuclear arsenal as a
deterrence factor and once it reached the breakout capacity, it also can menace its neighbors in a
pursuit for regional hegemony?’. Analyzing the model of conflicts of the Cold War era, Waltz and
other realism’s scholars concluded, “peace has become the privilege of states having nuclear
weapons, while wars have been fought mainly by those who lack them”?®. The eventualities of a
conflict are lowering down when “deterrent and defensive capabilities” are increased: “in the
presence of nuclear weapons, there is less possibility for wars to start. Since they do, the gradual
proliferation is more to be welcomed”?.

The arguments brought forward by constructivism are of great importance in solving the
dilemma related to the pseudo-uselessness of the sanctions imposed by the USA on Iran. In
addition, the presentation of the nuclear program as a reason for national pride is part of the socio-
constructivist paradigm that has the tools to explain societal behavior in such a case. As described
above “Iran has constructed two roles for herself: one of the oppressed (Iran’s self-conception) — a
nation that simply wants to achieve nuclear power peacefully...and the other of the instigator (the
perspective of the West) — a nation that challenges Western political control and will not relent to
its pressures™? therefore, the correlation between interest and identity is one of the factors that
legitimizes in the eyes of the population the choices made by Iran’s ruling elite. Wendt, who
considers that “identities and interests are constituted by collective meanings that are always in

31 “also reinforces this presumption.

process

From 1992 to 2002 Iran advanced toward completion of a nuclear fuel cycle? and nuclear
activity was secretly conducted against Iran’s NPT safeguards obligations®*. Moreover, Iran has
started to build another underground facility near Natanz and AEOI had also “started to secretly

construct a heavy-water production plant and a 40 MW research reactor near Arak™*. During a

25 F. Rezaei (2017), op. cit., p. 2.

26 Ibid.
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29 K. N. Waltz (1981), “The Spread of Nuclear Weapons: More May Be Better”, Adelphi Papers, Vol. 21, No. 171, p.
8.

30 L. Dorman (2013), “Iranian Nuclear Program: A Constructivist Perspective ”, Enerpo Journal, European University
at St. Petersburg, Issue 3, Volume 1, May 31. https://enerpojournal.com/2013/05/31/iranian-nuclear-program-a-
constructivist-perspective/. [November 27, 2017].
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Organization, vol. 46, No. 2, p. 407. https://www.jstor.org/stable/2706858. [May 19, 2018].

32 D. Patrikarakos (2012), Nuclear Iran. The Birth of an Atomic State, New York: IB Tauris, p. 333-334.

33 A. Vaez, K. Sadjadpour (2013), “Iran’s Nuclear Odyssey. Costs and Risks”, Carnegie Endowment for International
Peace, p. 5. https://carnegicendowment.org/2013/04/02/iran-s-nuclear-odyssey-costs-and-risks-pub-51346. [April 18,
2018].
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press conference® hold on August 14, 2002, Alireza Jafarzadeh drew worldwide attention by
revealing that the Islamic Republic of Iran was developing a secret nuclear site in Natanz, and a
deuterium oxide facility in Arak. A new report by IAEA released on February 2010, presented
details about Iran’s potential for producing a nuclear weapon, thus confirming the assumptions
about a second uranium enrichment facility close to “the holy city of Qom™3¢. At that time it was
believed that Iran’s nuclear program had steadily progressed, despite the increased number of
concerns over its intentions and sanctions over its lack of transparency. However, between 2010
and 2011 any discussion within the Tehran’s officials about the nuclear program was dominated
by the idea of a foreign interference. By 2013, Tehran was effectively isolated from the
international market and financial infrastructure. That year, the Presidential candidates’ campaigns
focused almost exclusively on improving the economy. Hassan Rouhani won the election with a
mandate to strike a nuclear deal, put the country’s economy back on the path to recovery, and
normalize its international relations. One hundred days into his presidency, he delivered the Joint
Plan of Action (JPOA). All parties signed the final agreement, Joint Comprehensive Plan of
Action, on July 14, 2015.

SECTION III

This section presents an analysis of the discursive background, conducted on a number of
Western and Iranian editorials, the roadmap of nuclear negotiations and the final steps that led to
the signing of the JCPOA.

The critical discourse analyze originates from constructivist theory of international
relations, being both constitutive and constituted by society. In other words, society constitutes
discourse by shaping ideologies, identities, values and attitudes of discourse producers; discourse
constitutes society 37 through disseminating and reproducing or resisting those ideologies,
identities, values and other social structures, such as power relations, social policies and
institutions. Focusing on the role of ideational factors in international relations®®, constructivism is
opposing the predominant IR’s theories — neorealism and neoliberalism — which rely on rationalist

factors, such as rational-choice decisions, struggle for power, anarchy, economic interests or

35 #%% (2002), “Remarks by Alireza Jafarzadeh on New Information on Top Secret Projects of the Iranian Regime’s
Nuclear Program”, Iran Watch, August 14. https://www.iranwatch.org/library/ncri-new-information-top-secret-
nuclear-projects-8-14-02. [September 15, 2017].

36 M. Gaietta (2015), The Trajectory of Iran’s Nuclear Program, New York: Palgrave Macmillan, p. 141.

37 R. Wodak, M. Meyer (2016), “Critical discourse: history, agenda, theory and methodology”, in R. Wodak, M.
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influence, in order to explain the international issues®’. Constructivists argue that nation-states’
behavior and relations are determined by both, their domestic ideational factors*’, such as national
identity and culture, and by systemic ideational factors?!, such as states’ perceptions of each other
as enemies or friends*’. Moreover, each of these factors has a discursive character or, at least, a
discursive dimension. According to constructivism’s securitization theory*®, the threats do not
necessarily need to be there in the outside world — politicians or other elites can create them
through their discourse. The critical discourse analyze allows one to put in balance the both views,
the Orientalist one and the Western perception of the “Other”**. This chapter will examine
linguistic and discursive strategies employed by media, politicians or businessmen and lobbyists in
their attempt to construct their version of reality, while the process of legitimizing “Self** and
delegitimizing “Other”#¢ has boosted the tensions.

The engagement with Iran over the nuclear issue has essentially been the Great Powers
diplomacy, which aimed to check Iranian regional ambitions for hegemony and the nuclear
capabilities rather than pursuing a security and political partnership based on trust. Borrowing
Richmond’s (2002) models on “first-generation conflict management, second-generation
conflict resolution”’, and James Rosenau’s (2012) “model analysis of foreign policy”*®, the
narrative of dealings between US, EU and Iran (and to a lesser extent Russia and China)
establishes that diplomatic interactions were firmly rooted as well as operated within a state centric
and self-interested Westphalian international system. However, the power-based diplomacy by all
sides not only failed to break a stalemate but, in fact, created a protracted conflict between Europe,
US, and Iran and it took about a decade to reach a consensus and finally a comprehensive
agreement. After the EU’s (including the United Kingdom at the time) perceived non-fulfillment
of its engagement of Paris Agreement (2004)*°, Iran resumed enrichment in 2005 and refused to
test any subsequent diplomatic initiatives offered by the European parties, which was later also

supported by the US. Contrariwise, feeling encircled by violent conflicts in Iraq and Afghanistan,
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and facing Israel’s continuous threats of military attack, Tehran maintained power-based
diplomacy aimed at balancing against the US>° and its allies in the Persian Gulf.

The constructive engagement “is seen a foreign policy strategy intended to seek and
maintain dialogue with anathematized or authoritarian regimes”!. E3’s policy of constructive
engagement created the diplomatic environment in which negotiations between the other three
Great Powers (US, China and Russia) and Iran has been conducted. It took over a decade of
nuclear negotiations in order to reach a final and comprehensive agreement, and in order to reach
this outcome, a series of steps and multiple rows of meetings were committed (see Annex 3 for the
“chronology of the main steps of the negotiation process™? between the Great Powers and Iran, for
the time frame 2003-2015). The first step of the engagement was the attempt to reintegrate Iran
into the international system, initiative known as the Comprehensive Dialogue (2000-2003).%

In order to achieve this goal, EU forwarded in 2000 a proposal for the Iranian government
— “Trade and Cooperation Agreement (TCA)” — as a sign of goodwill yet, the document was
conditioned by “progress in four areas: human rights, non-proliferation, terrorism and Middle East
peace process.”>* The European logic was to support president Rouhani’s reformist strategy,
encouraging so the moderate policies.> However, the human rights policy was a constant failure
within the Iranian government, this aspect being most accurately exposed by Shirin Ebadi, the only
Iranian woman to win a Nobel Prize so far: “the West cares more about its own security than
human rights. I think they are wrong...Undemocratic countries are more dangerous than a nuclear
bomb. It’s undemocratic countries that jeopardize international peace.”>® However, with mounting
pressure from the George W. Bush administration, the human rights dialogue eventually decoupled
from engagement and the E3 focused solely on nuclear diplomacy.

In this context, the statement that constructive engagement, informed by international
security concerns (e.g. non-proliferation, violent conflicts, power balance challenges), as opposed
to human rights dialogue, does not seek to find an in-depth solution in terms of social issues, is not

entirely wrong. In the end, this type of engagement based on first-generation conflict management
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follows the realist paradigm rather than a constructivist resolution strategy, employing different
types of coercion or even the use of force. Therefore, the conclusion is that states act as unitary
rational actors and seek first and foremost to achieve a secure position in international level, thus
fitting into the realistic paradigm described by Viotti and Kauppi, who explain “the state-as-actor
is essentially rational (or purposive) actor and selects the alternative that maximizes utility or at
least achieves an acceptable outcome.”’

The second step of the engagement (2003-2015) was to create a diplomatic architecture to
prevent a military campaign against Iran and, finally, to reach a comprehensive final deal. Yet, the
objective of the second-generation conflict resolution was for Iran to accept the security
framework lay out by the E3 and the US government. Engagement ceased to be an exercise in
problem solving and had morphed into coercive diplomacy by all parties involved. At this stage,
the E3 / US and Iranian nuclear talks have been characterized by “realist perceptions of power and
control.”® For Iran, the commitment served to test the US pressure and maintain good relations
with Europe, while using the E3’s engagement to diplomacy® as a mean to “project power and
link EU demands to a wide array of Iranian interests”®®. On the contrary, the European diplomacy
has tried to verify Iran’s nuclear activities and pursue with the engagement, together with the US,

2961

in a “carrots and sticks™" strategy. Both US administrations involved in the nuclear negotiation

process — of George W. Bush and Barack Obama — have been guided by the Cold War mindset®?,
seeking tactical advantage over Iran and favoring sanctions and other forms of coercive diplomacy
over constructive engagement. By the end of 2012, the US had imposed on Iran the most severe
set of sanctions since the 1979 Islamic Revolution. Diplomacy became an economic warfare in its
pursuit to force Tehran to compromise and in an attempt of a regime change from inside. None of
he three main actors involved in nuclear negotiations — E3, US and Iran — have employed a

genuine constructive conflict management. On the contrary, it has altered into containment, mutual

distrust and eventually in a power-based exercise in statecraft.
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It was the neoconservative movement that advocated for the war against Iraq®® and brought
upfront the paradigm “change from a position of strength”* and to the opposite pole of this
coercive expression of the US foreign policy was the European stance, based on the “ability to
persuade”® thru non-coercive measures. The same path was followed on the Iranian case, with US
imposing coercive measures and EU advocating for diplomacy. As Kaussler put it, those
advocating for “second-generation conflict resolution strategies would put the EU’s stated
commitment to constructive engagement in its foreign affairs within the context of liberal
institutionalism™®. Liberals “are primarily interested in explaining the conditions under which
international cooperation or collaboration becomes possible”®” while for structural realists “the
international system is the starting point for analysis and factors at the unit or state-societal level of
analysis are of secondary importance”®,

Starting from these theoretical assumptions, it can be stated that in the context of
constructive engagement, liberalism explains “the short-term mechanism for cooperation and / or

% Hence, the

rapprochement and the long-term mechanism to control the target state’s behavior.
second-generation conflict resolution has to be embedded with Keohane and Axelrod’s approaches
to cooperation which represent a successful attempt to create a bridge between realist and liberalist
theories of international relations because their theories of international regimes “argue that states
under controlled conditions may reciprocate the cooperative acts of their opponents in a similar
pattern while international laws and norms shape states’ preferences for such cooperation””?, The
shortcoming of both approaches is that they serve “the task of historical and cultural reproduction
in times of crisis™’! of the Great Powers, aiming to preserve and reinforce a system established on
“certain, western-orientated, universal values”’?.

Section III also embeds an analytical appraisal of the JCPOA and presents a set of
constrains and critics directed against both, the Iranian foreign policy behavior and nuclear
agreement. In all its intents and purposes, the deal has been successful, at least until May 8, 2018,
when the former President, Donald J. Trump, decided to withdraw unilaterally US from the

agreement. The JCPOA was a wise foreign policy move because it has been working and Iran has
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limited its nuclear program. An often overlooked but key component to advocating and
understanding the success of the JCPOA is to take it at face value. As Robert Einhorn stated,
“[the deal] is transactional not transformational... the accord addressed one specific problem, and
in those narrow terms, it can be judged a relative success. The value of that relative success should
not be underestimated...””3. The final document is a complex one, with 159 pages. It is a flawed
document, but it fills in some gaps and put at rest some anxieties. It was precisely the rebuttal of a

zero sum game and the acceptance of possible flaws that allowed the two sides to get to closure.
SECTION IV

This section introduces a comprehensive overview of the relationship between the Great
Powers and Iran between 2003 and 2015. Throughout this time segment, the evolution of nuclear
negotiations is being pursued, initiated in 2003 by former Iranian President Mohammad Khatami
and completed in 2015 by the signing of the JCPOA. The proposed time segment is not
adventitious, because during this period the commitment between the USA and Iran began to take
shape, even if for more than a decade the dialogue was not always a constructive one. The conduct
of the nuclear negotiation process has often been influenced by external events that affected and
changed both, the US and Iranian strategies. An important part of this research focuses on the
relationship between Washington and Tehran, because as it is already proven that the US
contribution was extremely important during the diplomatic process and also in maintaining and
complying with the provisions of the JCPOA. Of course, the European contribution is of special
significance and it will be appropriate addressed, because the European policy of constructive
engagement often bridged the gaps between US and Iran.

The US-Iran relation goes back in the early 1950s, with a mid period characterized by
friendship, which, however, have deteriorated profoundly after the Islamic Revolution of 1979.
Snyder analyzes the shift from friendship to hostility and is of the opinion that it is caused by the
following factors: the US’s economic and ideological goals; mutual distrust; and internal politics
in the revolutionary Islamic Republic.”* The post-Cold War developments, and the outcomes of
the 9/11 terrorist attacks from New York — except few episodes where the two states cooperated
informally, such as Afghanistan or Iraq — led to the intensification of the US stance toward Iran

during Presidents Bill Clinton (1993-2000) and George W. Bush (2001-2009) administrations,
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with the “ultimate goal of changing the Iranian regime. The Bush administration even considered
military action to achieve this goal”’>. Furthermore, the administration of President Obama (2009-
2016) had a different approach to Iran, consistent with that presented in the election campaign.
After a promising phase of commitment, received reluctantly by the ultra-conservative
administration of Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, followed a new tense period that, however, was
redirected into dialogue during Hassan Rouhani terms in office.

Europe’s relation with Iran goes long back in time and after the dismantling of the USSR
the Islamic Republic had been trying to improve its foreign relations. Initially, most of the

” 76 however, due to a number of

European countries were “opened to better ties to Iran
international issues, such as Salman Rushdie affair or US Embassy in Tehran hostage crisis, the
pace of improvement has slowed down. The transformation of the European Community into the
EU and its attempts to develop the CFSP have partially restricted the bilateral relations of states
with the Islamic Republic, as individual foreign policies have been constrained by broader EU
policies. In this context, not even countries such as Germany, France or United Kingdom (part of
the EU at the time) have been able to easily develop ties with Iran”’. Nevertheless the EU was the
channel of communication between Iran and Great Powers, and since 2003 has facilitated a
multilateral negotiation framework doubled by a policy of constructive engagement toward Iran.
Moreover, after US unilateral withdrawal from the JCPOA, the European negotiators assumed the
role of mediator between the US administration and Iran.

The Sino-Iranian relations after the Cold War were positively affected by several factors.
Out of the systemic consequences following the USSR’s dissolution, the most important was the
US’ emergence as the “sole superpower acted as an impulse to better Sino-Iranian relations.””®
Even if China and Iran encountered sometimes-different interests, the two countries always looked
for common interests that might serve their regional and international strategies.

Among the issues faced by China and Iran it was the former reluctance to get too close
toward the latter, even if the Islamic Republic was worthwhile to be used as a strategically link to

control the US’ ambitions in the region, Beijing was quite hesitant “to embrace Iran too tightly out

for fear of precipitating an open break in ties between China and the US.”” Nevertheless, Iran’s
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sizable “reserves of oil and natural gas™®°

could be useful for China, while for Iran this was a good
opportunity to ease the pressures exerted on its economy by American sanctions. In addition, a
Iran embroiled in a dispute with the US offers China “a unique opportunity to expand its influence
in the Middle East and could pin down the US military in the Persian Gulf so that it is harder to
pivot toward the Pacific™8!.

Russia’s relation with Iran had a hesitating start because the latter did not hail the
dismantling of the USSR, because that event left the Islamic Republic with three unstable
neighbors — Azerbaijan, Armenia and Turkmenistan. Moreover, the first two were engaged in an
armed “conflict over the disputed region of Nagorno-Karabakh. This conflict faced Iran with
unpalatable policy choices and made it vulnerable to negative consequences, such as the inflow of
Azerbaijani refugees”®. In this context and facing the cold relations with the Western Great
Powers, the Islamic Republic did its best to improve the relations with Russia, “despite Moscow’s
repeated lack of enthusiasm for such ties™®3. Hence, the relations between Russia and Iran have
known “drastic twists and turns in as short a period of time”%. Analyzing the Russian-Iranian
relations between 1991 and 2011, Vladimir Sazhin (2003) “called this relationship a ‘watchful
partnership”®. He claimed “although positive dialogue between Iran and Russia was in Moscow’s
interests, the Russian government carefully watched the development of relations in order to
prevent them from exceeding a level that would endanger Moscow’s dialogue with other

countries”®°.

SECTION V
This section is dedicated to a set of conclusions, embedding the personal findings and few
assessments and predictions regarding the fate of the JCPOA and its role in future international

negotiations regarding the non-proliferation matter.
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The idea of this research was born from the following premise: the conception of a unique
work that would cover the entire period of nuclear negotiations, while depicting each individual
actor and his models of negotiations with Iran. All of the above contribute to the uniqueness of this
research, which differs from all the other works that address this topic by its form, content and
purpose. Apart from the fact that this work is unique, it is also timely, as Iran’s nuclear program
has once again caught the attention of the international system.

The JCPOA set a precedent for the constructive engagement and for the first-generation
conflict management and led to a consensus among states divided according to ideological
orientation and whose geopolitical ambitions are totally different. Iranian nuclear deal is a unique
example of effective multilateralism®’ and has the capacity to set up a precedent for any future
nuclear negotiations and nonproliferation endeavors. Moreover, the JCPOA reiterated and restored
to some degree the importance and authority of the international institutions and treaties, like
UNSC, IAEA or NPT.

From a theoretical perspective, the JCPOA demonstrated that cooperation among
competitive states in an anarchic system can be attained and thus borders delimiting the
international relations theories become thinner, allowing the researcher to explore new avenues.
Thereby, the purpose of presenting the diplomatic process, both in a bilaterally and in a
multilateral format, was to demonstrate that cooperation between states with different ideologies,
strategies and perspectives is possible, and that theories of international relations juxtapose when
the ultimate goal is instrumental for all actors involved in in that diplomatic process.

Beyond the obstacles encountered along the way and despite concerns and constraints,
nuclear negotiations process has placed the international system on the path of multilateralism
while addressing very sensitive concerns regarding the Iranian nuclear ambitions. Following the
adoption of the JCPOA, Iran had the chance to begin reintegration into the global system and by
limiting the stocks of nuclear materials the Middle East region became safer.

At the time of concluding this research, the nuclear negotiations in Vienna are ongoing. As
the sixth round concluded, the diplomatic teams have returned to their countries to clear out the
last political details necessary to revive the JCPOA.

After US unilateral withdrawal from JCPOA, European parties to the nuclear deal focused
on three main areas. Firstly, the E3 / EU spared no efforts to save the agreement since it was
regarded as the pearl of the crown of the EU’s foreign policy achievements, while being a

reflection of principles that shape European identity —international rule of law, multilateralism,
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non-proliferation and the preeminence of diplomacy in finding peaceful solutions to international
disputes. In the second place, the EU should be very involved in reviving the JCPOA because it
has important economic and trade interest in Iran, taking into account that in the aftermath of the
JCPOA EU has become one of Iran’s main trading partners (after the US withdrawal, due to the
secondary sanctions imposed by the Trump administration, two major European companies Airbus
and Total, withdrew from the Iranian market). Furthermore, Iran has significant energy resources
that would offset the European energy deficit. Thirdly, E3 / EU considers that the purpose of
JCPOA — to curb Iran’s path toward acquiring nuclear capability — has been achieved, therefore,
maintaining the agreement strengthens regional and European security. From EU’s perspective, a
nuclear-armed Iran would further destabilize the Middle East, worsening the “existing refugee
crisis and increasing the potential for an arms race between key regional actors and a Sunni — Shia
strategic confrontation”8.

With the change of US administration, both President Joseph Biden and the Iranian
government have declared their will to return at the JCPOA’s provisions. However, both sides are
urging the other to comply first: the US “wants Iran to return to all the limits on nuclear
enrichment and stockpiles specified in the JCPOA™*°, while Iran has demanded for US to remove
all sanctions according to JCPOA provisions, including the sanctions instated by “Trump
administration in violation of the agreement™®. Moreover, even if some officials expressed their
concern regarding the election of Ebrahim Raisi as the new Iran’s president, he has reaffirmed on
several occasion that Iran wants the JCPOA to become operational again. Enrique Mora, EU’s
official who chaired the final meeting®! between Russia, China, Germany, France, Britain and Iran,
stated, “we are closer to a deal, but we are not still there.”®”> The EU is the best choice to
coordinate the ongoing nuclear negotiations in Vienna, as the E3 / EU actually has opened in 2003

the path toward the diplomatic outcome reached in July 14, 2015.

8 M. Fitzpatrick (2017), “Assessing the JCPOA”, Adelphi Series, Vol. 57, Issue: 466-467, pp. 19-60.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/19445571.2017.1555914. [October 12, 2017]; A. Elbakyan (2018),
“The Future of the JCPOA?”, Strategic Comments, vol. 24, No. 4, May 15, p. 2.

% D. Smeltz, A. Farmanesh, B. Helm (2021), “Iranians and Americans Support A Mutual Return to JCPOA”, The
Chicago Council on Global Affairs, March 30. https://www.thechicagocouncil.org/research/public-opinion-
survey/iranians-and-americans-support-mutual-return-jcpoa. [April 2, 2021]

% Ibid.

°l D. Liechtenstein (2021), “Iran nuclear talks make ‘progress,” will reconvene next week”, Politico, April 21.
https://www.politico.eu/article/iran-nuclear-talks-make-progress-will-reconvene-next-week/. [April 21, 2021].

92 M. Fitzpatrick (2017), “Assessing the JCPOA™, Adelphi Series, Vol. 57, Issue: 466-467, p. 60.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/19445571.2017.1555914. [October 12, 2017]; P. Jenne, K. Grieshhaber
(2021), “Diplomats: Progress made in Vienna at Iran nuclear talks”, AP News, June 20.
https://apnews.com/article/donald-trump-joe-biden-vienna-middle-east-iran-b6506eb091550af63b2097¢3900bb4bf.
[June 20, 2021].
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The North Korean file it is a present example by which it is proved that abandonment of a
“deal that limited its plutonium production has led to an insurmountable problem™3. The “Agreed
Framework”®* (1994) has had its flaws “and North Korea cheated,”®> however the bargain
meaningfully has affected its nuclear-weapons program. Therefore, if Great Powers are willing to
avoid a new North Korean situation, the revival and the implementation of a criticized but
effective agreement it would be far beneficial than to postpone hoping to get the best result and

attain the worst.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Books

*#% Coranul (2006), (ed. a X-a, tr. S. O. Isopescu), Chisinau: CARTIER.

**%* “Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Iran” (1979), Section 10: Foreign Policy, Article 152.

ABRAHAMIAN, E. (2013), The Coup. 1953, the CIA, and the Roots of Modern U. S. - Iranian Relations,
New York: The New Press.

ADIB-MOGHADDAM, A. (2010), Iran in World Politics: The Question of the Islamic Republic, New Y ork:
Columbia University Press.

ALBRIGHT, D. (2010), Peddling Peril: How the Secret Nuclear Trade Arms America’s Enemies, New
York: Free Press.

ALCARO, R. (2018), Europe and Iran’s Nuclear Crisis, Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

AKBARZADEH, S. (2011), America’s Challenges in the Greater Middle East. The Obama Administration’s
Policies, New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

AKBARZADEH, S., CONDUIT, D. (2016), Iran in the World. President Rouhani’s Foreign Policy, New
York: Palgrave Macmillan.

AL-AZM, S. J. (2019), Occidentalism, Conspiracy and Taboo: Collected Essays on Islam and Politics,
Berlin: Gerlach Press.

AMBINDER, M. (2018), The Brink: President Reagan and the Nuclear War Scare of 1983, New York:
Simon & Schuster.

ANSARI, A. M. (2006), Confronting Iran. The Failure of American Foreign Policy and the Next Great
Crisis in the Middle East, New York: Basic Books.

ARJOMAND, S. A. (2009), After Khomeini. Iran Under His Successors, Oxford: University Press.

ASSEFA, H. (1987), Mediation of Civil Wars, London: Westview Press.

AXWORTHY, M. (2013), Revolutionary Iran, New York: Oxford University Press.

BAKHSHANDEH, E. (2015), Occidentalism in Iran. Representation of the West in the Iranian Media,
London: I. B TAURIS.

BARKIN, S. (2010), Realist Constructivism. Rethinking International Relations Theory, New York:
Cambridge University Press.

BAXTER, K. (2008), US Foreign Policy in the Middle East: The roots of anti-Americanism, New Y ork:
Routledge.

BEEMAN, W. O. (2005), The “Great Satan” vs. the “Mad Mullahs”’, London: Praeger.

BELOPOLSKY, H, (2009), Russia and the Challengers Russian Alignment with China, Iran, and Iraq in the
Unipolar Era, Hampshire: Palgrave Macmillan.

% M. Fitzpatrick (2017), “Assessing the JCPOA™, Adelphi Series, Vol. 57, Issue: 466-467, p. 60.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/19445571.2017.1555914. [October 12, 2017].

%4 TAEA (2009), “Fact Sheet on DPRK Nuclear Safeguards”. https://www.iaea.org/newscenter/focus/dprk/fact-sheet-
on-dprk-nuclear-safeguards. [July 1, 2021].

% M. Fitzpatrick (2017), “Assessing the JCPOA™, Adelphi Series, Vol. 57, Issue: 466-467, p. 60.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/19445571.2017.1555914. [October 12, 2017].

27



BENNET, A., ELAMN, C. (2010), “Cases study methods” in C. Reus-Smit and D. Snidal, The Oxford
Handbook of International Relations, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

BENSON, HUGH H. (2015), Dialectic in Plato’s Meno, Phaedo, and Republic, London: Oxford University
Press.

BOLTON, J. (2010), (2010), How Barack Obama is Endangering our National Sovereignty, New York:
Encounter Books.

BOWEN, W., MORAN, M., ESFANDIARY, D. (2016), Living on the Edge. Iran and the Practice of
Nuclear Hedging, New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

BRACKEN, P. (1999), Fire in the East: The Rise of Asian Military Power and the Second Nuclear Age, New
York: Harper Collins.

BREMER MARLI, M., LODGAARD, S. (2007), Nuclear Proliferation and International Security, New
York: Routledge.

BRENNAN, J. O. (2020), Undaunted: My Fight Against America's Enemies, At Home and Abroad, New
York: Celadon Books.

BROWN, L. C. (1984), International Politics and the Middle East: Old Rules, Dangerous Game, Princeton,
NIJ: Princeton University Press.

BURCHILL, S. (2005), “Liberalism”, in S. Burchill et al., Theories of International Relations, New Y ork:
Palgrave Macmillan.

BUCHTA, W. (2000), Who Rules Iran? The Structure of Power in the Islamic Republic, Washington, DC:
Washington Institute for Near East Policy and the Konrad Adenauer Stiftung.

BUCKLEY, M., SINGH, R. (2006), The Bush Doctrine and the War on Terrorism. Global responses, global
consequences, New York: Routledge.

BURNS, W. J. (2019), The Back Channel. A Memoir of American Diplomacy and the Case for its Renewal,
New York: Random House.

BURUMA, 1., MARGALIT, A. (2016), Occidentalismul, razboiul impotriva occidentului. O scurtd istorie a
urii fata de Vest (tr. A. Barbulescu), Bucuresti: Humanitas.

BYMAN, D., CHUBIN, S., EHTESHAMI, A., GREEN, J. (2001), Iran’s Security Policy in the Post-
Revolutionary Era, Santa Monica: National Defense Research Institute RAND.

COHEN, A. (1998), Israel and the Bomb, New York: Columbia University Press.

COHEN, A. (2010), The Worst-Kept Secret. Israel’s Bargain with the Bomb, New York: Columbia
University Press.

CONSTANTINOU, C. M., KERR, P., SHARP, P. (2016), The SAGE Handbook of Diplomacy, Los Angeles:
SAGE.

COOK, J. (2008), Israel and the Clash of Civilisations. Iraq, Iran and the Plan to Remake the Middle East,
London: Pluto Press.

CORONIL, F. (2019), The Fernando Coronil Reader: The Struggle for Life Is the Matter, (ed. J. Skurski et
al.), Durham, NC: Duke University Press.

DAHL, R. A. and STINEBRICKNER, B. (1963), Modern Political Analysis, New Y ork: Prentice Hall.

DAVOUDI, L. (2021), Persian Petroleum. Oil, Empire and Revolution in Late Qajar Iran, London: 1. B.
Taurus.

DONNELY, J. (2000), Realism and International Relations, New York: Cambridge University Press.

DOWNING, T. (2018), 1983, Reagan, Andropov and a World on the Brink, New York: Da Capo Press.

DUCHENE, F. (1973), “The European Community and the Uncertainties of Interdependence”, in M.
Kohnstamm, W. Hager (eds.), 4 Nation Writ Large?: Foreign Policy Problems before the European
Community, Basingstoke, Palgrave Macmillan.

DUECK, C. (2015), The Obama Doctrine. American Grand Strategy Today, New York: Oxford University
Press.

DUNCOMBE, C. (2019), Representation, recognition and respect in world politics: The case of Iran-US
relations, 1st Edition, Manchester: Manchester University Press.

EBADI, S., MOAVENI, A. (2018), Iranul meu. Gustul amar al revolutiei (tr. 1. Filat), Bucuresti: Corint.

EHTESHAMI, A., ZWEIRI, M. (2007), Iran and the Rise of Its Neoconservatives. The Politics of Tehran’s
Silent Revolution, New York: 1. B. Tauris.

ELBARADEI, M. (2011), Epoca dezamagirii. Diplomatie nucleara in vremuri de cumpana (tr. S. Serb),
Bucuresti: RAO.

28



ENTESSAR, N & AFRASIABI, K. L. (2015), Accord and Détente since the Geneva Agreement of 2013,
Lanham, Maryland: Rowman & Littlefield.

ENTESSAR, N., AFRASIABI, K. L. (2018), Iran Nuclear Accord and the Remaking of the Middle East,
Lanham, Maryland: Rowman & Littlefield.

ENTESSAR, N., AFRASIABI, K. L. (2020), Trump and Iran, New York: Lexington Books.

ESFANDIARY, D., TABATABAI, A. (2018), Triple-Axis: Iran’s Relations with Russia and China, New
York: I. B. Tauris.

FATHOLLAH-NEJAD, A. (2021), Iran in an Emerging New World Order, Singapore: Palgrave Macmillan.

FAYAZMANESH, S. (2008), The United States and Iran. Sanctions, wars and the policy of dual
containment, New York: Routledge.

FAYAZMANESH, S. (2013), Containing Iran: Obama’s Policy of Tough Diplomacy, Newcastle:
Cambridge Scholars Publishing.

FISHMAN, M. (1980), Manufacturing the news, Austin, TX: University of Texas Press.

FONTANA, A., FREY, J. (1994), The Art of Science, in The Handbook of Qualitative Research (ed. N. & Y.
L. Denzin), Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications.

FOWLER, R. (1991), Language in the News: Discourse and Ideology in the Press, London: Routledge.

FOWLER, R. & KRESS, G. (1979), “Critical linguistics” in R. Fowler, B. Hodge, G. Kress & T. Trew
(Eds.), Language and control (pp. 185-213), London: Routledge Keegan Paul.

FUTTER, A. (2021), The Politics of Nuclear Weapons, Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

GAIETTA, M. (2015), The Trajectory of Iran’s Nuclear Program, New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

GARVER, J. W. (2006), China And Iran. Ancient Partners in a Post-Imperial World, London: University of
Washington Press.

GARVER, J. W. (2006), China and Iran. Ancient Partners in a Post-imperial World, Washington D. C.:
University of Washington Press.

GEORGE, J. (1994), Discourses of Global Politics: A Critical (Re)Introduction to the International
Relations, Boulder: Lynne Rienner.

GHAZVINIAN, J. (2021), America and Iran, New York: Alfred A. Knopf.

HARRISON, L. (2001), Political Research: An Introduction, Abingdon: Routledge.

HARTLEY, J. (2002), Communication, cultural and media studies: the key concepts (3™ edition), New
York: Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group.

HAAS, M. L. (2012), The clash of Ideologies: Middle Eastern Politics and American Security, New York:
Oxford University Press.

HAASS, R. (2020), The World. A Brief Introduction, New Y ork: Penguin.

HENRY, F., & TATOR, C. (2002), Discourse of domination: Racial bias in the Canadian English-language
press, Toronto: University of Toronto Press.

HINNEBUSCH, R. (2003), The international politics of the Middle East, Manchester: University Press.

HINNEBUSCH, R., EHTESHAMI, A (2002), The Foreign Policy of Middle East States, London: Lynne
Rienner.

HITCHCOCK, M. (2020), Showdown with Iran, Nashville: Emanate Books.

HODGSON, G. (2009), The Myth of American Exceptionalism, London: Yale University Press.

HUDSON, V. M. (2007), Foreign Policy Analysis. Classic and Contemporary Theory, Lanham, Maryland:
Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, Inc.

HUNTER, S. T. (1990), Iran and the World: Continuity in a Revolutionary Decade, Bloomington: Indiana
University Press.

HUNTER, S. T. (2010), Iran’s Foreign Policy in the Post-Soviet Era. Resisting the New International Order,
Denver, Colorado: Pracger.

JACKSON, P. T. (2011), The conduct of inquiry in International Relations, New York: Routledge.

JAFARZADEH, A. (2007), The Iran Threat. President Ahmadinejad and the Coming Nuclear Crisis, New
York: Palgrave Macmillan.

JESSEN, E. (2017), European Diplomacy in the Iran Nuclear Negotiations: What Impact Did It Have?,
Bruges: College of Europe.

JONES, D. (1999), Cosmopolitan Mediation, Manchester: Manchester University Press.

JONES, P. (2015), Track Two Diplomacy in Theory and Practice, Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press.

KARIM, K. H. (2000), The Islamic peril: Media and global violence, Montreal: Black Rose Books.

29



KAUSSLER, B. (2014), Iran’s Nuclear Diplomacy. Power politics and conflict resolution, New York:
Routledge.

KAVALSKI, E. (2016), Encounters with World Affairs: An Introduction to International Relations, New
York: Routledge.

KENNEDY, P. (2011), Ascensiunea si decaderea Marilor Puteri (tr. L. Ursu, T. Moldovanu, L. Dos, R.
Lupu), Bucuresti: Polirom.

KERRY, J. (2018), Every Day Is Extra, New York: Simon & Schuster.

KEOHANE, R. O. (2005), After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political Economy,
Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, Revised edition.

KHAN, S. (2010), Iran and Nuclear Weapons. Protracted conflict and proliferation, New Y ork: Routledge.

KHATAMI, M. (2001), Islam, Dialog si Societate Civila, Bucuresti: Argus.

KHOSRAVINIK, M. (2015), Discourse, identity, and legitimacy: Self and other in representation of Iran’s
nuclear programme, Philadelphia, PA: John Benjamins Publishing Company.

KISSINGER, H. (2014), World Order: Reflections on the Character of Nations and the Course of History,
New York: Penguin Books.

KRASNER, S. D. (1978), Defending the National Interest: Raw Materials Investments and US Foreign
Policy, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1978.

LANDO, B. M. (2007), A Web of Deceit, New York: Other Press.

LIGHT, M. (1994), “Foreign Policy Analysis”, in A. J. R. Groom and Margot Light (eds.), Contemporary
International Relations: A Guide to Theory, London: Pinter Publishers.

LYNCH, T. J., SINGH, R. S. (2008), After Bush: The case for continuity in American foreign policy, New
York: Cambridge University Press.

LOCKE, J. (1997), An Essay Concerning Human Understanding, (edited by Roger Woolhouse), London:
Penguin Books.

MAGGELET, M. H., OSKINS, J. C. (2010), Broken Arrow. A Disclosure of Significant U.S., Soviet, and
British Nuclear Weapon Incidents and Accidents, 1945-2008, Raleigh, NC: Lulu.com.

MAHBUBANI, K. (2020), Has China Won? The Chinese Challenge to American Primacy, New York:
Public Affairs.

MARTIN, J., & WHITE, P. R. R. (2005), The language of evaluation: Appraisal in English, Houndmills
Basingstoke, Palgrave Macmillan.

MCALISTER, M. (2001), Epic encounters: Culture, media, and U.S. interests in the Middle East, 1945-
2000, Berkeley: University of California Press.

MCEACHERN, P., O’'BRIEN MCEACHERN, J. (2018), North Korea, Iran and the Challenge to
International Order, New York: Routledge.

MEARSHEIMER, J. J. (2014), The Tragedy of Great Power Politics, New York: W. W. Norton & Company
Ltd.

MEARSHEIMER, J. J., WALT, S. M. (2007), The Israel Lobby and the U. S. Foreign Policy, New York:
Farrar, Straus and Giroux.

MEEHAN, E. J. (1971), “The Concept Foreign Policy”, in W. F. Hanrieder (ed.), Comparative Foreign
Policy, Theoretical Essay, New York: David McKay.

MEERTS, P. (2015), Diplomatic Negotiations: Essence and Evolution, Hague: Clingendael.

MENASHRI, D. (1990), Iran: A Decade of war and Revolution, New Y ork: Holmes and Meier.

MILES, A. (2013), US Foreign Policy and the Rogue States Doctrine, New York: Routledge.

MOALLEM, A. (2019), Human-Computer Interaction and Cybersecurity Handbook, New York: CRC Press.

MORAVCSIK, A. (2008), “The New Liberalism”, in Christian Reus-Smit and Duncan Snidal (eds.), The
Oxford Handbook of International Relations, New York: Oxford University Press, pp. 234-254.

MORGENTHAU, M. (1946), Politics Among Nations. The Struggle for Power and Peace. New York:
Alfred A. Knopf.

MOUSAVIAN, S. H. (2008), Iran-Europe Relations, New York: Routledge.

MOUSAVIAN, S. H. (2014), Iran and the United States. An Insider’s View on the Failed Past and the Road
to Peace, New York: Bloomsbury.

MYERSON, R. B. (1991), Game Theory, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

MURRAY, D. (2010), US Foreign Policy and Iran. American-Iranian relations since the Islamic revolution,
New York: Routledge.

NASR, V. (2013), The Dispensable Nation: American Foreign Policy in Retreat, New Y ork: Doubleday.

30



NEWTON, D. E. (2006), Nuclear Power, New York: Facts on File.

NONNEMAN, G. (ed.), 4nalyzing Middle Eastern Foreign Policy and the Relationship with Europe,
London: Routledge.

NORTHEDGE, F. S. (1968), The Foreign Policy of the Powers, London: Faber and Faber.

NOVAK, J., GOWIN, B. (1984), Learning how to learn, New York: Cambridge University Press.

NYE JR., J. S. (2002), Soft Power: The Means to Success in World Politics, New York: Public Affairs.

NYE JR., J. S. (2003), The Paradox of American Power: Why the World's Only Superpower Can’t Go It
Alone, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

OBAMA, B (2012), Public Papers of the Presidents of the United States, Book 1 — January 1 to June 30.
Washington: United States Government Printing Office.

OBAMA, B. (2013), Public Papers of the Presidents of the United States, Book 2 — July 1 to December 31,
2009. Washington: United States Government Printing Office.

OBAMA, B. (2020), A Promised Land, New York: Crown.

ONDERCO, M. (2015), Iran’s Nuclear Program and the Global South: The Foreign Policy of India, Brazil,
and South Africa, London: Palgrave Macmillan.

OSBORNE, M. J. (2004), An Introduction to Game Theory, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

PARKER, J. W. (2012), Russia and the Iranian Nuclear Program: Replay or Breakthrough?, Washington D.
C.: National Defense University Press.

PARSI, T. (2007), Treacherous Alliance: the secret dealings of Israel, Iran, and the United States, London:
Yale University Press.

PARSI, T. (2012), A4 Single Role of Dice: Obama’s Diplomacy with Iran, New Haven, CT: Yale University
Press.

PARSI, T. (2017), Losing an Enemy. Obama, Iran, and the Triumph of Diplomacy, New Haven: Yale
University Press.

PATRIKARAKOS, D. (2012), Nuclear Iran: The Birth of an Atomic State, London: 1B Tauris.

PERLROTH, N. (2020), This Is How They Tell Me the World Ends. The Cyber-Weapons Arms Race, New
York: Bloomsbury Publishing.

PILAT, J. F., BUSCH, N. E. (2015), Routledge Handbook of Nuclear Proliferation and Policy, New York:
Routledge.

POLLACK, K. (2013), Unthinkable: Iran, the Bomb, and American Strategy, New York: Simon & Schuster.

PORTER, G. (2020), The CIA Insider's Guide to the Iran Crisis. From CIA coup to the Brink of War, New
York: Skyhorse Publishing.

PRIFTI, B. (2017), US Foreign Policy in the Middle East. The Case for Continuity, Cham: Palgrave
Macmillan.

PUTNAM, R. D. (2016), Our Kids: The American Dream in Crisis, New York: Simon & Schuster.

RAMAZANI, R. K. (1986), Revolutionary Iran: Challenge and Response in the Middle East, Baltimore:
John Hopkins University Press.

RAPOPORT, A. (1960), Fights, Games and Debates, Ann Harbor: University of Michigan Press.

READ, M., MARSH, D. (2002), “Combining Quantitative and Qualitative Methods”, in D. Marsh and G.
Stoker, Theory and Methods in Political Science, 2™ edition, Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 231-
248.

REAH, D. (2002), The language of newspaper (2" edition), New York: Routledge.

RENSHON, S. A., SUEDFELD, P. (2013), Understanding the Bush Doctrine: Psychology and Strategy in
an Age of Terrorism, New York: Routledge.

RENSHON, S. A (2021), “The Trump Doctrine and Conservative American Nationalism,” in RENSHON, S.
A., SUEDFELD, Hitchcock P (Eds.), The Trump Doctrine and the Emerging International System,
Cham: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 3-38.

REZAEI, F. (2015), “Iran’s National Identity and the Nuclear Program: A Rational Choice Theory
Analysis”, in R. A. Cohen (ed.), Identities in Crisis in Iran Politics, Culture, and Religion, New York:
Lexington Books.

REZAEL F (2017), Iran’s Nuclear Program, Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

REUS-SMIT, C. (2001), “Constructivism” in Scott Burchill (ed.) Theories of International Relations, New
York: Palgrave Macmillan.

RICE, S. (2019), Tough Love: My Story of the Things Worth Fighting For, New York: Simon & Schuster.

RICHMOND, O. P. (2002), Maintaining Order, Making Peace, Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

31



ROUHANI, H. (2009), Andishahha-ye Siyasi-e Islam (Islamic Political Thought), Vol. 2, Tehran: Intisharat-
e Kumayl.

ROSENAU, J. N. (1987), “Introduction: New Directions and Recurrent Questions in the Comparative Study
of Foreign Policy”, in C. F. Hermann, C. W. Kegley Jr., J. N. Rosenau (eds.), New Directions in the Study
of Foreign Policy, Boston: Allen & Unwin.

ROSENAU, J. N. (2006), The Study of World Politics. Volume 1: theoretical and methodological
challenges, New York: Routledge.

ROSENAU, J. N. (2006), The Study of World Politics. Theoretical and methodological challenges (Vol. 1),
New York: Routledge.

ROUHANI, H. (2012), Amniat-e Meli va Diplomacy Hastei (National Security and Nuclear Diplomacy),
Tehran: Markaz-e Tahqiqat-e Istiratizhik.

SAID, E. W. (1978), Orientalism: conceptiile occidentale despre Orient (tr. D. Licd si A. Andreescu),
Bucuresti: Editura Art.

SAID, E. W. (1994), Culture and imperialism, New York: Vintage Books.

SAIKAL, A. (2019), Iran Rising. The Survival and Future of the Islamic Republic, New Jersey: Princeton
University Press.

SANGER, D. E. (2012), Confront and Conceal. Obama’s Secret Wars and Surprising Use of American
Power, New York: Crown Publishers.

SCHONBERG, K. K. (2009), Constructing 21st Century U.S. Foreign Policy, New York: Palgrave
McMillan.

SELIKTAR, O. (2011), “Reading Tehran in Washington, The Problem of Defining the Fundamentalist
Regime in Iran and Assessing the Prospect for Political Change”, in J. Morrison Skelly (ed.), Political
Islam from Muhammad to Ahmadinejad: Defenders, Detractors, and Definitions, Santa Barbara: Praeger.

SELIKTAR, O., REZAEIL, F. (2018), Iran, Israel, and the United States: The Politics of Counter-
Proliferation Intelligence, Lanham: Lexington Books.

SIL, R. and KATZENSTEIN, P. J. (2010), Beyond Paradigms. Analytic Eclecticism in the Study of World
Politics, New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

SHERMAN, W. R. (2018), Not for the Faint of Heart: Lessons in Courage, Power, and Persistence, New
York: Public Affairs.

SIMPSON, K. (2016), U. S. Nuclear Diplomacy with Iran. From the War on Terror to the Obama
Administration, New York: Rowman & Littlefield.

SMITH, M. (2004), European’s Foreign & Security Policy, Cambridge: C. P. U

SNYDER, J. (1991), Myths of Empire: Domestic Politics and International Ambition, Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press.

SPRINZ, D. F., WOLINSKY-NAHMIAS, Y. (2004), Models, Numbers, and Cases: Methods for Studying
International Relations, Ann Arbor: The University of Michigan Press.

SYKES, M. (1985), “Discrimination in discourse”, in T. A van Dijk (Ed.), Handbook of discourse analysis
(Vol. 4, pp. 83-101), Amsterdam: University of Amsterdam Press.

TABATABAI, A. M., DOLZIKOVA, D. (2019), “Case Study” in J. Doyle (ed.), Nuclear Safeguards,
Security and Nonproliferation: Achieving Security with Technology and Policy, Second Edition, Elsevier:
Butterworth-Heinemann, pp. 109-136.

TABATABAI, A., PEASE, C. (2019), “Iranian nuclear negotiations. How the negotiations end”, in I. W.
Zartman, How the negotiations end. Negotiating Behavior in the Endgame, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, pp. 27-45.

TAKEYH, R. (2006), Hidden Iran: Paradox and Power in the Islamic Republic, New Y ork: Macmillan.

TALEB, N. N. (2018), Skin in the Game: Hidden Asymmetries in Daily Life, New York: Random House

TAZMINI, G. (2009), Khatami’s Iran. The Islamic Republic and the Turbulent Path to Reform, New York: 1.
B. Tauris.

TORBAT, A. E. (2020), Politics of Oil and Nuclear Technology in Iran, Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

TRENIN, D. MALASHENKO, A. (2010), 4 View From Moscow, Washington, D.C.: Carnegie Endowment
for International Peace.

VAEZ, A., SADJADPOUR, K. (2013), Iran’s Nuclear Odyssey. Costs and Risks, Washington DC: Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace.

VAN DIIK, T. (1991a), Racism and the press, London: Routledge.

32



VAN DIIK, T. A. (1991b), “The interdisciplinary study of news as discourse”, in K. Bruhn-Jensen & N.
Jankowksi (Eds.), Handbook of qualitative methods in mass communication research (pp. 108-120),
London: Routledge.

VAN DIJK, T. A. (1992), “Racism and argumentation: ‘Race riot’ rhetoric in tabloid editorials”, in F. H.
Eemeren (Ed.). Argumentation illuminated (pp. 242-259), Dordrecht: Foris.

VAN DIJK, T. A. (1995), “Discourse analysis as ideology analysis”, in C. Schéffner & A. Wenden (Eds.),
Language and pace, Aldershot: Dartmouth, pp. 17-33.

VAN DK, T. (1998), Ideology: A multidisciplinary approach, London: Sage.

VIOTTI, P. R. & KAUPPI, M. V. (2012), International Relations Theory (Fifth Edition), New York:
Longman.

WAVER, O (1995), “Securitization and desecuritization”, in R. D. Lipschutz (Ed.), On Security, New York:
Columbia University Press, pp. 46-86.

WAVER, 0. (1996), “The Rise and Fall of the Inter-Paradigm Debate”, in Steve Smith, Ken Booth, and
Marysia Zalewski (eds.), International Theory: Positivism and Beyond, Cambridge, UK: Cambridge
University Press, pp. 149-185.

WALT, S. (1987), The Origin of Alliances, Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

WALTZ, K. N. (1959), Man, the State and War, New York: Columbia University Press.

WALTZ, K. N. (1979), Theory of International Politics, Reading, MA: Addison Wesley Publication
Company.

WALTZ, K. N. (1995), Peace, Stability, and Nuclear Weapons, Berkeley: University of California Press.

WARNAAR, M. (2013), Iranian foreign Policy during Ahmadinejad. Ideology and Actions, New York:
Macmillan.

WENDT, A. (1999), Social Theory of International Politics, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

WODAK, R., MEYER, M. (2016), “Critical discourse: history, agenda, theory and methodology”, in R.
Wodak, M. Meyer (Eds.), Methods of Critical Discourse Studies, 3" edition, London: SAGE.

WUNDERLICH, C. (2014), “A ‘Rogue’ Gone Norm Entrepreneurial? Iran within the Nuclear
Nonproliferation Regime” in W. Wagner, W. Werner, M. Onderco (eds.), Deviance in International
Relations ‘Rogue States’ and International Security, New York: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 83-105.

ZACCARA, L. (2020), Foreign Policy of Iran under President Hassan Rouhani’s First Term (2013-2017),
Singapore: Palgrave Macmillan.

ZAKARIA, F. (2009), Post-American world and the rise of the rest, London: Penguin.

Official Documents and Journals

ACHENBACH, J. (1991), “The Experts in Retreat: After-the Fact Explanations for the Gloomy Predictions”,
Washington Post, February 28.

ALLEN, N. et al. (2013), Bridging Divides: Track II Diplomacy in the Middle East (Policy Workshop),
Princeton University: Woodrow Wilson School of Public & International Affairs, pp. 1-32.

BAHGAT, G. (2006), “Nuclear proliferation: The Islamic Republic of Iran”, International Studies
Perspectives, Vol. 7, No. 2, pp. 124-136.

BUZAN, B. (1991), “New Patterns of Global Security in the Twenty-First Century”, International Affairs,
Vol. 67, No. 3, July 1991, pp. 246-247.

CRS Report (2018), “Iran Nuclear Agreement and U. S. Exit”, July 20, pp. 1-38.

DAVIS, G. A. M. (2012), “Coercive Diplomacy Meets Diversionary Incentives: The Impact of US and
Iranian Domestic Politics during the Bush and Obama Presidencies”, Foreign Policy Analysis, Vol. 8. No.
3, pp- 313-337.

DIAMOND, H. S. (2012), Reinterpreting Nuclear Consequences: Realism, constructivism, and the Iranian
Crisis, University of Puget Sound, pp. 1-28.

DOWNS, E. S AND MALONEY, S. (2011), “Getting China to Sanction Iran”, Foreign Affairs,
March/April, Vol. 90, No. 2.

DOYLE, M. W. (1990), “Thucydidean Realism”, Review of International Studies, Vol. 16, pp. 223-237.

DUNCOMBE, C. (2015), “Representation, recognition and foreign policy in the Iran-US relationship”,
European Journal of International Relations, 22(3), pp. 622-645.

ELBAKYAN, A. (2018), “The Future of the JCPOA”, Strategic Comments, vol. 24, No. 4, May 15, pp. 1-6.

33



ENTESSAR, N., AFRASIABI, K. L. (2016), “The Iran Nuclear Accord and the Future of Nonproliferation:
A Constructivist-Critical Approach”, Brown Journal of World Affairs, Spring/Summer, Volume XXII,
Issue II, pp. 177-195.

ESFANDIARY, D., FINAUD, M. (2016), “The Iran Nuclear Deal: Distrust and Verify”, Geneva Papers,
Vol. 18, No. 16, Geneva Center for Security Policy, pp. 1-50.

FALLAHI, S. (2007), “Moghayesey-e Diplomacy-e Hastehee dowran-e Ryasat Jomhori-e Mohammad
Khatami va Mahmood Ahmadinejad ta payane Ghatnameye 1747 shoraye Amnyat” (“Comparison
Between Khatami and Ahmadinejad’s Nuclear Diplomacy until the end of 1747 U.N.S.C. Resolution™),
Political Science Quarterly, No. 6, pp. 53-86.

FALLIERE, N., MURCHU, L. O., CHIEN, E. (2010), “W32. Stuxnet Dossier. Version 1.3 (November)”,
Symantec Security Response Document, pp. 1-64.

FARHIDI, F. & MADANI K. (2015), “A Game Theoretic Analysis of the Conflict over Iran’s Nuclear
Program”, Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on System, Man, and Cybernetics, Hong
Kong, pp. 1-6.

FAWCETT, L. (2013), “The Iraq war ten years on: Assessing the fallout”, International Affairs, Vol. 89, No.
2, pp- 325-343.

FEARON, J. D. (1995), “Rational Explanation for War”, International Organization, Vol. 49, No. 3
(Summer, 1995), pp. 379-414.

FRIEDMAN, G. (2008), “The Geopolitics of Iran: Holding the Center of a Mountain Fortress”, Stratfor, July
14.

GHANE, M. H.,, ALLAMI, H., MAHDAVIRAD, F. (2017), “Dialogic positioning in Iranian versus Western
media coverage of the Iranian nuclear issue”, International Journal of Research in Language Learning,
October, Volume 6, Number 4, pp. 77-90.

GOLAN, G. (2006), “Inter-media agenda setting and global news coverage”, Journalism Studies, Vol. 7, No.
2, pp- 323-333.

HAROLD, S., NADER, A. (2012), China and Iran. Economic, Political, and Military Relations, Santa
Monica: RAND, pp. 1-48.

HUNTINGTON, S. P. (1993), “The Clash of Civilization”, Foreign Affairs, Vol. 72, No. 3.

HYMANS, J. E. C. (2016), “Theories of Nuclear Proliferation. The State of the Field”, The Nonproliferation
Review, Volume 13, Issue 3, pp. 455-465.

ERICKSON, S. A. (2001), “Economic and Technological Trends Affecting Nuclear Nonproliferation”,
Nonproliferation Review, Vol. 8 (Summer 2001), pp. 40-54.

IAEA (2005), Management of high enriched uranium for peaceful purposes: Status and trends, Vienna:
IAEA, pp. 1-58.

IKENBERRY, J. (1999), “Why Export Democracy?: The ‘Hidden Grand Strategy’ of American Foreign
Policy,” The Wilson Quarterly, Vol. 23, No. 2, pp. 56-65.

JERVIS, R. (2003), “’Understanding the Bush Doctrine”, Political Science Quarterly, No. 118, Vol. 3, pp.
365-388.

KADKHODEE, E. & TARI Z. G. (2019), “Otherising Iran in American political discourse: case study of a
post-JCPOA senate hearing on Iran sanctions”, Third World Quarterly, Volume 40, Issue 1, pp. 1-20.

KATZMAN, K. (2007), “The Iran Sanction Act (ISA)”, Congressional Research Service, October 12, pp. 1-
6.

KATZMAN, K. (2012), “Iran Sanctions,” Congressional Research Service, December 7, pp. 1-82.

KATZMAN, K., KERR, P. K. (2016), “Iran Nuclear Agreement”, Congressional Research Service, May 31,
pp. 1-21.

KAUSSLER, B. (2008), “European Union Constructive Engagement with Iran (2000-2004): An Exercise in
Conditional Human Rights Diplomacy”, Iranian Studies, Volume 41, Issue 3, pp. 269-295.

KEOHANE, K., NYE JR., J. S. (1973), “Power and Interdependence”, Survival, Vol. 15 (4), July 1973, pp.
158-165.

KEOHANE, K., NYE JR., J. S. (1983), “Power and Interdependence Revisited”, International Organization,
Vol. 41, No. 4, (Autumn), pp. 725-753.

KRISTENSEN, H. M., NORRIS, R. S. (2017), “Worldwide deployment of nuclear weapons, 2017,” Bulletin
of the Atomic Scientists, vol. 73, no.5, pp. 289-297.

34



LAMB, C. et al. (2009), “Unlocking Iran’s Nuclear Secrets: The Latest Revelations about Tehran’s Uranium
Programme Have Raised Fears that there Are More Hidden Plants”, The Times, 27 September (PDF
Archive), pp. 1-17.

LAYNE, C. (1997), “From preponderance to offshore balancing: America’s future grand strategy”,
International Security, No. 22, pp. 86-124,

LIEBERFELD, D. (2005), “Theories of conflict and the Iraq war”, International Journal of Peace Studies,
Vol. 10, No. 2, pp. 1-21.

MANDELBAUM, M. (2015), “How to Prevent an Iranian Bomb: The Case for Deterrence”, Foreign Affairs,
Vol. 94, No. 6 (Nov/Dec).

MANNERS, 1. (2002), “Normative power Europe: a contradiction in terms?”, Journal of Common Market
Studies, Vol. 40, No. 2, pp. 235-258.

MCCUTCHEON, C. (2016), “U.S.-Iran Relations: Will the nuclear deal ease tensions?”, CQ Researcher,
Vol. 26, No. 10, pp. 217-240.

MORAVCSIK, A. (1997), “Taking preferences seriously: A liberal theory of international politics”,
International Organization, Vol. 51, No. 4, pp. 513-553.

MOTTAKI, M. (2009), “Iran’s Foreign Policy Under President Ahmadinejad”, Discourse: An Iranian
Quarterly, 8(2), pp. 1-15.

MOUSAVI, M. A., NOROUZI, Y. (2010) ”Iran-US Nuclear Standoff: A Game Theory Approach, Iranian
Review of Foreign Affairs, (pp. 122-152), Vol. 1, No. 1.

MULLER, H. (2010), “Between power and justice: Current problems and perspectives of the NPT regime”,
Strategic Analysis, Vol. 34, No. 2, pp. 189-201.

NIA, M. M. (2011), “A Holistic Constructivist Approach to Iran’s Foreign Policy”, International Journal of
Business and Social Science, Vol. 2, No. 4, 2011, p. 279-294.

NIA, M. M. (2012), “Discourse and Identity in Iran’s Foreign Policy”, Iranian Review of Foreign Affairs,
Vol. 3, No. 3 (Fall 2012), p. 29-64.

OKTAR, L. (2001), “The ideological organization of representational processes in the presentation of us and
them”, Discourse & Society, Vol. 12, No. 3, pp. 313-346.

PARSI, T. (2007), “The Price of Not Talking to Iran”, World Policy Journal, Vol. 23, No. 4, pp. 11-17.

PASSAS, N. (2009), “Combating Terrorist Financing: General Report of the Cleveland Preparatory
Colloquium”, 41 CASE W. RES. J. INT’L, pp. 250-255.

PRICE, R., REUS-SMIT, C. (1998), “Dangerous Liaisons? Critical International Theory and
constructivism”, European Journal of International Relations, 4(3), p. 265.

QADEER, M. A. (2016), “US-Iran Nuclear Standoff: A Constructivist Approach”, Journal of Strategic
Affairs, Vol. 1, Issue No. 1, Summer 2016, pp. 49-73.

SAGAN, S. D. (1996), “Why Do States Built Nuclear Weapons?: Three Models in Search of a Bomb”,
International Security 21 (3), pp. 54-86.

SAGAN, S. D., WALTZ, K. N. & BETTIS, R. K. (2007), “A Nuclear Iran: Promoting Stability or Courting
Disaster?”, Journal of International Affairs, Spring/Summer 2007, vol. 60, no. 2.

SEBENIUS, J. K. and SINGH, M. K. (2013), “Is a Nuclear Deal with Iran Possible?”, International Security,
Vol. 37, No. 3 (Winter 2012/2013), pp. 52-91.

SHARP, J. M. (2015), “U.S. Foreign Aid to Israel”, Congressional Research Service, June 10, pp. 1-46.

SHOAIB, M. (2016), “US-Iran Nuclear Standoff: A Constructivist Approach”, Journal of Strategic Affairs,
Vol. 1, Issue. 1, Summer 2016, pp. 49-73.

SOLOMON, J. (2015), “Shift Clouds Iran Nuclear Deal”, Wall Street Journal: A9, June 26, 2015.

VAN DIJK, T. A. (1996), Opinions and ideologies in editorials. Second draft, March 1996. Paper 4™ at
International Symposium of Critical Discourse Analysis, Language, Social Life and Critical Thoughts,
Athens, 14-16 December 1995.

WALT, S. M. (2011), “The End of the American Era”, The National Interest, November/December, pp. 6-
16.

WALTZ, K. N. (1981), “The Spread of Nuclear Weapons: More May Be Better”, Adelphi Papers 21 (171),
pp. 1-37.

WALTZ, K. N. (1988), “The Origins of War in Neorealist Theory”, The Journal of International History,
Vol. 18, No. 4 (Spring, 1998), pp. 615-628.

WALTZ, K. N. (2000), “Structural Realism after the Cold War”, International Security, Vol. 25, No. 1
(Summer, 2000), pp. 5-41.

35



WENDT, A. (1992), “Anarchy is what states makes of it: the Social Construction of Power Politics”,
International Organization, Vol. 46, No. 2, pp. 391-425.

ZANOTTIL, J. (2018), “Israel: Background and U.S. Relations”, Congressional Research Service, July 31,
pp. 1-40.

Web resources

*#% (1978), Cable from Sullivan to the State Department, “Thinking the Unthinkable,” November 9, 1978,
Document 30 in “The Carter Administration and the Arc of Crisis”: Iran, Afghanistan and the Cold War
in  Southwest Asia, 1977-1981. https://www.wilsoncenter.org/article/25-26-july-2005-the-carter-
administration-and-the-arc-crisis-1977-1981-cwihp-critical-oral. [November 21, 2017].

HAK (1979), “Text of  the memorandum  on  US-Israel strategic cooperation”,
https://mfa.gov.il/mfa/foreignpolicy/peace/guide/pages/usisrael%20memorandum%200f%20agreement.as
px. [January 21, 2018].

**%* (1991), “China Release Details Of Nuclear Program With Iran”, Associated Press, November 4, 1991.
https:// www.afp.com/en/China/Releases/Details/Nuclear/Program/With/Iran. [March 15, 2018].

**%* Executive Order 12957 (1995), http://www.iraniantrade.org/12957.htm, [December 11, 2020];

**%* Executive Order 12959 (1995), http://www.iraniantrade.org/12959.htm, [December 11, 2020];

**%  Jran and Libya Sanctions Act of 1996, from the congressional record (1996),
https://fas.org/irp/congress/1996 cr/h960618b.htm, [December 11, 2020];

**%* (2000), “Address Before a Joint Session of the Congress on the State of the Union”, The American
Presidency Project, January 27, 2000. https://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/documents/address-before-joint-
session-the-congress-the-state-the-union-7. [January 10, 2018].

*#% (2002), “Remarks by Alireza Jafarzadeh on New Information on Top Secret Projects of the Iranian
Regime’s Nuclear Program”, [ran Watch, August 14, 2002. https://www.iranwatch.org/library/ncri-new-
information-top-secret-nuclear-projects-8-14-02. [September 15, 2017].

*E%(2003), “Iran’s 2003 proposal”, Arms Control Association.
https://www.armscontrol.org/pdf/2003 _Spring_Iran_Proposal.pdf. [November 20, 2017].

*#% (2003), “The Iranian Choice — An Opportunity to Embrace the Family of Nations: Speech by the Rt.
Hon. Chris Patten”, [ran Watch, February 5. https://www.iranwatch.org/library/international-
organization/european-union-eu/iranian-choice-opportunity-embrace-family-nations-speech-rt-hon-chris-
patten. [August 18, 2019].

*#% (2003), “Iran Had Secret Nuclear Program, U.N. Says: ‘No Evidence’ of Arms Plans; Probe Continues”,
The Washington Post, November 11. https://www.washingtonpost.com/gdpr-
consent/?next_url=https%3a%2{%2fwww.washingtonpost.com%?2firan%?2thad-secret. [August 25, 2018].

*¥*k% (2003), “Iran Has Made Plutonium, U. N. Reports”, The New York Times, Nov. 11.
https://www.nytimes.com/2003/11/11/world/iran-has-made-plutonium-un-reports.html. ~ [August 25,
2018].

*E% (2003), “After Report, Iran Acknowledges ‘Minor’ Breach of Nuclear Pact”, The Washington Post,

November 13. https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/2003/11/12/after-report-iran-
acknowledges-minor-breach-of-nuclear-pact/51454a41-0b6f-4324-baec-3fa0ace37494/. [August 25,
2018].

*¥k% - (2003), “The  Mullahs®  Nukes”, The Wall  Street  Journal,  December  12.
https://www.wsj.com/articles/SB107119670179488000. [ August 25, 2018].

ol (2003), “The Mullahs’ Promise”, The Wall Street Journal, Oct. 22.
https://www.wsj.com/articles/SB106678016144710500. [August 25, 2018].

*#% (2005), “Iran is world’s primary state sponsor of terror — Bush”, The Irish Times, February 3.
https://www.irishtimes.com/news/iran-is-world-s-primary-state-sponsor-of-terror-bush-1.1173752. [June
19, 2019].

*E% (2005), “Iran’s Statement at TAEA Emergency Meeting”, Federation of American Scientists.
https://fas.org/nuke/guide/iran/nuke/mehr080905.html. [July 21, 2017].

**%* Executive Order 13382 (2005), https://fas.org/irp/offdocs/eo/eo-13382.htm, [December 11, 2020].

HAK (2006), “IUPAC”, Compendium of  Chemical Terminology (2 edition).
http://goldbook.iupac.org/html/H/H02758.html. [March 29, 2019].

36



**%* (20006), “Security Council Demands Iran Suspend Uranium Enrichment By 32 August, Or Face Possible
Economic, Diplomatic Sanctions”, United Nations Security Council, July 31, 2006.
https://www.un.org/press/en/2006/s¢8792.doc.ht. [May 20, 2018].

**% Audit Bureau of Circulation (2006), Top 200 newspapers by largest reported circulation.
http://www.accessabc.com/reader/top150.htm. [August 17, 2018].

Rk (2006), “Copy of Tim  Guldimann’s letter”,  Washington  Post, June  18.
https://www.washingtonpost.com/2006/06/18/in-2003-us-spurned-irans-offer-of-dialogue-span-
classbankheadsome-officials-lament-lost-opportunity. [April 15, 2018].

oAk (2007), “The ‘Grand Bargain’ Fax: A Missed Opportunity?”, PBS.
https://www.pbs.org/wgbh/pages/frontline/showdown/themes/grandbargain.html. [November 20, 2017].

¥k (2007), Copy of the draft sent to SNSC, New York Times, April 29.
https://static01.nyt.com/packages/pdf/opinion/20070429 iran-memo-3.pdf. [November 15, 2017].

k% (2007), Copy of the draft edited by Javad Zarif, New York Times, April 29.
https://static01.nyt.com/packages/pdf/opinion/20070429 iran-memo-red.pdf. [November 15, 2017].

oAk (2008-2019), “Iran’s Nuclear Program: Status”, CSR.
https://www.everycrsreport.com/reports/R1.34544.html. [January 17, 2021].

**% (2008), “Brown issues Iran nuclear warning”, BBC, July 21. http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/7516580.stm.
[September 20, 2020].

*#% (2009), “Iran’s nuclear plant admission brings sanctions showdown nearer”, The Guardian, September
26. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2009/sep/25/iran-secret-nuclear-plant-sanctions. [September 11,
2019].

**%* (2009), “At U. N., Obama to Push for New Nuclear Weapons Treaty”, The Washington Post, September
24. https://www.washingtonpost.com/obama-gives-a-speech-about-the-iran-nuclear-deal. [September 11,
2019].

Rk (2009),  “Springtime for  Mullahs”, The  Wall  Street  Journal,  October 2.
https://www.wsj.com/articles/SB10001424052748704471504574444991393619868.  [September 11,
2019].

*¥k% (2010), “Text: Powers dismiss Iran fuel offer before U. N. vote”, Reuters, June 9.
https://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE6582W120100609. [September 19, 2019].

**%* (2010), “Russia Calls New EU Sanctions on Iran ‘Unacceptable’ “, The Moscow Times, July 27.
https://www.themoscowtimes.com/2010/07/27/russia-calls-new-eu-sanctions-on-iran-unacceptable-al 74.
[January 15, 2018].

**% (2010), “Hydrogen, Plutonium and Uranium Bombs”, Journey to the World of Science, July 17.
http://vongbaoenjanelleace.blogspot.com/. [June 7, 2021].

k% (2011), “Lavrov Offers ‘Step-by-Step” Plan on Iran”, Moscow Times, 15 July.
http://www.themoscowtimes.com/news/article/lavrov-offers-step-by-step-plan-on-iran/440553.html.
[November 19, 2019].

**% (2013), “Iran nuclear agreement between Iran and six powers”, Reuters, November 24, 2013.
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-iran-nuclear-agreement-text/interim-nuclear-agreement-between-iran-
and-six-powers-idUSBRE9ANOFS20131124. [November 21, 2017].

*#% (2013), “Netanyahu calls Iran’s Rouhani ‘wolf in sheep’s clothing’, Aljazeera, October 1, 2013.
http://america.aljazeera.com/articles/2013/10/1/netanyahu-calls-iransrouhaniawolfinsheepsclothing.html.
[June 25, 2019].

*#% (2013), “Supreme Leader Underlines Belief in insightful ‘Heroic Flexibility’”, Fars News, September
17, 2013. https://en.farsnews.ir/newstext.aspx?nn=13920626001151. [June 15, 2019].

*HE(2013), “2dh eanid ol 3 4S8 Wbyl gldw ) (3437 (“A part of Obama's speech that was not heard in Iran™),
Diplomaciye Irani. http://www.irdiplomacy.ir/fa/mews/1925873/. [October 7, 2018].

#% (2013), <8 I )+ WS i dalal €535 (glaiua &l SIae (L (“End of the Geneva nuclear talks; Continue
the conversation for another 10 days”), Tabnak. https://www.tabnak.ir/fa/news/356672/. [October 9,
2018].

*#% (2013), “Media Coverage of Iran’s Nuclear Program”, Center for International & Security Studies at
Maryland, April 29. https://cissm.umd.edu/research-impact/publications/media-coverage-irans-nuclear-
program. [June 17, 2019].

Rk (2014),  “Trinity  Test — 19457,  Atomic  Heritage  Foundation,  June  18.
https://www.atomicheritage.org/history/trinity-test-1945. [June 7, 2021].

37



*#%(2014), “Testimony of then-Undersecretary of State for Political Affairs Wendy Sherman at a Senate
Foreign Relations Committee Hearing on the Iran Nuclear Negotiations”, 4 February.
http://www.shearman.com/~/media/Files/Services/Iran-Sanctions/US-Resources/Joint-Plan-of-Action/4-
Feb-2014--Transcript-of-Senate-Foreign-Relations-Committee-Hearing-on-the-Iran-Nuclear-
Negotiations-Panel-1.pdf. [March 3, 2021].

*¥*k% (2014), “Ashton becomes Mogherini’s advisor on Iran”, FEUobserver, December 6.
https://euobserver.com/tickers/126811. [June 22, 2019].

*#% (2014), “Bayanat dar Didar-e Azaye Majma-e Ali-e Basij Mostaza’fin” (“Speech in Meeting with
Assemblage of Volunteer Paramilitary Basij Forces”), Khamenei. ir, November 27.
https://farsi.khamenei.ir/speech-content?id=28344. [December 22, 2019].

% (2015), “The Final Deal: Zarif, Mogherini Statement”, The Iran Primer, July 14.
https://iranprimer.usip.org/blog/2015/jul/14/final-deal-zarif-mogherini-statement. [October 19, 2015].

% (2015), “2015 State of the Union FULL SPEECH: President Obama”, ABC News, January 21.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=au2knz6nExI. [January 22, 2015].

**% (2015), “Timeline: Iran and UK relations”, BBC, August 20. https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-15949285.
[September 20, 2020].

*#% (2015), “Rouhani hails govt.’s economic job as ‘miracle’”, Press TV, February 22, 2015.
https://www.presstv.com/Detail/2015/02/22/398752/Rouhani-hails-economic-job-as-miracle. [June 15,
2019].

%% (2015), “Iran election: Hassan Rouhani in his own words”, BBC News, June 15, 2013.
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-22921680. [June 15, 2019].

k% (2015), “Text and Video: Obama’s Address on the Iran Nuclear Deal”, New York Times.
https://www.nytimes.com/2015/07/15/world/middleeast/text-and-video-obamas-address-on-the-iran-
nuclear-deal.html. [March 10, 2017].

% (2015), “Oloa) 52 O 4 ami GaS1y 5 L) b cay ol " A (pala caas” (“Zarif's ‘accidental handshake” with Obama
and his sharp reaction to it in Iran™), Voa News. https://ir.voanews.com/persiannewsiran/obama-zarif-
hand-shaking. [October 10, 2018].

kK (2015), “Why Saudi Arabia and Israel oppose Iran nuclear deal”, Aljazeera, April 14.
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2015/4/14/why-saudi-arabia-and-israel-oppose-iran-nuclear-deal.
[January 26, 2021].

oAk (2015), “Iran nuclear agreement: congressional review”, BallotPedia.
https://ballotpedia.org/Iran_nuclear_agreement: Congressional review#cite ref-12. [August 15, 2016].

*¥*k% - (2015), “The Iran Deal”, President Barack Obama statement, July 14, 2015.
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/blog/2015/07/14/iran-deal. [May 21, 2018].

**% (2015), “The Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) at a Glance”, Arms Control Association.
https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/JCPOA-at-a-glance. [May 9, 2018].

*#% (2015), “Joint Statement by EU High Representative Federica Mogherini and Iranian Foreign Minister
Javad Zarif”, Switzerland, April 2. http://eeas.europa.cu/statementseeas/2015/150402 03 _en.htm.
[November 11, 2018].

*#% (2015), “Only a win-win mentality will emerge victorious in nuclear game: Rouhani”, Tehran Times.
https://www.tehrantimes.com/news/246113/Only-a-win-win-mentality-will-emerge-victorious-in-nuclear-
game. [October 10, 2018].

*#*%(2016), “The IAEA Mission Statement”, March 4, 2016. https://www.jhumunc.org/wp-
content/uploads/2016/08/TAEA-Final-Formatted.pdf. [May 20, 2018].

% (2016), “President Obama Visits Hiroshima”, Atomic Heritage Foundation, May 27.
https://www.atomicheritage.org/article/president-obama-visits-hiroshima. [June 9, 2021].

k% (2016), “In pictures: France and Iran’s turbulent diplomatic history”, France 24.
https://graphics.france?24.com/france-iran-relations-pictures/. [August 19, 2020].

**% (2017), “Mossad chief: Iran is main threat to Israel with or without nuclear deal”, The Jerusalem Post,
March 21. https://www.jpost.com/middle-east/iran-news/mossad-chief-iran-is-main-threat-to-israel-with-
or-without-nuclear-deal-484766. [October 21, 2019].

*#% (2018) PRESIDENTIAL MEMORANDA, “National Security Presidential Memorandum/Nspm-11”.

https://fas.org/irp/offdocs/nspm/nspm-11.pdf. [May 29, 2018].

*%(2020), “aii K o ) 1 amp Yo goluer Capl” (“Zarif: We resumed 20% enrichement”), JRNA.
https://www.irna.ir/news/84173843/. [March 20, 2021].

38



*¥Ek% (2020), “Chronology of Events”, Security Council Report, Revised on September 2.
https://www.securitycouncilreport.org/chronology/iran.php. [October 9, 2020].

**% (2020), “Prospects for the Iran nuclear deal”, Strategic Comments, Vol. 26, Issue 8, pp. i-iii.

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/13567888.2020.1853381. [January 7, 2021].

*** Executive Order 13645 (2013), https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-
office/2013/06/03/executive-order-authorizing-implementation-certain-sanctions-set-forth-I, [December
11, 2020];

***Executive Order 13846 (2018), https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2018/08/07-reimposing-
certain-sanctions-with-respect-to-iran, [December 11, 2020].

*#% (2021), “Iran Agrees to Extend Inspections of Nuclear Sites”, Arms Control Association, June.
https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2021-06/news-briefs/iran-agrees-extend-inspections-nuclear-sites. [June
30, 2021].

ABDULLAH, S. (2015), “U. S. — Iran Nuclear Deal: An Agreed Framework From the Prism of
Constructivist and Nuclear Norms”, in South Asian Voices, April 10, 2015. https://southasianvoices.org/u-
s-iran-nuclear-deal-an-agreed-framework-from-the-prism-of-constructivism-and-nuclear-norms/.

[October 25, 2018].

ADEBAHR, C. (2016), “The Linchpin to the Iran Deal’s Future: Europe”, The Washington Quarterly, Vol.
38, Issue 4, pp. 115-131. https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/0163660X.2015.1125833. [May
19, 2019].

ADMINISTRATION OF BARACK OBAMA (2015), “Statement on House of Representatives Action on
the Multilateral Agreement To Prevent Iran From Developing a Nuclear Weapon”, September 11.
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/DCPD-201500613/html/DCPD-201500613.htm.  [January 17,
2016].

ADMINISTRATION OF WILLIAM J. CLINTON (1995), “Executive Order 12959—Prohibiting Certain
Transactions With  Respect to Iran”.  https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/WCPD-1995-05-
15/pdf/WCPD-1995-05-15-Pg784.pdf. [August 7, 2020].

AFEWORK, B, HANANIA, J., STENHOUSE, K., DONEV, J. (2018), “Heavy Water”, Energy Education,
May 18. https://energyeducation.ca/encyclopedia/Heavy water. [June 19, 2018].

AHREN, R. (2017), “PM likens Iran to Nazi Germany in its ‘commitment to murder Jews’”, The Times of
Israel, December 3. https://www.timesofisrael.com/pm-likens-iran-to-nazi-germany-in-its-commitment-
to-murder-jews/. [January 20, 2021].

ALBRIGHT, M. K. (1993), “Hearings before the Subcommittee on International Security, International
Organizations and Human Rights of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, House of Representatives”,
Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office.
https://archive.org/stream/usparticipationi1994unit/usparticipationil 994unit_djvu.txt. [November 18,
2018].

ALCARO, R. (2021), “Europe’s Defence of the Iran Nuclear Deal: Less than a Success, More than a
Failure”, The International Spectator, Vol. 56, Issue 1, pp- 55-72.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/03932729.2021.1876861. [May 21, 2018].

ALDER, M. (2011), “Why the Istanbul talks failed”, The Iran Primes, United States Institute of Peace,
January 23. https://iranprimer.usip.org/blog/2011/jan/23/why-istanbul-talks-failed. [September 21, 2019].

AKBARZADEH,S., BARRY, J. (2016), “State Identity in Iranian Foreign Policy”, British Journal of Middle
East Studies, Vol. 43, Issue 4, pp. 613-629.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/13530194.2016.1159541. [May 19, 2018].

AKSENOV, P. (2013), “Stanislav Petrov: The man who may have saved the world”, BBC Russian,
September 26. https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-24280831. [October 15, 2017].

ARCHER, A. (2018), “The Iran Nuclear Deal and Liberalism”. https:/medium.com/@xsm918/the-iran-
nuclear-deal-and-liberalism-fdeca22ec0c6. [May 30, 2020].

BAHOUT, J., HADDAD, B. (2015), “How France Became an Iran Hawk”, Foreign Policy, March 30.
https://foreignpolicy.com/2015/03/30/how-france-became-an-iran-hawk/. [January 20, 2020].

BAHAROON, M. (2021), “The China-Iran deal and the reinvention of the Iranian revolution”, Middle East
Institute, April 13. https://www.mei.edu/publications/china-iran-deal-and-reinvention-iranian-revolution.
[April 13,2021].

39



BAKER, P. (2017), “Trump Recertifies Iran Nuclear Deal, but Only Reluctantly”, New York Times, July 17.
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/07/17/us/politics/trump-iran-nuclear-deal-recertify.html. ~ [August 11,
2018].

BARAK, O. (2015), “After the Nuclear Deal with Iran: An Israeli-Iranian Accomodation?”, P. Mohseni
(ed.), Tipping the Balance? Implications of the Iran Nuclear Deal on Israeli Security, Harvard Kennedy
School: The Belfer Center’s Iran Project, pp. 53-57. https://www.belfercenter.org/publication/tipping-
balance. [May 19, 2019].

BECK, M. (2018), “An International Relations Perspective on the Iran Nuclear Deal”, E-International
Relations.  https://www.e-ir.info/2018/08/08/an-international-relations-perspective-on-the-iran-nuclear-
deal/. [January 7, 2019].

BERMAN, R. (2015), “The Iran Bill Clears the Senate”, The Atlantic, May 7.
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2015/05/mcconnell-iran-sanctions-cotton-rubio/392300/.
[April 19,2016].

BIDEN, J. (2020), “There’s a smarter way to be tough on Iran”, CNN Opinion, September 13.
https://edition.cnn.com/2020/09/13/opinions/smarter-way-to-be-tough-on-iran-joe-biden/index.html.
[September 14, 2020].

BISWAS, A. (2016), “Iran Deal, NPT and the Norms of Nuclear Non-Proliferation”, The Diplomat,
February 18. https://thediplomat.com/2016/02/iran-deal-npt-and-the-norms-of-nuclear-non-proliferation/.
[March 19, 2017].

BJOLA, C., MANOR, I. (2018), “Revisiting Putnam’s two-level game theory in the digital age: domestic
digital diplomacy and the Iran nuclear deal”, Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 31, Issue 1,
pp. 3-32. https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09557571.2018.1476836?journal Code=ccam?20.
[October 14, 2018].

BLITZ, J. (2012), “US signals possible agreement with Iran after Geneva talks”, Financial Times, (October
13, updated on October 16, 2013). https://www.ft.com/content/f3ce4e8a-3685-11e3-8ae3-00144feab7de.
[September 11, 2019].

BOESE, W., POMPER, M. (2003), “Interview With John Bolton, undersecretary of state for arms control
and international security”, Arms Control Association. https://www.armscontrol.org/interviews/2003-
11/interview-john-bolton-undersecretary-state-arms-control-international-security. [May 14, 2018].

BOHLEN, A. (2015), “Iran: An Opening for Diplomacy?”, Survival, No. 57, Vol.5, pp.5 9-66.
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/00396338.2015.1090127. [February 10, 2017].

BOLL STIFTUNG, H. (2009), Iran Report, Nr. 8.
https://www.boell.de/downloads/weltweit/iran_report 08.pdf. [March 29, 2019].

BOLTON, J., R. (2017), “Trump must withdraw from the Iran nuclear deal — now”, The Hill, July 16.
https://thehill.com/blogs/pundits-blog/foreign-policy/342237-opinion-trump-must-withdraw-from-iran-
nuclear-deal-now. [September 10, 2018].

BOSTOM, A. G. (2004), “The Ayatollahs’ Final Solution?”, Front Page Magazine, July 5.
http://archive.frontpagemag.com/readArticle.aspx?ARTID=12363. [September 30, 2018].

BOWEN, W., MORAN, M. (2014), “Iran’s Nuclear Programme: A Case Study in Hedging?”, Contemporary
Security Policy, Vol. 35, Issue 1, pp. 26-52.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/13523260.2014.884338. [November 14, 2019].

BRADFORD, A. (2007), “Regime  Theory”, Columbia  Law  School,  pp. 1-10.
https://scholarship.law.columbia.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=297 1 &context=faculty scholarship.
[November 15, 2018].

BROAD, W. J. (2015), “Scientists Support Iran Deal in a Letter to Obama”, The New York Times.
https://www.nytimes.com/2015/08/09/world/29-us-scientists-praise-iran-nuclear-deal-in-letter-to-
obama.html. [August 28, 2017].

BRZOZOWSKI, A. (2020), “EU’s INSTEX mechanism facilitates first transaction with pandemic-hit Iran”,
Euractiv, April  20.  https://www.euractiv.com/section/global-europe/news/eus-instex-mechanism-
facilitates-first-transaction-with-pandemic-hit-iran/. [May 12, 2020].

BUSH, G. W. (2002), “The Axis of Evil Speech”.
https://www.wheelersburg.net/Downloads/Bush%20Axis%200f%20Evil.pdf. [October 19, 2016].

BUSH, G. W. (2005), “2005 State of the Union Address”, The Washington Post, February 2.
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/politics/transcripts/bushtext. [September 19, 2019].

40



CANOVA, P. (2018), “The Iran Nuclear Deal: an in-depth analysis of the negotiation process”, Universita
Ca' Foscari Venezia, pp. 1-108. http://dspace.unive.it/handle/10579/13108. [January 19, 2020].

CHAN, L. (2012), “When Dealing with Iran, Switch to Constructivism for a Change”, Georgetown Journal
of International Affairs. https://www.georgetownjournalofinternationalaffairs.org/online-edition/when-
dealing-with-iran-switch-to-constructivism-for-a-change. [November 18, 2018].

CIRERA, D. (2008), “Quelles perspective de sortie de crise? L'Europe a I'épreuve de la crise iranienne”,
Cairn Info, No. 70, Février. https://www.cairn.info/revue-internationale-et-strategique-2008-2-page-
151.htm. [September 17, 2019].

CHAPPELL, B. K. (2021), State Responses to Nuclear Proliferation. The Differential Effects on Threat
Perception, Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

CHOKSY, J. (2014), “When it came to Iran’s economic health, Mahmoud Ahmadinejad apparently cooked
the books”, Forbes, June 6, 2014. https://www.forbes.com/sites/realspin/2013/09/06/when-it-came-to-
irans-economic-health-mahmoud-ahmadinejad-apparently-cooked-the-books/#5b3149¢943¢ec. [June 15,
2019].

COLLEAU, M. (2016), “Iran’s Janus-Faced US Policy: The Rouhani Administration Between Continuity
and Change, Opportunity and Constraint” in S. Akbarzadeh, D. Conduit (eds), fran in the World, New
York: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 33-59. https:/link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007%2F978-1-137-58577-
6_3. [September 15, 2019].

COPELAND, D. C. (2000), “The Constructivist Challenge to Structural Realism”, International Security,
Vol. 25, No. 2 (Autumn 2000), pp. 187-212. https://direct.mit.edu/isec/article/25/2/187/11679/The-
Constructivist-Challenge-to-Structural-Realism# WMHcyFUrKUk. [May 19, 2018].

CORDESMAN, A. (2015), “The Iran Nuclear Agreement: The Need for a Full U.S. Implementation Plan”,
CSIS, August 24, pp. [1-13. https://www.csis.org/analysis/iran-nuclear-agreement-need-full-us-
implementation-plan. [May 19, 2020].

CORDESMAN, A. H., GOLD, B., COUGHLIN-SCHULTE, C. (2014), Iran — Sanctions, Energy, Arms
Control, and Regime Change, New York: Rowman & Littlefield. https://csis-website-
prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fspublic/legacy_files/files/publication/140122 Cordesman_IranSanctions We
b.pdf. [June 30, 2020].

CONGRESS.GOV (2015), “H.R.1191 - Iran Nuclear Agreement Review Act of 20157, Introduced March 2,
2015. https://www.congress.gov/bill/114th-congress/house-bill/1191/text. [March 10, 2021].

COUNCIL DECISION (2011), “235/CFSP Decision concerning restrictive measures directed against certain
persons and entities in view of the situation in Iran,” Official Journal of the European Union, April 14.
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriSerdo?uri=0J:1.:2011:100:0051:0057:EN:PDF.  [November
15, 2020];

COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN UNION (2003), “A Secure Europe in a Better World”, Brussels, 12
December. https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-15895-2003-INIT/en/pdf. [April 19, 2019].

COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN UNION, (2003), “EU Strategy against Proliferation of Weapons of Mass
Destruction,” (15708/03), Brussels, December 10. https://data.consilium.europa.ecu/doc/document/ST-
15708-2003-INIT/en/pdf. [June 10, 2021].

COURT, D., JETT, J. (2020), “The 1983 War Scare”, White Sands Missile Range Museum, December 8.
https://wsmrmuseum.com/2020/12/08/the-1983-war-scare/. [July 2, 2021].

CRAIL, P. (2009), “Iranian Response to LEU Fuel Deal Unclear”, Arms Control Today, 5 November.
https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2009-1 1/iranian-response-leu-fuel-deal-unclear. [September 15, 2019].
CRONBERG, T. (2017), “No EU, no Iran deal: the EU’s choice between multilateralism and the
transatlantic ~ link”, The  Nomproliferation  Review, Vol. 24, No. 4, pp. 243-259.

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/10736700.2018.1432321. [November 15, 2019].

CRUMLEY, B. (2013), “Why France played hardball at Iranian nuclear talks”, Aljazeera, November 11.
http://america.aljazeera.com/articles/2013/11/1 1/why-france-playedhardballatirannucleartalks.html.
[January 20, 2020].

DAHL, F. (2013), “Defiant Iran Plans to Speed Up Nuclear Fuel Work”, Reuters, January 31, 2013.
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-iran-nuclear-enrichment/defiant-iran-plans-to-speed-up-nuclear-fuel-
work-idUSBRE9OU0A020130201. [December 15, 2018].

DAHL, F., PAWLAK, J. (2014), “West, Iran activate landmark nuclear deal”, Reuters, January 20, 2014.
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-iran-nuclear/west-iran-activate-landmark-nuclear-deal-
idUSBREA0J00420140120. [ November 21, 2017].

41



DAVENPORT, K. (2014), “History of Official Proposals on the Iranian Nuclear Issue”, Arms Control
Association, January. https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/Iran_Nuclear Proposals. [October 11,
2019].

DAVENPORT, K., KIMBALL, D. G., THIELMANN, G. (2015), “Solving the Iranian Nuclear Puzzle. The
Joint  Comprehensive  Plan of  Action”, Adrms  Control  Association, pp. 1-64.
https://www.armscontrol.org/files/ACA _Iran-BB 2015%20Aug6 FINAL.pdf. [July 19, 2017].

DAVENPORT, K., KIMBALL, D. G., THIELMANN, G. (2015), “Solving the Iranian Nuclear Puzzle. The
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action”, Arms Control Association Briefing Book, 4™ Edition, August, pp.
1-64. https://www.armscontrol.org/events/2011-06/%E2%80%9Cmilitary-option-countering-
iran%E2%80%99s-nuclear-program. [november 19, 2018].

DAVENPORT, K. (2017), “Official Proposals on the Iranian Nuclear Issue, 2003-2013”, Arms Control
Association. https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/Iran_Nuclear Proposals. [November 5, 2019].

DE BUITRAGQO, S. R. (2016), “The role of emotions in US security policy towards Iran”, Global Affairs,
Volume 2, Issue 2, pp. 155-164. https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/The-role-of-emotions-in-US-
security-policy-towards-Buitrago/085b44a8a4d534832af45283961bd1761¢570bel. [November 5, 2019].

DEITELHOFF, N., MULLER, H. (2005), “Theoretical Paradise — Empirically Lost? Arguing with
Habermas”,  Review of International  Studies, Vol. 31, No. 1, pp. 167-179.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/40072078. [November 21, 2018].

DEPTULA, D. A., LINK, C. D. (2007), “Air Power History”, Modern Warfare, pp. 36-45, Vol. 54, No. 4.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/26274918. [November 19, 2019].

DISCLOSED US DIPLOMATIC CABLE (2003), Iraq: Iran Would Accept UN Sanctioned War in Iraq,
Khatami Tells Berlusconi, 28 April. www.cablegatte-search.net/cable.php?id=03ROMES854. [December
13,2019].

DISCLOSED US DIPLOMATIC CABLE (2007), French Presidency Strategic Adviser Discuses Iran’s
Nuclear Program, 13 December. http://www.cablegate-search.net/cable.php?id=07PARIS4750. [March
3,2019].

DITTO, S. (2013), “Reading Rouhani”, The Washington Institute for Near East Policy, Policy Focus 129,
pp. 1-88. https://www.washingtoninstitute.org/media/2924. [July 15, 2018].

DOKOS, T. (2014), “Iran’s Nuclear Propensity: The Probability of Nuclear Use”, Non-Proliferation Papers,
No. 38, March. https://www.nonproliferation.eu//wp-
content/uploads/2018/09/thanosdokos53198ed4344ba.pdf. [December 15, 2019].

DORMAN, L. (2013), “Iranian Nuclear Program: A Constructivist Perspective”, Enerpo Journal, European
University at St. Petersburg, Issue 3, Volume 1, May 31. https://enerpojournal.com/2013/05/31/iranian-
nuclear-program-a-constructivist-perspective/. [November 27, 2017].

DUECK, C., TAKEYH, R. (2007), “Iran’s Nuclear Challenge”, Political Science Quarterly, Vol. 122, No. 2
(Summer, 2007), pp. 189-205. https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/j.1538-165X.2007.tb00596.x.
[January 18, 2018].

DUGIS, V. (2007), “Analysing Foreign Policy”, Jurusan Ilmu Hubungan Internasional FISIP, Universitas
Airlangga, pp. 1-10. http://www.journal.unair.ac.id/filerPDF/Analysing%20Foreign%20Policy.pdf. [May
17,2018].

DYER, G. (2012), “US and EU cautious on Iran’s talks proposal”, Financial Times, February 17.
https://www.ft.com/content/81b42aa8-598d-11el-abf1-00144feabdc0. [September 11, 2019].

EINHORN, R. et al. (2016), “The Iran Deal, One Year Out: What Brookings Experts are Saying,”
Brookings, The Brookings Institute, July 14. https://www.brookings.edu/blog/markaz/2016/07/14/the-
iran-deal-one-year-out-what-brookings-experts-are-saying/. [March 25, 2021].

EUROPEAN UNION (2012), “Statement by High Representative Catherine Ashton on the Iranian nuclear

issue”, Brussels, 6 March, A 104/12.
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/uedocs/cms_Data/docs/pressdata/EN/foraft/128765.pdf. [September 30,
2019].

EUROPEAN UNION EXTERNAL ACTION [EEAS] (2015), “The Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action
(JCPOA) and its implementation, Nuclear Agreement with Iran”, July 14 (updated on May 15, 2020).
https://eeas.europa.eu/delegations/iran/32286/nuclear-agreement_en. [January 15, 2021].

42



EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT (2012), “European Parliament resolution on Iran and its nuclear programme”,
2012/2512(RSP). https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/B-7-2012-0041 EN.html?redirect.
[December 19, 2018].

EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT (2018), “Debates”, June 12.
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/CRE-8-2018-06-12-ITM-010_EN.html.  [June 12,
2018].

EVSEEV, V. (2010), “Rossiysko-Iranskoye Nastorozhennoye Partnerstvo” (“The Russian-Iranian Watchful
Partnership”), Vestnik Kavkaza, July 5. https://vestikavkaza.ru/analytics/%20politika/22111.html.
[October 27, 2020].

FAKHERI, M. (2017), “Iran nuclear deal: from nationalism to diplomacy”, Asian FEducation and
Development Studies, Vol., 6, Issue 1, pp- 2-16.
https://www.emerald.com/insight/content/doi/10.1108/AEDS-06-2016-0049/full/html. [November 21,
2019].

FALLIERE, N., MURCHU, L. O., CHIEN, E. (2010), “W32. Stuxnet Dossier. Version 1.3 (November
2010)7, Symantec Security Response Document, pp- 1-69.
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/threatlevel/2011/02/Symantec-Stuxnet-Update-Feb-2011.pdf. [June
15, 2018].

FITZPATRICK, M. (2017), “Assessing the JCPOA”, Adelphi Series, Vol. 57, Issue: 466-467, pp. 19-60.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/19445571.2017.1555914. [October 12, 2017].

FORD, P. (2015), “Iran’s nculear talks: can China keep negotiations on track?”, CS Monitor, March 30.
https://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2015/0330/Iran-nuclear-talks-Can-China-keep-
negotiations-on-track. [September 14, 2020].

FRANNSSEN, H., MORTON, E. (2002), “A Review of US Unilateral Sanctions Against Iran,” Middle East
economic Sanctions (MEES), August 26. http://www.mathoum.com/press3/108E16.htm. [April 19, 2018].

FREEDOM, R. O. (2006), “Russia, Iran, and the nuclear question: the Putin record”, Jerusalem Viewpoints,
No. 544, July 2. http://jcpa.org/jl/vp544.htm. [October 14, 2020].

FRIEDMAN, T. L. (2014), “The Obama Interviews,” New York Times, videos.
https://www.nytimes.com/video/opinion/1000000030484 14/obama-on-the-world.html. ~ [October 21,
2018].

FRIEDMAN, T. L. (2015), “Iran Nuclear Deal: The Obama Doctrine & Iran”, The New York Times, April 6.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IpX9k YhUTQ&t=1209s. [December 17, 2016].

FRONTLINE  (2007), “The ‘Grand Bargain® Fax: A  Missed Opportunity?”, PBS.
https://www.pbs.org/wgbh/pages/frontline/showdown/themes/grandbargain.html. [May 1, 2016].

FRONTLINE (2007), “Interview: Mohammad Ali Abtahi”, PBS.
https://www.pbs.org/wgbh/pages/frontline/showdown/interviews/abtahi.html. [May 1, 2016].

FRUHLINGER, J. (2012),”What is Stuxnet, who created it and how does it work?”, CSO, August 22, 2017.
https://www.csoonline.com/article/3218104/what-is-stuxnet-who-created-it-and-how-does-it-work.html.
[March 29, 2019].

GALLUCCI, R. L. and Wit, J. S. (2015), “North Korea’s Real Lesson for Iran”, in The New York Times,
April 10. https://www.nytimes.com/2015/04/1 1/opinion/north-koreas-real-lessons-for-iran.html.
[November 20, 2017].

GARVER, J. W. (2011), “Is China Playing a Dual Game in Iran?”, Washington Quarterly, Vol. 34, Issue 1,
pp. 75-88. https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/0163660X.2011.538296. [October 30, 2020].
GERANMAYEH, E. (2015), “Engaging with Iran: A European Agenda”, Policy Brief, ECFR, No. 139, July,

pp- 1-12. https://ecfr.eu/publication/engaging_with_iran_a_european_agenda/. [June 6, 2017].

GIBSON, B. (2015), “The Long Road to Tehran: The Iran Nuclear Deal in Perspective”, London School of
Economics and Political Science. http://www.lse.ac.uk/ideas/research/updates/tehran. [January 26, 2021].

GIESBERS, A. (2018), “The Iran Nuclear Deal and the EU: A Strategic Awakening”, Clingendael Institute,
November 1. https://www.clingendael.org/publication/iran-nuclear-deal-and-eu-strategic-awakening.
[June 15, 2020].

GLADSTONE, R. AND CASTLE, S. (2012), “Global Network Expels as Many as 30 of Iran’s Banks in
Move to Isolate its Economy”, The New York Times, March 15.
https://www.nytimes.com/2012/03/16/world/middleeast/crucial-communication-network-expelling-
iranian-banks.html. [July 14, 2018].

43



GLASER, C. L. (1995), “Realists as Optimists: Cooperation as Self-Help”, International Security, Vol. 19,
No. 3 (Winter), pp. 50-90. https://www.jstor.org/stable/2539079?0rigin=JSTOR-pdf. [September 19,
2018].

GORDON, M. R. (2015), “After talks, nuclear agreement with Iran is seen as close”, New York Times,
March 7. https://www.nytimes.com/2015/03/08/world/europe/after-talks-nuclear-deal-on-iran-is-seen-as-
close.html. [February 19, 2021].

GRIECO, J. M. (1988), “Anarchy and the Limits of Cooperation: A Realist Critique of the Newest Liberal
Institutionalism”, International Organization, Vol. 42, No. 3, pp. 485-507.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2706787. [July 19, 2018].

HANSLER, J. (2021), “US lifts sanctions on 3 former Iranian officials and two companies”, CNN, June 10.
https://edition.cnn.com/2021/06/10/politics/biden-administration-iran-delisting/index.html.  [June 12,
2021].

HARRINGTON, A. L. (2016), “Power, violence, and nuclear weapons”, Critical Studies on Security, Vol. 4,
Issue 1, pp. 91-112. https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/21624887.2016.1177784. [January 17,
2020].

HUBBARD, B. (2015), “Arab World Split Over Iran Nuclear Deal,” The New York Times, July 14.
https://www.nytimes.com/2015/07/15/world/middleeast/iran-nuclear-deal-provokes-sharp-reactions-
across-the-arab-world.html. [January 26, 2021].

HULVEJOVA, J. (2015), “Negotiation Analysis: Nuclear negotiations with Iran”, Charles University, pp. 1-
93. https://dspace.cuni.cz/handle/20.500.11956/65288. [November 9, 2018].

HUNT, L. (2017), “The anchor of the system: The Iran deal and the decline of realism in US foreign policy”,
International Journal: Canada's Journal of Global Policy Analysis, Vol. 72, No. 3, pp. 318-337.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0020702017723356. [December 19, 2020].

HYMANS, J. E. (2006), “Theories of Nuclear Proliferation,” Nonproliferation Review, Vol. 13, No. 3, pp.
455-465. https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10736700601071397. [January 19, 2018].

IBRAHIMOV, A. G. (2019), “Iran and Russia: Strategic Partnership or a Mutually Beneficial Deal?”,
History and Archeology. https://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/iran-i-rossiya-strategicheskoe-partnerstvo-ili-
vzaimovygodnaya-sdelka. [December 14, 2020].

INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY [IAEA] (1953), “Atoms for Peace Speech”, December
8. https://www.iaea.org/about/history/atoms-for-peace-speech. [March, 2016].

IAEA (2002), “IAEA and Iraq”. https://www.iaea.org/newscenter/focus/iraq. [August 7, 2018].

IAEA (2003), “Implementation of the NPT Safeguards Agreement in the Islamic Republic of Iran.
Resolution adopted by the Board on 12 September 20037, GOV/2003/69, p. 2.
https:// www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/gov2003-69.pdf. [December 5, 2019].

IAEA (2004), “Report to the Board of Governors, GOV/2004/83”, November 15, 2004.
https://www.iaea.org/publications. [December 18, 2019].

IAEA (2005), “Implementation of the NPT Safeguards Agreement in the Islamic Republic of Iran”,
GOV/2005/87, November 18. https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/gov2005-87.pdf. [August 20, 2019].

IAEA (2006), “Report on Iran’s Nuclear Programme Sent to UN Security Council”’, March 8.
https://www.iaea.org/newscenter/news/report-irans-nuclear-programme-sent-un-security-council. [August
10, 2018].

IAEA  (2007), “Report to the Board of Governors”, GOV/2007/58, November 15.
https://www.iaea.org/Publications/Documents/Board/2007. [December 18, 2019].

IAEA (2008), “Iran Safeguards Report Sent to UN Security Council, IAEA Board”, May 26.
https://www.iaea.org/newscenter/news/iran-safeguards-report-sent-un-security-council-iaca-board.
[December 16, 2018].

IAEA (2009), “Fact Sheet on DPRK Nuclear Safeguards”. https://www.iaea.org/newscenter/focus/dprk/fact-
sheet-on-dprk-nuclear-safeguards. [July 1, 2021].

IAEA (2011), “Implementation of the NPT safeguards agreement and relevant provisions of United Nations
Security Council resolutions”, November 18. https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/gov2011-69.pdf.
[December 16, 2018].

IAEA (2013), “Implementation of the NPT Safeguards Agreement and Relevant Provisions of Security
Council Resolutions in the Islamic Republic of Iran - GOV/2013/6”, February 21.
https://www.iaea.org/Publications/Documents/Board/2013. [December 15, 2018].

44



IAEA (2013), “IAEA, Iran Sign Joint Statement on Framework for Cooperation”, November 11.
https://www.iaea.org/newscenter/pressreleases/iaca-iran-sign-joint-statement-framework-cooperation.
[December 19, 2019].

IAEA (2014), “IAEA Head Reports Status of Iran’s nuclear Program”, January 20.
https://www.iaca.org/newscenter/pressreleases/iaca-head-reports-status-irans-nuclear-programme. [March
19, 2019].

IAEA  (2014), “Treaty on the  Non-Proliferation = of  Nuclear = Weapons  (NPT)”.
https://www.iaea.org/publications/documents/treaties/npt. [March 31, 2019].

IAEA (2016), “IAEA Director General’s Statement on Iran”, January 16.
https://www.iaca.org/newscenter/statements/iaca-director-general % E2%80%99s-statement-iran. [June 17,
2019].

IAEA (2020), “Nuclear Threat Initiative”. https://www.nti.org/learn/treaties-and-regimes/international-
atomic-energy-agency/. [January 20, 2021].

IAEA (2020), “Verification in the DPRK”. https://www.iaea.org/mewscenter/focus/dprk. [August 7, 2018].

IAEA (2021), “Additional Protocol”. https://www.iaea.org/topics/additional-protocol. [August 7, 2018].

IAEA (2015), “IAEA Director General’s Statement and Road-map for the Clarification of Past and Present
Outstanding Issues Regarding Iran’s Nuclear Programme, International Atomic Energy Agency”, 14 July.
https://www.iaea.org/newscenter/statements/iaca-director-generals-statement-and-road-map-for-the-
clarification-of-past-present-outstanding-issues-regarding-irans-nuclear-programme. [January 12, 2021].

IAEA (2021), “What is Low Enriched Uranium (LEU) and how it is stored at the IAEA LEU Bank?”.
https://www.iaea.org/topics/leubank/what-is-leu. [January 15, 2021].

IMMENKAMP, B., GARCES, F. (Policy Department for External Policies) (2018), “European Parliament
Briefing” — Future of the Iran nuclear deal. How much can US pressure isolate Iran, European
Parliamentary Research Service, pp- 1-8.
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2018/621897/EPRS BRI(2018)621897 EN.pdf.
[May 20, 2018].

INTERNATIONAL CRISIS GROUP (2003), “Dealing with Iran’s nuclear program”, Middle East Report,
No. 18,
http://www.icg.org//library/documents/middle _eastnorth africa/18 deal with iran nuclear pgm.pdf.
[August 25, 2018].

IRISH, J. (2013), “French leader meets Iran’s Rouhani, demands ‘concrete’ nuclear steps”, Reuters,
September 25, 2013. https://www.reuters.com/article/us-un-assembly-france-idUSBRE98000P20130925.
[June 25, 2019].

ISRAELI PRIME MINISTER’S OFFICE (2017), “PM Netanyahu’s Address to the Jewish Federations of
North America General Assembly”, November 10.
https://www.gov.il/BlobFolder/news/speechfederations101113/en/english mediacenter speeches_docum
ents_federationsen101113.doc. [January 22, 2021].

IZADI, P. (2009), “Iran and France: Shattered Dreams”, Middle FEast Institute, January 29.
https://www.mei.edu/publications/iran-and-france-shattered-dreams. [August 19, 2020].

IZADI, F., SAGHAYE-BIRIA, H. (2007), “A Discourse Analysis of Elite American Newspaper Editorials:
The Case of Iran’s Nuclear Program”, Journal of Communication Inquiry, Vol. 31, No. 2, pp. 140-165.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0196859906298073. [August 19, 2020].

IZEWICZ, P. (2017), “The JCPOA Procurement Channel”, Adelphi Series, Vol. 57, Issue: 466-467, pp. 61-
88. https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/19445571.2017.1555914. [October 12, 2017].

IZEWICZ, P. (2017), “Iran’s Ballistic Missile Programme: Its Status and the Way Forward”, EU Non-
Proliferation Papers/SIPRI, No. 57, April 2017, pp. 1-14. https://www.nonproliferation.eu//wp-
content/uploads/2018/10/iran-s-ballistic-missile-programme-its-status-and-58.pdf. [June 21, 2018].

JAMES MARTIN CENTER FOR NONPROLIFERATION STUDIES (2015), Inventory of International
Nonproliferation Organizations and Regimes.
https://media.nti.org/pdfs/iaca_Additional protocol 16.pdf. [August 7, 2018].

JEFFREY, J. (2015), “When Multilateralism Met Realism — and Tried to Make an Iran Deal”, in Foreign
Policy, August 11, 2015. https:/foreignpolicy.com/2015/08/11/when-multilateralism-met-realism-iran-
deal-obama-administration-congress/. [May 20, 2018].

45



JENNE, P., GRIESHHABER, K. (2021), “Diplomats: Progress made in Vienna at Iran nuclear talks”, 4P
News, June 20. https://apnews.com/article/donald-trump-joe-biden-vienna-middle-east-iran-
b6506eb091550af63b2097¢3900bb4bf. [June 20, 2021].

KADKHODEE, E., GHASEMI TARI, Z. (2018), “Otherising Iran in American political discourse: case
study of a post-JCPOA senate hearing on Iran sanctions”, Third World Quarterly, Vol. 40, Issue 1, pp. 1-
20. https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/01436597.2018.1513786. [November 21, 2017].

KAGAN, R. (2002), “Power and Weakness”, in Policy Review (June-July 2002).
https://www.hoover.org/research/power-and-weakness. [May 25, 2018].

KATZ, M. N. (2011), “The Russia and China Factors in Sanctions”, The Iran Primer, November 28, 2011.
https://iranprimer.usip.org/blog/201 1/nov/28/russia-and-china-factors-sanctions. [January 15,2018].

KATZMAN, K., KERR, P. K., HEITSHUSEN, V. (2018), “U.S. Decision to Cease Implementing the Iran
Nuclear Agreement”, Congressional Research Service, May 9, pp- 1-11.
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/nuke/R44942.pdf. [May 10, 2018].

KATZMAN, K. (2021), “Iran Sanctions”, Congressional Research Service, April 6, p. 1.
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/mideast/RS20871.pdf. [April 9, 2021].

KAUSSLER, B. (2012), “From Engagement to Containment: EU-Iran Relations and the Nuclear
Programme, 199220117, Journal of Balkan and Near Eastern Studies, Vol. 14, Issue 1, pp. 53-76.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/19448953.2012.656935. [May 17, 2018].

KAUSSLER, B., NEWKIRK, A. B. (2012), “Diplomacy in Bad Faith: American—Iranian Relations Today”,
Diplomacy & Statecraft, Vol. 23, Issue 2, pp- 347-380.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/09592296.2012.679493. [May 7, 2019].

KELLEY, R. E. (2021), “Why is Iran producing 60 per cent-enriched uranium?”, SIPRI, April 29.
https://www.sipri.org/commentary/essay/202 1/why-iran-producing-60-cent-enriched-uranium. [April 29,
2021].

KATZENSTEIN, P. J. (2002), “Area Studies, Regional Studies, and International Relations”, Journal of East
Asian Studies, Vol. 2, No. 1, pp. 127-137. https://www.jstor.org/stable/23417714. [January 18, 2018].

KERR, P. (2003), “IAEA Presses Iran to Comply with Nuclear Safeguards”, Arms Control Association, July
1. https://www.armscontrol.org/print/1327. [June 21, 2018].

KOZHANOV, N. (2015), “Understanding The Revitalization Of Russian-Iranian Relations”, Carnegie
Moscow Center, pp. 1-30. https://carnegieendowment.org/files/CP_Kozhanov_web_Eng.pdf. [September
27,2019].

KRISTOF, N. D. (2007), “Iran’s Proposal for a ‘Grand Bargain’”, The New York Times, April 28, 2007.
https://kristof.blogs.nytimes.com/2007/04/28/irans-proposal-for-a-grand-bargain/. [October 5, 2017].

LAKE, E. (2009), “Secret U.S.-Israel Nuclear Accord in Jeopardy”, The Washington Times, May 6.
https://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2009/may/6/us-weighs-forcing-israel-to-disclose-nukes/.
[January 20, 2021].

LAYNE, C. (2012), “The End of Pax Americana: How Western Decline Became Inevitable”, The Atlantic,
April  26.  https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2012/04/the-end-of-pax-americana-how-
western-decline-became-inevitable/256388/. [March 27, 2019].

LANDLER, M. (2009), “U. S. Seeking a Range of Sanctions Against [ran”, The New York Times, September
27. https://www.nytimes.com/2009/09/28/world/middleeast/28iran.html. [September 12, 2019].

LANZING, J. W. A. (1996), Everything you always wanted to know about...concept mapping.
http://utto1031.to.utwente.nl/artikel1/. [March 7, 2019].

LEMAY, C., TIBBETS, P. (2014), “Bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki — 1945, Atomic Heritage
Foundation, June 5. https://www.atomicheritage.org/history/bombings-hiroshima-and-nagasaki-1945.
[June 7, 2021].

LIECHTENSTEIN, D. (2021), “Iran nuclear talks make ‘progress,” will reconvene next week”, Politico,
April 21. https://www.politico.eu/article/iran-nuclear-talks-make-progress-will-reconvene-next-week/.
[April 21, 2021].

KELLNER, D. (2006), “9/11, spectacles of terror, and media manipulation”, Studies in Conflict &
Terrorism, Vol. 1. Issue 1, pp- 41-64.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/17405900410001674515. [June 19, 2019].

KORAB-KARPOWICZ, W. J. (2010), “Political Realism in International Relations”, Stanford Encyclopedia
of Philosophy, July 26. https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/realism-intl-relations/. [November 16, 2018].

46



KOSLOWSKI, R., KRATOCHWIL, F. (1994), “Understanding Change in International Politics: The Soviet
Empire’s Demise and the International System”, International Organization, Vol. 48, No. 2, pp. 215-247.
http://www3.nccu.edu.tw/~lorenzo/Koslowski%20Soviet%20Demise.pdf. [December 19, 2017].

KRISTOF, N. D. (2007), “Iran’s Proposal for a ‘Grand Bargain’”, The New York Times, April 28.
https://kristof.blogs.nytimes.com/2007/04/28/irans-proposal-for-a-grand-bargain. [May 5, 2016].

MALASHENKO, A. (2007), “The Islam Factor in Russia’s Foreign Policy”, Russia in Global Affairs, No. 3,
July—September. https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/articles/the-islam-factor-in-russias-foreign-policy/. [October
12, 2020].

MAIJIDPOUR, M. (2013), “The Unintended Consequences of US-led Sanctions on Iranian Industries”,
Iranian Studies, Vol. 46, Issue 1, Pp- 1-15.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/00210862.2012.740897. [June, 21, 2019].

MAJIDYAR, A. (2009), “Russo-Iranian Relations from Iran’s Perspective,” [ran Tracker, May 20.
http://www.irantracker.org/analysis/russo-iranian-relations-irans-%20perspective. [November 15, 2020].

MALONEY, S. (2013), “It’s Official: Washington’s Favorite Iranian Takes On The Nuclear File”,
Brookings, https://www.brookings.edu/blog/markaz/2013/09/05/its-official-washingtons-favorite-iranian-
takes-on-the-nuclear-file/. [October 25, 2017].

MANN LEVERETT, H., LEVERETT, F. (2009), “Iran Is No Existential Threat”, Foreign Policy, December
4. https://foreignpolicy.com/2009/12/04/iran-is-no-existential-threat/. [January 9, 2018].

MASON, J., CHARBONNEAU, L. (2013), “Obama, Iran’s Rouhani hold historic phone call”, Reuters.
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-un-assembly-iran-idUSBRE98Q16S20130928. [June 25, 2019].

MASTERS, J. (2019), “What  Are Economic Sanctions?”, CFR, August 12.
https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/what-are-economic-sanctions. [September 19, 2019].

MASTERSON, J. (2020), “Iran Boosts Enriched Uranium Stockpile”, Arms Control Association, April 20.
https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2020-04/news/iran-boosts-enriched-uranium-stockpile. [April 29, 2020].

MAZZUCELLI, C. (2007), “EU3-Iranian Nuclear Diplomacy: Implications for US Policy in the Middle
East”, EUMA Papers, Archive of European Integration, Vol. 4 No. 6, March. http://aei.pitt.edu/8198/.
[August 21, 2019].

MEARSHEIMER, J J. (1990), “Back to the Future: Instability in Europe After the Cold War”, International
Security, Vol. 15, No. 1 (Summer), p. 12. https://www.]jstor.org/stable/2538981?seq=1. [November 16,
2017].

MEARSHEIMER, J J (2005), “Hans Morgenthau and the Iraq war: Realism versus neo-Conservatism”,
Open Democracy, April 21. http://mearsheimer.uchicago.edu/pdfs/A0037.pdf. [June 18, 2020].

MEIER, O. (2013), “European efforts to solve the conflict over Iran’s nuclear programme: How has the
European Union performed?”, SIPRI Non-proliferation Paper, No. 27, February, pp. 1-22.
https://www.sipri.org/publications/2013/eu-non-proliferation-papers/european-efforts-solve-conflict-over-
irans-nuclear-programme-how-has-european-union-performed. [October 3, 2020].

MILANI, M. M. (2009), “Tehran’s Take. Understanding Iran’s U. S. Policy” in Foreign Affairs, July/August
2009. https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/iran/2009-07-01/tehrans-take?page=show%20%28.
[December 20, 2018].

MOHAMMED, A. (2011), “Russia lays out ‘step-by-step’ approach on Iran”, Reuters, July 13.
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-iran-russia-usa-idUSTRE76C6Z620110713. [June 15, 2020].

MONTEN, J. (2006), “Thucydides and Modern Realism”, International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 50, No. 1
(March 20006), pp. 3-25. https://www.jstor.org/stable/3693549. [July 29, 2018].

MOSHIRZADEH, H. (2007), “Discursive Foundations of Iran’s Nuclear Policy”, Security Dialogue, Vol.
38, No. 4, pp. 521-543. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26299641. [November 18, 2018].

MOUSAVIAN, S. H., MOUSAVIAN, M. M. (2018), “Building on the Iran Nuclear Deal for International
Peace and Security”, Journal for Peace and Nuclear Disarmament, Vol. 1, No. 1, pp. 169-192.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/25751654.2017.1420373. [July 15, 2018].

MURPHY, F. (2021), “IAEA confirms Iran has started enriching uranium to 60% purity”, Reuters, April 17.
https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/iaca-confirms-iran-has-started-enriching-uranium-60-purity-
2021-04-17/. [April 18, 2021].

NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE ESTIMATE [NIE] (2007), [Iran: Nuclear Intentions and Capabilities.
https://www.dni.gov/files/documents/Newsroom/Reports/Pubs/20071203 _release.

47



NETANYAHU, B. (2015), “PM Netanyahu on Holocaust Remembrance Day”, April 15.
https://mfa.gov.il/MFA/ForeignPolicy/Iran/Nuclear/Pages/Excerpt-PM-Netanyahu-on-Holocaust-
Remembrance-Day-15-Apr-2015.aspx. [September 19, 2019].

[October 14, 2018].

NEWMAN, M. (2018), “Netanyahu: Israel ‘fully supports’ Trump’s ‘bold’ pullout from Iran deal”, The
times of Israel, May 8. https://www.timesofisrael.com/netanyahu-israel-fully-supports-trumps-bold-
pullout-from-iran-deal/. [May 10, 2020].

NIA, M. M. (2011), “Understanding Iran’s Foreign Policy”, Worlds Affairs: The Journal of International
Issues, Vol. 15, No. 2, pp. 106-138. . https://www.]jstor.org/stable/48505075. [November 18, 2018].

NIKOU, S. N. (2021), “Timeline of Iran’s Nuclear Activities”, The Iran Primer,
https://iranprimer.usip.org/resource/timeline-irans-nuclear-activities. [June 3, 2021].

NORRIS, R. S, KRISTENSEN, H. M. (2015), “Global nuclear weapons inventories, 1945-2010”, Bulletin of
the Atomic Scientists, Vol. 66, Issue 4, pp- 77-83.
https:// www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.2968/066004008. [October 19, 2017].

OBAMA, B. (2015), “Statement by the President”, July 14. https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-
%200ffice/2015/07/14/statement-president. [August 15, 2016].

ODELL, J. S., TINGLEY, D. (2013), “Negotiating Agreements in International Relations”, American

Political Science Association, pp. 144-182.
http://www.apsanet.org/portals/54/Files/Task%20Force%20Reports/Chapter7Mansbridge.pdf.  [January
19, 2018].

OFFICE OF THE IRANIAN PRESIDENT (2012), “Government will not retreat even one iota from their
rights” (July 19, 2012). http://president.ir/en/39706. [November 16, 2017].

OFFICIAL JOURNAL OF THE EUROPEAN UNION (2014), “Council Regulation of 20 January 2014
amending Regulation (EU) No 267/2012 concerning restrictive measures against Iran”, January 20.
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:1.:2014:015:0018:0021:EN:PDF. [June 19,
2019].

PARSI, T & MARASHI, R. (2013), “Why sanctions on Iran are not working”, Aljazeera, May 15
.https://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/opinion/2013/05/2013515121958344336.html. [January 15, 2018].
PARSONS, A. (1989), “Iran and Western Europe”, The Middle East Journal, Vol. 43, No. 2 (Spring), pp.

218-229. https://www.jstor.org/stable/4327920. [ September 19, 2020].

PERALTA, E. (2015), “6 Things You Should Know About The Iran Nuclear Deal”, in NPR (National Public
Radio), July 14, 2016. https://www.npr.org/sections/thetwo-way/2015/07/14/422920192/6-things-you-
should-know-about-the-iran-nuclear-deal ?t=1555770122145. [March 19, 2018].

PFEFFER, A. (2015), “Laurent Fabius, the 'Bad Cop' of the Iran Negotiations”, Haaretz, July 5.
https://www.haaretz.com/.premium-laurent-fabius-the-bad-cop-of-the-iran-negotiations-1.5375383.
[September 19, 2019].

POLAD, H. (2021), “5 Simple Steps for Conflict Resolution at a Managerial Level”, CIVS International.
https://cisv.org/2019/07/19/5-simple-steps-for-conflict-resolution-at-a-managerial-level/. [January 15,
2021].

POUPONNEAU, F. (2013), “Les dynamiques propres de 1'Union européenne dans le systéme international:
la politique européenne envers le programme nucléaire iranien”, Cairn Info, No. 41, Mars.
https://www.cairn.info/revue-politique-europeenne-2013-3-page-118.htm. [September 17, 2019].

PUBLIC LIBRARY OF US DIPLOMACY (2004), Canonical ID: 04BRUSSELES4335 a, Wishful
Thinking? EU Hopes G8 can keep Iran out of UNSC (October 8), Current Classification: Secret.
https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/04BRUSSEIL.S4335 a.html. [November 2, 2018].

PUBLIC LIBRARY OF US DIPLOMACY (2005), Canonical ID: 05BRUSSELES212 a, FU Resumes
Trade, Political Negotiations with Iran (January 19), Current Classification: Confidential, Nofron.
https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/0SBRUSSELS212 a.html. [November 2, 2018].

PUBLIC LIBRARY OF US DIPLOMACY (2007), Canonical ID: 07LONDON4453 a, U.S. National
Intelligence Estimate on Iran’s Nuclear Program: UK Response (April 12), Current Classification:
Secret, Nofron. https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/07LONDON4454 a.html. [November 2, 2018].

PUBLIC LIBRARY OF US DIPLOMACY (2007), Canonical ID: 07UNVIEVIENNA778 a, IAEA/Iran: UK
And France Look Forward, DG To Meet Miliband (December 21), Current Classification: Secret.
https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/07UNVIEVIENNA778 a.html. [November 2, 2018].

48



PUBLIC LIBRARY OF US DIPLOMACY (2008), Canonical ID: O08LONDON2778 a, Iranian
Importers/Exporters: Having More Problems With Financing, Blame USG-Led Financial Measures
(November 3), Current Classification: Secret, Nofron.
https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/O8LONDON2778 a.html. [November 2, 2018].

PUBLIC LIBRARY OF US DIPLOMACY (2009), Canonical ID: 09MUNICH22 a, Munich Security
Conference — Focus on Iran (10 February), Current Classification: Unclassified.
https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/099MUNICH22 a.html. [November 2, 2018].

RAAS, W., LONG, A. (2007), “Osirak Redux?: Assessing Israeli Capabilities to Destroy Iranian Nuclear
Facilities”, International Security, Vol. 31, No. 4, pp. 7-33. https://www.jstor.org/stable/4137564.
[November 17, 2018].

RETTMAN, A. (2013), “France blocks Iran nuclear deal”, EUobserver, 11 November.
https://euobserver.com/foreign/122056. [September 17, 2020].

REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES TO THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF
NUCLEAR WEAPONS (2005), “The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)”, May,
2-27. https://www.un.org/en/conf/npt/2005/npttreaty.html. [October 19, 2017].

ROWBERRY, A. (2013), “Sixty Years of ‘Atoms for Peace’ and Iran’s Nuclear Program”, in Brookings,
December 18, 2013. https://www.brookings.edu/blog/up-front/2013/12/18/sixty-years-of-atoms-for-
peace-and-irans-nuclear-program/. [October 15, 2017].

ROZEN, L. (2012), “U. S. Hardens Stance in Iran Nuclear Talks”, 4/ Monitor, June 27. https://www.al-
monitor.com/originals/2012/al-monitor/us-hardens-stance-in-iran-nuclea.html. [July 14, 2018].

ROZEN, L. (2013), “Iran, P5+1 meet on implementing nuclear accord”, A/-Monitor, December 9.
https://www.al-monitor.com/originals/2014/07/michael-mann-zarif-timbie-sherman-mcgurk-israel-aipac-
vienna.html. [May 5, 2020].

SABATINI, R. (2010), “Economic Sanctions: Pressuring Iran’s Nuclear Program”, Nuclear Threat initiative,
June 24. https://www.nti.org/analysis/articles/pressuring-irans-nuclear-program/. [May 15, 2018].

SAGAN, S. D. (1996), “Why Do States Build Nuclear Weapons? Three Models in Search of a Bomb”,
International Security, Vol. 21, No. 3, pp. 54-86. . https://www.]stor.org/stable/2539273. [November 21,
2017].

SAIKAL, A. (2021), “Iran-China strategic agreement could be a game-changer”, The Strategist, March 29.
https://www.aspistrategist.org.au/iran-china-strategic-agreement-could-be-a-game-changer/. [March 29,
2021].

SALEHI, H. (2016), “A Critical Discourse Analysis Approach To Ideology Reflected In Three Main English
Newspapers Published In Iran”, IJRSLL, Volume 5, Issue 4, pp. 27-41. http://consortiacademia.org/10-
5861ijrsll-2015-1286/. [June 29, 2019].

SAZHIN, V. (2003), “Iranskiy Uzel” (“The Iranian Knot”), Metally FEvrazii, No. 5, pp. 20-23.
http://old.eurasmet.ru/online/2003/5/e2015.php. [October 27, 2020].

SANGER, D. E. (2015), “Saudi Arabia Promises to Match Iran in Nuclear Capability”, The New York Times,
May 13. https://www.nytimes.com/2015/05/14/world/middleeast/saudi-arabia-promises-to-match-iran-in-
nuclear-capability.html. [April 14, 2020].

SANGER, D. E., BROAD, W. J. (2003), “Surprise Word on Nuclear Gains by North Korea and Iran”, The
New York Times, Nov. 12. https://www.nytimes.com/2003/11/12/world/surprise-word-on-nuclear-gains-
by-north-korea-and-iran.html. [August 25, 2018].

SANGER, D. E., BROAD, W. J. (2009), “U. S. Allies Warn Iran Over Nuclear ‘Deception’”, The New York
Times, September 25. https://www.nytimes.com/2009/09/26/world/middleeast/26nuke.html. [September
10, 2019].

SANGER, D. E, KIRKPATRICK, D. D. (2018), “Behind Trump’s Termination of Iran Deal Is a Risky Bet”,
New York Times, May 9. https://www.nytimes.com/2018/05/08/us/politics/trump-iran-nuclear-deal-news-
analysis-.html. [January 25, 2021].

SAVYION, A. (2005), “Iran’s ‘Second Islamic Revolution’: fulfilled by election of conservative president”,
Middle East Media Research Institute, June 28, 2005. https://www.memri.org/reports/irans-
%E2%80%98second-islamic-revolution%E2%80%99-fulfilled-election-conservative-president. [June 5,
2019].

SCHWARTZ, M. S. (2020), “Top Iranian Nuclear Scientist Killed In Attack”, NPR, November 27.
https://www.npr.org/2020/11/27/939491725/top-iranian-military-scientist-assassinated-state-media-
reports. [November 27, 2020].

49



SCOBELL, A., NADER, A. (2016), “China in the Middle East. The Wary Dragon”, RAND Corporation, pp.
I-111.
https://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/research _reports/RR1200/RR1229/RAND RR1229.pdf.
[February 19, 2021].

SCOTT, L. (2020), “November 1983: the most dangerous moment of the cold war?”, Intelligence and
National Security, Vol. 35, Issue 1, pp. 131-148.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/02684527.2019.1664362. [January 4, 2021].

SEBENIUS, J. K., SINGH, M. K. (2013), “Is a Nuclear Deal with Iran Possible?”, International Security,
Vol. 37, No. 3 (Winter 2012/2013), pp. 52-91. https://www.belfercenter.org/publication/nuclear-deal-
iran-possible-analytical-framework-iran-nuclear-negotiations. [November 9, 2017].

SELIKTAR, O. (2011), “Assessing Iran's Nuclear Rationality: The ‘Eye of the Beholder’ Problem”, The
Journal of the Middle East and  Africa, Vol. 1, Issue 2, pp. 188-206.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/21520844.2011.616942. [December 19, 2018].

SHABANI, M. A. (2015), “Salehi reveals new details of secret US, Iran back channel”, Al-Monitor, 23
December. http://www.al-monitor.com/pulse/originals/2015/12/salehi-interview-conveys-new-details-of-
secret-backchannel.htmL. [November 16, 2020].

SIEGEL, J., BARFOROUSH, S. (2013), “Media coverage of Iran’s nuclear program. An analysis of U.S.
and U.K. coverage, 2009-2012”, Center for International and Security Studies at Maryland (CISSM), pp.
1-89.
https://cissm.umd.edu/search/node?keys=Media+coverage+of+Iran%E2%80%99s+nuclear+program.
[August 31, 2020].

SIL, R., KATZENSTEIN, P. J. (2010), “Analytic Eclecticism in the Study of World Politics: Reconfiguring
Problems and Mechanisms across Research Traditions”, Perspectives on Politics, Vol. 8, Issue 2, pp. 411-
431. https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/perspectives-on-politics/article/analytic-eclecticism-in-the-
study-of-world-politics-reconfiguring-problems-and-mechanisms-across-research-traditions. [October
21, 2018].

SINHA, S. & CAMPBELL BEACHY, S. (2015), “Timeline on Iran’s Nuclear Program”, The New York
Times, April 2.  https:/www.nytimes.com/interactive/2014/11/20/world/middleeast/Iran-nuclear-
timeline.htm. [November 15, 2019].

SLAVIN, B, (2010), “Watching Iran”, Foreign Policy, December 6.
https://foreignpolicy.com/2010/12/06/watching-iran/. [November 11, 2020].

SMELTZ, D., FARMANESH, A., HELM, B. (2021), “Iranians and Americans Support A Mutual Return to
JCPOA”, The Chicago Council on Global Affairs, March 30.
https://www.thechicagocouncil.org/research/public-opinion-survey/iranians-and-americans-support-
mutual-return-jcpoa. [April 2, 2021].

SMITH DIAMOND, H. (2012), “Reinterpreting Nuclear Consequences: Realism, constructivism, and the
Iranian Crisis”, University of Puget Sound, p. 20. https://soundideas.pugetsound.edu/ipe theses/4/.
[November 18, 2018].

SNYDER, J. (2004), “One World, Rival Theories”, in Foreign Policy, Nov-Dec. 2004, pp. 52-62.
https://foreignpolicy.com/2009/10/26/one-world-rival-theories/. [October 21, 2018].

SNYDER, R. S. (2014), “The U. S. and Third World Revolutionary States: Understanding the Breakdown in
Relations”, International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 43, No. 2 (Jun.), pp. 265-290. https://sci-
hub.se/https://www.jstor.org/stable/2600756?seq=1. [December 16, 2017].

SOLOMON, J., LEE, C. E. (2014), “Obama Wrote Secret Letter to Iran’s Khamenei About Fighting Islamic
State”, The Wall Street Journal. https://www.wsj.com/articles/obama-wrote-secret-letter-to-irans-
khamenei-about-fighting-islamic-state-1415295291. [January 15, 2019].

TABATABALI A. (2017), “Negotiating the ‘Iran talks’ in Tehran: the Iranian drivers that shaped the Joint
Comprehensive Plan of Action”, The Nomproliferation Review, Vol. 24, Issue 3-4, pp. 225-242.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/10736700.2018.1426180. [July 15, 2018].

TAIT, R. (2005), “Iranian president appoints hardline new cabinet”, The Guardian, August 15, 2005.
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2005/aug/15/iran.roberttait. [June 5, 2019].

TAKEYH, R. (2008), “Iran’s New Iraq”, The Middle East Journal, 62 (1), pp. 13-30.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/254824707seq=1. [July 24, 2019].

50



TALEBLU, B. B., STRICKER, A. (2021), “Shining a Light on the Iran Deal’s Sunset Problem”, National
Interest, February 9. https://nationalinterest.org/feature/shining-light-iran-deal%E2%80%99s-sunset-
problem-177945. [February 15, 2021].

TANNENWALD, N. (2012), “Guest Post: Using religion to restrain Iran’s nuclear program”, Foreign
Policy, February 24, 2012. https://foreignpolicy.com/2012/02/24/guest-post-using-religion-to-restrain-
irans-nuclear-program/. [October 21, 2018].

THE NORWEGIAN NOBEL PRIZE COMMITTEE (2009), “The Nobel Prize for 2009, Barack H. Obama”,
Oslo, October 9. https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2009/press-release/. [February 19, 2021].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2006), “Address to the Nation on the Fifth Anniversary of 9/11”, September 11.
https://georgewbush-whitehouse.archives.gov/septemberl 1/archive.html. [May 19, 2018].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2008), “President Bush Delivers State of the Union Address”. https://georgewbush-
whitehouse.archives.gov/news/releases/2008/01/20080128-13.html. [October 30, 2020].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2009), “Remarks by President Barack Obama”, Hradcany Square, Prague, Czech
Republic, April 5. https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/remarks-president-barack-
obama-prague-delivered. [May 1, 2018].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2009), “The President’s Speech in Cairo: A New Beginning”, June 4.
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/issues/foreign-policy/presidents-speech-cairo-a-new-beginning.
[February 9, 2018].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2012), Office of the Press Secretary, “Executive Order—Blocking Property of the
Government of [ran and Iranian Financial Institutions,” February 6.
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2012/02/06/executive-order-blocking-property-
government-iran-and-iranian-financial. [February 18, 2018].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2013), “Remarks by the President in the State of the Union Address”, February 12.
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2013/02/12/remarks-president-state-union-
address. [February 9, 2018].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2015), “Remarks of the President on the Iran Nuclear Iran”, August 5.
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2015/08/05/remarks-president-iran-nuclear-deal.
[October 5, 2017].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2015), “The Iran Nuclear Deal: What you need to know about the
JCPOA”.https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/sites/default/files/docs/jcpoa_what you need to know.p
df. [March 3, 2021].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2015), “The Historic Deal that Will Prevent Iran from Acquiring a Nuclear
Weapon”. https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/issues/foreign-policy/iran-deal. [January 29, 2016].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2016), “Remarks by President Obama and Prime Minister Abe of Japan at Hiroshima
Peace Memorial,” May 27. https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2016/05/27/remarks-
president-obama-and-prime-minister-abe-japan-hiroshima-peace. [October 19, 2017].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2015), “Remarks by the President About the Iranian Nuclear Deal”, August 5.
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2015/08/05/remarks-president-iran-nuclear-deal.
[May 9, 2016].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2018), “Remarks by President Trump on the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action,”
May 8. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-joint-comprehensive-
plan-action/. [January 15, 2020].

THE WHITE HOUSE (2018), “Executive Order 13846 of August 6, 2018. Reimposing Certain Sanctions
With Respect to Iran”. https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2018-08-07/pdf/2018-17068.pdf.
[January 22, 2020].

TOIVANEN, H. (2016), “The Iran Nuclear Deal: A Structural Realist View”, Journal of International
Affairs, Columbia / SIPA, April 6. https://jia.sipa.columbia.edu/online-articles/iran-nuclear-deal-
structural-realist-view. [November 16, 2019].

UNITED NATIONS (2010), “Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons”, Final Document, Doc. NPT/CONF.2010/50 (Vol. 1), May 2010, para. 86.
https://www.un.org/en/conf/npt/2010/. [April 5, 2021].

UNITED NATIONS (2015) “Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)”.
https://www.un.org/disarmament/wmd/nuclear/npt/. [December 5, 2019].

51



UNITED NATIONS SECURITY COUNCIL [UNSC] (2006), “Resolution 1696, S/RES/ 1696 (2006)”, July
31. https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/s/res/1696-%282006%29. [December 17, 2017].

UNSC (2006), “United Nations Security Council (SC), Resolution 1696, S/RES/ 16967, July 31.
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/580191?In=en. [September 15, 2019].

UNSC (2007), “United Nations Security Council, Resolution 1747, S/RES/1747”, March 24.
https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/unsc_res1747-2007.pdf. [September 15, 2019].

UNSC (2008), “Security Council Tightens Restrictions On Iran’s Proliferation-Sensitive Nuclear Activities,
Increases Vigilance Over Iranian Banks, Has States Inspect Cargo, S/RES/1803”, March 3.
https://www.undocs.org/S/RES/1803%20(2008). [September 15, 2019].

UNSC (2008), “Security Council Reaffirms Earlier Resolutions On Iran’s Uranium Enrichment, Calls On
Country To Comply With Obligations ‘Fully And Without Delay’”, S/RES/1835”, September 27.
https://www.un.org/press/en/2008/s¢9459.doc.htm. [December 16, 2018].

UNSC (2010), “United Nations Security Council (SC), Resolution 1929, S/RES/ 19297, June 9.
https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/s/res/1929-%282010%29. [December 17, 2017].

UNSC  (2015), “Resolution 2231 (2015) on  Iran  Nuclear Issue  Background”.
https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/content/223 1/background. [October 12, 2017].

US CONGRESS (2004), “H.Con.Res.398 - A concurrent resolution expressing the concern of Congress over
Iran's development of the means to produce nuclear weapons”. https://www.congress.gov/bill/108th-
congress/house-concurrent-resolution/398/text. [September 15, 2019].

US CONGRESS  (2006), “H. Rept. 109-417 — Iran Freedom  Support  Act”.
https://www.congress.gov/congressional-report/109th-congress/house-report/417/1.  [September 15,
2019].

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY (2015), “Joint Plan of Action (JPOA) Archive and Joint
Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) Archive. https:/home.treasury.gov/policy-issues/financial-
sanctions/sanctions-programs-and-country-information/iran-sanctions/joint-plan-of-action-jpoa-archive-
and-joint-comprehensive-plan-of-action-jcpoa-archive. [January 17, 2016].

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE (2004), “John R. Bolton, Under Secretary for Arms Control and
International Security Testimony Before the House International Relations Committee Subcommittee on
the Middle East and Central Asia”, June 24. https://2001-2009.state.gov/t/us/rm/33909.htm. [January 5,
2021].

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE (2007), “Secretary Condoleezza Rice. Remarks with Secretary of the
Treasury Henry M. Paulson”, October 25. https://2001-2009.state.gov/secretary/rm/2007/10/94133 .htm.
[January 17, 2021].

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE (2014), “Guidance Relating to the Provision of Certain Temporary
Sanctions Relief in Order to Implement the Joint Plan of Action Reached on November 24, 2013,
Between the P5 + 1 and the Islamic Republic of Iran, as Extended Through November 24, 2014
(Updated)”, January 20. https://2009-2017.state.gov/e/eb/tfs/spi/iran/fs/229605.htm. [June 19, 2019].

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE (2015), “Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action”, July 14 (updated on
January 20, 2017). https://2009-2017.state.gov/e/eb/tfs/spi/iran/jcpoa/index.htm. [January 15, 2021].

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE (2020), “The Abraham Accords”. https://www.state.gov/the-abraham-
accords/. [January 12, 2021].

US DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY (2010), “Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, Accountability, and
Divestment Act of 2010”. https://home.treasury.gov/policy-issues/office-of-foreign-assets-control-
sanctions-programs-and-information. [July 9, 2020].

US DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY (2013), “Joint Plan Of Action”, Geneva, November 24.
https://home.treasury.gov/system/files/126/jpoa.pdf. [January 25, 2017].

VAEZ, A. (2017), “The Iranian Nuclear Deal’s Sunset Clauses”, Foreign Affairs, October 3, 2017.
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/iran/2017-10-03/iranian-nuclear-deals-sunset-clauses.  [October
21, 2018].

US GOVERNMENT PUBLISHING OFFICE (2018), “DCPD-201800311 - National Security Presidential
Memorandum on Ceasing United States Participation in the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action and
Taking Additional Action To Counter Iran's Malign Influence and Deny Iran All Paths to a Nuclear
Weapon”. https://www.govinfo.gov/app/details/DCPD-201800311. [November 15, 2020].

USIP (2015), “The Final Tally: How Congress Voted on Iran”, The Iran Primer, September 17.
https://iranprimer.usip.org/blog/2015/sep/11/congress-votes-deal. [December 7, 2020].

52



VAEZ, A., SADJADPOUR, K. (2013), Iran’s Nuclear Odyssey. Costs and Risks, Washington DC: Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace, pp. 1-62. https://carnegieendowment.org/2013/04/02/iran-s-nuclear-
odyssey-costs-and-risks-pub-51346. [April 18, 2018].

VAN DIJK, T. A. (1996), Opinions and ideologies in editorials, discourse at International Symposium of
Critical Discourse  Analysis, Language, Social Life and Critical Thoughts, Athens
http://www.discursos.org/unpublished%?20articles/Opinions%20and%20ideologies%20in%20editorials.ht
m. [January 10, 2018].

VAN DIJK, T. A. (2007), “Ideology and discourse analysis”, Journal of Political Ideologies, Vol. 11, Issue
2, pp- 115-140. https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/13569310600687908. [January 10, 2018].

VAN WYK, J. A. et al. (2007), “The International Politics Of Nuclear Weapons: A Constructivist Analysis”,
Scientia Militaria, South African Journal of Military Studies, Vol. 35, Nr. 1, pp. 23-45.
https://scientiamilitaria.journals.ac.za/pub/article/view/28. [January 3, 2018].

VISHWANATHAN, A. (2016), “Iranian Nuclear Agreement: Understanding the Nonproliferation
Paradigm”, Contemporary Review of the Middle East, Vol. 3, No. 1, pp. 3-22.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/2347798916632321. [October 19, 2018].

WAGNER, M., MACKINTOSH, E., HAYES, M., ROCHA, V. (2020), “The latest on the US-Iran crisis”,

CNN World, January 6. https://edition.cnn.com/middleeast/live-news/us-iran-soleimani-tensions-intl-01-06-

20/h_327df71a. [July 2, 2021].

WALT, S. M. (1998), “International Relations: One World, Many Theories”, Foreign Policy, No. 110, p. 31.
https://sci-hub.se/https://www.jstor.org/stable/11492757seq=1. [November 19, 2017].

WALT, S. M. (2009), “Iran, Arms, and War”, Foreign Policy, October 1.
https://foreignpolicy.com/2009/10/01/iran-arms-races-and-war/. [September 25, 2018].

WALT, S. M. (2010), “Michael Gerson’s moral myopia”, Foreign Policy, December 21.
https://foreignpolicy.com/2010/12/21/michael-gersons-moral-myopia/. [November 15, 2019].

WALT, S. M. (2016), “Obama Was Not a Realist President”, Foreign Policy, April 7.
https://foreignpolicy.com/2016/04/07/obama-was-not-a-realist-president-jeffrey-goldberg-atlantic-obama-
doctrine/. [September 9, 2020].

WALTZ, K. N. (1981), “The Spread of Nuclear Weapons: More May Be Better: Introduction”, The Adelphi
Papers, Vol. 21, Issue, 171, p. 1. https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/05679328108457394.
[October 15, 2017].

WALTZ, K. N. (2012), “Why Iran Should Get the Bomb. Nuclear Balancing Would Mean Stability”,
Foreign Affairs, July/August. https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/iran/2012-06-15/why-iran-should-
get-bomb. [October 15, 2017].

WEISMAN, J., GORMAN, S. & SOLOMON, J. (2006), “West Raps Iran Nuclear Site. Ahmadinejad Is
Defiant as U.S. Pushes for Sanctions Over Secret Uranium Facility”, The Wall Street Journal, Sept. 26.
https://www.wsj.com/articles/SB125386629947940443. [ September 10, 2019].

WEISMAN, J., BAKER, P. (2015), “Obama Yields, Allowing Congress Say on Iran Nuclear Deal”, The
New York Times, April 21. https://www.nytimes.com/2015/04/15/us/senators-reach-deal-on-iran-
%20nuclear-talks.html. [October 27, 2017].

WENDT, A. (1992), “Anarchy is what States Make of it: The Social Construction of Power Politics”,
International Organization, vol. 46, No. 2, pp. 391-425. https://www.jstor.org/stable/2706858. [May 19,
2018].

WONG, K. (2015), “Menendez: Deal ‘doesn’t end Iran’s nuclear program - it preserves it’”, The Hill, July
17, 2015. https://thehill.com/policy/defense/247828-menendez-deal-doesnt-end-irans-%20nuclear-
program-it-preserves-it. [August 15, 2016].

WRIGHT, N., SADJADPOUR, K. (2014), “What Neuroscience Can Teach Us About Making a Deal With
Iran”, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, January 14.
https://carnegieendowment.org/2014/01/14/what-neuroscience-can-teach-us-about-making-deal-with-
iran-pub-54191. [November 18, 2018].

YONG, W., WORTH, R. F. (2010), “Bombing Hit Atomic Experts in Iran Streets”, in The New York Times.
https://www.nytimes.com/2010/11/30/world/middleeast/30tehran.html. [February 10, 2017].

YOUNGER, S. M. (2000), “Nuclear Weapons in the Twenty-First Century”, Associate Laboratory Director
for Nuclear Weapons, June 27. https://fas.org/muke/guide/usa/doctrine/doe/younger.htm. [October 19,
2019].

53



ZABARDAST, S. (2015), “Flourishing of Occidentalism in Iran After Cultural Revolution”, Gazi
Universitesi, pp. 215-228. https://www.ceeol.com/search/article-detail?id=685051. [June 19, 2019].

ZANOTTI, J. (2018), “Israel: Background and U.S. Relations”, CSR Report, pp. 1-40.
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/mideast/R1.33476.pdf. [November 27, 2020].
ZARIMPAS, N. (2003), “Transparency in Nuclear Warheads and Materials”, SIPRI, Oxford University
Press, pp- 1-294.
https://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/files/books/SIPRI03Zarimpas/SIPRIO3Zarimpas.pdf. [November
21,2019].

Interviews

COLIBASANU, A., Geopolitical Futures’ Senior Analyst, Associate Proffessor at SNSPA.

FERUTA, C., Former Acting Director General at IAEA.

GARTNER, H., Professor at the Center for International Security and Cooperation at Stanford University.

GOLMOHAMMADI, V., Assistant Professor at Tarbiat Modares University, Tehran, Iran.

HUNTER, S. T., Research Professor at the Center for Muslim-Christian Understanding at Georgetown
University in Washington, D.C.

LAGGNER, B., Swiss Diplomat (Ambassador), Chair of the “Nuclear Suppliers Group” from 2017 to 2018.

MOUSAVIAN,S. H., Iranian Diplomat and Former Negotiator for the JCPOA.

PARSI, T., Co-Founder And Executive Vice President of the Quincy Institute For Responsible Statecraft,
Former Adviser On Behalf of NIAC to US President Barack Obama.

RAUF,T., Founder and CEO of Global Product, former Director of SIPRI, Senior Advisor to the Chair of the
Disarmament Committee at the 2015 Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference.

ROCKWOOD, L., Director of Open Nuclear Network, former Section Head for Non-Proliferation and
Policy Making at the [AEA.

SOKOV, N., Senior Fellow at James Martin Center for Nonproliferation Studies and Senior Fellow at the
Vienna Center For Disarmament and Non-Proliferation.

SOLTANIEH, A. A., Iran’s Ambassador to the IAEA, (1982-2987; 2006-2013).

ZWEIRI, M., Associate Professor - Director of Gulf Studies Center Contemporary History and Politics at
Qatar University.

Conferences and Workshops

HARVARD KENNEDY SCHOOL’S INSTITUTE OF POLITICS, “THE IRAN NUCLEAR
NEGOTIATIONS: A DISCUSSION WITH WENDY SHERMAN”, Cambridge, Massachusetts, October
7,2015.

EURINT: “REFLECTING ON EUROPE’S (DIS)ORDER: SCENARIOS FOR THE EU’S FUTURE”, Iasi,
May 18-19, 2018.

“INTERNATIONAL PEACE STUDIES CONFERENCE”, Diplomatische Akademie Wien and Academic
Council on the United Nations System, Vienna, May 28-29, 2018.

“IRAN IN THE INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM?”, International Institute for Peace, Workshop, Vienna, June
12-14,2018.

“INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION IN THE 21* CENTURY - II”, Yeditepe University Istanbul, October
10-11, 2018.

GEOPOLITICS FOR BUSINESS — RISK ANALYSIS WORKSHOP, Bucharest, March 16, 2019.

DIECE CONFERENCE - “MANAGING DIVERSITY IN THE PROCESS OF EUROPEAN
INTEGRATION”, Faculty of European Studies, University Babes-Bolyai, Cluj-Napoca, March 21-22,
2019.

SEPAD CONFERENCE — “SECTARIANISM, PROXIES AND DE-SECTARIANISM ACROSS THE
MIDDLE EAST”, Lancaster University, UK, March 28, 2019.

PSA ANNUAL INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE: ., ‘(UN)SUSTAINABLE POLITICS IN A
CHANGING WORLD”, Nottingham Trent University, April 15-17, 2019.

COUNCIL FOR EUROPEAN STUDIES — “SOVEREIGNTIES IN CONTENTION: NATIONS, REGIONS
AND CITIZENS IN EUROPE”, Madrid, June 20-22, 2019.

INTERNATIONAL AGENCY ENERGY AGENCY - “INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON
CLIMATE CHANGE AND THE ROLE OF NUCLEAR POWER?”, IAEA, Vienna, October 7-11, 2019.
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INSTITUTE OF INTERNATIONAL AND EUROPEAN AFFAIRS, “American and the Post-Pandemic
World”, Discussion with H. E. William Burns, Webinar, July 15, 2020.

VIENNA CENTER FOR DISARMAMENT AND NON-PROLIFERATION (VCDN) - short course on
nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament, online course, October 15-29, 2020.

THE EUROPEAN UNION’S EXTERNAL RELATIONS AND GLOBAL ORDER (EUXGLOB): “THE
NEW TRANSATLANTIC RELATIONS AND THE PERSPECTIVES OF THE GLOBAL ORDER”,
Online, Faculty of European Studies, University Babes-Bolyai, Cluj-Napoca, April 15, 2021.

“IRAN AFTER THE ROUHANI PRESIDENCY: DEBRIEFING THE JUNE 18" ELECTION”,
NATIONAL IRANIAN AMERICAN COUNCIL, Online, June 21, 2021.

“IRAN, RUSSIA, AND CHINA IN THE POST US WITHDRAWAL AFGHAN LANDSCAPE”, Middle
East Institute (Washington, DC), Online, June 25, 2021.

“IRAN’S THIRTEENTH PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. REGIONAL AND INTERNATIONAL
IMPLICATIONS”, Qatar University, Doha, June 28, 2021.
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