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Abstract

US actions in Iraq and Afghanistan cause peoplthittk that the US can resort to military measures
against Iran as well. However the US invasion afjland the uncertainties prevailing because of the
invasion make analysts to question the necessityitifary operations, because it might bring furthe
uncertainties to region and to world politics. histpaper, it is argued that the US prioritieshie Middle
East are not well-defined and its policies are ammated with cultural misperceptions, as seerhén t
case of the Iran’s nuclear program. Historicalhtécal and international law aspects of Iran’s eacl
program would be surveyed and the US policies ciggrran’s nuclear program would be analyzed. The
US interests in the region would be discussed hedrtost known clichés regarding Iran and US ratatio
would be questioned. It is the argument that UScjgd in the Middle East are not well-calculated in
terms of the US global realpolitik concerns; and@ut US policies in the region harm the US intey@s
global stage. Thus, the US confrontation with Inagkes the potential cooperation opportunities with

Middle Eastern countries missed.
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Introduction: The US and the Middle East

The United States is a global player, and its daessinfluence the entire world. On the other
hand, the United States needs support of ally c@sih order to enhance its position against its
rivals. Thus, although the United States coulduiefice the world politics with its decisions it is
also vulnerable in the lack of the alliances; hatheeUS needs to calculate well its decisions and
policies. The support of the allies is necessarthéf United States wants to keep its superior
position in world political arena. Furthermore, théited States needs to have a stable
communication with its actual and potential all@spartners in world politics. That is to say, if
the United States is going to ask for the alliant@ country or a block of the countries in a
region, it needs to signal its intention clearlgdahe signals should have been as much free as
possible from negative bias.

That being said, in the current global order, theemany big players and some of them
are candidate to overtake the US position in tesfgolitical influence exercised in the world
politics. This paper assumes that, in the curremjecture, the Middle Eastern countries are
potential allies of the United States, and the sgcand foreign policy establishment of the US is
aware of this potential. However, other partiedJi® domestic political and cultural structure
have the reverse view, namely they perceive mosteoMiddle Eastern countries in the opposite
side. Therefore, the US is not able to mobilizepsupof the Middle Eastern countries because its
policies are culturally contaminated and its comitaition ability is restricted because of the
biased policies adopted against countries in thone especially to Iran.

This biased approach simply sabotages the comntionichnes of the United States
when delivering its message to the people and idecimakers in the region. The bias makes
people to think that the United States does notestistic or rational in the region because of its
cultural perception. And other great powers provtikie cultural perception and worsen the US
conceptions in the Middle East. The US stance érégion in many cases and especially in case
of Iran is not legally, politically and morally jtiied among the people and decision makers of
the Middle East. This situation weakens the comiation ability of the United States and
harms its interests.

An examination of Iran's nuclear program and UScps regarding that program would
be a good case to see how misguided are, and lyalyiepolitically and morally are unjustified

the policies applied in the Middle East and Iran.
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Iran's Nuclear Program in Broader International Int ellectual and Political Context

Iran has long been subject to monitoring by inteomal community because of its nuclear
program. The United States is the leading countrthis monitoring initiative with the aim of
halting Iranian nuclear programmBecause the United States pushes for the effthtsted
Nations Security Councfl European Union and IAEA have become key playegarding Iran's
nuclear program, along with Russia and CHirlae two countries involved in construction of
nuclear power plants in Iran.

This picture gives us the idea that Iran’s nuclpesgram has been an item of the
international community’s agenda, and there isesgure on Iran to stop its nuclear program. On
the other hand, Iran does not accept the demandbeotUnited States and/or international
community. United Nations Security Council decrdis® resolutions since 2006, in order to
force Iran to stop its nuclear program. Howeveerethough Iran’s nuclear program has been
slowed down a bit with the pressure, the concemsnmlved international actors are alive
because Iran continues its program.

Despite the fact that the United States pusheshiefforts to prevent Iran from going
nuclear, the policies the US adopted till now amel policies it needs to adopt from now on are
not agreed issues. Thus, in light of the legal poldical aspects, both Iran’s nuclear program and
the US projections need to be examined. But thésméation would never be satisfactory if we
analyze the issue only in terms of scientific/tecahand nuclear-related concerns. What is more,
analyzing the issue by considering regional, pmitiand economic clichés would also leave
some dimensions not addressed. Why is this clainB=tause it will be argued that the US
decisions are highly influenced by non-technicah-political and non-economic considerations.
For that reason the US approach to Iran in gerardlthe US’s dilemma in respect to world
politics also need to be included to understand gdficies adopted regarding Iran's nuclear
program.

In line with this claim, firstly, technical and erational legal aspects of Iran’s nuclear
program will be surveyed and then the most knowpr@gches about the program and US
involvement would be elaborated. The technical legdl aspects of the issue would be covered
in an extent to include almost all the importantnekénts. Then, the most known analyses

regarding Iran's nuclear program would be critidizBome experts propose to the United States
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to take diplomatic and/or economic measures, anmiesathers propose limited or total military
strike. The difference between these suggestioimsti'e method they think is the best to employ
in excluding Iran from the equation, and all thepproaches exclude the other option; making
most from the relations with Iran, which is heavdfladowed with misperceptions. Such an
approach would not only be profitable but also wiozdntribute to the regional peace.

Those suggesting the US to prevent Iran from goingjear also expect to see a regime
change in Iran either by using soft power or militaction or let Iran to change its regime via
internal dynamic§,but in any case, the regime change, sooner or, listeexpected to occur.
Some observers even put the regime change ahendadlear Iran as a priorifyThe problem
with this regime obsession mostly arises from tineeutainties caused by the civilizational
concerns produced by some intellectuals, who giveriority to cultural
values/religions/civilizatiorfsas the most important motives that should manageign policy
actions. Other great powers also feed the culttwakterns as a vital issue in the international
political agenda.

Secondly, the paper would examine the problem efieén the premises of current policy
options and approaches suggested to US authoiities what is missed both by experts and by
US policy makers in regional and global level wobkl addressed. The reason to think that the
US authorities and experts are missing a chandearmss latest approachment with China and
Russia, which is not something that Iran does mglly. It is a result of the hesitation that the US
witnesses in its policy toward to Iran; as a resifilthe clash between the cultural (religious)
perception and regional/economic (oil, Israel) iesés and global interests of the United States
(sustaining the superior position of the US) asntlost powerful state in the world, today.

In this context, it will be seen that with regaadinternational law Iran's program is not a
violation of the rules. Furthermore, all of the orapowers, like the USA, Russia, China,
Germany, and France have been involved in certages of the Iran's nuclear capabilities. And
despite the fact that Iran’s program is construet@ti contribution of international community,
the same community now isolated Iran, and the tiwwlais not because of violation of
international law but because of the internatigoalitical calculations. However the political
calculations are somehow contaminated by the alltaris-perceptions, which are neither
justified in terms of fairness nor in ensuring theerests of the countries concerned, especially

those of the USA. In addition to the cultural mismgption, the political measures adapted to
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achieve the national interest goals prove to betswproductive, in the case of the United States.
It seems that the US confrontation with Iran lagkditical and legal justification, which is
necessary to guarantee the success.

Thus it will be argued that the US confrontatiorthairan, at its current form, is neither
suitable nor profitable nor well defined; becaugg,Confrontation with Iran on its nuclear
program is not because of technical/legal and ipalitreasons; rather it is because of
misconceptions. 2) The United States is hesitanuiathe policy to adopt, because its global
political calculations and its cultural perceptiamntradict with each other. 3) The interests of
the United States and Iran in region do not clgshjf the United States prefers to confront, Iran
has some leverage to use against US actions. 4prieallies of the United States are not
willing to support the US in its confrontation wiltan. 5) The US misses the chance of making
most out of cooperation with Iran in the global ipcé, from which China, Russia and India
benefit most. 6) US perceptions about Iran andriglgolitics do not reflect the truth, and this
perception is not a result of political calculasorY) If the United States adopts a less biased
policy, while the United States would benefit frahe good relations, Iran could have been
convinced that it does not need nuclear weaponguirantee its security and that nuclear
weapons could produce some unforeseen circumstargels could be detriment of Iran itself.

It is hoped that, at the end of the paper, theaegdts the impression that the US policies
in the Middle East and in particular regarding anuclear program suffer from the same

misconceptions and miscalculations.

What is the Nuclear Program of Iran?

Historical Background

Iran’s nuclear program dates back to 1960’s, andag designed to build nuclear power plants,
which are the units utilized to produce energyifotustry. The US was the first country signing
an agreement with Iran to help it acquire nucleahmology for peaceful purposesintil 1979,
beside technical support of the United States, sGemnan and French companies, which were
competent in the nuclear technology, also involvetthe project of constructing a nuclear power

plant in Bushet? Iran declared that Busher power plant was desidmednergy production but
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there were claims arguing that, even before thelugon, Iran had the goal of obtaining nuclear
weapons:

The US authorities and European firms fulfilled itheommitments until the Iranian
Revolution took place; and when the revolution om, the nuclear facilities were half-
finished. Once the revolution broke out, cooperabetween the contractors and Iran ceased, and
the controversies regarding contracts betweendr@hEuropean companies have been an issue
throughout the 80’8

Thus, Iranian Revolution marked a new phase wiglane to the Iranian nuclear program.
After the revolution, Iran declared that it haliéglnuclear program, but the commitment to this
declaration seems a little bit ambiguous becaustefacts observed in the following yedts.
Iran's nuclear program remained as an issue, gthouan unheated pace, during 1980’s and in
an increased pace in 1990’s. Several Iranian atgetopcomplete Busher power plant in 1980’s
in cooperation with some European companies haea hbortive because of the US presstire.
Also, several attacks by Iraq to Busher nucleargrguiant during the Iran Iraqg war in 1980'’s are
worth to mention because of its impact on Iran'iofeing nuclear-related decisions. That
experience drove Iran to consider on the secufityuolear facilities against foreign attacks in its
following initiatives to run a nuclear program.

Almost all the nuclear activities of Iran in 1980isere related to Busher power Plant,
although there has not been any progress recordedat project either. Compared to other
nuclear-related facilities of Iran, most of whictens built after 1990, construction of Busher
power plant has cost too much to Iran, becausastbeen half-built, ruined and rebuilt several
times because of the attacks, change of the cdotsa@and incompatibility of the technologies of
different contractors?

In 1990’s Iran gunned up its nuclear power plartdng activities, this time with non-
western countries, Russia and Chifhalhese plants were essentially designed for energy
generation and their construction was/is totallytcacted to institutions in Russia or China.
Russia also cooperated on uranium mining capaslivith Iran, and according to the contract
between Russia and Iran, the fuel for the powerntgantracted to Russia would also be procured
by Russid’
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These attempts of the Iran to get nuclear techiyol@ye been blockaded by the USA;
however the real concern of the United States hagya been Iran's attempts to have nuclear
indigenous technology which can be either utilifmdpeaceful or military purposes.

Beside trying to build nuclear power plants, Irdsoabegan to establish its indigenous
uranium enrichment capabilities in 199&%sYet these activities were not a major issue in the
agenda of international community. The incident thiggered the current debate was a leakage
of information in 2002. The National Council of kstance of Iran (NCR) leaked some
information about Iran’s undeclared nuclear adggitin ‘Natanz (uranium enrichment) and Arak
(heavy water production)’ faciliti€s. Soon, IAEA inspections also revealed that Iranengdes
an indigenous program to advance its nuclear chifyaband some equipment necessary for
nuclear facilities has been procured illegally framo countries and A.Q. Khan Network.
According to NPT rules these activities and trarssége subject to IAEA safeguards and IAEA
should have been notified, yet, these transferavdwest the foreign suppliers and Iran have not

been reported to IAEA and were violation of NPTesf’

Technical Aspect

The indigenous nuclear program of Iran has vardingensions, and each of which constitutes a
different aspect of a complete and self-runninglearccapability. Moreover, the facilities are
many. These facilities are located in differenttpaf the country and each facility has a different
function from the other, some of facilities are centrated in research while some others process
sensitive material. For example, the facilitiesNiatanz are under the control of IAEA and are
dedicated to uranium enrichment, and partly coogdiunderground: In 2006, Iran declared
that it enriched Uranium to 3.5 &while IAEA report indicates that Iran enriched tHganium

to a higher degree but less than $%iowever, it can be argued that the report of |1AEly

that 5% is not the limit that Iran could reachisitather the degree that Iran does not exceed with
its own will.

Some other facilities are designed for some othepgses: For example, the facility in
Bonabis designed for research in the use of nudiemnology for agricultural purposgs.
Isfahan nuclear technology centre is designedaim fpersonnel for power plarfSand some
parts of it are built underground. Meanwhile thare facilities producing some alloys necessary

Alternatives: Turkish Journal of International Retms, Vol. 9, No. 1, Spring 2010 118



to build machines and devices needed for constrgici facility and/or device to produce
enriched uranium and reprocess the spent fuelrémtystion of plutoniunt®

Another facility (Tehran Nuclear Research Centsrjlésigned for plutonium processing
experiments and also beryllium and bismuth elemeelasted experiments. Each of these
activities constitutes a different component of énéire nuclear technology capability. Squassoni
argues that Iran also attempts to develop laséchenent technology, which doubles the speed of
enrichment and is suspected to increase the sgaeeaponizatiorf® Yet, the facilities involved
in the nuclear technology development program ar re not limited to those mentioned here;
noting, however, that even this limited informatishows the complexity of Iran's nuclear
program?’

Now, it is predicted that Busher power plant wobkl ready to operate in 2010The
completion of power plant would give confidence axgerience to Iran in dealing with nuclear
technology, and would diminish the internationaégsure on Iran to stop its nuclear resedrch.
On the other hand, the fuel spent in the powertaems to continue to be a cause of concern.
Since the spent fuel is some kind of substance dbald be reprocessed in order to produce
plutonium, the scrutiny of international communityll continue and IAEA would keep the

nuclear activities of Iran under contrl.

EU, UNSC, IAEA and Recent Developments

The aim of the efforts in international communisytd convince Iran to suspend its ‘enrichment
and reprocessing’ program ‘indefinite?. In the meantime Iran’s nuclear power plant
cooperation continues with the Russia and it isllebp order to keep the program within the
limits that international community is ready to, lsbme diplomatic initiatives are resorted.

In 2003, EU3 (Germany, United Kingdom and Francedam to talks with Iran to
persuade it to halt its nuclear enrichment progtasilthough Iran declared that it stopped its
nuclear enrichment program with these talks, in5268cause the pledges made to Iran has not
been met; Iran declared that the program restahte@006 IAEA board ‘passed a resolution’
reporting the Iran's non-compliance, to UNSC. Thksolution passed ‘without consensus’.
Afterwards, several other resolutions of IAEA passed called the attention of UNSTIn
2006 United Nations Security Council decreed a lutmm*® calling Iran to halt its nuclear

enrichment projects and imposed sanctions on expamtof nuclear technologies and some dual
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use materials from any country to Ir¥niran didn’t stop and continued to advance its proy
and UN security Council decreed two other resohgion 2007 and 2008 which imposed more
strict measures, including; freezing Iran’s nuclezlated personalities’ assets, prohibiting Iran
from selling arms to outside of Iran, and a stmobnitoring exportation of material and
technologies that can be used both for military eind purposes® The call of the resolutions is
the ‘suspension of all enrichment-related and regssing activities and all work on all heavy-
water-related projects, to be verified by IAEA’

But none of these international attempts made grpss in halting Iran’s struggle to
obtain nuclear indigenous technology.

In 2004 Iran declared that it plans to construaug€lear power plants. This projection of
Iran raises the suspicion of some authorities eedan already has huge oil and gas reserves.
Nevertheless Iran argues that, the nuclear powantplare ‘necessary for rising domestic
consumption, while oil and gas are needed to gemdomeign currency?® Iran argues that it
doesn’t plan to develop nuclear weapons but itealaded activities cause suspicidn.

In one of the recent reports of Secretary GendrBABA to the board of the governors, it
is emphasized that some documentation and infoomagarding conversion is provided from
some member states, and the Agency corroborated sbitihese information. Report says that
the Agency requested from Iran to answer if thdkgations about the conversion of nuclear
material for military purposes is correct or not.tAe same report it is pointed out that Iran has
provided some information about these allegatiantssbll there are some issues that need to be
answered by Iraff On the other hand, the same report stressesrémtollaborated with IAEA
to improve safeguard measures in the nuclear engoh facilities and provided access to these
facilities*® As another positive development in the repoiis itoted that Iran provided to IAEA
the right make announced and unannounced inspsctimidl since March 2007 IAEA conducted
29 unannounced inspections in Ifn.

In response to this report of Secretary GenerdhBfA, in Iran's official letter to IAEA,
some western countries: US, UK and France are loldmeeause they prevent the agency work
efficiently and technically® The second point that Iran mentions is about pyivaf the
information. Iran argues that IAEA does not carewggin about the privacy of information it gets
about Iran/s nuclear program, and most of the ifledsnformation is being leaked to pres.

Thirdly, Iran stresses that IAEA’s wide coveragetlté alleged studies of the member states, in
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the report, harms the steps to be taken by“fa@ccording to Iran's claims, most of the alleged
studies are fabricated and the documents are ighal Fourthly, Iran blames IAEA because it
doesn't act in compliance with the accord agreemvéen Iran and IAEA regarding alleged
studies’® Iran also blames IAEA on the grounds that IAEA stimes raises some issues that are

not in the mandate of IAEA and this attitude hathesconfidence among the partfés.
Legal Aspect of the Iran’s Nuclear Program

Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty

The most referred legal framework regarding nucke@hnology acquisition and transfers is
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). AccordirgNPT’s Article 4, each state party has the
right to acquire nuclear technology for the peacefuposes. And each state party can make
cooperation with other parties, especially in tbeeitories of the non-nuclear states, for the
peaceful use of the nuclear technoldYhis provision of the NPT gives the legitimacythe
Iran’s nuclear program as far as Iran does noterbtive fissile material to weapons.

However this provision of the Treaty subject taicism. Some of the authorities argue
that the NPT needs to be revised, since this pmvigives the state parties to have indigenous
nuclear research: they consider it as a loopHole. line with this argument, there have been
some attempts in NPT review conference in 2005etdse the % article. However, Iran
prevented this maneuver.

As an alternative, in order to prevent non-nuckgates to obtain nuclear weapons, the
idea of internationally controlled fuel centers psoposed by some authorities. Although,
according to NPT, each state has the right to dgevaitdigenous nuclear fuel facilities for
peaceful purposes, there are suggestions for catisiy nuclear fuel centers which would be
under the international control. Those centers @qubduce fuel that is enriched to the grade
that can only be used for peaceful purpdddgevertheless, no progress has been recordedsn thi
option either.

There are two phases of nuclear technology in pesfpenuclear weapons; one is the
phase of the production of the fissile material ahhivould be the harmful component of a
nuclear weapon. The other phase of nuclear weagkmnz is acquiring devices that would

deliver and ignite explosion of the material. Tiesife material to be used for military purposes
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needs to be enriched and the degree of the enrithneeessary for nuclear weapon is much
higher than the grade necessary for energy pramuttiAnd IAEA didn't find any credible sign
showing diversion of nuclear material to weapoms] delivery and explosion material, which
means that there is not evidence indicating thalation of NPT provisions> However in the
reports of the IAEA it is noted that Iran does oollaborate on every aspect (for example on the
implementation of additional protocol) so that IAERan be able to completely exclude the
possibility of diversion of fissile material for fitary purposes?®

Iran, various times, declared that its progranpispleaceful purpos&snot for acquiring
nuclear weapons thus in compliance with NPT provisi Meanwhile, some recent news
indicates that Iran is ready to accept alternagmaitions, which international community would

offer.>®

Sovereign Rights?

Considering the sovereign rights of the states) hras not so much leverage in respect to its
nuclear program. By signing the NPT, Iran restdciis sovereign rights on the issue of the
nuclear technology and weapons. That is to sag,Hes to act in accordance with the NPT rules
which give the right to have nuclear technologyyoiar peaceful uses. From this perspective,
although it seems that NPT has a negative impadtamis nuclear program, in fact, the NPT
gives Iran the leverage to argue that its progmforn peaceful purposes. Additionally, as stated
above, Iran’s membership to NPT gave it the oppdituto prevent the revision of the Treaty
which was intended to restrain acquiring peacebdiear technology too. Yet if Iran withdraws
from the Treaty, then it would have the full sovgrerights but the consequences of that move

might not be so favorable. Iran would lose its regn power if it withdraws from the Treaty.

Additional Protocol

One of the aspects of the legal issues regardargsimuclear program is the implementation of
additional protocot? Both the IAEA and United Nations Security CouriRésolutions calls Iran
to implement the additional protocol as a confidehailding measur® The additional protocol

is a ‘strengthened safeguard syst&hArticle 3 of the NPT requires the non-nuclear estato
sign a safeguard agreement with the IAEA, whichb&sgIAEA to make inspections, and sets

the rules of the inspectiofiSIran signed the safeguard agreement in 1974 WiERAL®® Thus,
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additional protocol contains strengthened meastoesseen in the safeguard agreement. Iran
argues that additional protocol implementationa$ @an obligation under NPT rules and points
out that already about 80 countries do not impleraeditional protocol, not just Irdfi.Iranians
also argue that they implemented the additionatoga two and half years voluntarily but
because their nuclear program has been conveyddNt@&Gecurity Council, they stopped to
implement the additional protocl.Considering the report of the IAEA it seems thdditional
protocol is something that is required for the tecal considerations, but it can be argued that
Iran seeks a way to decrease the internationakpresn return for the implementation of the

additional protocol.

An Evaluation of the Historical, Legal and Technidapects of the Program

The historical experiences show that Iran's nugbeagram is contributed by almost all of
the major powers in the world. Those countries é@lfp Iran most when they had/have close
relations with Iran, thus the threat allegedly gbbg Iran’s nuclear program to the peace in the
Middle East and world changes according to thardié situations.

Technically, Iran's nuclear program is complicadéed Iran apparently wants to have an
indigenous nuclear capability. The facilities aomstructed and designed dispersedly and partly
underground to be able to protect them from for@gacks. But technically, there are not proven
signs of weaponization, it is still in the margofshe peaceful purposes.

Legally, Iran didn’t seriously violate any interitatal rule; at least there is not a proven
violation.

Considering these facts it seems that the conftiontaf international community is not
justified in terms of technical, historical and &&@spectsNow let's examine the US interests in
the Middle East; and evaluate its political anditstgic calculations in order to see if, in these

respects, the US confrontation with Iran is justfor not for the good of the USA.

US Interests in the Middle East

As stated at the beginning, the agenda of intewnaticommunity regarding Iran's nuclear

program is determined by the United States. Thugrid8vations, interests and concerns needs
to be examined. This examination is necessaryahitiwould indicate how the US engagement

in the region is constructed on wrong premiseshis context, firstly one needs to know about
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the US interests in the Middle East region. The &kSa global player, has interests in the Middle
East as it has in other parts of the world. Therggts in the Middle East are mainly linked to oil.
Does really oil matters for USA? Yes it does. Thare several reasons to think that oil matters.
First of all, oil is one of the most vital extraas for the economi&of every country but more
than any country this resource is a necessity Heruse of great powers like the USAThe
United States is the largest oil consumer, 20 meroé the produced oil is consumed in the
United State§® Second, oil has been a part of the US cold waatesjy, United States and
Soviets have been rivals in Middle East. In thelagér period, there were concerns that Soviets
could penetrate to the gulf region by exercisinfuence on Irarf® Thus it means that oil is a
subject of great power competition. Third, US le¢ toil companies benefit from the judicial
protection’® because it is believed that the privileges of ¢hoempanies in oil business would
serve to the interests of the United States. Fouwilh today is the most needed resource of
meeting the energy neeffsFifth, oil is not only a resource necessary fasremmic activities it is
also somehow a financial tool to influence the @roie stability. Thus any country which wants
to both maintain and develop its economic capahilgeds this precious mineral.

So, for every country, but more than any county, §reat powers there are two
necessities in respect to oil. 1) Keep the oil &felg and steadily extracted and flow to world
markets, 2) Keep the price of the oil stedtijVhat does make these facts so substantial in
respect to the Middle East? The Middle East isrdggon having the 60% of global reserves of
this precious minerdf that means the control over this mineral is neargsisoth to maintain this
commodity to flow for the needs of the home cour(yyeat powers) and to gain a leverage
against other great powefsThe great power that controls this region canaiem the economic
stability and sustainability of the developmentotiier great powers, thus oil is a part of great
power politics, and United States has this projectt

In this context, for the US, controlling the flomdaextraction of oil is a primary goal in
the region. Another interest of the USA is supposetle Israel’s survival as an equally vital
interest like oil. However Israel’s survival is grd variant of the oil control for the United State
First of all, neither the United States nor anyeotbountry can stick to a country with which
cooperation is no longer profitable. And Israehad the first nation that has a special relatiopshi
with US. For example, once upon a time the US, dapecial relationship with France which

had helped to the United States to gain its indépece from United Kingdom. However, when
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the French Revolution took place in France, thetédhiStates just ‘dismantled’ the special
relationship’” The second nation that had/has a special reldipnsith the US is United
Kingdom.® If the special relationship means that the reftioould never be sour, we should
expect that the relationship between the US anthiBriwould have never been a matter of
controversy. In fact, there have been some occadlumat the US and British controversy rose.
One of the occasions that we see the controvessyisothe Suez Canal crisis. The United States
opposed to United Kingdom’s and France’s actiongrintect their interests in the regibh.
Another occasion has been the clash of the US aiii$tBoil interests in the Middle Ea%t.
Britain and the USA were in a big competition retyag oil privileges in the Middle East. Britain
at first was trying to prevent the US from takiratpn extraction and marketing of Middle East
oil. However, soon, the US authorities decided reak British dominance in the field and take
part in the gam&' So, to mention a special relationship betweenUBé& and another country
there must be vital and mutual interests on theige. Then what are the factors that make
Israel an ally of the United States? What makeselsa special partner is its role as a balancer in
the Middle East. It manages to be able to blockéme maneuvers of the Middle Eastern
countries. For example, the triumph of the Israel967 war made the US feel that Israel is a
strong ally who could defeat the Soviet-backed AfaThis triumph was important because it
prevented Arab nationalism from being a unitingcdigse among Arab people, which was
deemed as harmful to western inter&&fBhus it can be easily argued that Israel was aedegs

the proxy to balance the ambitions of the counthiaging oil. On the other hand, once the US
chose Israel to have better relations, this seleciso created the US dependency on Israel, and
this could be termed as path dependéficy.

The other interest of the US in the region is thgional stability and the concerns of its
allies in the regiofi> which is also based on the security of oil in latkhe Soviet Union, and
might be utilized in the competition with China. Maobservers also mention the Iranian regime
as a threat to US interedfsAnd the outcome of this perception is that thelemrcweapons
would be a tool for the Iranian regime to use agfaidS interests. The global political

calculations and regime change issues would berltdd below.
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WHAT MEASURES DO AUTHORITIES SUGGEST TO THE US DECI SION
MAKERS? AND WHAT ARE THE POSSIBLE IRANIAN RETALIATO RY ACTIONS?

Under the assumption that US interests are thredtbg Iran and its nuclear program, it
is suggested that US should not let Iran have ausleapons which would make Iran stronger
and harm US interests. Accepting this causatiomgtwdo the authorities suggest to the USA?
Should it attack to Iran or impose stricter sanito force it stop going nuclear? The scenarios
vary.

The scenario one is hitting the nuclear facilitisthe Iran via air strike or missil&s.
Observers believe that in such a situation bombnegnuclear facilities of Iran would be either
performed by USA, or by Israel or by bdthin either case, the problem is the sporadic locati
of nuclear facilitie$® and some of the facilities are built undergrothdhis would make
difficult for the US and Israel to penetrate alé tfacilities. This situation can make the attack
even a failure.

The scenario two is attacking to ‘strategically ortant economic infrastructure’ and
nuclear facilities of Iran which would seriouslyndage Iran’s vulnerable economic capability
and demolish its nuclear facilities thus create gbpular outcry* which will tame Iran not to
dare again to construct nuclear capability.

The third scenario is invading Iran as Iraq invadadhis option also the regime change
would be put into practic¥.

These scenarios that foresee a military attack aied intensities may cause the
retaliation of Iran. The retaliation most probalguld be asymmetrical because the power of
Iran is not equivalent to that of the 38However the weigh of the retaliation would rangenf
giving orders to Iran backed-armed grotfand some sleeper al-Qaeda cells under the caftrol
the Iran®® to sabotaging the oil flow in the Strait of Hornfliaran backed-armed groups would
either attack to direct US targets or vital targeftshe US allies, thus harming the US relations
with their allies. The groups/organizations that estack US targets are not only in Lebanon but
also in Syria, Saudi Arabia, the Gulf States, li®ggan and Turkey, which makes these countries
unwilling regarding a possible US attatkOn the other hand the closure of Strait of Hormuz
would be a shock for the global markets that warddse the dissent of the other influential

governments in the worfd.
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Another important development is recent news in piness regarding Iran's nuclear
program. It is argued that some evidence showiaglthn developed some devices that can only
be used for the military purposes have been regpadethe governments of the countries
involved® On the other hand, Iran has recently conductedilitamp exercise. The exercise
covered 600.000 square kilometers and aimed teceaser air defense capabilities. If Iran can
successfully manage an air defense, attackingato inay cause a serious failure and a loss of
credibility for the attacking parti€S® The recent intelligence reports implies that inéional
community may take action while the military exeecof Iran shows that the option of an attack
to Iran is not an avoidable matter still and Iraegares itself to confront such an attack.

Other scenarios are those suggesting either to Senpoore harsh sanctions and exert
diplomatic pressuré to force Iran stop its program, or to ease the'$raecurity concern& by
giving the necessary guarantees to Iran that itldvaot be attacked by any country and drive
Iran to normalcy. In this scenario, supporting ing¢ opposition groups or ethnic or sectarian
groups to foster their positioff&to topple the ayatollahs is still considered.

Even in the case of adopting non violent measutesge is the risk of increasing the
popular support to the regime because of the exttarterference to the internal affairs of Iran. It
shouldn’'t be forgotten that Mosaddag was not amnigt and was against the foreign
domination, so a different regime other than Istabne can also be anti-American if the wrong
policies applied by the USA.

Consequently, it is obvious that confrontation witdn has a cost and may doom to fail.
Thus we can argue that, as stated at the beginnorgrontation with Iran, because of Iran's
capabilities to retaliate, is not a suitable opti®hat is not to say that Iran can not be defeated,
but it is to say that it will be costly while thedst would not worth to shoulder, given the faeit th
Iran does not harm the US interests in the regisnwill be discussed below. Meanwhile as
discussed in detail by Anthony and Sullivan, thegiigle repercussions of a harsh confrontation
with Iran may be an uncontrollable catastrophe tioaie of the regional governments would like
to see, and global politics can not be able to rbso

But if the material fact indicates that confrorpatiwith Iran is neither necessary nor
profitable, then why does everybody assumes tlaat $hould be confronted? It seems that the

reason is cultural perceptions rather than politesulations.
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Does really Iran Pose a Threat to US Interests?
What about to reverse thinking about Iran, its eaclprogram, regional dynamics and Iran’s
regime? In fact, none of the approaches that disthes possible confrontation methods touches

on the essence of the subject. What are the failfréhe analysts?

oil

To begin with it is widely accepted that secureraotion and flow of oil is the most obvious
interest of the United States. The problem beginemmany analysts do not show any hesitation
when saying that Iran threatens the US’s oil relateerests in the region. Would really the
secure flow and extraction of oil be something thiah like to sabotage? Given the Iranian
economy’s heavy dependence on oil revetiiésis not wise to imagine that Iran would be a
threat to US interests on oil flow. In contrastanrwould really like to benefit from both
extraction and flow of oil. On the other hand, lettremely needs the investment in its oil fields
which suffers from the old technology and blockaddJSA; actually, White argues that Iran
looks for American investment more than that of attyer country®> Meanwhile, Vakil argues
that Iran looks to west not to ed®So why people fear that a strong Iran would thregte US
interest in expense of undermining its own economig@ answer is the perception about its
Islamic identity. The equation goes like this limlgamic politics is anti-American. Its adherents
are blind and the only thing that should be exmkcbem them is destruction of the
American/western civilization. They can not cooper&ooperation would embolden them. Do
whatever you can to stop its rise! Iran has a regimented on political Islam Block it whenever
you can! Isolate it! Don'’t let it go nuclear! If @&cquires nuclear weapons, it would not make
rational political calculations. It would act difently from any other nation. What it would do is
blindly attacking to US interests.

This is the line of the thinking about Iran whicauses the people to think that Iran is a
threat to secure flow of off’ When closely examined neither the facts suppdstlihe of the
thinking nor there is a claim of Iran saying thaliran go nuclear it would directly blockade the
flow of oil, nor Iran’s nuclear capability would kable to do this blockade, the only thing that
this capability would serve is deterring other esafrom attacking on'{t® because it could be

able to harm the attackers seriously with nuclesapons.
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Special Relationship with Israel

Second interest of US is supposed to be Israefgwal and its qualitative military superiority in
the region'®® Many sources accept the survival of the Israed asimary interest of the United
States without questioning. However, first of @lshould be noted that Israel has not a status tha
would never be discarded by the United States, edem Israel’s interests contradict with those
of the United States. The United States is a glptagler'° while Israel is a regional play&r: As
once the US dismantled its special relationshigh Witance and showed it can dismantle with
Britain, it can also dismantle with Israel. Thisede to be expressed in order to avoid
misconceptions. It is not proposed that the US khbreak its relations with Israel. However it is
to say that Israel is not a national interest ef t15. Even if in a particular period of time, ireth
cold war period, Israel's survival has been acakm@te an interest of the USA, it should be
expressed that it was situational not perpetual. &Ftair and stable future for both Israel and
other regional countries, Israel needs to pavewtg of survival by employing policies other
than reliance on special relationship with USA. Bnael which only relies on the security
measures would not be able to protect its seculstyael needs to develop less problematic
relations with its neighbors and thus prevent themse an anti-Israel discoursé Furthermore,
Israel’'s heavily reliance on military approach wsmmething that goes beyond reliance on
Israel’'s own capabilities*?

Second, Iran is not the enemy of the Jews, andtismirrational to attack Israel. Iran is
not the enemy of Jews because there is a wide commymf Jews who has not left Iran until
now!** There is a bias that Iran would launch a nuclé&ack if it acquires the weapons, because
it is a ‘fundamentalist’ stat€” Iran would not launch a military attack becausadsand USA
had an absolute nuclear advantage compared toliiaan attacks first then it will be the end of
Iran**® Moreover, there is Iranian approachment to Istaeluding Israel-Palestine and WMD
issues:'’ Considering these fact, it seems that, the fedsrakl is not justified on the technical
and political grounds, and the current considenstineed to be reviewed in light of the new
world political conditions.

Third, Iran uses anti-Israel language becauseaitsph regional role and it has to voice its
existence, because Israel's actions in the regilnence whole of the regional politics, which

almost none of the states in the region embrace.r&@ason behind the view of some authorities
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that Iran would use these weapons is because diidseagainst the Islamic politics. It is believed
Islamic politics is blind and would cause irratibmaoves. However, it is interesting, when
analysts examine the Iranian retaliation in a aafsthe American or Israeli attack, they really
rationally think in their analyses, and say, foaewle, that Iran doesn’t use its cards now, but if
it is attacked then it will use its cards. Thisaivery rational reasoning, and reveals that Iran is
not so lunatic to use every kind of violence in @age; it would use violence if when it is under
pressure. So if Iran would not be attacked thawilltnot use those weapons and may manage
very well like it manages its cards today, regagdta proxy violent groups in the Middle East.

Fourth, in the global play today between USA, Chamal Russidl® Israel has little to
offer, while Iran has much to offer to the USA.

Relations with Iran and Its Implications on Global Politics: What is the Cost to the USA?
Russia cooperates with Iran to ‘minimize the USspree in the regior? China’s economic
development has a tremendous impact on the ‘inierr political economy*?° These great
powers are global players, and to deal with theseeps the USA needs the cooperation of other
nations. Let alone the possible implications ofitpas contribution of oil and gas reserves and
geopolitical position of Iran to the US global pimi,*?* an engagement with Iran would have
tremendous implications on the imagery of the U8AMuslim people’s mind all around the
world, which would considerably contribute to thehancement of US position in world politics.
What about Iran? Would Iran accept being a partiiethe most powerful global player, the
USA? Iran, in contrast to general perception, isoantry looking to west. Even the Iranian
revolution was not anti-western; it was for mitigdhe uneven pro-western linkages, not to end
those linkages. The aim was to make a balance bateast and west> However, after western
blockade of Iran from world affairs, beginning fra®79, Iran became to be a player looking
toward eastward, to China and Russia. China magde Haals with Iran and also undermitiés
the US efforts to blockade Irdfit Sanam Vakil gives a lot of details about the coaten
between China and Iran. On the other hand, indesthrically, Iran and Russia are structural
foes!® A geopolitical Chinese and Iran confrontation iisoainevitable because the sphere of
influence of these two countries overlaps with eaitter. A stronger China would try to exercise
hegemon-like behaviors in its sphere of influer€entral Asian republics and Afghanistan are

two regions on which Chinese and Iranian intere&isld structurally contrast. That would not
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be because of the policy failure or choices butbse of the inevitability. Therefore, if Iran is
not forced to have close relations with China itldobe a structural ally of the United States in
the global game between China and United StateisthBupolicies of the US drive Iran to have
close relations with China and Russia, in a pdlitimilieu in which the United States try to
contain Chind?®

What is going on in the side of China? Althoughréhare views claiming that China
would not utilize its economic power to politicabyer?’ there are several evidences showing
that China has a global agenda and makes globéicpblprojections:?® However the reason
behind Chinese political projections is not Chindksvills. It is international political system
that drives China to make these calculations. Ghiimee the midst of the f@&entury, has been
subjected to the pressure of great powers. Ungl ¢imergence of the Japanese imperial
conquests, western countries were the major attauthat compelled China to accept unfavorable
conditions in international politics. Then, the redng from early 28 century to the end of the
Second World War Japanese pressure has been nmgiercaf Chind?® In the cold war period,
at first, China made alliance with USSR againstdbetainment policy of the USA, and when
USSR became a threat in the Chinese perceptionGhera approached to the USA. In the post-
cold war period China still felt the pressure af thost powerful state in the world, the USA.
The US’s engagement with Japan on military issnes990’s and US’s backing of Taiwan are
some examples of the external pressures that Qlareeived in the post-cold war period from
USA.**! Thus it can be argued that China has been sutgjeatcontinuous external pressure
which compels Chinese authorities to take stepwtdd this pressuré?

China started its projection for current econonaist fgrowth in 1979, and this projection
is not a result of social dynamics, rather it i® tresult of state plannifg® The logical
interpretation of this situation is that Chinesatestmade a decision to be economically powerful
because it wanted to increase its political powet because it wanted to increase the life
standards of its citizens. However, as stated aliagenot the ill wills of Chinese state to make
these calculations. It was the anarchical structdirthe international political system that drove
China to have its current position.

What are the evidences to think that Chinese ecangrowth has political motivations?
First of all, China wanted to see a multipolar wlar aftermath of the cold wat Is there any

country that has not global calculations and wanéde a multipolar world? China also regrets
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about some USA actions in post cold war periochdnarticle, Rosemary Foot argues that China
is not a realist player and doesn’t plan to confld8A. Ironically when Foot tries to convince
the reader that China is not motivated with regdratciples of international relations gives such
security related examples as NATO’s interventiorKosovo, the US’s anti-terrorist campaign
which enabled a strong US presence in the Censi, AJS military intervention in Iraq, and the
US and Japan’s revision of their defense guidelieies as main international developments
concerning China in the post cold-war pertdtif China doesn't act in accordance with the great
power politics motivations, why does it care abibxgise actions of USA? In line with the Chinese
global calculations China also try to establishegional (Thailand, India, Russia, Kazakhstan,
Indonesia, Malaysiaj® and global (Iran, Sudan, Venezuela, Brazil, FraGamany}®’ network
with other countries to further its influence. Fatmore, China in recent years increased its
military spending, although not in an exhaustive/aa Soviet Union did®

After the collapse of the Soviet Union, China costdy at the side like Germany and
Japan did, but it took initiative in balancing U&aer. Rosemary Foot notes that China expected
to see the world as a potential multipolar worldwva super power, USA. In accordance with this
reasoning China wanted to see Europe and Japanriiedive to establish a more balanced
world. But EU and China disappointed China by nakirtg initiative to balance the US
dominance?® This is exactly what Mearsheimer calls as buclsipas*® This means that EU
and Japan passed the buck to China and China céydgbeécause China can not stop its
development. Thus, the US and China confronted.

In respect to Chinese calculatioff5US’s isolationist policy toward Iran provides aea
to China to enter the Middle East easier than $dvigon could be able t§? Soviet Union
lacked a direct contact chance to the Middle Eastgy resources because the United States
made a good alliance chain against Soviet Unionil @879, including Iran, all the oil countries
of Middle East were allies of the USA. After 19¥en though Iran was not a pro-American
country, it was not an ally of USSR eitH&f However, today, the US let Iran, a country holding
the fourth largest oil reserves and second lamgasiral gas reserves in the world, to look toward
to Chinese and Russian alliarfé&This is something that Iran does unwillingly batdibly. A
militarily stronger China would someday have the@aunity to control all the gulf oil which
would demolish whole US interests in the regighAdditionally China would have the chance to

access to Caspian Sea basin natural resourcesgthu alliance with an Iran isolated by
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USA ¢ Together with Russian and Middle East reservespi@a Sea basin is the third pillar of
energy politics of the Eurasta’ Although Russia has a total control on its enesgppurces; Iran
has access to these three energy basins. In théldvichst and Caspian Sea basin it is a direct
player. China now is the ‘third-largest net imporbehind United States and Japan’ and this
‘compelled China to embark on a global hunt forrgge Since the early 1990’s, Chinese oil
companies have cemented large deals with prodwstatgs from Africa and the Middle East to
Latin America’**® This increase in the demand for natural resourcakes USA, and China
competitors in ‘energy security arert&’.

Hall remarks that in today’s multipolar internatabrsystem, whether China’s would be
offensive and increase its military capability oowld adapt peaceful means still needs to be
seen. However there are some initiatives of ChimhRussia to establish a military pact against
the US/NATO intrusion in the region, Shangai Coagien can become an organization to
balance the NATO present®.

Looking from this perspective, it can be easilyeimnéd that, US opposition to Iran
endangers both the US regional policies and, nmogoitantly, its global status. In addition to the
argument that the US military action against Iravuld produce harmful retaliation of Iran, and
loss in the credibility of the United States amdasgegional allies; the confrontation, also would
not be profitable for the US because it will losany opportunities to its rivals (China, Russia,
India) while would be devoid of those opportuniti@&n the other hand, Israel is not as much a
vital interest of USA as it was in the cold waripdrbecause of the current global competition
having many players. What is necessary today isngrsrael’s policies toward its Middle
Eastern neighbot3" and drive it to pursue more modest policies irssteiendangering US
global interests. This policy would both ease gradl’s security concerns and make its survival
sustainable, and would give the United States nilasable cards in its relations with the
countries in the region.

Should the US stay indifferent to Iran’s Nucleaodtam? Indeed, the United States
without confronting Iran should diplomatically ddatever it can do to prevent Iran go nuclear,
because, let alone Iran, the proliferation of nacclgeapons endanger the whole security of globe
since it increases the possibility of accidents adsfer of technology?? but if the diplomacy
doesn’t work, it would not be the end of the wdrtithe USA can find a way to live with a

nuclear Iran, as it managed to live with a nuclaviets and a nuclear North KorédHowever,
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from the perspective of Iran, it should be notedt th nuclear Iran may face a dilemma. The
increased expectations attached to Iran's nuctegrgm might cause Iran lose prestige. Because,
somehow because the Iran's nuclear program isipedcas the weapon of the Muslims, the
acquisition of this weapon would bear with itsék implication of using the nuclear weapon. If a
country insists on obtaining a weapon there mush beason, if, at the end, Iran would not use
that weapon then for what purpose it tries to gat? In a paper referring Abdullah GUL, the
President of Turkey, the same argument is spellgl that a nuclear Iran could commit

mistakes:>®

Regime Change and Perceptions

The last US interest that some experts argue isetffiene change in Iran. Actually this idea lies
in the root of misperceptions related to Iran. hestause of this idea, people think that Iran is a
threat to the oil interests of the United Stated survival of Israel, despite the fact that materia
reality does not support these arguments. This @@ that Iranian Regime is hostile to US
interests with no clear reason. Iran is assumetbetdarrational completely because what is
inherent in Islamic thought. There is an orientadisd confrontational assumption that Muslim
people or Islamic countries act with an inhereritdthagainst western countrie8,and there is
not a western input causing these anti-westerrirsents™’ This sentiment about the Islamic
thing has been also directed to Islamic identitgenapolitics->® However, this suspicion, as
stressed above, is not political; rather it is lucal perception. On the other hand this perceptio
is not correct because it omits the fact that I&tapolitics is, in fact, reconcilabt®’ with
democracy and western ideas.

What is the source of this cultural perception? fttieg making this cultural perception
widespread is the orientalist approach and scholdrs produce the imagery about the middle
eastern/Islamic/lranian issues. The orientalist@ation makes a clear distinction between the
“western” and “eastern” and assumes that east astl ave two ways of living, making politics,
practicing religion, and thinkinf° Meanwhile between these two perceptions there is a
hierarchy. The western one is superior to the gastee™®* This distinction between these two
ways o life is assumed to be really important ia way the people act. At least, it is assumed
that, the eastern one may sometimes act irratighalland thus unexpectedly. Not only
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unexpectedly but also with hatr&.Thus if they acquire power they may destroy thestern”
thing.

Because of this perception, the US interests armh Ilinterests are deemed as
irreconcilable, because they represent differetities. ‘Iran is centre of new comintetff, it is
the centre of political Islam. The Iranians dordtion as we ration. So we can’t or shouldn’t
make empathy with the Islamic countries. The ohing that we can do is to confront th&mh
and their irrationality. Although, as stated abotle calculations and assumption about US
interests and Iran's position do not corresponithéoreality, if people or politicians endure their
perception that the interests of Iran and USA aexoncilable, we can say that it is not because
of the political reasons but because of the culfpgeceptions that heavily influence US policy in
the Middle East and in particular in Iran.

On the other hand, the political perceptions dthe USA to take a different route. Some
US political elites, military authorities and irtgence service representatives are hesitant about
attacking to Iran and have doubts about harsh ontition with Iran:®® Katzman notes that
congress also opposes to a military action, anthouit Congress’s approval, military action
against Iran is forbad®’ So the US neither acts decisively to stop the'sramogram like it did
in Irag and Afghanistan because that will harm Wshag interests, nor let Iran have cooperation
with it. This hesitation causes Iran to go alliamaéh eastern countries, the rivals of the United
States, while the US loses its concentration atidnality.

Furthermore, it should be noted that, other greatgps like China, Russia and India, in
every occasion try to address the threat posetidgd-called Islamic. These maneuvers of China
and Russia, and India, however, obviously aim aising the US attention from them and
weaken the US global position. In contrast to tleeegal perception that there is an alliance
between Islamic countries and Confucian countiiedact these two blocks are quite separate
and clash with each other because of the structaesons, namely the power of the one side
increases in expense of the other’'s. A wise eyeldveee that there are only Muslim countries
are there to have alliance with the United Statedesignation of its global perspective. India can
not be an ally of the United States in the globalitizs, because it is another spot of the
increasing economic and political power, thus itaigpotential rival. On the other hand, the
Muslim countries are all located around of these tging powers (India and China) and the

sleeping giant Russia. In the meantime, none oMuslim countries are able to become a global
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power, because, all of them are behind the greaegoin terms of the territorial and population
sizes. The US authorities are aware of these taudsthese facts make them hesitant to totally
confront Muslim countries and in particular Iran.

Some might argue that in the case of a confromtdigtween China and the US some of
the Middle Eastern countries would be allies of @ena and some others would be the allies of
the United States as it was the case in the cotdperaod. However, there are some differences
between the cold war Middle East and contemporaiydd East. When the cold war began,
most of the Middle Eastern countries have just Wair independency from the colonial powers,
their state institutions were weak, and extremeaonalism was dominant; thus the Middle
Eastern countries were overly reactionary. Howeteelay, most of the Middle Eastern countries
have a state tradition and can manage calculatieg tnterests better. Wise policies of the
United States would reveal the natural alliancevbeh the Middle Eastern countries and the
United States. The confrontation of the United &tawith Iran without moral and legal
justification weakens the will of the Muslim coues to approach the United States, because
they think that the Unites States confront Irarcsithe US has an enmity to the Muslims.

Furthermore, cultural perception cannot be a soofcpolitics in this political global
milieu. However, public opinion, media and otheslagl forces cause confusion and hesitation in
the minds of US politicians, which is a common flafvthe US foreign policy. Kissinger
throughout his book, Diplomacy, emphasizes thatfat8ign policy has always been indecisive
when it needed to make a choice between the cllpgeception priorities and political
perceptions/calculations. Kissinger also notes thae United States utilized the
ideological/cultural bias during the cold war peria confrontation with Soviet Union; however

in today’s multipolar world there is a need to ad@pnore pragmatic approach to succtéd.

Conclusion

Iran's nuclear program has long been subject toitororg. Iran's program, from the legal

perspective has not been a violation of its inteonal commitments. The regional dynamics are
not appropriate to confront and there is not amactlash of interests of the USA and Iran.
Moreover, even though the USA seems as if coningntran decisively, in fact, the USA is

hesitant about the way to deal with Iran's nuclpangram, because its political/global

perceptions does not overlap with its current pediand its cultural conceptions. On the other
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hand, the cultural conception is not constructedhifair way, rather it is shaped by some
influential orientalists, intellectuals, and momaportantly by other great powers like China,
Russia and India who want to distract the US atiardan them.

The USA misses the chance of, from a political pratic point of view, accommodation
of Iran because of its hesitations. Obviously thebfem is not whether to let Iran go nuclear or
prevent it from that goal. Neither is it a problefrhow to encounter it, because it is very obvious
that it is neither to the US interests to be negfitibiased against Iran and its nuclear program
nor that program is a threat to US interests. Vdniae us to think that Iran is a threat to intesest
of the US are, however, cultural misperceptions] #mese perceptions harm the US global
interests. Unfortunately the same misperception @mtalculation prevails in all of the US
policies in the region.

Unless these misperceptions and wrong calculatemes overcome, it would not be
possible to look with a fresh and more realistiprapch to the problem of Iranian nuclear
program, and to adopt more convenient policiehéregion which would contribute to the US
global interests. A new and unbiased approachemrggion would make Iran's nuclear weapon
ambition, if there is, pointless and Iran would nigk its whole future and shoulder unforeseen
consequences of being a nuclear power. A nuclear would be both more aggressive which
could endanger the survival of the country, and atgyger irrational or reactionary attitudes
from the countries in the region, which would maken to live in a more ambiguous
environment that could incur further irrational nesv But Iran would act the way it acts if the

current policies are continued to apply.

NOTES

* Graduate Student in International Relations Depamnt, University of Massachusetts-Boston, Boston

USA, ademogultarhan@yahoo.com.

! Katzman reports that the USA is the country tedtthe multilateral economic and diplomatic pressur
on Iran. See, Kenneth Katzman. “Iran: United Stategerns and policy response3I'SAM Journal31.2
(2009): 75+ Academic OneFileweb. 01 Dec. 2009. pp. 75, 77

2 Ibid., p. 75

Alternatives: Turkish Journal of International Retms, Vol. 9, No. 1, Spring 2010 137



% See, Andrew Koch, and Jeanette Wolf. “Iran’s NaclEacilities: a Profile.James Martin Center for
Nonproliferation Studies (CNSJames Martin Center for Nonproliferation Studi€NS), n.d. Web. 1
Dec. 2009. http://cns.miis.edu/pubs/reports/pdfafipt.pdf p. 5. Darkhovin power plant in Iran has been
contracted to Chinese firms but the program isad hecause of the cash problem of Iran and Chifia’s
preparedness. However, China provided several elisnod indigenous nuclear studies to Iran. lbig., p
6-7

* UNSC resolutions 1696, 1737, 1747, 1803 and rgc&B85 are the examples of the efforts of UNSC.

® See, Katzman, op. cit., p. 77

® For a summary of these options, see, Nihat Alidbzand Ozgur Ozdamar. “Iran's Nuclear Program haed t
Future of U.S.-Iranian RelationdMliddle East Policy)Yolume. XVI.No.1 (Spring 2009): 121-33., p. 8

" See, Ozcan, op. cit., p. 129

8 See, Samuel P. Huntington, “The clash of civilmas?” Foreign Affairs72.3 (1993): 22+Academic OneFile
Web. 15 Dec. 2009.

® Peaceful purposes are the nuclear technology ugéei fields like agriculture, energy production,
medical science... etc. Some influential US auttesiirgued at that time that Iran's acquisitionuafear
technology does not pose a proliferation threabr@$ky cites from a newspaper, and says that Cheney
and Kissinger were some of these influential figui®ee, Noam Chomsky, and Gilbert Achéarilous
Power: The Middle East and U.S. Foreign Policy D@les on Terror, Democracy, War, and Justice
(Expanded ed. Boulder: Paradigm Publishers, 20889, pp.233-234.

2 See, Ozcarran's op. cit., p. 122
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weapons. Squassoni argues that intelligence repoggested that Shah had a secret group to work on
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14 See, Koch, op. cit., p. 2
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Affrasiabi, op. cit., p. 255,

*1 See, Squassoriian's op. cit., p. 2.
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213-235.1SI Web of Knowledgé&Veb. 21 Nov. 2009. pp. 215, 216)... as would beutised below when
mentioning Chinese emergence in world politics @sdmplications on US position, it will be seerath
there are serious threats to US interests in glaigale which would cause questioning the path
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8 See, Anthony, op. cit., p. 13
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123 De Bellaigue argues that China makes deals wéth 1rin the face of American disapproval’. For thetails
see, Christopher de Bellaigue,”Irafrdreign Policy 148 (2005):18-24. ... Also, Hall notes that Russid China
try to make cooperation against USA with Iran. $¢a|, op. cit., p. 114.
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