
Stra te gic Tra jec to ries
In di ca tors of emerg ing pat terns of global sig nif i cance

Stra te gic Re al i ties in the Post-Iran-Deal World
The ten ta tive Iran “nu clear” deal does not stop Iran gain ing nu clear weap -

ons. But it does have unintended con se quences of global significance.
Much hand-wring ing by in ter na tional com men ta tors ac com pa nied the rev e la -

tion that a deal had been agreed on April 2, 2015, be tween the Five-plus-One
(P5+1) na tions1 and Iran, os ten si bly to limit the abil ity of Iran to build nu clear
weap ons. But what are the re al i ties? Firstly, with re gard to nu clear weap ons and
stra te gic mil i tary ca pa bil i ties:
ä Iran al ready has a small stock pile of externally-ac quired nu clear weap ons (from

Kazakhstan, Ukraine, and the Dem o cratic Peo ple’s Re pub lic of Ko rea: DPRK).2

ä Iran, work ing with its key ally, the DPRK, has al ready built and det o nated (on
Feb ru ary 12, 2013) a nu clear weapon of Ira nian de sign and manufacture.3

ä Iran has suf fi cient tech nol ogy and knowl edge to build nu clear weap ons, re gard -
less of the new treaty; ramp-up time to pro duc tion is zero, the only ques tion, for
sus tained pro duc tion of weap ons, is the vol ume of en riched ma te rial available.

ä Iran, like the DPRK, has de vel oped bal lis tic mis siles and com mand and con trol
sys tems to de ploy nu clear weap ons through to a sec ond-strike ca pa bil ity.
But, equally, the re al ity is that Iran has placed its stra te gic hopes on nu clear

weap ons for de ter rence and pres tige pur poses (and these pur poses are in ter re -
lated). The warfight ing as pects of its nu clear weap ons are lim ited, but ex ist, par -
tic u larly if Iran acts in a man ner which would be per ceived as ir ra tio nal: that is, if
Iran ini ti ated a nu clear at tack in the knowl edge of like re tal i a tion. That is the
stated fear of Is raeli Prime Min is ter Binyamin Netanyahu, but the real pros pect of 
an Ira nian nu clear strike against Is rael — know ing Is rael’s re sponse — is con sid -
ered al most non-ex is tent by Ira nian mil i tary plan ners. 

Iran’s real stra te gic ca pa bil i ties lie in cyber war fare, and fluid semi-con ven -
tional and in di rect war fare ca pa bil i ties. 

The “deal” to curb Ira nian nu clear weap ons pro duc tion was es sen tially mean -
ing less from the stand point of the stated ex er cise. Teh ran has a stra te gic ra tio nale
for ac quir ing nu clear weap ons which it was unlikely to re lin quish as long as nu -
clear weap ons were in the grand strat egy (pri mar ily psy cho-po lit i cal) ma trix of
the re gion.4 In any event, Ira nian For eign Min is ter Mohammad Javad Zarif said
that Teh ran sur ren dered noth ing in the deal; in sub stan tive terms, he was cor rect.

But what the April 2, 2015, agree ment achieved was the pros pect of Iran hav ing 
greater free dom of move ment from Rus sia, on which Teh ran de pends, but which
also is in a stra te gic al li ance with Tur key, Iran’s most sig nif i cant ad ver sary. More -
over, by re duc ing US-led trade sanc tions on Iran, the Ira nian econ omy and so ci -
ety will open up dra mat i cally, com ing at a time when the cler i cal gov er nance
struc ture is al ready transitioning (as “Su preme Leader” “Aya tol lah” Ali Hoseini-
Khamene’i’s era is com ing to an end). Iran will emerge as a key In dian Ocean-
North ern Tier power, and po lit i cal power in side Iran will grad u ally — be cause of
the power of the pri vate sec tor — move away from the clerics. 

Will this cause Mos cow to bol ster An kara as a back-up to en sure its south ward
ac cess? The US al most cer tainly will not be able — as it did dur ing the Nixon era
(1969-74) — to  cre ate a bal ance be tween Iran and Saudi Ara bia. So Wash ing -
ton’s next step will be to at tempt to prise Egypt away from its new al li ance with
Is rael, Saudi Ara bia, Jor dan, and the UAE. Will Tur key, then, fi nally break with
Wash ing ton, and pos si bly NATO?

All ac tions have con se quences. This time, the cat is among the pi geons.  H
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1 P5+1: People’s Republic of China, France, Russia, UK, and US, as the Permanent Members of the UN Security Council, plus Germany.
2 See: “Iran Acquires Nuclear Weapons And Moves To Provide Cover to Syria”, in Defense & Foreign Affairs Strategic Policy, 2-1992, and

later reports by Defense & Foreign Affairs.
3 See: “DPRK Nuclear Detonation Was Almost Certainly For Iran”, in Defense & Foreign Affairs Strategic Policy, 2-2013.
4 See, Homayoun, Assad: “The Indian Ocean Shapes Up as the Dynamic Nexus of the 21st Century”, in Defense & Foreign Affairs Strategic

Policy, 2-2015, noting that “Any deal short of leaving Iran a potential nuclear state will not be accepted by Iran.” 


