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New deal or extension of Resolution 2231
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INTERVIEW

October 2025 marks the expi-
ration of Resolution 2231 and
the complete lifting of United
Nations Security Council res-
olutions against Iran. Mean-
while, the three European
countries that are parties to
the 2015 jJoint Comprehensive
Plan of Action (jcpoa) recently
warned Tehran about the
potential activation of the
snapback mechanism during
a INSC meeting in December.
Germany, France, and the UK
issued a caution to Iran re-
garding the so-called “snap-
back” mechanism being trig-
gered during the periodic
six-month session of the Se-
curity Council on Resolution
2231.

In a statement, the Europe-
an members of the JCPOA
declared, “We are prepared
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Only a new deal

can prevent snapback
The significance of the snap-
back mechanism in the West’s
calculations during the quest
for a new agreement with Iran
before the October 2025 dead-
line is paramount. For Western
countries, including the US and
Europe, the snapback mecha-
nism is a crucial issue; it seems
that the only way to potentially
avert it is if Iran and the West
reach an agreement, with its
terms finalized by late summer.
Otherwise, it is highly unlikely
that any measures to stop this
mechanism will be successful.
The Western assumption is
that Iran’s nuclear program
has advanced significantly.
They believe that Iran’s stock-
pile of 60% enriched uranium
has reached a level sufficient

to use all diplomatic tools,
including snapback, if nec-
essary, to prevent Iran from
acquiring nuclear weapons.”

This comes as the US itself
unilaterally withdrew from
the JCPOA in 2018, which
disrupted the full implemen-
tation of the agreement. As
a result, starting from that
point—especially after Iran
began scaling back its com-
mitments under the JCPOA
in 2019—ambiguities sur-
rounding this ten-year time-
line emerged.

The Geneva talks involving
Iranian Deputy Foreign Min-
ister Majid Takht-Ravanchi
and representatives from
the UK, France, and Germa-
ny took place in December,
following a contentious reso-
lution passed by the Interna-
tional Atomic Energy Agen-
cy’s Board of Governors. This
resolution demands a report

to allegedly produce four or
five bombs. Given that Tehran
possesses such an advanced
nuclear program, it is very un-
likely that the West will allow
the issue of Iran to be taken off
the Security Council’s agenda
without an agreement.

The snapback mechanism is of
great importance to the West,
including the US and Europe;
it may only be possible to avoid
the return of sanctions if Iran
and the West come to an agree-
ment with the terms finalized
by late summer. The West wants
to keep the issue of Iran on the
Security Council’s agenda.

The matter of snapback and
the return of seven Security
Council resolutions against
Iran is just one aspect of the
situation. The crux of the issue
is that, according to paragraph
8 of Resolution 2231, the valid-
ity of this resolution will expire
on October 18, 2025. If this
occurs, the issue of Iran will
be removed from the Security
Council’s agenda, and Iran’s
nuclear program will return to
a normal status.

on Iran’s nuclear program
and its lack of full coopera-
tion with the IAEA by spring
2024. This resolution, mark-
ing the second such action
against Iran in two years,
has prompted Iran to an-
nounce it will activate new
and advanced centrifuges as
a retaliatory measure.
Iran’s Foreign Ministry
spokesperson, Esmaeil
Baghaei, issued a warning re-
garding the potential misuse
of the snapback mechanism
relating to the JCPOA, which
could reinstate suspended
sanctions.

“Any attempt to exploit the
snapback mechanism will
be met with a reciprocal re-
sponse from Iran.”

Also, Takht-Ravanchi warned
Tehran would withdraw from
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty if a so-called snapback
mechanism renews the UN

Should this happen, given the
global dynamics and the new
wave of competition among
major powers at that time, it is
possible that the West will not be
able to bring Iran back to the Se-
curity Council due to vetoes from
Russia and China. Therefore, the
non-utilization of the snapback
mechanism by the West would
mean that the issue of Iran is ef-
fectively off the Security Council’s
agenda. For this reason, the West,
citing the problems it claims to
have with Iran, is striving to keep
the issue of Iran on the Security
Council’s agenda.

Extension of expiration
date

In this context, the only way [for
the Europeans] to prevent Iran’s
nuclear program from being
taken off the Security Council’s
agenda and to avoid the per-
manent expiration of Security
Council resolutions against
Tehran is through the imple-
mentation of the snapback
mechanism. Thus, the key is-
sue is that the only way [for Iran]
to sidestep the snapback is to

sanctions lifted by the 2015
nuclear deal.

Regarding the potential use
of the snapback mechanism
by the European countries,
the spokesperson for the Na-
tional Security and Foreign
Policy Commission of Parlia-
ment Ebrahim Rezaei, has re-
cently said “According to our
diplomats [Takht-Ravanchi and
Kazem Gharib Abadi], the day this
issue is activated, the Islamic
Republic will invoke Article
10 of the NPT, and we will not
accept any preconditions in
negotiations.”

According to Article 10 of the
NPT, “If any member of the
treaty determines that extraor-
dinary events related to the
subject of this treaty have jeop-
ardized its national interests,
it shall have the right to with-
draw from the treaty in exer-
cising its national sovereignty.”
To examine the trajectory of

reach an agreement between
Iran and the West. This means
that Iran and the West should
find a way, whether through
the same 1+5 format or, follow-
ing the US withdrawal from the
JCPOA, through the 1+4 frame-
work, to revitalize the JCPOA
or reach a new agreement that
eliminates the necessity for
Iran to remain on the Securi-
ty Council’s agenda. In such a
case, the snapback will natural-
ly be off the table. However, if
both parties do not come to an
agreement about two months
prior to October 18, 2025, an-
other possibility could arise:
the West may agree to delay
the expiration date of Resolu-
tion 2231. This would entail
the three European countries
presenting a formal resolution
to the Security Council to ex-
tend the October 18 deadline
by six months to a year, allow-
ing more time for negotiation.

Threatening withdrawal
from NPT

Given the explanations pro-
vided, it seems unlikely that

negotiations between Iran
and the three European coun-
tries, as well as the possibility
of Iran withdrawing from the
“Treaty on the Non-Prolifera-
tion of Nuclear Weapons,” an

simply threatening to with-
draw from the NPT would suf-
fice to prevent the snapback
mechanism. This means that
Iran’s exit from the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons would be a
legal action, and it is unclear
whether such a withdrawal
would indicate an intention to
pursue nuclear weapons. This
scenario echoes North Korea’s
actions in April 2003 when it
expelled inspectors from the
IAEA and conducted its first
nuclear test about three years
later. The situation in our re-
gion is different from that of
North Korea. The geopolitical
landscape in Northeast Asia
has led the West and the US
to ultimately back down, even
though they imposed con-
ditions on North Korea that
we are all aware of. However,
regarding Iran, the dynamics
are complicated by the re-
gional context, including the
positions of Arab countries,
Turkey, and the issue of Israel,
making it uncertain whether
events would unfold in the
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interview was conducted by
IRNA with Kourosh Ahmadi,
an international relations
analyst and former diplomat
at the UN, which is presented
as follows:

same manner. Nonetheless,
the involved parties have
threatened that, in such a case,
they would resort to military
action, and one could specu-
late about the positions China
and Russia would take in that
scenario.

West'’s assumption of
complete insight into
Iran’s nuclear program
Another consideration for the
West, as implied in their rhet-
oric, is that they claim to have
complete intelligence on the
situation within Iran and can
guess whether Iran intends to
move toward nuclear weapons.
They believe that if a decision
is made in this regard, it will
not remain hidden from them.
Their assumption is that in
such a case, they would face
the issue more comfortably
and would not necessarily
have a problem with Iran’s
withdrawal from the NPT, as
the act itself, in legal terms,
would be significant and might
not indicate a move toward
bomb-making.

In terms of Europe’s role,
Trump’s position is crucial, and
it remains to be seen how he
will collaborate with Europe in
this area and whether the Iran
issue will become one of the
few points of convergence be-
tween Europe and the Trump
administration. The Europe-
ans may also wish to leverage
this card in negotiations with
the US.

Only two options ahead
for Iran

The challenge is that we are
currently facing the Octo-
ber 18, 2025 deadline, which
means both parties must either
reach an agreement before that
date or, if possible, extend the
deadline. While this extension
is a feasible option, it carries
its own legal risks—altering
Security Council texts, which
are intricately drafted, could
pose significant issues. Ulti-
mately, these are the only two
solutions available to prevent
the snapback mechanism.



