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Mistrust Stopping Talks with US

Why US cannot be trusted: Experts
I N T E R V I E W
E X C L U S I V E

The Leader of Iran’s Islamic 
Revolution has set the tone 
for everyone regarding the 

country’s foreign policy, especially on the approach to-
wards the Donald Trump administration in the US. Draw-
ing on historical experience, the Leader clearly and explic-
itly stated that negotiating with such a government (the 
US and the Trump administration) is “unwise, unintelligent, and 
dishonorable” and that we should not negotiate with them.
We have put the negotiation to the test both shortly after 
the Islamic Revolution and later as part of reaching the 
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA). In all these tests, 
the US government, regardless of who was the president 
from which party, has failed to build trust or create good-
will. It is only natural that we cannot engage in dignified 
negotiations with a government that has not taken a single 
step, spoken a single word, or taken a single action to build 
trust. The strategy outlined by the Leader, which relies on 
mustering internal strength and simultaneously dismiss-
ing negotiations with the US, is something that reason, his-
tory, and experience confirm so far.
However, what is not confirmed by reason is turning this 
foreign policy issue into a domestic policy issue. Some rad-
ical political movements, perhaps from both sides of the 
spectrum, are trying to turn this mistrust and the unnego-
tiable nature of the US government into a tool to pressure 
the government of Masoud Pezeshkian.
Such an approach can complete the puzzle of Donald 
Trump’s maximum pressure. The coming days will show 
who inside Iran will do so and who will move toward 
strengthening the government and avoiding polarization 
around Trump.

The Leader’s statement that nego-
tiating with the US is not honor-
able under current circumstances 
is completely correct because the 
way Americans behave is that 
they want to impose their desired 
state on Iran. In other words, 
the Americans want to achieve 
their own desires and excessive 
demands through negotiations. 
Therefore, when they cannot or 
do not want to achieve their de-
sired outcome through military 
means, they threaten other coun-
tries, including Iran, and raise the 
issue of negotiations in a threat-
ening atmosphere.
It is clear that the Americans are 
not genuinely seeking construc-
tive negotiations, but rather want 
to pursue their goals in a negotia-

tion-based atmosphere of threats. 
For this reason, I believe it is not 
honorable to start negotiations 
in an atmosphere of threats, es-
pecially since they were the ones 
who initially halted the negotia-
tions and backed out. The Amer-
icans were the ones who violated 
the JCPOA, while the Europeans, 
along with China and Russia, were 
more or less honoring the agree-
ment. This is while the Americans, 
in the Obama administration, had 
already accepted and signed the 
JCPOA.
In my opinion, Iran’s taking the 
lead in negotiations without the 
US changing its behavior is not de-
sirable. Therefore, it is the Ameri-
cans who must try to change their 
behavior, and only then can Iran 
move towards negotiations. How-
ever, under any circumstances 
other than a change in US behav-
ior, negotiations are not honor-
able for Iran.
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To reduce tensions with the West, 
specifically the US, the Islamic Re-
public of Iran has taken important 
steps regarding its nuclear program 
and in the negotiations that led to 
the JCPOA. After the negotiations, it 
was, again, Iran that fulfilled a sig-
nificant part of its commitments, 
including reducing the volume and 
percentage of uranium enrichment, 
the number and type of centrifuges, 
and its commitments to the Addi-
tional Protocol.
However, the US government, after 
tense, prolonged negotiations, not 
only failed to meet its commitments 
but also began a process of confron-
tation, tension, and bad faith. The 
assassination of Martyr Soleimani, 
the sabotage of the nuclear facili-
ties by the Zionist regime with US 

support, and extensive sanctions 
all occurred after that. Therefore, 
it is natural for Iran to consider the 
bitter memory of the past whenev-
er it thinks about negotiating with 
the US.
On the other hand, considering the 
bitter events of the past year in the 
region, the West and the Amer-
icans think that Iran is in a weak 
position. With this notion in mind, 
they are not seeking to negotiate 
with Iran on an equal footing and 
may even want to expand Iran’s 
commitments to other issues. Con-
sidering such facts, the current 
situation is not suitable for nego-
tiating with the US and signaling 
an atmosphere conducive to nego-
tiation to Western parties. This is 
because they will evaluate such an 
approach, considering all the bad 
faith and pressure, as Iran being in 
a weak position.
The Leader’s statement that nego-
tiating with the US under current 

circumstances is not wise or honor-
able is based on the US’s history of 
bad faith and actions taken against 
Iran. It is a reminder of the fact that 
if we enter into negotiations with 
the US government now, there is no 
guarantee that they will fulfill their 
commitments. This is while fulfill-
ing commitments is one of the es-
sential rules and foundations of all 
commitments in the framework of 
international law.
It is worth noting how other inter-
national developments that includ-
ed the US turned out. Historical 
experience shows that accepting 
US conditions has had undesirable 
consequences for countries. These 
historical facts confirm the views 
of the Leader. Any country that has 
dealt with Westerners from a posi-
tion of weakness has seen its secu-
rity and territorial integrity threat-
ened and has been harmed. These 
are facts that make an emphasis on 
resistance logical.

In my opinion, there are several 
reasons why negotiating with 
the US is not honorable at pres-
ent. One of them is the creation 
of a threatening atmosphere by 
the US against Iran. The Ameri-
cans first threaten, then impose 
sanctions, and finally come to 
the negotiating table. Naturally, 
if a country is seeking negoti-
ations and resolving issues, its 
approach and language towards 
negotiations should be peaceful, 
not threatening. However, the US 
has not only imposed sanctions 
on Iran but also on countries that 
buy Iranian oil. Therefore, if we 
choose to move towards negoti-
ations in these circumstances, it 
means we want to force the other 

side to talk, which is more humil-
iating than honorable.
The second reason for not ac-
cepting negotiations is Iran’s 
position in the international are-
na, which is a dignified one. If a 
country with a dignified position 
like Iran is spoken to in a threat-
ening and intimidating tone, it 
will not receive a response other 
than the recent statements of the 
Leader.
The third reason for negotia-
tions with the US government 
not being honorable or wise is 
the experience of the past behav-
ior of this country. The US has 
shown that it is not committed 
to its international contracts and 
agreements and will withdraw 
from them if they are not in its 
interest. Therefore, we are not in 
a position to negotiate with the 
US on an equal footing, and this 
makes negotiations with the US 
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