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and its defensive and deterrent 
power — especially after the 
American Al-Udeid base was 
hit — Mr. Trump sent out a 
message asking for a cease-fire.
The Islamic Republic demon-
strated its deterrence clearly, 
and when that power is openly 
displayed, you will see shifts and 
new equations taking shape in 
the region and beyond. Of course, 
to reach definite and tangible de-
terrence strength, we must cover 
up and make up for our weak-
nesses while simultaneously 
building on our strengths — so 
firmly that not even the thought 
crosses the mind of any enemy 
that they can threaten Iran’s se-
curity. God willing, with national 
unity and the strong support our 
armed forces enjoy today, this de-
terrence must be reinforced and 
consolidated in every dimension.

One reaction to the Zionist 
regime and the United States’ 
aggression against Iran that 
caught many Western me-
dia off guard was the stance 
taken by the European troi-
ka and the European Union. 
Numerous articles were 
even published highlighting 
how Europe, once a self-pro-
claimed defender of human 
rights, has reached a point 
where it not only refuses to 
condemn the aggression but 
actually comes down on the 
side of the aggressor. How 
did Europe and its three 
main countries get to this 
point? What has unfolded in 
Iran-Europe relations?
Unfortunately, the European 
countries have stuck to the 
course they set out on during 
the imposed 12-day war. Espe-
cially the three key players — 
France, the UK, and Germany 
— who hold significant sway 
in the EU’s decision-making, 
have gone down a path that has 
led to the decline of Europe’s 
credibility and influence in the 
region, on the global stage, and 
even bilaterally with the Islamic 
Republic of Iran.
The approach European coun-
tries have adopted toward Iran 
has effectively knocked the 
wind out of the sails of Iran-Eu-
rope relationship supporters. 
Many analysts and political ex-
perts — even those who have 
consistently championed the 
expansion of ties with Europe 
— admitted they never thought 
Europe would double down on 
such negative stances or turn a 
blind eye to the blatant crimes 
of the Zionist regime.
At the G7, meeting where these 
three European countries were 
present, a statement was issued 
that was truly shameful. The 
statement laid out two deeply 
troubling points: First, the so-
called right of “legitimate de-
fense” was granted to a regime 
that openly engaged in aggres-
sion, terrorism, destruction, 
and mass killing. Second, the 
Islamic Republic of Iran was 
painted as the center of insecu-
rity, instability, and terrorism in 
the region.
Furthermore, the German chan-
cellor’s remark was highly nota-
ble. He said the aggression was 
the “dirty work Israel is doing 
for all of us”. What does this 
statement imply? If your nation 
— that is, your sovereignty, ter-
ritorial integrity, people, scien-
tists, and military commanders 
— gets subjected to aggression, 
invasion, and terrorism, would 
you consider that legitimate? 
This phrase essentially means 
that if it were within their 
power, they themselves would 
have carried out these actions, 
but lacking such capability, the 
Zionist regime — which has 
become fully exposed as Amer-

ica’s and the West’s proxy in the 
region — is doing it for them.
Europe not only refused to con-
demn the attack on Iran’s nucle-
ar facilities but also completely 
backed away from the bare 
minimum of ethical and legal 
standards in international rela-
tions. This is while these same 
countries had negotiated with 
us for years on the nuclear issue 
and formally recognized Iran’s 
enrichment program within the 
framework of the agreement.
But today, they talk of “zero en-
richment” and “complete dis-
mantlement” of Iran’s nuclear 
program; a series of demands 
and positions that have caused 
Europe’s standing among the 
Iranian nation, regional peo-
ples, and even on the world 
stage to further deteriorate. 
Europeans need to face up to 
the fact that the cause of this 
decline lies precisely in these 
irresponsible, two-faced ap-
proaches and actions. Even the 
United States, their closest ally, 
no longer holds Europe in any 
special regard.
What’s the way forward? If 
Europeans are truly serious 
about mending fences with the 
Islamic Republic, they must 
recognize Iran’s legitimate, ob-
vious, and lawful rights — both 
regarding the nuclear issue and 
other matters. The Islamic Re-
public has never asked for more 
than its rightful rights in negoti-
ations but expects that when it 
holds up its end of the bargain 
faithfully, its rights will be rec-
ognized in return.

Since taking office as foreign 
minister, Foreign Minister 
Araghchi has put forward an 
initiative aimed at cooling 
down tensions in Iran-Eu-
rope relations. Amid the 
recent war, Araghchi held 
significant talks in Gene-
va with foreign ministers 
of the European troika and 
the EU’s foreign policy chief. 
Moreover, another round of 
talks at the deputy level was 
just held in Istanbul. Can we 
hold out hope that Iran-Eu-
rope relations might come to 
fruition, especially given the 
unofficial, artificial deadline 
Europe has lined up for snap-
back activation?
This snapback issue is part of 
the new game Europeans are 
continuing to play out along 
the same misguided path they 
started before. If negotiations 
are to bear fruit, there’s no way 
around recognizing Iran’s legit-
imate, natural, and legal rights. 
We have no other route.
Currently, the sanctions im-
posed by the US have been 

backed up by Europe as well. 
Before finalizing the nuclear 
agreement, we had close talks 
with European parties, and af-
ter the JCPOA was inked, the 
Islamic Republic, as a commit-
ted party, held fast to all its ob-
ligations. This was confirmed 
not only by multiple reports 
from the International Atomic 
Energy Agency but also by the 
European countries themselves. 
Even after the US exit, Iran kept 
up its commitments for a long 
time and still continues to en-
gage responsibly.
But here’s the question: On 
which commitments have 
the European countries, who 
were principal parties to the 
agreement, actually followed 
through? Aside from aligning 
with the US, issuing condem-
nations, or expressing verbal 
concerns, what concrete steps 
have been taken to fulfill their 
commitments? Everyone rightly 
expects reciprocal action from 
Europe for Iran’s compliance. 
Just as they expected Iran to ac-
cept practical restrictions, Iran 
also has the right to see tangible 
moves to lift sanctions.
Let’s not forget that, after the 
US departure from the JCPOA, 
Europeans took on 11 specific 
commitments, yet not one was 
carried out. A glaring example of 
this failure is that Europe didn’t 
even condemn the brutal Israeli 
attack on Iran’s nuclear facilities, 
despite ongoing negotiations 
and maintained contacts.
Our position is crystal clear: 
The legitimate rights of the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran must be 
acknowledged. Iran will nev-
er back down from any of its 
obvious rights, including en-
richment, peaceful nuclear ac-
tivities, and the safeguards set 
by the Agency. Should Europe 
change course, Iran’s leader-
ship will undoubtedly make 
decisions suited to the new cir-
cumstances.
In my view, the ongoing talks 
reflect Iran’s effort to hammer 
home its lawful, principled, and 
rational stances. Now, it’s up 
to the European side to make 
up its mind: Are they genuine-
ly interested in turning over a 
new leaf in relations with the 
Islamic Republic or not? If yes, 
they must accept and commit 
in practice to frameworks for 
constructive interaction based 
on mutual respect, shared in-
terests, and adherence to dialog 
principles.
Despite all the realities current-
ly playing out on the political 
and field scenes, the Islamic 
Republic of Iran has consistent-
ly stressed that it has never 
walked away from the negoti-

ating table nor shut the door on 
diplomacy at any point. Is there 
any prospect for us to return 
once more to the negotiating 
table with the United States? 
Especially under conditions 
where Donald Trump has re-
cently, in response to our for-
eign minister’s remarks, threat-
ened to launch new attacks.

Some officials of the Zionist 
regime and certain American 
figures continue to wave the 
threat of renewed attacks. 
These threats are nothing but 
a rerun of the “all options are 
on the table” policy that we 
have repeatedly heard echo 
through past years. Amid this, 
what Araghchi has laid out is 
that despite all the damages 
sustained during this period, 
the Islamic Republic of Iran 
remains ready to engage in 
dialogue. But the issue is: 
Who should answer for these 
damages? Who should make 
good on these harms?
When we talk about negotia-
tion, we mean a purposeful and 
clear dialogue. A negotiation 
with a well-defined subject. 
Naturally, topics such as Iran’s 
peaceful nuclear program, the 
right of enrichment, territorial 
integrity, national sovereignty, 
and scientific achievements 
— which are the nation’s as-
sets — are red lines that are 
non-negotiable. This is some-
thing considered self-evident 
even in Western countries.
However, if the goal is to dial 
down tensions and carve out a 
path for effective dialogue, the 
Islamic Republic of Iran has 
not only never turned its back 

on negotiation but has consis-
tently kept it going, directly or 
indirectly. Yet, one must bear in 
mind that an event has taken 
place; A 12-day war was forced 
upon Iran. Now the question 
arises: Who was the aggres-
sor? What was the cause of 
this aggression? Why did some 
countries extend unconditional 
support to that regime? And 
now that serious damages have 
been inflicted — on people, 
infrastructures, and nuclear 
programs — who should take 
responsibility for these losses?
One cannot simply brush aside 
these developments by saying 
“let bygones be bygones and 
now enter into negotiations,” es-
pecially over the same issues that 
sparked the war and where the 
enemy was defeated. The very 
side that failed in that war is now 
shamelessly resurrecting the pre-
war demands. This is where the 
subject, framework, and stan-
dards for negotiation and dia-
logue must be clearly laid out.
We did not back away from the 
negotiating table; Rather, while 
we were engaged in talks, our 
country was targeted by at-
tacks. Therefore, the question 
arises: Who is responsible for 
this situation? Who caused the 
negotiations to break down? 
It was the United States that 
walked out of the nuclear deal 
and tried to drag others along 
to exit as well. Plus, it was also 
the instigator of war — and 
now speaks of negotiation.
As a result, the prior trust — 
even the minimal trust that 
existed — is now gone, and 
that very mistrust was cooked 
up by them. Negotiation calls 
for a clear subject, transparent 
rules, and at least a minimum of 
trust and fairness. Only within 
such a framework can common 
ground be hammered out for 
talks with either the American 
or European side.
I emphasize that even during 
the imposed 12-day war, our 
foreign minister was in contact 
with various parties; He was 
both taking in messages and 
sending out messages. Thus, the 
door to negotiation has never 
been shut tight. But it cannot be 
ignored that when a side suffers 
damage from the talks, it must 
be clearly established who is 
responsible for that damage 
and how they should be held 
accountable. Only in a trans-
parent atmosphere with clear 
frameworks can the ground-
work be set up for fruitful ne-
gotiations — negotiations that 
will at least pay off with bene-
fits for the people of Iran.

The full article first appeared  
in Persian on IRNA.

The German 
chancellor’s 
remark was highly 
notable. He said the 
aggression was the 
“dirty work Israel 
is doing for all of 
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Iranian Foreign Minister Abbas Araghchi (2nd-L) meets with his German, French, and British counterparts, as well as the Europe-
an Union’s top diplomat Kaja Kallas (top table-C), in Geneva, Switzerland, on June 20, 2025.
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The satellite photo allegedly shows two clusters of holes at Iran’s Fordow nuclear site following the United States’ strikes on the facility on 
June 22, 2025.
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