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Deep Dive

Unlock Iran’s Potential from Inside, Out

What does West desire from Iran?

By Reza Fazlali

The most fundamental rationale for
the establishment of the United Na-
tions was the pursuit of human rights
concerns. The Second World War and
matters associated with genocide im-
pelled a global consensus to engender
a new organ that would avert the re-
currence of analogous tragedies in the
future. This foundational logic, which
entrusted the Security Council with
mechanisms to shape a transformed
architecture for the future, designated
global peace and international security
of the human community as its univer-
sal referent.

Regrettably, this mechanism demon-
strated over time, amid numerous cri-
ses, that it lacked the requisite efficacy
in practice. Owing to the structure and
configuration of the voting rights of
the victorious and powerful states of
that war, a deliberate or inadvertent
conflict between legitimacy and law,
on one side, and the extant reality of
international interactions, on the oth-
er, emerged within this organization,
thereby calling into question the sus-
tainable administration of global order
and security. To such an extent that if
the international order does not con-
form to the desirable interests of the
great powers endowed with voting
prerogatives (veto), even if it lacks le-
gitimacy among the public opinion of
nations, it will not be affirmed or will
not endure, due to various inequitable
obstructions, without other states pos-
sessing any consequential influence in
practice.

Hence, the world sought an alternative
trajectory for transformation within the
purgatorial condition of the status quo.
As James Rosenau asserted, an order
exists within disorder, and its reason
lies in the conduct and decisions of ac-
tors — actors who neither perceive nor
heed others. Unfortunately, no rule or
functioning system has possessed the
capacity to transcend this turbulence
and global crisis, at least within the
past 25 years.

The event of October 7, 2023, after two
years and with an indeterminate agree-
ment, and likewise the assault of Israel
and the United States against Iran, re-
vealed with greater clarity the passivity
and inaction of global authorities, par-
ticularly the United Nations.
Circumstances for Iran after October
7, although perhaps endowed with
certain strengths, may simultaneously
contain vulnerabilities. Until the po-
sition of Iran within Middle-Eastern
developments is regulated in a desir-
able fashion, suitable conditions for
the global powers in the region will
likewise remain unattainable. I am
convinced that at present, the West
does not intend to steer Iran toward
narratives akin to the collapse of Lib-
ya or Syria since Iran’s disarray would
engender the diffusion of unrest and
tumult into its surroundings and even
increase global energy prices. For this
reason, although Trump conducts mili-
tary assaults against Iran and intermit-
tently does not refrain from threats in
his rhetoric, he extends, in Sharm el-
Sheikh, Egypt, an overt hand of amity
toward Iran in a manifest contradic-
tion between the logic of international
relations and the logic of international
law.

Consequently, I believe the trajectory
that has commenced regarding Iran
cannot, except in particular unantici-
pated circumstances, be halted or al-
tered, and international organizations
and secondary powers cannot, in
practice, effectuate any outcome. De-
spite the profuse divergences between
Europe and the United States (though
regarding Iran, they possess no divergence), one
of the conditions set by the European
powers for delaying the initiation of
the snapback mechanism was direct
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negotiation and agreement with the
United States.

Let us speak without obfuscation. The
global powers from Washington to Mos-
cow, from Brussels to Beijing, each con-
template Iran through a distinct prism:
one in pursuit of concord, another in-
tent on containment, and a third envi-
sioning partnership. Yet ultimately, the
principal question endures: what do
the powers of the world desire from
Iran? The Islamic Republic must, at the
outset, determine its own position re-
garding the desires of the great global
powers, even if they are not just. Until
these challenges unfold in accordance
with the inclinations of the great pow-
ers, these confrontations shall persist,
and no hope may be placed in interna-
tional mechanisms.

Presumably, the most salient charac-
teristic of the present and even future
configuration of international relations
is the existence of concealed confronta-
tions devoid of overt enmity, such that
numerous non-state actors and influ-
ential players will undertake activities
far more substantial than today. How-
ever, the form and scope of their activ-
ities shall be rigorously regulated not
according to their own objectives, but
rather within the framework preferred
by the great powers — particularly Chi-
na and the United States.

From the author’s perspective, the
governing system of the United States
seeks to equip and construct a dura-
ble bloc that remains under its do-
minion and volition within its sphere
of influence; indeed, Russia and Iran
must likewise be situated within this
framework. Without doubt, an indi-
vidual such as Trump and those sim-
ilar to him are not the theorists of this
undertaking; they merely assume the
executive role of this conception since
the intention is the stabilization or
augmentation of their essential role in
the future world order.

For this reason, at the zenith of Eu-
rope’s confrontation and war with Rus-
sia, and amid military assaults against
Iran and manifold sanctions, Trump
speaks in his interviews and speeches
of future amity and concord with these
two states. Thus, certain analysts assess
Trump’s relationship with Putin as pos-
itive. Conversely, the Chinese likewise
manifest interest in the continuation of
the existing environment. They pursue
the acquisition of allies in this ongoing
process no less ardently than the Unit-
ed States.

Perhaps some may even inquire how
the states of the region themselves
conceptualize these matters. We must
not forget that most states seek to am-
plify their influence and power and to
exploit other states, and in this pursuit,

they customarily observe no principles
whatsoever. For this reason, what is
declared in the media and speeches by
statesmen differs profoundly from what
is determined in the closed chambers
of policymakers. Just as we observed in
the United Nations regarding the snap-
back mechanism, although many con-
sultations had been undertaken prior
to the session, only four of the 15 votes
favored the annulment of sanctions for
the benefit of Iran.

With such a mentality, during the side-
lines of the latest United Nations sum-
mit, according to Araghchi, Trump’s
representative (witkoff) did not even
consent to appear for negotiation,
not even direct negotiation, because
Iran had conditioned dialogue exclu-
sively on resolving nuclear issues and
sanctions. According to the extant
evidence, the West no longer accepts
negotiation solely on nuclear matters;
their discourse concerns the range of
missile capabilities or the regulation
of proxy-force challenges and similar
issues, which they raise without any
clemency or concession. Thus, for their
preferred future order, no bargaining
by Iran and no retreat by the West,
particularly the United States, shall be
acceptable.

Without doubt, all the matters articu-
lated are merely the conjectures and
suppositions of the author, for in the
realm of politics and global relations,
a single event, incident, or tempest in
some corner of the earth may trans-
form all the foregoing theories.
Indeed, the agreement of Hamas with
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Israel, or Trump’s negotiations with
Putin regarding the war with Ukraine,
does not constitute the defeat of either
side, for a cessation of hostilities may
signify a bilateral success. | harbor no
doubt that they intend to weaken Iran
toward a cessation of compulsory hos-
tilities on the basis of the same struc-
ture articulated at the beginning of the
discussion — an Iran that, in a condi-
tion of isolation, lacks the capacity for
overt exchange even with its neighbors.
The developments of the Middle East
are contingent upon a global order
that is presently being shaped by an
intra-regional order, and until a geog-
raphy such as the Middle East attains a
stable condition, no planning or design
for the governance of a comprehen-
sive preferred order will exist. Iran,
possessing throughout the expanse
of history a noble past with abundant
human and non-human resources of
great value, has had — and continues
to have — significant potential; yet it
must, at the outset, discern its con-
temporary position in the world in an
authentic manner and strive as many
other states do. Thereafter, through
multidirectional engagement, in pur-
suit of short-term and long-term ob-
jectives while preserving its own
principles, it must gradually advance,
through rational planning, toward
progress in which national and collec-
tive interests have been considered.

The full article was first published in
Persian by the Center for Middle East
Strategic Studies.
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