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to Ayatollah Khamenei

Contradictory US positions complicate negotiations: Baqaei
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Iran’s captain Ehsan Haji Safi and teammates walk on the tarmac on arrival at the Tijuana International Airport in Tijuana, Mexico on June 7, 2026, ahead of the FIFA 2026 World Cup

football tournament.
AFP

( Sports Desk )

Iran’s national football team touched down in Mex-
ico on Sunday ahead of the 2026 FIFA World Cup
amid what Tehran called “political interference” by
Washington to deny visas to some members of its
support staff.

The tournament, jointly hosted by the United
States, Mexico and Canada, begins on Thursday.
The Iranian squad arrived in the border city of Ti-
juana after leaving their training camp in Antalya,
Turkey, where they had spent almost three weeks
preparing for the event and applying for visas to
enter Mexico, Canada and the United States.
Although Iran will play all of its Group G matches
in the United States, the team will be based in Ti-

juana throughout the competition.

Iran said visas were not granted to 15 members of
its support staff.

The Football Federation Islamic Republic of Iran
(FFIRD), which its president Mehdi Taj was report-
edly among those denied visas, described the
move as “political interference in sport in its worst
form.”

Taj said Iran had been granted entry to the United
States only one day before its matches.

“We do not know how far the Americans’ obstruc-
tion will go,” Taj said.

“Itis truly strange that they interfere in football ad-
ministration to this extent,” he said. “We expect the
malicious acts that have taken place to continue.”
Earlier reports had suggested visas would be is-

sued only on match days, but Taj said entry per-
mits had instead been granted from the day before
each fixture.

Iran’s Ambassador To Mexico, Abolfazl Pasandideh,
said on Saturday that the team had been informed
it would be required under the terms of its visas
to enter US territory on the day of its matches and
leave afterwards.

The restriction could complicate compliance with
FIFA regulations, which require a team'’s head
coach to hold a pre-match press conference at the
venue ahead of each game.

Iran have been drawn in Group G and will face New
Zealand in Los Angeles on June 15, before meeting
Belgium on June 21. They will conclude the group
stage against Egypt in Seattle on June 26.

Persian turquoise yet to secure its genuine
share of global market: Businessman
Unofficial exports double official exports

Iconic Persian carpet designs set for
global protection
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Seizure of Iranian assets for war compensation, more pressure tactic than policy

By Delaram Ahmadi
Staff writer
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Several media outlets reported on
Saturday that the United States is
examining a proposal to use Iranian
assets held abroad to compensate Per-
sian Gulf Arab states for war-related
damages. If accurate, however, seri-
ous questions remain about how such
a plan could be implemented. Iran
Daily discussed the issue with Javad
Heirannia, an interna-
tional affairs expert.
He argues that the
proposal faces signif-
icant legal obstacles
and is likely only part
of Washington'’s pres-
sure campaign aimed at compelling
Iran to accept US terms.

Javad Heirannia

IRAN DAILY: How feasible is such a
proposal, and what obstacles would
Washington face in implementing it?
HEIRANNIA: Arab states and Western
countries have already moved in this

direction to some extent. Both a Human
Rights Council resolution and a draft
resolution introduced in the Security
Council at Bahrain’s initiative raised the
issue of compensation from Iran. How-
ever, whether such compensation can be
legally linked to the US government is a
different matter.

Moreover, these are Iranian funds frozen
in foreign banks. They are not under the
direct control of the US government,
meaning Washington is not in a posi-
tion to authorize such a transfer. Even if
the funds were held in American banks,
there would still be legal complications
in handing them over to Arab states.
Roughly $24 billion is held in foreign
banks and remains inaccessible to Iran
because of SWIFT-related sanctions.
There is also approximately $7 billion
in oil-related revenues stemming from
Iranian oil seized by the United States
in international waters. Even there, al-
locating those funds for this purpose
would raise legal concerns, because the
destination and use of those funds must
be clearly defined under legal proce-
dures. Under its own legal framework,
the US government cannot simply au-
thorize the Treasury Department to

spend those funds in Arab countries.

In addition, Iran has stated that some
Arab countries were part of the network
involved in aggression against Iran.
From a legal standpoint, that argument
could itself call into question the com-
pensation claims raised in those resolu-
tions. Iran could even pursue claims of
its own and seek compensation.

What options and tools does Iran
have to respond? Would Tehran rely
primarily on legal and diplomatic
channels, or could it also resort to
geopolitical and security leverage?
Both options are available. Iran could
make use of its geopolitical leverage
in the Strait of Hormuz and use it as a
pressure point on Arab states and the
United States to discourage them from
pursuing such a proposal.

At the same time, Tehran could pur-
sue legal action through international
organizations and institutions regard-
ing compensation from countries that
played a role in the aggression. If such a
plan were formally advanced by the US,
Iran could also challenge it before inter-
national legal bodies.

Furthermore, if the US administration

were to adopt such a decision, I believe
it would seriously disrupt the negotia-
tion process and could even lead to its
collapse.

To what extent would Persian Gulf
Arab states welcome such a propos-
al?

Given the current environment, and the
fact that these countries are seeking to
prevent tensions from escalating, I think
they are likely to pursue a cautious ap-
proach. At least for now, I do not believe
they are particularly eager to press
ahead with compensation claims, espe-
cially through this specific US-backed
mechanism.

The Arab states are making consider-
able efforts to ensure that the ceasefire,
which paved the way for negotiations,
ultimately leads to an understanding
and eventually a comprehensive agree-
ment. Qatar, Kuwait and Bahrain are
entirely dependent on the Strait of Hor-
muz. Even countries such as the UAE,
which can export oil through Fujairah,
and Saudi Arabia, which can use its East-
West pipeline in Yanbu, remain within
the reach of Iran and forces aligned with
itin the region.

Any escalation could further delay the
full reopening and normalization of
traffic through the Strait of Hormuz.
Iran has also stated that both Saudi Ara-
bia’s East-West pipeline and the UAE’s
Fujairah port fall within the broader
strategic framework of Hormuz-related
security considerations. Given these re-
alities, I do not think Gulf Arab states are
currently interested in taking steps that
could fuel further tensions.

What impact could such a proposal
have on negotiations between Tehran
and Washington?

Such a proposal could fundamentally
undermine the negotiations because it
would shift them into an entirely differ-
ent phase. One of the central issues in
the talks is the release of Iran’s frozen
assets, along with questions regarding
the scale of the release, how the funds
would be spent, and whether Iran would
retain control over their management.
At present, threet sce- Page2 >
narios are under discus-
sion. The first is a limited fund in which
the money would be placed under US
management and used exclusively for
humanitarian goods.



