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Iran strikes regional US bases
in response to new assault

Any source of support for US army ‘legitimate target’: Armed Forces
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People pray during a funeral procession for Iran’s martyred Leader Ayatollah Seyyed Ali Khamenei, who was assassinated on February 28 in Israeli and US airstrikes, in Najaf, Iraq on July 8, 2026.

i e
IL fl L & LT
amene

Jraks e :
S e -
/-
1 F -
I. Ll
frpl

- 3

End of Iran-US diplomacy, worst possible outcome for both sides, world

By Delaram Ahmadi
Staff writer

INTERVIEW

EXCLUSIVE

Tensions between Iran and the
United States have flared up
once again. This time, however,
Washington has gone beyond
limited military action by re-
voking the temporary suspen-
sion of Iran'’s oil sanctions. US
President Donald Trump has
also spoken of the end of the
Islamabad Memorandum of
Understanding,
although no
official an-

nouncement

has been

made. These
developments
have once
again cast doubt on the du-
rability of any agreement be-
tween Tehran and Washington,

Nozar Shafiei

leaving the future of diplomacy
shrouded in uncertainty. Speak-
ing to Iran Daily, international
affairs expert Nozar Shafiei
said that if diplomacy is ulti-
mately set aside, the next option
would be war—the worst pos-
sible outcome not only for Iran
and the United States but also
for the world. Both sides, he ar-
gued, should abandon the no-
tion of gaining the upper hand
and compromise.

IRAN DAILY: Given the recent
developments, how do you
assess the prospects for con-
tinued negotiations between
Iran and the United States? Is
diplomacy still a viable path
forward?

SHAFIEI: Overall, Iran-US rela-
tions remain highly fragile. Al-
though the two countries have
been at odds for 47 years and
such a longstanding dispute can-
not be resolved overnight, the

hope for progress diminishes
as tensions in the Strait of Hor-
muz continue to rise. Naturally,
if the two sides genuinely seek
to resolve their differences, they
should behave in a way that min-
imizes friction. Instead, despite
the existing memorandum of
understanding, both countries
appear to be moving along a path
that could lead to further escala-
tion. While it has generally been
assumed that bilateral relations,
despite their ups and downs,
were gradually moving for-
ward, last night's developments
demonstrated that the road to-
ward normalizing relations is, in
fact, highly challenging. Obstacles
exist on both sides, in Iran as well
as in the United States, and this
is hardly conducive to reducing
tensions.

On the contrary, de-escalation
requires both parties to send sig-
nals that reflect a genuine will-
ingness and motivation to resolve

their disputes.

Diplomacy never completely
disappears from relations be-
tween states. Even under the
most difficult circumstances,
it can continue behind closed
doors. Nevertheless, a halt in di-
plomacy at this stage would be
an extremely alarming signal. If
either Iran or the United States
were to declare that diplomacy
has ended or announce that the
Iran-US MOU has been suspend-
ed, it would amount to a signif-
icant step backward—and some
signs of that are already visible.
One example is the US Treasury
Department's decision to reverse
the easing of oil-related restric-
tions on Iran.

These developments send a neg-
ative message about the future
of Iran-US relations. Even at this
moment, it appears that diploma-
cy is in its final stages. If diploma-
cy is ultimately taken off the ta-
ble, the next option is war—and

war would be the worst possible
outcome for both Iran and the
United States.

Iran should not assume it can
easily force the United States
out of the equation, nor should
Washington believe it can eas-
ily bring Iran to its knees. If the
current crisis is not managed, the
world may once again face a con-
flict whose consequences could
be even more severe than those
of the 40-day war. The ceasefire
and the MOU that followed were
themselves the product of the
devastating consequences of that
conflict. If another war breaks
out now, however, the world
will confront it with greater pre-
paredness, but ironically, that
very sense of preparedness could
draw Iran and the United States
in particular—and the region
more broadly—into a confron-
tation with no clear end in sight.
Such a scenario would be ex-
tremely dangerous for the world.

How seriously should Donald
Trump’s remarks be taken?
Does it signal a genuine shift in
US policy, or is it better under-
stood as part of Washington's
political and negotiating tac-
tics?

It is still necessary to wait and
see what other developments
unfold. For example, during his
speech at the NATO summit,
Trump did not repeat that state-
ment about the end of the MOU.
Had he truly intended to make it
official, he might well have reiter-
ated it on that occasion.
However, the United States is
expected to carry out another
round of strikes, and that could
once again trigger a chain reac-
tion, further escalating the crisis.
Wars are not always controllable.
There is often an assumption that
military actions Page3 >
can be carefully

managed, but they can suddenly
spiral out of control.



