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This review provided a useful insight into the problems faced in the political arena with regards to the threat of Iran’s nuclear ambitions, especially considering the most recent IAEA report released on 15th September 2008 which voices serious concern about Iran making significant progress on developing and operating its centrifuges as well as continuing to resist efforts to address substantially its nuclear weapons-related work.
Ambassador Denis Bauchard led the discussion by highlighting French policy on Iran, quoting French President Nicolas Sarkozy as saying “Iran needs to give up the bomb or it will be bombed”. He went on to explain that the French policy towards Iran is based on four pillars:

· The belief that Iran’s nuclear program is military 

· The threat of Israel attacking Iran with or without US help

· Sarkozy’s belief that a military strike on Iran would be a disaster with severe repercussions such as soaring oil prices and military retaliation as well as security instability in the Arabian Peninsula

· The compelling need for tougher sanctions on Iran
Ambassador Bauchard rounded up his speech by giving his own personal assessment of the current situation, claiming that the best option would be to delay Iran’s nuclear program. He added that it would be difficult to increase sanctions against Iran due to the amount of smuggling going on in the region mainly through Dubai, making these sanctions ineffective. He also expressed concern that military action is “still on the table”, “Iran will sooner or later have the capacity to build nuclear armour” and that the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) is becoming increasingly disregarded.

Dr Jack Caravelli was next to offer his opinion and expertise on this subject. He addressed the issue of sanctions stating that the UN has imposed three sets of sanctions against Iran which have all been ineffective. He voiced increasing US concern over the Iran case, referring to the September IAEA report, which confirms that Iran is closing in on the capability to develop a nuclear bomb. He highlighted the seriousness of the situation by quoting an IAEA official as saying “we are almost at gridlock”. 
Professor Polk gave his distinguished diplomatic expertise on the topic by taking a unique approach to the problem of Iran stating that although the ideal situation is undoubtedly to cut back on nuclear weapons, it is imperative that we must try to see things from the Iranian perspective and consider why Iran is so keen on having nuclear weapons. He went on to explain this by referring to the US branding Iran as the “Axis of Evil” and the actions of the US military in Iraq resulting in ongoing casualties and insecurity, all of which have contributed to Iran’s desire to become a nuclear power in order to defend itself in the region. Foreign policy towards Iran has been ineffective as Iran has managed to develop fissile material, adding that sanctions tend to work better when used against fragile economies and that sanctions against Iran have not worked as its economy is relatively self-sufficient so would not suffer a severe impact as a result of sanctions.  
Professor Polk referred to Israel as a “wild card” in the context of Iran’s nuclear ambitions which could potentially have a key role in this impasse. He argued that if Israel was prepared to reduce its nuclear weapons then this would be a key turning point in the Middle East, providing more stability as the hope would be that Iran would follow suit and curb its production of fissile materials. He stressed the importance of the “social contract” in establishing peace, explaining that in Iraqi society, this contract has been destroyed by the US and a solution to the Iranian problem is crucial in order for this not to recur. The argument was concluded by stating that an attack on Iran would have catastrophic consequences and that an alternative solution must be found. 
Some interesting points were raised during question time. In response to a question regarding the role of Russia in global interests in the context of Iran, Dr Caravelli confirmed that Russia does play a big part and would have a potentially positive role in the political arena.  When asked what Iran, the US and Israel could do to lower the temperature in the region, Dr Caravelli expressed his agreement with Professor Polk’s suggestion that Israel should reduce its nuclear production as a starting point to negotiations on this issue. China could play a strong and positive role in this situation - it would not welcome a nuclear Iran  as this would bring major instability to the region. In reference to the forthcoming US elections, Dr Caravelli argued that a new Iran policy would be more likely under Obama than McCain but both candidates would face severe pressure from the Israeli Lobby. Another question put forward in the discussion was “how safe is the regime in Iran?” to which Professor Polk responded that the Iranian regime has a lot of popular support even though it has not performed so well economically, therefore it is unlikely that a revolution will take place there. He added that establishing a dialogue with Iran would eliminate the nuclear threat. Dr Caravelli stated that the sanctions imposed on Iran by the UN Security Council are extremely weak but that it has been harder for Iran to carry out business internationally because of sanctions imposed by the US Treasury. Dr Caravelli also added that the message the IAEA is sending out to the global community with regard to Iran is that “the clock is ticking” meaning that it is now a confirmed belief that Iran will succeed at its nuclear weapons program. 
Oliver Miles, Chairman of MEC International, expressed in his closing statement that “change is in the air” in light of Iran’s nuclear ambitions and that “the situation is very fluid” at the moment. He added that neither war nor sanctions can prevent Iran’s nuclear program which emphasises the need for a more radical move, similar to that of the idea put forward by Professor Polk. 
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