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INTRODUCTION

The relevance of the study is conditioned by the need to comprehend the role of
diplomacy in a situation of escalating sanctions pressure from Western countries on Iran
and Russia, which resulted from the withdrawal of the United States of America (US)
from the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action on the Iranian nuclear program (JCPOA)
on May 8, 2018, and the imposition of unprecedented sanctions against Russia after the
events of February 24, 2022. The expansion of the range of sanctions used against Russia
and Iran emphasizes the relevance and practical demand for the study of sanctions
approaches used against these countries and the experience of countering restrictive
measures in the diplomatic sphere.

It is also relevant to study the peculiarities of the foreign policy activities of Iran
and Russia under sanctions in addressing the development of bilateral relations, and
international relations, and ensuring regional and international security. In addition, the
study of the experience of confrontation and self-development under sanctions is an
applied interest for both countries.

The relevance of the research topic is also emphasized by the impact of the
following main factors on the development of the situation around Iran and Russia.

First, the international system has witnessed the revival of sanctions as a significant
instrument of global-local governance by individual states, groups of states (European
Union), and the world community (UN Security Council), which determines the need for
in-depth study of the practical experience gained.

Second, diplomatic relations between Iran and Russia have become increasingly
important, especially in light of their common interests in countering Western influence
and expanding their regional influence. Their cooperation is not limited to the political
and economic spheres but also extends to areas such as military cooperation and energy
partnerships. This growing alliance is a subject of study to understand how countries
adapt to the changing global environment and develop strategic partnerships to overcome
emerging constraints and achieve their goals.

Thirdly, Iran's accession to the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (2023) and the

BRICS international association (2024), as well as the conclusion of a free trade zone



5

agreement with the Eurasian Economic Union, signified a break in the international
isolation around the Islamic Republic and proved the effectiveness of diplomacy as a
means of overcoming sanctions restrictions.

In general, the desire of Iran and Russia to use diplomatic tools to ensure national
sovereignty and preserve the civilizational identity of their countries in contrast to the
sanctions policy has identified a new dimension of modern diplomacy, the study of which
Is of scientific and practical interest.

The object of research is the foreign policy activities of Iran and Russia in the
situation of external sanctions pressure.

The subject of research is the main directions, goals, forms and priorities of Iran's
and Russia's foreign policy activities in connection with the application of international,
regional and state sanctions against them.

The purpose of the thesis is to identify the commonalities and peculiarities of
Iranian and Russian diplomacy under sanctions and international pressure in the context
of the development of bilateral relations.

In order to achieve the objective, the following research objectives should be
accomplished:

1. Examine the nature and effectiveness of international, regional, and state
sanctions against lran and Russia in the context of achieving their intended policy
objectives.

2. Identify and characterize the main stages of sanctions pressure on Iran and
Russia.

3. To characterize the main directions of foreign policy activities (diplomacies)
of Iran and Russia in the conditions of sanctions pressure, including analysis of the
peculiarities of national diplomatic approaches.

4, Show the place and role of Iranian and Russian diplomacy in overcoming
sanctions restrictions and achieving national development goals.

5. Consider the main formats of Iranian and Russian activities to overcome
international pressure and joint participation in the processes of regional and international

integration.
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6. Provide a quantitative and qualitative assessment of the main results of
sanctions pressure on Iran and Russia.

7. Assess the impact of sanctions on the development of bilateral relations
between Iran and Russia.

The chronological framework of the study covers the period from 2003 to 2023.
The lower boundary of the study is 2003, when the Iranian government and the foreign
ministers of the three EU-3 countries made a statement known as the Tehran Declaration?,
but the deal failed due to European inconsistency. The West against Russia realized a
similar scenario of non-compliance with promises after NATO enlargement in 2004. A
key event occurred in 2015 with the signing of the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action
(JCPOA), commonly known as the Iran nuclear deal, but the diplomatic landscape
underwent a radical change in 2018 when the US unilaterally withdrew from the JCPOA.
For Russia, an unprecedented expansion of the range of sanctions used occurred after the
events of 2014 and especially after the launch of the special military operation on
February 24, 2022. The upper boundary - 2023 - is defined in relation to Iran's diplomatic
breakthrough by becoming a member in the SCO and BRICS and agreements in principle
on cooperation under the Free Trade Area Agreement with the EAEU and deepening
sanctions pressure on Iran and Russia.

Literature Review. Four historiographical complexes in Persian, English and
Russian have been studied within the framework of the subject of the research, which
covered: general problems of the development of regional international relations and
foreign policy with the participation of Western countries, the USSR/Russia and the
Islamic Republic of Iran in the Near and Middle East; various aspects of foreign policy
and diplomatic activities of the IRI and the Russian Federation in the context of the
development of bilateral relations; the activities of Iran and Russia in connection with the
sanctions pressure of the West and to counteract and overcome the sanctions imposed by
the West.

! Timeline of Nuclear Diplomacy with Iran, 1967-2023 // Arms Control Association Electronic resource. URL:
https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/Timeline-of-Nuclear-Diplomacy-With-lran (accessed: 22.11.2023).
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Within the framework of the first historiographical complex, the works of Russian
and foreign scientists - international and orientalists, devoted to the analysis of general
issues of international relations and foreign policy of the Western countries in relation to
Iran and Russia, the study of the approaches of the United States of America (USA) and
other Western countries to building relations with the Islamic Republic of Iran (IRI) and
with the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR; Soviet Union), later the Russian
Federation (RF, Russia) and in the Near and Middle East region were studied, which
include: V.A. Avatkov?, S.A. Bagdasarov?, V.1. Belov (Yurtaev)?*, R.Yu. Belyakov®, A.D.
Bogaturov®, ALA. Gromyko’, S.V. Kortunov®, A. Kosov®, V.V. Naumkin®, M.F.
Polynov!!, E.M. Primakov'?, A.A. Sushentsov®3, A.V. Torkunov**, A.P. Tsygankov'®,

2 AsatkoB B. A., Kpsutos /I. C. BHemHenonuTiHueckue uaeojaoreMsl Poccun u MX akTyaabHOCTD JUISL PErHOHA
bawxnero BocToka B KOHTEKCTE TpaHC(OPMAILMM COBPEMEHHOM CHCTEMBI MEXIYHApOIHBIX OTHOLICHUH //
Bectauk Poccwmiickoro yauBepcutera Apyx061 HapomoB. Cepust: [lomuronmorus. 2023. T. 25, Ne 1. C. 163-174;
ABarkoB B. A., EecrappeB JI. I'. TloctcoBerckass EBpaszusi B 3m0Xy TJI00aJIbHBIX TpaHC(OPMAIIHii: BbI30B
WHCTHTYIIMOHAIBHOCTH U yripaBieHus // Poccus u coBpemennsiit mup. 2023. Ne 3 (120). C. 58-71.

3 parmacapos C.A. bmmkanii Boctok. Beunsiit konpmukT. M.: Dxemo, 2016. 288 c.

* Kpacnos K. T'., OpraeB B. 1. Buemnss nonutuka Mpana va Brmkaem BocToke U aMepHKaHCKas CTpaTerus
«cucteMHoro caepxxuBanus» // Bectauk PYIH. Cepusi: MexxayHapoausie otHomeHus. 2016. T. 16, Ne 4. C. 616-
627.

® Bensiko P. FO. O6uiee u ocobeHHoe B (hOPMHPOBAHHH MONTUTHUECKOTO NuaepcTBa Bnagumupa ITyTuHa u
Jmutpust Mensenesa // BectHuk 3xkoHOMUKH, 1ipaBa u conuosioruu. 2008. Ne 1. C. 98-100.

% Borarypos A. JI. Mex1yHapo/IHble OTHOLIEHHS M BHEIIHSs MoIuTHKa Poccnn: monorpadus. M: Acnekr Ipecc,
2020. 480 c.

" Tpombiko Ast. A. «ITOCTOSHCTBO M M3MEHYHMBOCTH B MCTOPHH MEKIYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIMEHH» // COBpeMeHHas
EBpoma, 2016. Ne 1 (67). C. 5-8.

8 Koprysos C. CoBpeMeHHasi BHENIHs MOJTUTHKA PocCHI: cTpaTerus H36MpaTebHOM BOBIeUeHHOCTH. MOCKBa:
I'y-BII3, 2009. 603 c.

9Kocop A. CIIIA u «Apabckas BECHa»: OLEHKH POCCHICKOT0 SKCIepTHOro coodiecTsa // Bectauk Poccuiickoro
yHUBepcuTeTa Apyx0bl HapoaoB. Cepusi: MexayHapoansie otHomenus. 2016. Ne 3. C. 473-481.

Y Haymxun B. B. Kougmukrs! Ha Brimkaem BocToke BB Ha TIepBbIii 1aH B Mupe. 16.02.2018 [DneKkTpoHHbIiT
pecypc]. Pexxum goctyma: https://ria.ru/interview/20180216/1514794208.html (nara obpamenus: 17.02.2018);
Naumkin Vitaly. The Middle East: Hard Times Coming. December 12, 2012. [DnekTpoHHbIii pecypc]. Pexum
mocTyma:  http://russiancouncil.ru/en/analytics-and-comments/analytics/vitaly-naumkin-the-middle-east-hard-
times-coming/?sphrase _id=81390 (nata obparenus: 15.11. 2024).

" MMonsmor M. ®. Baemnssa nonutuka [op6auésa. 1985-1991 rr. CIIB.: Aneteits, 2015. 504 c.

12 TTpumaxos E. M. Kondunennmansno: bamkanii BocTok Ha clieHe M 3a Kymucamu (BTOpast mojoBrHa XX —
Havano XXI Beka). M.: Poccuiickas razera, 2006. 384 c.

13 CymenmoB A. A. Mexmynaponusie mocneactsus pacmaga CCCP: KOHIENTyanbHBIA yron 3peHus //
CpasaurtensHas nmonutuka. 2012. T. 10, Ne 4. C. 12-16.

1 TopkynoB A. B. ITo nopore B 6yxymee. M.: Acniekt Ipecc, 2010. 476 c.

¥ IIprankos A. I1. Bremmss nomutuka Poccuu ot Top6adea 1o ITytuna. M.: Hayunas xaura, 2008. 270 c.
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P.A. Tsygankov!®, Z.V. Verdikhanoval’, 1.D. Zvyagelskaya®®, S.S. Zhiltsov'®, as well as
Z. Brzezinski?®®, R. Cohen?, J. Friedman??, F. Fukuyama?3, R. Haas?*, S. Huntington?, G.
Kissinger?, I. Wallerstein?’,

These studies address fundamental issues of the multifaceted confrontation within
the bipolar system of international relations, highlighting the motives behind the West's
pressure on the Soviet Union (later the Russian Federation) and the responses and
countermeasures taken by the Russian side. In the collective monograph of MGIMO (U)
MFA RF “Russian foreign policy, 1991-2016°®" analyzes the main regional directions
and the most important institutional dimensions, considers the main stages and results of
Russian foreign policy at the turn of XX-XXI centuries.

The matters of foreign policy of the Islamic Republic of Iran, including on the

Russian track, were covered in the works of such famous scholars as: A. Azkhandi?®,

18 MeskmynapoHble OTHOMIEHHS: TEOPHH, KOH(IMKTHI, ABMKeHHs, opranusamuu / [lox pen. T1. A. Ilpirankosa.
M.: Anpda-M, 2011. 335 c.; Teopus mexmyHapomusix otHomeHuit / Ilom pen. II. A. LlprankoBa. M.:
I'APJJAPUKM, 2003. 400 c.

17 Bepmuxanosa 3. B. «l[BeTHas peBONIONMS» KAk MOJHTHUECKHH (eHOMEH COBpeMeHHOCTH // BecTHHK
yauBepcutera. 2014. Ne 5. C. 200-204.

8 3parenscxas W. JI. Bmmwxamii Boctox m IleHtpansHas Asms. [NoGanbHEIE TPEHIBI B PETHOHATBHOM
ucnoiaaenuu. M.: Acnekt [Ipecc, 2018. 224 c.; 3psrensckas M. JI. MexayHapoHbie OTHOIIeHU Ha birxHem n
Cpennem Bocroke // CoBpeMeHHBIE MEXTyHapOAHbIe OTHOIIEHUS 1 MupoBas nonuthka. 2004. C. 644-671.

¥ Kumpuo C. C. I'eomonurnueckoe conepruuectBo Poccun u CIIIA 3a eBpoleicKnii Ta30BbIii PHIHOK //
IIpobnemsr moctcoBerckoro mpoctpanctBa. 2022, T. 9, Ne 1. C. 8-19; XKunsoB C. C. ['eomonutuueckas
tpanchopmanus Kacrmiickoro pernona: utoru u HampasieHus: pazsutusi / World economy and international
relations. 2023. T. 67, Ne 2. C. 130-138; Kunsnos C. C. Ilonutuka Poccun B Kacnmiickom perrone. M.: Acriekt
Mpecc, 2018. 240 c.; XKunbos C. C. [Tonmutrka Poccun B ycnoBusix rio0aibHON HEONPeIeICHHOCTH: BHI30BBI U
Bo3MokHOCTH // [Ipobaemsl mocTcoBerckoro npocrpanctea. 2023. T. 10, Ne 1. C. 8-16.

20 Byesunckuit 3. Benmkas maxmaTHas gocka: ['OCMOICTBO AMEPHKH M €ro IeOoCTpaTer, MMIEpPaTHBBL M.:
Mesxyrapoaasie otHomeHus, 1998. 704 c.

2! Koxeitn P. O. Mex ryHapoiHbIe OTHONIEHHS: Buepa 1 ceroius // IlonmuTHyeckas HayKa: HOBbIE HAIPABICHHS /
Iox pen. P. 'ynuna n X. Knuaremanna. M., 1999. C. 438-452.

22 ®pupman JIx. Cnexyromue 100 net: mporuos codbrruii XXI Beka / Jixopmwx ®puaman; (mep. ¢ aHri. A.
Kamuauna, B. Hapurer, M. Mankogsckoit). M.: 9KCMO, 2010. 292 c.

2 dykysma . CusbHOE ToCyaapcTBO: Ypasnenue u nopsaaok B XXI seke. M.: ACT XPAHUTEJIb, 2006. 220
c.
24 Xaac P. MupoBoii 6ecriopsinok. M.: ACT, 2019. 320 c.

% Xantunurron C. CronkHoBeHue uBumzanmii. M.: ACT MOCKBA, 2006. 571 c.

%6 Kuccunmxep I'. Junnomarus / Ilep. ¢ anrn. B. B. JIssoBa / ITocnecn. I'. A. Ap6arosa. M.: Jlagomup, 1997.
848 c.

2" BanepcTaiin V. AHaiu3 MEPOBBIX CHCTEM H CHTYyaIus B coBpeMeHHOM Mupe. CI16.: YHUBepcHTeTCKas KHUTA,
2001. 416 c.

%8 Buemmss nomutuka Poccuu 1991-2016 / Tox pen. A. B. Topkynos, E. Koxoxun, A. UeueBumuukos. M.
MI'MUMO-VYuusepcurer, 2017. 538 c.

29200205 1) (> A Snlas o)) ed s ) <, Azkhandi A. Iran's foreign policy. Tehran. 2002. 248 p.
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AM. Ansari®®, F. Ataei®’, K. Barzegar®?, A.H.Borujerdi®}, J.F. Dehghani®,
J. Calabrese®, D. Firoozabadi*®, A.M.Hajiyousefi®’, M. Heydari*®®, N. Keddie®, H.

Molana®, R. Ramazani*!, K. Sadjadpour*?, M. Sanaei*®, and etc.

%0 Ansari Ali M. Iran and the United States in the shadow of 9/11: Persia and the Persian question revisited. // Iran
in the 21st Century. Politics, economics and conflict / Ed. by Homa Katuzian and Hossein Shahidi. London:
Routledge, 2008. P. 107-122.
31 Ataei F. A Look to the North: Opportunities and Challenges. // Iran in the 21st Century. Politics, economics
and conflict. / Ed. by Homa Katuzian and Hossein Shahidi. London: Routledge, 2008. P. 123-135.
%2 Barzegar K. Balance of Power in the Persian Gulf: an Iranian View. // Middle East Policy. 2010. Vol. 17, Ne 3.
P. 74-87.
31386 e s Ol Qluedul Culs sladiag 4o sana te 5 Ol Jails) Axus 52 0 wadlueBorujerdi A H.
Development of Arab-Iranian relations. // Tehran: Publishing house of Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2016. 804 pp.
34 ua&m\a@u\ey_ e g lallaa e jlos = ) el — Gl (oSl (5 s o HA Gl JOla nw ¢ (g3l 58 laan K
1388 ¢ («w) [HoxTop dexrann-®Oupysadanu Jxenan Ceiing. Cuitacar-3 XapelKu-iie JKOMXypH-iie scnamu-ie
Hpan. — Texpan: CazsmaH-3 MoTayie’d Ba TaIBUH-3 KeTad-> amym-3 SHcaHu-He mgamdmraxxa (Camr), 1388.]
[Aexranu-Oupyzadamun Ceiinn [Ixenan. Buemnss nomuthka Wcnamckoit Pecybnukum Mpan. — Terepan,
2010/2011. 580 p.] (ua mepc. s13.)
% Calabrese J. Revolutionary horizons: Regional foreign policy in post Khomeini Iran. N.Y. 2005. 233 pp.
3 1384 <0l sl 4nsms 30 0l g ¢l ) (oaDhus) (55 (o S il 50 ALK Jsad e Plains 5241 )58 Silias
Firoozabadi S. J. D. Discourse transformation in the foreign policy of the Islamic Republic of Iran. Tehran: Iran
Institute, 2005. 168 p.
371368 « &gt 1990-2001¢s) 4daia ¥ g% 5 53 )l (o) (5 60 (2 Gl dena el ¢ g, [Xamxu-IOcedu
Awmup Moxammaa. CwuifacaT-3 XapemKku-ile JpkoMxypu-iie aciaamu-iie Mpan map moproy TaxBajiaT-3 MaHTarew.
1991-2001. — TexpaHn, 1386.] [Xamxu-tOcepu Amup Moxamman. Buemnss nonutrka McnaMckoi pecinyOnku
Upan Ha pone m3menennii B perunone (1991 — 2001 rr.). — Terepan, 2008. 22 p.] (1a mepc. 53.)
38 1383 ¢ ailrasla // Gl el Csi ailia A /) Gl el Cpsi sl a5 1990 48 Sl g 685 (S8 K3 dena ¢ sas
1 ool Jle 5. [Xelimapu Moxammen. JlerapryHuxa-u *KeomnoduTuK-e aaxe-iie 1990 Ba mkorpadiia-u HOBHH-3
omuusT-3 Upan. // XoBap-3 muiiand. — 1383, 6axap. — Ne 1.] Teononutnyeckne nameHeHna 1990-x rr. u HoBas
reorpacus 6e3onacHoctu Mpana. // Cpenanit Boctok. 2004, Becna. Nel. C. 47-74. (1a niepc. 513.)
% Keddie N. R. The Roots of Ulama Power in Modern Iran. // Scholars, Saints and Sufis / Keddie, ed. — Los
Angeles: University of California Press. 1972. P. 211-229; Keddie N. R., Hooglund E. The Iranian Revolution
and the Islamic Republic. Syracuse, New York: Syracuse University Press. 1986. 246 pp.
40 Ji&ala 35 Oloed — 3135 saea) gy 3 ) ekl (5 sean (AS o L (s3ena e sie SIS ¢ UY ge an e guid g
1387 ¢« .[Mpodeccyp Ceimg Xamuma MoynaHa, goktop MaHydyexp Moxammaaun. CuitacaT-3 Xxapenxu-ie
OXKOMXYpUu-ie acnamu-iie UpaH gap goynaT-3 AxmaamHaxkag. — TexpaH: Hawp-3 pogrocrap, 1387, naus.]
[MoynsHa Xamung, Moxammagm MaHydexp. BHewHAs nonntruka MpaHa npu npasuTtenbctee M. AxmaguHexkaaa.
— TerepaH: Hawp-3 goaroctap 2009. 240 p.] (Ha nepc. f3.)
1 Ramazani R. Iran’s National Security Policy: Capabilities, Intentions and Impact. Washington, 2003. 10 pp;
(O e (D) (5 e (A Gl oy i 61 GBlaT g s ¢(1384) el = 5 ¢ Sl ), Pamasanu, Pyxonna.
Mertoposnorus u3ydeHus BHeIIHer noiautuku Menamckoii Pecryonuku Upan. Terepan: Maii, 2005. 214 c.
“2 Sadjadpour K., Ben B. Iran in the Middle East: leveraging chaos // FRIDE, a European think tank for Global
Action, 2015. [OneKTpOoHHBII pecypc]. Pexum JIoCTyTa:
http://fride.org/descarga/PB202_lIran_in_the_Middle_East.pdf; Camxannyp K. Asromna Xameneu: Bpicmimii
pykoBoautens // Pro et Contra. 2008. Ne 4.; Camxaanyp K. Uwuras Xamenen: Barnsabl Ha MHp camoro
BrusATenpHOTO Aestens Mpana / Ilep. ¢ anrn. A.C. Carynuna; MockoBckuii nientp Kaprern. 2009. 46 c¢. URL:
http://carnegieendowment.org/files/Reading_ Khamenei_rus.pdf.
3 Canau M. Bremnss nonutuka Mpana: Mexxay uctopueii u penurneit. / Poccus B rino6asnsHoii mommtuke. 20086.
Ne 1. URL: http://www.globalaffairs.ru/numbers/18/5295.html; Canan M. Jnamor NABHUIN3AIMA W HCIAMCKHIA
(hakrop. // Jluanor MUBUIX3AIUN: UCTOPUYCCKUI onbIT U nepcrekTuBbl XXI Beka. Jlokaaabl ¥ BBICTYIUICHUS.
Poccuiicko-upanckuil MeKAyHapOAHbIH Hay4YHbI cuMiio3uyM 1-2 despans 2002 r. M.: PYIH, 2002.


http://fride.org/descarga/PB202_Iran_in_the_Middle_East.pdf
http://carnegieendowment.org/files/Reading_
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In general, considering the changes in the Middle and Near East in the situation of
the collapse of the bipolar world, scholars have concluded that in the early XXI century
the system of regional international relations has actually broken down under the complex
influence of geopolitical, economic, civilizational and military factors, which leads to
chronic instability and a high level of conflict in the region.

The second historiographical complex consisted of works by scholars devoted to
analysing the foreign policy and diplomatic activities of Iran and Russia, including in the
context of the development of Iranian-Russian relations in the situation of sanctions
pressure, including diplomatic and economic aspects.

Within the framework of this historiographical complex it is necessary to
emphasize the extensive literature in Russian and, first of all, the works of Russian
orientalists B. Ananyev*, V.I. Belov (Yurtaev)®, A.N. Chekushkin®, S.B.

Druzhilovsky*’, E.V. Dunaeva®, I.E. Fedorova®, E.L. Kalinin®, M.S. Kameneva®!, H.

* Ananyev B. Sanctions in IR: Understanding, defining, studying // International organisations research journal.
2019. Vol. 14, Ne 3. P. 136-150.

* IOpraes B. 1. OcobenHocTy u peanusanys BHemHe# nomutuku Mcnamckoii Pecriy6nuxu Hpan (1979-2010
rr.). M.: Poccuiickuii yHuBepcuTeT ApYyk0bl Hapoaos, 2012. 439 c.; IOpraes B.U. Mcnamuzanus kak (hakrop
BHemrHer nonutukd WMpana. M.: Acmekr [Ipecc, 2018. 160 c.; benos B. U. C. BHemHenomuTHyeckue u
SKOHOMHUYECKHe pruopuTeThl MipaHa Ha stare (popMHpOBaHUS «9KOHOMUKH CONPOTHBIICHUD // IpaH B MUpOBOH
nonutrke. XXI Bek / OtB. pen. H. M. Mamenosa, pen.-coct. M. C. Kamenesa, . E. ®egoposa; MuaCTUTYT
BoctokoBeaenus PAH. M.: UB PAH, Uznatens BopoOses A. B. 2017. C. 222-231; u ap.

* Yexymxun A. H. Poccust — Mpan: ipo6iieMbl M MEPCTIEKTHBBI COTPYIHMYECTBA // HKeHepHble TEXHOIOTHH 1
cuctemsl. 2010. Ne 3. C. 60-66.

4 pyxunosckuii C. 5. MupoBoe cooOIIecTBo i HOBas BHEITHETIONMUTHYECKAs KoHenus Upana / Mpan-nuasnor
muBwmsanuii / [log pea. H. M. Mamenosa, M. Canau. OpexoBo-3yeBo: Jlom «Mypageii», 2003. C. 36-42.

48 Hynaesa E. B. Mamenosa H. M. Upan B 2020 r. — o rHeTOM caHKiui 1 mangaemuu // Boctox (Oriens). 2020.
Ne 6. C. 120-140; Jynaesa E. B., Caxun B. U. Ucnamckas Pecrryonmuka MpaH B yCITOBHSX HOBBIX BBHI30OBOB //
Aszns u Appuka cerogns. 2020. Ne 5. C. 12-20.

* ®enoposa U. E. Upan — CIIA: Jluanor u npotusoctosuue / OTs. pea. H. M. Mamenosa. M.: UucTuTyT
BocTokoBeneHmss PAH, 2004. 143 c.; Upan: nponutoe u Hacrosmiee / Coct. Jlynaesa E. B., Kamenea M. C.,
Mawmenosa H. M., ®enopora U. E. M.: UuctutyT BoctokoBenenus PAH, 2018. 376 c.

0 Kamuuun E. JI. Mcnamckas peBomomnus 1979 rona 8 Upane. M.: MacTHTYT BocTokoBenenus PAH, 2010. 236
C.

*! Kamenera M. C. Mpas Bo BTOpoM necsatunerni XXI BeKa: BBI30BHI 1 TIepcrieKTuBH // BocTok. Adpo-a3narckne
o0I1ecTBa: UCTOPHS U coBpeMeHHOCTh. 2016. Ne 3. C. 181-187.
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A. Kozhanov®?, L.M. Kulagina®, N.M. Mamedova®, A. G. Maryasova®, M.V. Novikov
and S.V. Zemlyanskaya®, L.M. Ravandi-Fadai®’, V.l. Sazhin®®, A. Skryabin, A.S.
Skryabina®®, G.V. Samokhina and A.A. Draganov®, R.F. Vinogradov®, S.S. Zhiltsov®?,
and also H. Noibakhush®. Among the works of Iranian and Western scholars, the

following studies should be emphasized F. Aliakbari®, H.S. Esfahani®, D. Esfandiary®®,

52 Kozhanov N. A. Iran’s economy under sanctions: two levels of impact // Russia in global affairs. 2022. Vol.
20, Ne 4. P. 120-140; u np.

5 Kynaruna JI. M. OCHOBHEIE HanpaBleHHs BHemIHel monutuku MPU Ha coBpeMeHHOM dTame. // Buwmkamii
Boctok u coBpemenHocTh. 1996, Ne2. C. 15-24.

% Mamemosa H. M. TTOJMTHKO-?KOHOMUYECKUH ACTIEKT AUAIOTA [HBHIIA3ALHNI // Wpan--guanor nuBuimzanui /
Ilon pen. H. M. MamenoBa, M. Canan. OpexoBo-3yeBo: Jlom «Mypageiin, 2003. C. 15-25.

5% Mapescos A. I'. SInepuas npo6iema B otHomenusx Mpana ¢ 3amazom // Mpan B Muposoit momuruke. XX| Bek
/ OtB. pen. H. M. Mawmenona, pen.-coct. M. C. Kamenesa, U. E. ®enoposa; Uucturyt BocTokoBeneHust PAH.
M.: B PAH, Uznatens Bopobses A. B. 2017. C. 74-79.

% Hoeuxos M. B., 3emusckas C. B. Cornamrenust o 30He cB060/HO# Toprosiun Mexay EADC u Hpaxowm:
TEHJICHIINH, TIPOOJIEMBI U TIEPCIIEKTUBBI pa3BuTHs // BecTHIK Bonrorpaackoro rocyJapcTBeHHOTO YHUBEPCUTETA.
Cepus 3: DxoHomuka. Dkonorus. 2022, T. 24, Ne 4. C. 163-178.

" Papanmu-®anan JI. M. Poccuiicko-Mpanckue otHomienus 1 Benckoe sipeproe cornamenune. Doha: Arab center
for research and policy studies, 2015. 20 C.

%8 Caxun B. 1. 40 ner Mcnamckoii Pecrry6muku Mpan: (KomnektusHas monorpadus) / Ots. pen. M. C. Kamenesa,
U. E. ®epopoBa; Mn-t BoctokoBeaenuss PAH. 358 c. ABT. pasgen: «SlnepHas mporpamMma: UCTOpUs U
coBpeMeHHOe coctostHue». [1. 2. M.: UB PAH. 2020. C. 99-128. C. 114-115.

% Ckpsbuna A., Ckpsoun A. C. Pa3BuTHe pOCCHIICKO-MPAHCKMX OTHONICHMH: COCTOSIHME M NEpPCIEKTHBBI //
Poccust B rmobansHOM Mupe. 2023. T. 26, Ne 2. C. 16-32.

80 Camoxuna I'. B., JlparanoB A. A. Crerduka pocCHHCKO-HPAHCKUX OTHOIICHHI B KOHTEKCTE COBPEMEHHOI
TeONOJIMTHYECKON CUTyaluu B Mupe // O01IecTBO: MOJIUTHKA, SKOHOMHUKA, TipaBo. 2016. Ne 3. C. 43-45.

%! Bunorpanos P. ®. Bnusuue clenku no saepHoit mporpamme Mpana Ha paccTaHOBKY CHII B pernoHe Binmknero
Bocroka: HOBBI Be130B BHemmHel nonutuke CIIA // YnpaeneHndeckoe koncynsTipoBanue. 2016. T. 88, Ne 4. C.
274-280.

%2 Yunbuos C. C. Tonutuka Poccun B Kacnuitckom peruone. M.: Acnext Ipecc, 2018. 240 C.

% HonGaxym X. DBONIONHS U HEpPCHEKTUBBI Pa3BUTHs OTHOmEeHNMI VMpana n Poccuu / BecTHHK MOCKOBCKOTO
TOCYIapCTBEHHOTO TMHTBUCTHYECKOTO YHUBepcuTeTa. O0mecTBeHHbIe Haykn. 2021. Ne 4. C. 218-221.

B e stia dsBl Ll (5 e OS5 S0 e 43158 0 0 (e pemh (B IR Ade sy 5Bl (b a3 )
D) La ¥ ol A s VYAY, Aliakbari F. The effects of economic sanctions on private investment in Iran //
Journal of resistive economics. 2020. Vol. 8, Ne 4. P. 1-11.

B3 AVYL o Y o jlad FY o500 VYAA ()l clalllae ) o 2l 5 Slgiial alla oy | Jlea Slailada (ol ¢ 8 53 ()l sl
Y)Y, Esfahani H. S., Pesaran M. H. The Iranian economy in the twentieth century: A global perspective // Iranian
studies. 2009. Vol. 42, Ne 2. P. 177-211.

BENFYNOY (a0 o lad OF 550 V¥ (G il 3 (g libul | (Cud say (5 lwdiadl 53 5 iy i ) ) s a3, Esfandiary
D., Fitzpatrick M. Sanctions on Iran: Defining and enabling ‘success’ // Survival. 2011. Vol. 53, Ne 5. P. 143-156.
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M.R. Farzanegan®’, M. Ghodsi, H. Karamelikli®, A.F. Majidi and Z. Zarouni®, V. Yazdi-
Feyzabadi’, and also works of E. Ashford’, M. Aoui’?, O. Borszik”, B. Chaudhry’, E.
Carmona’, C. Glenn’, S.I. Moya Mena’’, G. Smith’8, M. Warnaara’®.

Russian scholars have presented a multidimensional analysis of the formation and
development of Iran after the victory of the Islamic Revolution in 1979, its foreign policy
and diplomacy under the leadership of Iranian Supreme Leaders R. Khomeini and A.
Khamenei, emphasizing the commitment to the principles of independence, freedom,
justice, self-reliance. The collective monographs and collections of articles prepared by
scholars of the Institute of Oriental Studies of the Russian Academy of Sciences present
the whole spectrum of the main directions of development of the Islamic Republic of Iran,
established in 1979. In the book “40 Years of the Islamic Republic of Iran®"”, the

670012000 (a7 o jad Y7 050 VYAV (63 S dlaidl K155 ol b sl 3 aoad ) s sajle SLal 5 e ay ol
Farzanegan M. R., Hayo B. Sanctions and the shadow economy: empirical evidence from Iranian provinces //
Applied economics letters. 2018. Vol. 26, Ne 6. P. 501-505.

68 onedd diadaa (sl yad Jilie 33 e (sl ayad il s 52 et ) e sl 4paladl Jaus i o0l Jae ) (sl e il
YY-0A oY o led V¥ Alea & lad ow )y, Ghodsi M., Karamelikli H. The impact of sanctions imposed by the
European Union against Iran on their bilateral trade: general versus targeted sanctions // World trade review. 2021.
Vol. 21, Ne 1. P. 33-58.

69 ¥q_50 ua Yolad Aoy V9| Jaglae dla®dl | S ¢samae Ol ) dlaidl LAH);S ):ﬂh Majidi A. F., Zarouni Z.
The impact of sanctions on the economy of Iran // Resistive economics. 2020. Vol. 8, Ne 4. P. 49-65.

0 Cla g ) s (il cgall a2 L AL G s 5 Bl oulaliy O g3 salaBl sla anad il slasaly
AV.OY o ¥ ojled YV o0 VYA Il Yazdi-Feyzabadi V., Amini-Rarani M., Delavari S. The health
consequences of economic sanctions: Call for health diplomacy and international collaboration // Archives of
Iranian medicine. 2020. Vol. 23, Ne 4. P. 51-53.

™ Ashford E. Not-So-Smart sanctions: The failure of Western restrictions against Russia // Council on foreign
relations. 2016. Vol. 95, Ne. 1. P. 114-123.

2 Ahouie M. Exploring President Rouhani’s foreign policy doctrine 2013-2017 // Contemporary Gulf studies.
2020. P. 15-41.

™ Borszik O. International sanctions against Iran and Tehran’s responses: political effects on the targeted regime
// Contemporary politics. 2015. Vol, 22. Ne 1. P. 20-39.

™ Chaudhri V., Fyke J. P. Rhetoric in hostile diplomatic situations: A case study of Iranian President Mahmoud
Ahmadinejad’s rhetoric during his 2007 US visit // Place branding and public diplomacy. 2008. Ne 4. P. 317-330.
> Karmon E. Iran challenges the United States in its backyard, in Latin America // American foreign policy
interests. 2010. Vol. 32, Ne 5. P. 276-296.

7® Glenn, C. Lessons in Sanctions-Proofing from Russia // The Washington Quarterly. 2023. Vol. 1, Ne. 46. P.
105-120.

" Moya Mena S. |. Regaining space: Iranian foreign policy toward Latin America during the first presidential
term of Hassan Rouhani (2013-2017) // Contemporary Gulf studies. 2020. P. 157-176.

"8 Smith G. The Iran-contra connection: Secret teams and covert operations in the Reagan era // Foreign Affairs.
1987. Vol. 66, Ne 2. P. 438.

" Warnaar M. Iranian foreign policy behavior 20052013 // Iranian foreign policy during Ahmadinejad. Germany:
Springer, 2013. P. 113-136.

8 40 ner Ucnamckoit Pecrry6muke Upan: (Komnektusnas monorpadus) / ITox pen. M. C. Kamenesa, U. E.
®enoposa. Mocksa: MactutyT BocrokoBeaenus PAH, 2020. 358 c.
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collective studies “Iran in the Context of New Geopolitical Realities®!” and “Iran: Past
and Present®?” consider the main characteristics of the Islamic state model based on the
principle of “velayat-e faqih”, examine key aspects of national development and foreign
policy, including Russian-Iranian relations.

In the context of studying the foreign policy of the Islamic Republic of Iran and the
peculiarities of Iranian diplomacy, it is important to note the works of V.I. Belov
(Yurtayev)®, in which special attention is paid to the analysis of the structure of Iranian
foreign policy and diplomacy, analyzing its main formats and features, which allows us
to identify, among other things, the logic of Iran's responses to international sanctions and
external pressure. In the context of analyzing IRI's strategy to overcome sanctions
pressure, V.I. Belov examined such significant areas of IRI's foreign policy activities as
dialogue of civilizations diplomacy, atomic diplomacy and Iran's eastern diplomacy, and
triangle diplomacy, emphasizing the following: “Atomic diplomacy, which was a
distinctive feature of Iranian foreign policy in the second half of the first decade of the
21st century, determined the dynamics of global and regional dimensions in IRI's foreign
policy, which continued to follow the path of the Islamic Revolution. ... It was in the
phenomenon of “atomic diplomacy” that the Tohid (i.e. holistic, inherent in the model
based on Islamic values) nature of Iran's foreign policy was manifested. The conclusion
of the JCPOA was a significant achievement of Iranian diplomacy, showing its maturity
and readiness to tackle high international level tasks®*.”

The reports of the Russian International Affairs Council (RIAC) published in 2014
and 2017 are devoted to the study of the potential and peculiarities of the development of
Russian-Iranian relations and cooperation in general, including in connection with the

sanctions policy of Western countries against the IRI®®. The influence of external factors

81 Jpan B ycoBUSAX HOBBIX reononutHaeckux peamnii / Ilox pen. E. B. JlynaeBa. M.: Cazpa, 2019. 256 c.

82 HynaeBa E. B., Kamenera M. C., Mamenosa H. M., ®emoposa U. E. Upan: mponuioe u Hacrosimee. M.:
WucTutyT BoctokoBenenust PAH, 2018. 376 c.

8 1Opraes B. U. 40 ner Mcnamckoit Pecniy6nmkn Upan: (KomnextuHas Monorpadus) / Ots. pex. M. C.
KameneBa, U. E. ®denoposa; UH-T BocrokoBenenusi PAH. 358 c. ABT. pasgen: «OcHOBHblE QopMaThl U
0COOCHHOCTU UpaHCKOH nuruiomatumy. ['1. 4. M.: UB PAH. 2020. C. 184-202.

8 1Opraes B. U. 40 ner Ucnamckoii Pecrry6muku Upan. Yxkas. cou. C. 190.

8 CoBpeMeHHBIE POCCHIICKO-UPAHCKHE OTHOIICHHS: BBI3OBBI M Bo3MokHOcTH / I'm. pen. M. C. VBaHOB;
[Poccuiickmii coBeT mo MexayHapoAaHsiM nemam|. Crmeuxnura, 2014. 72 c.; IlaptaepctBo Poccuu u Hpana:
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on Russia's Caspian policy at the beginning of the 21st century is traced in S.S. Zhiltsov's
monograph “Russia's Policy in the Caspian Region” (2018)8,

Noting that the Soviet Union's (later Russia's) relations with Iran had ups and
downs, several Western authors argue that Iranian and Russian interests are always a
source of concern for the United States in the region. R.A. Kossa®’ pointed to the factor
of third-party influence on Iran-Soviet relations, which made them unstable. V.A. Orlov®®
and N. Paulraj® found the main reason for the instability of relations between Iran and
Russia in the nuclear issue. Other studies show the presence of other important factors
affecting lranian-Russian relations. For example, M.N. Katz® argued that Iran-Russia
relations have more of a cooperative nature. E. Geranmae and N. Grazewski®! and S.N.
Macfarlane®? believed that Western policies towards Iran and Russia have encouraged
these countries to develop and improve their relations in various sectors. Western
approaches, especially the sanctions approach, and new ideas such as multipolarity have
influenced Iranian-Russian relations and brought cooperation to a new level.

The third historiographical complex consisted of works by Russian scholars
analyzing the activities of the IRl and the Russian Federation in connection with the
sanctions pressure of the West and their efforts to counteract and overcome these

sanctions.

TEKYIIee COCTOSTHUE U MepCcIieKTuBHI pa3sutus. 13 mapra 2017 / I'm. pen. U. C. VBanos ; [Poccutickuii coBeT 1o
MEXIyHapOIHBIM Jieiam. Lentp o HU3YYEHUIO Hpana 51 EBpazun] //
https://russiancouncil.ru/activity/publications/russia-iran-partnership-an-overview-and-prospects-for-the-
fu/?sphrase 1d=99211409 (mata obopamenus: 10.10.2023).

8 Yunbros C. C. Ionutuka Poccuu B Kacruiickom peruone. M. Acniekr Ilpecc, 2018. C. 125-130.

8" Cossa R. A. Iran-Soviet interests, US concerns. Washington: The institute for national strategic studies, 1990.
111 pp.

8 Orlov V. A., Vinnikov A. The great guessing game: Russia and the Iranian nuclear issue // The Washington
quarterly. 2005. Vol. 28, Ne 2. P. 49-66.

8 Paulraj N. The JCPOA and changing dimensions of the Russia—Iran relations // Contemporary review of the
Middle East. 2016. Vol. 3, Ne 1. P. 95-110.

% Katz M. N. Elusive as ever: The state of Iranian-Russian cooperation // Wilson Center. 2015. Ne 73. P. 1-5.

%! Geranmayeh E., Grajewski N. Alone together: How the war in Ukraine shapes the Russian-Iranian relationship
// European Council on foreign relations. 2023. P. 1-15.

% Macfarlane S. N. The ‘R’ in BRICs: is Russia an emerging power? // International Affairs. 2006. Vol. 82, Ne 1.
P. 41-57.
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The following scholars have paid special attention to the study of the problem of
sanctions pressure on lIran and Russia: V.M. Akhmedov and L.M. Kulagina®, ILE.
Fedorova®, M. Khanov®, Yu.V. Kovtunova®, N.A. Kozhanov®’, O.V. Komshukova®,
V.A. Laptev®, N.M. Mamedoval®, V.I. Mesamed'®, N.A. Mashkovi®, ALl
Polishchuk!®®, O.1. Reshchikov!®, V.1. Sazhinl®, G.I. Starchenkov!®, Y.S. Sokolshchik

and V.A. Morozov!®’, S.A. Tarnopolsky%, I.N. Timofeev®,

% Kynaruna JI. M., Axmenos B. M. Poccust 1 Mpan — OCHOBHBIE HANPaBIIEHHs ¥ HEPCIIEKTHBBI COTPYJHUYECTBA
// Uuctutyt BmmxHero Boctoka. 2009. URL: http://www.iimes.ru/?p=8432&print=1 (nara oOparieHus:
18.09.2023); Kynaruna JI. M., AxmemnoB B. M. BiusHue pexuma CaHKUMHA Ha BHEIIHEIOJIUTHYECKYIO
nestenbHOocTh MIPW // Camkmuu w wux BiausHue Ha HMpan / OtB. pen.: MamemoBa H. M. M.: UHcTHUTyT
BocrokoBenenuss PAH, Uucturyt bimxaero Boctoka, 2012. C. 58-65.

% ®enopora U. E. Cankiun npotus Mpana // Cankuuu u ux Biusaue Ha Mpan / OTB. pen.: Mamenosa H. M. M.
HuctutyT BoctokoBenenus PAH, MuctutyT banmxuero Boctoka, 2012. C. 70-80; u ap.

% Xanos M. FO6muneii monpaBku JekcoHa-BoHuka, WK KpaTkas UCTOpUS CAHKIUN 3amaga mpoTuB Poccun
[Dnexrponnslii pecypc]. URL: https://tass.ru/opinions/7390489 (narta obparienus: 25.07.2023).

% Kosrynoga 0. B. Ocobennoctu nndusiimu B Poccuu 2014-2015 roxa / Oxonomuka u cormym. 2015. T. 14,
Ne 3. C. 608-611.

9 Kosxanos H. A. O BIMSHHHE Y5KOHOMHUYECKUX CAHKIIHi1 HA BHY TPUIIONMTHYECKYIO CHTyaIuo B Upane / CaHKiun
u ux BnusHue Ha Mpan / OTB. pen.: Mamenosa H. M. M.: UnctutyT BoctokoBenenust PAH, MactutyTt bskaero
Bocroka, 2012. C. 35-57.

%8 Kommrykosa O. B. Cankiun B otHomeHnn MpaHa: 1ienu u mocienacTBus / DKOHOMHUYIECKHE U COIMAIBHEBIC
npobsemsl Poccun. M.: UTHMOH PAH, 2016. C. 24-41.

% JlanteB B. A. MexXIyHapoJHO-TIPAaBOBEIE OCHOBHI CAHKIIMOHHOTO PEXHMa M NpoOIeMa JErHTHMHOCTH
OTHOCTOPOHHMX caHKIwi npotus Mpana // Canknun n ux Biausaue Ha Mpan / OTB. pen.: Mamenosa H. M. M.:
UuctutyT Boctokoenenus PAH, MucturyT bmkaero Bocroka, 2012. C. 27-34.

100 Mamenosa H. M. CaHknuoHHBIH pesxum B oTHomeHnu Mcnamckoit Pecny6nuku Vpan u ero BimsHue Ha
cutyaruto B crtpaHe // Cankuuu u ux BiusHue Ha Wpan / OtB. pen.. MamemoBa H. M. M.: UHCTHTYT
BoctokoBenenus PAH, Uuctutyt Bimxnero Bocroka, 2012. C. 6-18.

101 Mecamen B. H. Upanckoe opysxue B 3amagnoit Adpuxe. 27.02.2011 Uucturyt Bimxaero Bocroka. URL:
http://www.iimes.ru/?p=12203 (nara obparuenus: 24.03.2024).

102 Mamxop H. A. DKOHOMHYECKOE TIOJOKEHHE M SKOHOMMYECKAs MONHTHKA MpaHa B TIepHOJ CAHKIM //
Cankiuu u ux Biusaue Ha Mpan / OtsB. pea.: Mamenosa H. M. M.: Uuctutyt BoctokoBeneuus PAH, MuctuTyT
Bbmmxuero Boctoka, 2012. C. 19-26.

103 Tlommmyx A. W. TIpobmemsl Ge3omacHocTH VpaHa B permoHanbHOM KoHTeKcTe // paH BO BTOpOM
necstunetnn XX Beka: Bbi3oBbl U niepenektussl / [lox pen. Mamenosoit H. M., Kamenepoii M. C., ®enoporoii
U. E. M.: B PAH, 2016. C. 231-242.

104 permukos O. W. TlpoGnema nupuoGperenns MpaHOM CaMONETOB TPaKIAHCKOH aBMAIMH  3alajHOTO
npousBoyicTBa // Upan B mupoBoit monmutuke. XXI Bex / OTB. pen. H. M. Mamenosa, pen.-coct. M. C. Kamenesa,
. E. ®enopoa; MuctutyT BoctokoBenenus PAH. M.: UB PAH, Uznarens BopoOwes A. B. 2017. C. 177-189.
105 Caxun B.M. Curyalusi BOKPYr MPaHCKOI siiepHOM nporpammsl // CaHKIMK U uX BiausHue Ha Wpan / OTB.
pen.: Mamenosa H. M. M.: UactutyT BoctokoBenennus PAH, Macturyt bmmkaero Bocroka, 2012. C. 81-88.

196 Crapuenkos I'. M. Vpan - HOBas ra303KcriopTHpyrommas aepxkasa X XI Bexa // Mcnamckas peonmonus B Mpane.
[Ipouutoe, Hactosmiee, oOyaymiee. M.: UuctutyT BoctokoBenenus PAH, 1999. C. 156-166.

07 Tumodees . H., Coxonpmuk 0. C., Moposzo B. A. Cankimn npotus Wpana: ypoku mist Poccuu B HOBBIX
MexAyHapogHbIX yenosusx // Bectauk CIIOIY. Mexaynapoaasie otHomenus. 2022. T. 15, Beim. 4. C. 405-420.
198 Tapuononsckuit C. A. Jlusepcudukanys SHEpreTHKH - OCHOBA yCTOHUMBOrO passutus Poccuu // Hayuno-
aHanuTH4eckuit xxypuan O6o3pesarens - Observer. 2012. T. 265, Ne 2. C. 33-39.

199 Tumodeer M. H. Camkumm mpotuB Poccuu: HoBas (PMHAHCOBO-3KOHOMMUecKas peaiabHOCTH? // MGep
amepukanckue terpaau. 2022. T. 10, Ne 4. C. 65-76.
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N.M. Mammadova's works considered the key problems of Iran's political and
economic relations with Western countries and Russia examined in detail the instruments
of Western influence on Iran, including sanctions pressure, and noted that the world
market is interested “in Iranian energy resources, in Iranian transit potential, in the Iranian
consumer market!®”. Assessing the limits of sanctions pressure on Iran, Russian
Iranologists emphasized that “whatever the situation around Iran, Russia will never agree
to the use of force against Iran*'!.” V. I. Sazhin in the collective monograph “40 Years of
the Islamic Republic of Iran (2020)” gave an in-depth analysis of the history of the
development of the Iranian nuclear program and the situation around the JCPOA after the
U.S. withdrawal from the nuclear deal. Important for understanding the essence of the
moment was the conclusion that “Iran is looking for a way out of the most difficult
situation for it, up to ignoring the JCPOA....Tehran has gone all-in!!2.”

In the collection of reports of the scientific conference “Sanctions and their impact
on the situation in Iran” held at the Institute of Oriental Studies of the Russian Academy
of Sciences on April 11, 2011, special attention was paid to the characterization of the
legal regime of sanctions, the history of their application against Iran, the analysis of the
sanctions themselves and the effectiveness of their application. As V.M. Akhmedov and
L.M. Kulagina showed, by increasing the sanctions pressure on Iran, Washington, first of
all, solved the problems of neutralizing Iran's influence in the Middle East (where their
efforts eliminated the front of moderate Sunni Muslims opposing Iran); undermining the
image of Iran “as an influential regional power”; and “preventing the development of
Iran's nuclear program*!3,” This forced the IRI leadership to reconsider its foreign policy

priorities. The new foreign policy was called “a look to the East” and “was reflected in

119 Mamenosa H. M. TIpoGreMsl B3aMMOOTHONIEHNI Mpana ¢ 3ama HBIMK CTpaHAMH (S9KOHOMHYECKHH acrekT) //
Hpan B muposoii mommmtuke. XXI ek / OtB. pen. H. M. Mamenoga, pen.-coct. M. C. Kamenena, U. E. ®enoposa;
WuctutyT BoctokoBeneHus PAH. M.: UB PAH, U3snarens Bopooser A. B. 2017. C. 62-73.

11 Kynaruma JI. M., AxmezoB B. M. Poccus u MpaH — 0CHOBHBIE HANPABIEHUs U TIEPCTIEKTHBEI COTPYHUYECTBA
// Nactutyt bmmxHero Boctoka. 2009. URL: http://www.iimes.ru/?p=8432&print=1 (mara oOparmieHus:
18.09.2023).

12 Caxun B. U. 40 ner Ucnamckoit Pecrry6muku Upan: ... Ykas. cou. C. 114-115.

13 Kynaruna JI. M., Axmenos B. M. BausiHue pexxrima CaHKIIMKA Ha BHEIIHETIOJUTUYECKYIO JeaTenbHocTh NP
I/ Cankupu u ux pausaue Ha Upan / OtB. pen.: Mamenosa H. M. M.: UncturyTt BocTokosenenns PAH, MucturyT
Bbnmxuero Boctoka, 2012. C. 58.
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Iran's movement towards the CIS, the SCO, the Eurasian Economic Community, and the
South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation 4. |.E. Fedorova emphasized that it
is the imposition of various kinds of sanctions that is “the key lever of American
diplomacy, which is designed to put the Iranian leadership in front of a choice either to
change the foreign policy parameters of its policy or to remain in isolation'!®.” According
to the assessment of the U.S. leadership itself, as stated, in particular, by U.S. Secretary
of State H. Clinton, during 2011 there was an “escalation of pressure” on the IRI from the
U.S., which continued in 2012. The U.S. sanctions pressure was supported by the
European Union?!e,

The approaches of the governments of M. Khatami (1997-2005) and M.
Ahmadinejad (2005-2013) to reaching agreements with the West on the Iranian nuclear
program (INP) are analyzed in detail in the article by A.G. Maryasov (2017). As it was
emphasized, “compromise on the INF became possible only under Presidents H. Rouhani
and B. Obama when the leadership of both countries realized the futility and danger of a
harsh confrontational confrontation,” and the Supreme Leader of the IRI A. Khamenei
and the then U.S. President gave “the green light to the JCPOA’, At the same time, “An
important direction of Iran's foreign policy was the strengthening of Iran's activity in
international organizations!8.”

In general, as Russian scholars have stressed, by agreeing to the JCPOA, the Iranian
leadership was aware that “the crippling sanctions imposed by the international
community not only cause very sensitive damage to the country's economy but also
significantly slow down the implementation of its nuclear program®. As a result, the
departure of “both sides from the tough confrontation had a positive impact on the

atmosphere of the dialog on the NPT,” which was conducted by Iran with the “six”
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international mediators, including Russia and China!?, V.1. Belov drew attention to the
readiness of the IRI leadership to “make the most of the situation after the lifting of
international sanctions - to start building its relations with the outside world from
scratch'??”. According to A.l. Polishchuk, the policy of imposing economic sanctions on
“undesirable” countries by the West “has become inherently tantamount to an economic
and technological blockade, which in the broadest sense undermines the security of the
countries to which it is applied*??”.

Even though the “pro-Western trend” became the main trend in the IRI foreign
policy under the IRI President H. Rouhani!?®, with the election of U.S. President D.
Trump the period of “engagement in joint actions” in the U.S. policy towards Iran came
to an end!?,

Important for understanding the grounds for the convergence of the positions of
Iran and Russia in the 2010s is I.E. Fedorova’s remark that the consensus on the status of
the Caspian Sea (2018) was reached “under the influence of many factors that brought
the positions of the Caspian littoral states closer. In addition, the imposition of Western
sanctions against Russia and Iran led to the gradual resolution of many issues, including

the legal status problem. China's growing involvement in Central Asia and the Caspian
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region has had an impact, which has also prompted Russia and Iran to restore regional
cooperation?,

The geopolitical struggle for influence in the Eurasian region, particularly in the
context of Western sanctions against Russia, has been analyzed by S.S. Zhiltsov!?®. The
study highlights Russia's strategic efforts to strengthen integration through the Eurasian
Economic Union (EAEU) as a response to these sanctions. The effectiveness of the
sanctions imposed on Russia by the European Union, the United States and other
countries since 2014 and the measures taken by Russia to mitigate their consequences
were studied by S. Belozerov and O. Sokolovskaya, emphasizing a strategy of
diversifying trade ties with Western partners toward Eastern!?’. In the article of O.
Kuznetsova and A. Kuznetsov!?8 examines the strategic shift in Russia's foreign economic
policy towards the Global South. This shift in diplomatic and economic emphasis is
assessed as a necessary adaptation to counter the effects of Western sanctions, aimed at
reducing economic dependence on Western countries and increasing Russia's geopolitical
stability.

In their detailed analysis, Snegova M., Dolbya T., Fenton N., and Bergmann M.*?°
critically examine the Western sanctions imposed on Russia following its operation in
Ukraine in 2022, drawing comparisons with historical sanctions on South Africa and Iran.
An analysis of the results in South Africa and Iran shows that the main goal of regime
change was never achieved in either case.

In addition, Simonds G.'s report “A Year of Sanctions against Russia - Now

What?”1* critically examines the impact of Western sanctions on Russia. The report

125 ®enoposa U. E. C. Upan — CIIIA 2017 // Upan B MupoBoii momatuke. XX Bex / OtB. pen. H. M. Mamesiosa,
pen.-coct. M. C. KameneBa, U. E. ®enoposa; Uuctutyt BoctokoBenenus PAH. M.: UB PAH, U3znatens
Bopo6ses A. B. 2017. C. 131.

126 Zhiltsov S.S. Fighting for Eurasia // Post-Soviet Issues. 2021. Vol.8, Ne.1. P. 8-19.

127 Belozyorov S. A., Sokolovska O. Economic sanctions against Russia: Assessing the policies to overcome their
impact // Economy of region. 2020. Vol. 16, Ne 4. P. 1115-1131.

128 Kuznetsova O., Kuznetsov A. Russia’s pivot to the global south as a factor of its regional development // Russia
and the moslem world. 2024. Nel. P. 5-29.

129 Snegovaya M. Dolbaia T., Fenton N., and Bergmann M. Russia sanctions at one year // Center for Strategic
and international studies (CSIS). 2023. Vol. 7, Ne 2. P. 01-15.

1% Simond G. Year of sanctions against Russia-now what? London: Center for strategic & international studies
Europe program, 2015. 40 pp.
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recognizes that while these sanctions have created significant economic problems for
Russia, they have failed to achieve their primary goal of destabilizing the country and
provoking regime change. As the report notes, “rather than [the sanctions] turning
Russians against their government, the sanctions have not prevented them from
supporting President Putin even more'®" and have strengthened Russia's resolve to
defend its interests.

Zakharova D., Soltakhanov A., Zhdanova A., Arabyan K.,'* argue that sanctions
have had a negligible impact on Russia's GDP and inflation, with the value of the ruble
primarily reflecting fundamental economic factors.

The fourth historiographical complex includes works of Iranian, and Western
scholars, focuses on the economic and diplomatic impacts of international sanctions on
Iran and Russia, examining their strategies to counteract and adapt to \WWestern pressures.

The analysis of IRI's position in connection with external pressure, peculiarities of
its diplomacy, and implemented political strategies after the 1979 revolution is presented
in the works of J.H. Aghaie®**, M. Amoozegar'®, E. Ejazee’®®, N. Ghasemi, M.M.
Milani'®®, H. Moshirzadeh'®’, S.A. Niakooee, A. Omidi'®, F. Rezaei'®*®, and B.

31 |bid., P. 8.
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Rezvani'®, By examining the potentials and challenges of Iran's foreign policy and, in
particular, Iran's diplomacy under Western pressure, J. Karami and M. Sanaei have shown
that Iran's eastern strategy has been a response to Western pressure and a proactive step
in a changing global environment!#!, In the publications of Z. Balazadeh#?, M. Sanai,'*3
and A. Abedi'** based on rich factual material, analyzes the rapprochement and cooling
in relations between Iran and Russia. In the studies of Iranian scholars J. Kerami'#, and
E. Kolayi'*®, analyzes the role of diplomacy in relations between the two countries'#’,
describes the advantages and challenges of Iran-Russia relations. E. Kolayi's works
analyze the relations between Iran and the Soviet Union after the 1979 Islamic Revolution
and in the Iran-Russia-West triangle!*® the influence of “Putin's pragmatism” and
Russia's renewed diplomacy on shaping Russian and Iranian foreign policy'*°. Also
noteworthy are two seminal works by D.R. Bakhshi, S.R. Nakhli, M. Rafat, and M.
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Rafeil®, which provided in-depth analysis of the impact of economic sanctions on Iran's
financial and energy sectors.

The issue of Western sanctions toward lIran, and Iran's economic through the
analyzing the ideological discourse of Imam Khomeini, investigated by the work of M.
Farajollahzadeh®!. His research examines the mechanisms of Western influence,
focusing on economic pressure and its implications on Iran’s political sovereignty. The
article argues that Khomeini perceived sanctions as a strategic attempt by adversaries to
destabilize Iran’s Islamic governance by instigating economic hardship and
disillusionment within the Iranian society. The study concludes that Khomeini's doctrine
advocates for exploiting sanctions as an opportunity to strengthen national unity and
economic independence, ultimately viewing them as an ideological war that must be
fought with perseverance and innovation. In his next work M. Farajollahzadeh, with his
colleagues F. Rahbar, and A.M. Seif, provide a comprehensive analysis of Ayatollah
Khamenei’s views on economic sanctions'®. The article outlines the instruments of
Western influence on Iran, primarily through sanctions, and emphasizes Khamenei’s
stance that “sanctions are a tool for exerting maximum pressure to influence Iran's
sovereign decisions'®”. According to the research’s results, Khamenei asserts that
sanctions, while intended to isolate Iran, have instead prompted the nation to pivot

towards self-reliance and seek alternative economic partnerships, particularly with
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Eastern and neighbouring countries and that ensures Iran's economic stability and security
against external threats.

Regarding studies of Iranian scholars about Iran's responses and strategies toward
Unilateral, regional and international sanctions, the work of Ghamari Farzad F. should be
mentioned that explores the comprehensive strategy of Iran in managing the impact of
international sanctions through the lens of resistance economy®**. The study examines the
key challenges that sanctions pose to Iran’s economic and political systems, identifying
them as tools of foreign policy by hostile states aimed at undermining Iran’s sovereignty
and stability. Ghamari Farzad emphasizes that despite the sanctions being publicized as
a means to bring about economic and political change, their effectiveness largely hinges
on the presence of a robust and cohesive national strategy. The article concludes that
Iran’s response to sanctions involves not only mitigating their effects but also leveraging
them to spur innovation and self-reliance within the country. This strategic pivot is seen
as a calculated move to counteract the economic isolation intended by the sanctions and
to reinforce Iran’s economic and political resilience against external pressures. In addition
to Farzad's work, Najafzadeh F., Heydarpour M., and Torabi M.’s article explores Iran's
public policy strategies in addressing the challenges posed by unilateral U.S. sanctions
through the lens of soft power!*. The research highlights Iran's shift from reliance on
hard power, given its high costs, to the strategic application of soft power to influence
both domestic and international perceptions. The study identifies cultural diplomacy and
foreign policy as key components of Iran's soft power, enabling it to reduce the
effectiveness of sanctions by fostering alliances and enhancing its international standing.
The results show that Iran's response to sanctions involves leveraging soft power to create
resilient public policies that emphasize economic resistance and strategic ambiguity. This

approach not only counters the immediate effects of sanctions but also reinforces Iran's
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long-term diplomatic goals, ensuring its sovereignty and stability in complex geopolitical
circumstances.

Among Iranian scholars and ideologists, one should note two important works of
former Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Islamic Republic of Iran, Mr. Javad Zarif who
published one in 1997 and another in 2023. In his older work “International law issues:
unilateral US sanctions against Iran'*®” Mr. Zarif analysis the unilateral sanctions of US
toward Iran, and argues because unilateral sanctions are limiting the right of development
of the country, and unilateral sanctions violating the principle of non-interference in
internal and foreign policy of the country, US sanctions are illegal action according to
international law. The article concludes that US, via its congress, tries to bypass
international law to be able to stabilize unipolar world after Cold war, and be able to put
pressure on countries like Iran without consequences. In his 2023 article “Trump’s
campaign to re-securitize Iran®", he marks the conclusion of the Joint Comprehensive
Plan of Action, and the UN Security Council Resolution 2231 as the start of de-
securitization of Iran nuclear program. The idea of article is that the Trump policies
toward Iran, the campaign of maximum pressure, was not to merely hurt the Iranian
economy and its people, but to reverse the de-securitization of Iranian nuclear program
through JCPOA and UNSCR 2231. The results shows that while Trump policy succeeded
in imposing heavy economic cost on Iran, it failed to re-securitize the Iranian nuclear
program.

In addition, studies that attempt to examine the diplomatic component of Iran's and

Russia's anti-sanctions response should be mentioned separately. Such studies include the

196 o lad VTV F o A sl alaa ¢l 5 et eyl ol sadena (ol e 18 sl Auils S0 (sleay T L) G (3 s Caalia
VALY asaa Y, Zarif J., Mirzaei S. International Law Debates: Unilateral US Sanctions against Iran // Journal of
Foreign Policy. 1997. No. 1. P. 91-108.

157 Zarif M.J., Afjei J. Trump’s campaign to re-securitize Iran // International studies. 2023. No. 2. P. 235-285.



25

works of R. Alexander’®, S. Arie’™®, B. Aris!® O. Borszik!®!, S. Bhavish!®?, R.
Connolly!®3, D. Gros'®*, H. Haukkala®®®, P. Osiewicz!%®, M. Schmidt'®’, D.K. Simes®,
and W. Taubman®®®. The aforementioned studies analyze Western sanctions policies
against Iran and Russia and clarify Iranian and Russian strategies under international
pressure in different periods.

Analyzing the scientific works of Iranian, Russian, and Western scholars devoted
to topical issues of international relations and foreign policy, one can conclude that there
Is a significant degree of scientific development of the problem of diplomacy under
sanctions and international pressure. The studies cover a wide range of topics, from
geopolitical dynamics and interaction between Iran, the USSR/Russia, and the West, to
the specifics of foreign policy and diplomacy of the Islamic Republic of Iran. Particularly
valuable is the multidimensional approach to analyzing the impact of sanctions on Iran's
financial and energy sectors, as well as on the formation of its foreign policy strategy.
Nevertheless, despite the extensive amount of research conducted, there is a noticeable
lack of development on the issue of the impact of sanctions and pressure on relations
between Iran and Russia, which indicates the need for further research in this area. There

Is no special monograph on the topic of the dissertation research.
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Main Source of Data. In order to achieve the author’s goal and solve the research
task, a group of sources were involved, analysed and systematized and this can be divided
into several groups.

The first group «regulatory and legislative sources» include the Comprehensive
Anti-Apartheid Act of 1986'7°, the Omnibus Trade and Competitiveness Act of 1988*"%,
The Covenant of the League of Nations!’?, Strategic Arms Reduction Treaties (1991 and
1993)'73, and Council of European Union. Measures targeting nuclear proliferation
activities!™, UN Security Council Resolutions Concerning the Nuclear Program of Iran
(1696)175, (1737)176, (1747)77, (1803)78, (1835)°, (1929)1%, (2224)8, (2231)82, Joint
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Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA)®, Iran and Libya Sanctions Act of 19968,
Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, Accountability, and Divestment Act (CISADA)*®, Iran-
Irag Arms Non-Proliferation Act of 1992186 EU restrictive measures against Russia over
Ukraine!®’, US sanctions on Russia'®®, The Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Iran?8,
The Foreign Policy Concept Of The Russian Federation (2000)'%, (2008)%, (2023)%
are useful for this study.

The second group «clerical sources» represents reports of international and
regional organizations, such as: The Council Of Heads Of State Of Shanghai Cooperation
Organization (SCO)!, The World Bank%, The Office of Foreign Assets Control'®, The
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direct order of the President that cannot be considered a law, but it provides important
information regarding the studies. Presidential documents!®” and Executive Orders!®®
could be added to this group of sources.

The third group «media sources» represent statements and speeches of heads of
states and officials, which include the speech of Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini on 5
November 19791, the statement of the President of the Russian Federation, Vladimir
Putin, in connection with the expansion of NATO, National Security of the Russian
Federation, and the start of “Special Military Operation” of the Russian Federation?®.
Here also, we can add notes from President Boris Yeltsin that describe his diplomacy and
political strategies®®l. Also, this group of sources cover books and other forms of
published material that disseminate information to the public like the six books of “The
sealed secret?®®” written by former Minstar of Foreign Affairs of IRI, Mohammad Javad
Zarif and his team who were participated in the nuclear negotiations.

The fourth group contains «statistical sources». The group includes materials from

international database systems such as IMF?%, World Bank?*, and WTQO,?% which were
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especially useful in studying the effects of sanctions on the Islamic Republic of Iran and
the Russian Federation in different periods.

It should be noted that the publications of Russian research centers contain
significant factual material on the problem under study. The works of the Russian scholars
of Iranian studies, representing the Institute of Oriental Studies of the Russian Academy
of Sciences, the Middle East Institute, the Moscow State Institute of International
Relations (University) of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation, the
Institute of Asian and African Countries of Lomonosov Moscow State University, the
Peoples' Friendship University of Russia named after P. Lumumba, the Russian Institute
for Strategic Studies, experts of the Russian Council on International Affairs (RIAC) and
others2%,

In general, the source base is quite representative, which allows for a
comprehensive and reliable analysis of the topic being studied.

Methodology of research results from the multifaceted nature of the chosen topic.
The multifaceted nature of the research topic, which explores the diplomacy and strategies
of Iran and Russia in response to Western and global sanction pressures, necessitates a
diverse methodological framework and is based on a systematic approach to studying the
history of international relations. Within the framework of the interdisciplinary approach,
the peculiarities of the sanctions policy against Iran and Russia were analyzed on the basis
of the neorealism and constructivism theory. Methodologically, the study was carried out
with reliance on such general scientific principles as historicism, scientific validity and
scientific objectivity. The problem-chronological approach was also applied within the
research process.

The principle of historicism made it possible to analyse the issue under study,

taking into account historical realities; the principle of scientific objectivity was
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implemented in the course of the study as a reliance on sources and facts, which made it
possible to reveal the problems posed and obtain reasonable conclusions deeply. The
problem-chronological approach made it possible to present the main historical events in
connection with the changes in the foreign policy of Iran and Russia due to international
pressures. Based on the problem-chronological principle, the Content was formed, and
the logic of the presentation of the material in the text of the work was determined.

Methods of the research. The following research methods were employed:

- This research primarily relies on a detailed case study analysis of Iran and Russia.
Case studies serve as the foundational methodology for examining strategies of
diplomatic action of these two countries in the context of sanctions. The historical
trajectories, foreign policy decisions, and interactions with Western countries are
meticulously examined to identify patterns and shifts in diplomatic approaches.

- Extensive document analysis was conducted, examining various secondary
sources. These sources include government statements, official documents, policy papers,
academic literature, and media reports. Document analysis facilitated retrieving historical
data, policy documents, and diplomatic exchanges relevant to the research.

- A comparative research method was employed to draw parallels and distinctions
between Iran's and Russia's responses to sanctions. Comparative analysis allowed for a
systematic examination of the similarities and differences in strategies of diplomatic
action, enabling a deeper understanding of state behaviour under sanctions.

- A longitudinal analysis was conducted to track the evolution of Iran's and Russia's
strategies of diplomatic action over time. This method facilitated the identification of key
turning points, policy shifts, and the impact of significant events on their responses to
sanctions.

- Qualitative content analysis was utilized to categorize and analyse textual data
from documents. This method enabled the identification of recurring themes, patterns,
and trends in strategies of diplomatic action and responses to sanctions.

- Combining these research methods allows for a comprehensive and nuanced

exploration of the research topic. It ensures that the study accounts for the historical,
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political, economic, and strategic dimensions of Iran's and Russia's diplomacy in the face
of sanction pressure, providing a robust foundation for analysis and interpretation.

The scientific novelty of the dissertation consists in the following:

- A comprehensive multidimensional analysis of the main directions of foreign
policy activities (diplomacy) and strategies used by Iran and Russia in response to the
pressure of Western and international sanctions was carried out in the specified
chronological framework, taking into account various international, geopolitical,
economic, political and strategic aspects, which made it possible to provide a holistic
understanding of the processes under consideration.

- An innovative approach of combined study of sanctions policy and diplomacy as
an interdependent factor influencing the foreign policy decisions of Iran and Russia was
applied.

- For the first time, the anti-sanctions response of Iran and Russia, expressed
through diplomatic methods, is considered as a special direction of foreign policy, which
also allows us to judge the effectiveness of diplomacy as a tool for overcoming sanctions
restrictions.

- The specific experience of Iranian and Russian actions in their historical,
economic, civilizational and geopolitical contexts was considered, which made it possible
to highlight the peculiarities of diplomacy and strategies of diplomatic actions under
sanctions.

- Established that Iran and Russia's commitment to protecting their national
identities correlates with maintaining sovereignty over their development trajectory,
allowing the countries to develop a strategic partnership and complement each other's
efforts to combat common challenges caused by Western sanctions.

- The possibilities of a deeper analysis of the peculiarities and logic of the sanctions
policy of the West were revealed when using the provisions of the theory of geopolitical
realism in the analytical process.

- The importance of long-term strategic thinking in foreign policy decision-making

Is revealed. Examining how Iran and Russia strategically deal with the challenges posed
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by sanctions opens new perspectives for states seeking to protect their interests in the face
of external pressures.

The study draws on a wide range of sources and literature in Persian, Russian and
English, many of which are represented in academia, allowing access to a comprehensive
and diverse set of perspectives.

The main provisions for the defence.

The following provisions are submitted for defence:

1. Sanctions have become a defining feature of modern diplomacy, affecting
bilateral relations and stability both regionally and globally. Under the profound impact
of Western sanctions, Iran and Russia have adapted their diplomacy and diplomatic
strategies, developing alternative foreign economic ties and making their increasingly
coordinated and strategically oriented foreign policy decisions. At the same time, the
negative effects of sanctions have had a devastating impact on traditional relations
between the countries and in the international arena. Iran and Russia's desire to preserve
their sovereignty, independence, and national identity in the face of external pressure was
manifested in the convergence of the two countries' positions, including diplomatic
responses to the sanctions approach, which affected the dynamics of international
relations.

2. Iran and Russia have experienced three phases of sanctions, with the first
and second phases consisting of two periods each. As for Iran, the first phase began in
1979 and ended in 2004. The initial period of this phase, which ended in 1994, was
marked by the imposition of "reasonable” sanctions against Iran aimed at its international
isolation, including a boycott of Iran's nuclear program. Iran's anti-sanctions response in
the sphere of foreign policy was implemented in the format of dialogue of civilizations
diplomacy, which allows us to speak of the events of 1994-2004 as the second period of
the first stage. The second stage (2005-2018) is associated with the imposition of
international sanctions against Iran, primarily in connection with the IRI's nuclear
program and its efforts to lift the sanctions regime, and can also be divided into two
periods. Between 2005 and 2014. Iran pursued confrontational diplomacy in response to

mounting sanctions pressure. Then, during the period of the Joint Comprehensive Plan of
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Action (JCPOA) in.2015-2018, the IRI acts in a win-win diplomacy. The third stage
(2018-present) begins with the US withdrawal from the JCPOA and is characterized by a
policy of "maximum pressure" on lran, which found a response in Iran's resistance
diplomacy. For Russia, the first stage covers the period from 1979 to 1999, which began
with sanctions against the USSR in connection with the events in Afghanistan. The
second period (1992-1999) of the first phase is associated with the emergence of the
Russian Federation and Western sanctions pressure, including the Jackson-Vanik
Amendment. The second phase, from 2000 to 2021, includes two periods. The first begins
in 2000 and ends in 2014 with the imposition of Western sanctions against Russia; the
second is from 2015 to 2021, during which there is a marked shift in Western policy
toward Russia and Russia's gradual pivot to the East. The third stage for Russia began in
2022 and is characterized by the full strengthening of anti-Russian sanctions and
comprehensive pressure on Russia and its partners from the West.

3. Iran's steps to bring the country out of international isolation were seen as
the main task of IRI foreign policy and were consistently framed in the format of various
diplomacies: pragmatism (A.A. Hashemi-Rafsanjani) dialogue of civilizations (M.
Khatami), confrontation (M. Ahmadinejad), “win-win” (H. Rouhani), “Look East” (M.
Raisi). In general, these approaches were realized within the framework of the general
doctrine of “resistance” (R. Khomeini and A. Khamenei).

4.  The strategy of jointly countering external influence through coordinated
diplomatic measures and economic cooperation involves efforts to diversify trading
partners, reduce dependence on the U.S. dollar through de-dollarization, promote
cooperation in energy sectors, strategically manage critical resources, and achieve
economic self-sufficiency. These strategic measures are designed to provide the
necessary economic resilience as the centerpiece of Iranian and Russian diplomatic
responses to sanctions.

5. In countering sanctions pressure, Iran and Russia are confidently utilizing
their geopolitical advantages and knowledge of the realities of the tangled geopolitics of
their regions, with a particular focus on the Middle East and the understanding that

opposition to Western domination is an “eternal” theme.
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6. The diplomatic maneuvers of Iran and Russia in response to increased
sanctions pressure have demonstrated the high ability of these countries to strategically
adapt to the increasingly turbulent landscape of international relations. Both countries
have shaped new foreign policy directions. In the sphere of foreign policy, Iran used
diplomacy: “dialogue of civilizations”, “atomic”, “confrontation”, “look East”, and
“resistance”. Russian foreign policy was realized within the framework of diplomacies:
“turn to the East”, “transport corridors” and “Greater Eurasian Partnership”. Both
countries have also utilized the opportunities of multilateral diplomacy, from the creation
of international integration associations and strategic partnerships to “triangle” diplomacy
and participation in multilateral negotiation formats. This adaptability emphasizes the
importance of diplomacy as a tool of resilience, enabling Iran and Russia to maintain their
positions in the world and pursue strategic goals despite significant external pressures.
Regardless of the type of Iranian or Russian diplomacy, whether in line with Western
interests or in spite of them, the results will generally be the same, and improved relations
with the West and the lifting of sanctions are unlikely to be achieved, as the logic of
Western actions is driven by the desire for regime change in both Iran and Russia.

7. The experience of Iran's and Russia's anti-sanctions response has shown the
effectiveness of diplomacy as a tool for overcoming sanctions restrictions, primarily in
the sphere of international relations. The formalization of activities to counter sanctions
pressure as a direction in Iran's foreign policy and the increasing attention to the issue of
countering sanctions in Russia's foreign policy (after 2014) suggest the effectiveness of
diplomacy as a significant tool for countering sanctions policy. In this regard, the
participation of Iran and Russia in the Shanghai Cooperation Organization and the BRICS
international association and the Eurasian Economic Union is considered an important
factor.

8. The pursuit of a strategic partnership relationship between Iran and Russia
reflects, among other things, their response to essentially uniform Western sanctions and
pressures, encompassing political, economic, cultural, and military aspects. This
partnership can be assessed as a transformational shift in their foreign policy,

strengthening their diplomatic defenses, expanding economic cooperation, and promoting
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military-technical and military cooperation. The result is a platform for sustainable
leadership in the Near and Middle East region.

Q. Anti-sanctions diplomacy of Iran and Russia can be presented as a
multidimensional adaptive tool for sustainable national development interests and
strategic goal-setting, creation of strategic partnerships as an effective format for
countering the sanctions influence of Western powers in the context of global power shifts
and a driver of transition to a strategy of sustainable mutually beneficial strategic
partnership.

Theoretical significance of the thesis lies in the development of the author's
approach to the periodization of the sanctions policy conducted at the international,
regional and country levels in relation to Iran and Russia, the study of the peculiarities of
the formation and implementation of diplomatic activities as a direction of foreign policy
of Iran and Russia in response to external sanctions pressure, the analysis and
systematization of a large amount of historical material on the development of sanctions
policy and its impact on the economy and politics of the target countries. The author's
concept of studying anti-sanctions diplomacy as a multidimensional adaptive tool for
sustainable national development interests and strategic goal-setting is proposed. The
problem of studying the role of strategic partnerships as an effective format for countering
the sanctions influence of Western powers in the context of global power shifts and a
driver of transition to the strategy of sustainable mutually beneficial strategic partnership
Is posed. Thus, the thesis makes a significant contribution to the development of the
theory and history of international relations, the history of Iranian and Russian foreign
policy in connection with the policy of sanctions.

Practical significance of the research. The dissertation offers practical
recommendations for politicians, diplomats and international relations specialists in
shaping foreign policy. The results of the study can be applied to the development of
strategies to counter sanctions pressure and to the development of diplomatic approaches
in the framework of participation in bilateral or multilateral partnerships, especially in
geopolitically unstable regions. The study's focus on identifying the secondary effects of

sanctions provides an opportunity to see the deeper horizons of sanctions policy,
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contributing to the development of comprehensively justified and targeted sanctions
regimes.

The study contributes to the debate on regional stability, especially in the Middle
East and Eurasia, by highlighting the factors affecting the behaviour of states under
sanctions. For countries facing economic sanctions, the study offers practical examples
of how to diversify national economies, enter new trade partnerships, and achieve
economic resilience. The thesis' examination of the long-term effects of sanctions and
diplomatic responses to their application can help states in strategic planning, allowing
them to anticipate potential challenges and better capitalize on opportunities.

Approbation of the research. The main provisions and conclusions of the
dissertation research are reflected in nine scientific publications of the dissertant in peer-
reviewed scientific publications included in the list of VAK, Russian Science Citation
Index and RUDN, and in Scopus-indexed journals. Some theoretical provisions and
conclusions of the research were presented by the author in reports and theses at
interuniversity, all-Russian and international conferences, such as annual conferences of
Iranian studies at the Institute of Oriental Studies of the Russian Academy of Sciences
(2022-2024) and scientific-practical conferences of students, postgraduates and young
scientists held at the Patrice Lumumba Peoples' Friendship University of Russia.

Reliability of research funding and validity of the author's conclusions are
ensured by the use of a representative source base and verifiable information, the use of
a variety of research methods approved in domestic and foreign historical science, and
careful verification of the facts obtained from the sources.

Structure of the dissertation. The dissertation includes an introduction, three

chapters, a conclusion, a list of sources and literature.
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Chapter I: The Nature of Sanctions Policy Against the Islamic Republic of Iran
(1979-2002) and Characteristics of Western Pressures on the Russian Federation
(1991-2002).

1.1. Sanction policy from the point of view of international law and practice.

Using economic, financial, and technological tools is one of the effective methods
in implementing foreign policy, realizing the goals, and securing the interests of
governments. In the current structure of the international system, countries take such
methods to have hegemonic stability. Clues and evidence have shown that the country or
countries with hegemonic stability, their behavioural patterns as a leader government can
significantly affect maintaining international partners?’’.

In the current structure of the international system, the United States of America is
a country that has the characteristics of hegemonic stability. Features such as mastery of
advanced technology and economy, having a growing economy, and support of political
power through military power and its behaviour patterns in the fields of foreign policy
have been able to bring together a group of governments to use the benefits that this
country has provided for them in the form of public and free goods?®.

The United States holds global dominance not just through its economy and
military but also through its active involvement in international institutions and alliances.
As a founding member of influential organizations like the United Nations and NATO,
the US significantly shapes global norms and policies?®. The US uses this information to
advance its interests and promote its values on a global scale. The US can leverage its

economic and military power to shape international agreements, influence decision-
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Ne 2. P. 347-360.
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making processes, and maintain its position as a global superpower through its active
involvement in international institutions and alliances?°.

Owing to the accessibility of diverse resources such as energy and other vital assets,
combined with its position in the UN Security Council, and its possession of nuclear
weapons, the United States was able to establish a form of global hegemony following
the Cold War. This dominance enabled the U.S. to exert significant influence over the
political dynamics of various nations, thereby facilitating alterations in the global
structural framework. These changes were primarily driven by interests deemed essential
by the United States, underpinned by its demographic resources and the execution of
global projects. This strategic positioning allowed the country to make necessary
adjustments in the international arena, reflecting its national interests.

In contemporary international relations, “sanctions” transcends its traditional
sociological and behavioural connotations. Researchers and scholars within the field of
international relations employ the concept of sanctions to elucidate the intricate dynamics
governing the interactions and diplomatic relations among sovereign nations and
international actors?'t. Within this context, sanctions manifest as a multifaceted tool of
statecraft, encompassing punitive measures as negative sanctions and incentives as
positive sanctions, with the overarching aim of shaping the conduct of nations in
alignment with international norms and standards?*2.

However, sanctions should be used according to international law and the
principles of the United Nations Charter, ensuring that they are proportionately targeted
and do not unnecessarily harm civilian populations. Additionally, countries must engage
in open dialogue and diplomatic negotiations to resolve conflicts and address grievances
before resorting to sanctions. Thus, it is possible for nations to enhance the confidential
and mutual trust, which will contribute to the management of global problems in a more

effective manner. This is however true given that, we live in a world where power
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211 7ahrani M. Theories of economic sanctions. Tehran: Ministry of Foreign Affairs publication, 1998. P. 158-
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transcends the law?® and there are world powers like the USA that could sometimes over
power their able and reduce the use of sanctions to more of a dominance tool rather than
a tool for fair and efficient resolution?',

Therefore, while sanctions are not hard deterministic in theory, they have a number
of practical functions in international relations that are not readily apparent from the
theory. As they are social forces that regulate behaviours of people within their societies,
they cannot be overemphasized within the realms of laws, politics and economics. It must
be pointed out that these initiatives are indissolubly connected with the exertion of the
economic influence within the international level and the application of the most efficient
methods for the administration of the created power?®. Sanctions one of the most
observable depiction of power in IR, which are often employed in economic warfare.
Sanctions of this type such as, embargoes, for example, are inflicted as forceful tools
planned to create the conditions for overhauling political and social revolutions within
the targeted country.

These make diplomacy a form of coercion; a form of conflict that addresses
international statecraft and diplomacy in connecting the world’s nations by pursuing all
the way from “deterrent diplomacy” as an influence on a nation’s behaviour to
preparations for further considerable conflicts; the whole process is multifaceted
complex?®. Therefore, it is clear to see that economic warfare in the context of today’s
interconnected world is not restricted to the concept of embargo. It also employed
miscellaneous measures such as the use of the financial tool, cyber warfare and
manipulation of the currency among others. These methods brought deterioration of the
economy in the target country and pressuring its government that eventually leads to shifts

in geopolitical situation of the country?Y’.
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In a broad sense, sanctions include various actions, including suspension of
political relations, disruption of communications, limiting or cutting off part or all of the
commercial and financial affairs, and military action?'®. Following its invasion of Kuwait,
the United Nations sanctions against Iraq in the 1990s demonstrated the multifaceted
nature of sanctions in international diplomacy?®°. Its measures were cutting off political
ties, interfering with the diplomatic communication, and introducing a complete ban on
business and financial interactions. These sanctions also have a military aspect, especially
the onset of the Gulf War of 1990-1991 and the military coalition from the United States
liberating Kuwait from Iraq. The lIrag sanctions case exemplifies the diverse range of
actions and measures that sanctions can take in international relations??°,

It is important to mention different types of sanctions in relations between
governments. First, unilateral sanctions, in which the initiating state uses punitive
measures as a tool of its foreign policy against the target state.??* The unilateral sanctions
imposed on Cuba by the United States were first imposed in the early 1960s in response
to the Cuban government's alignment with the Soviet Union, which is a good example??2,
Second is the multilateral sanctions, in which a group of states participates®®. For
instance, the multiple bans imposed in 2014 targeted the Russian economy because of the
conflict in Ukraine. Most of the countries in the world, particularly the US and most of
the European Union member states, placed multilateral sanctions to Russia. These

sanctions were aimed at applying diplomatic and economic pressure on Russia and at
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putting into practice the western policies in the mentioned region. However, it should be
mentioned that such attempts by the West often failed??*. The last type is international
sanctions, in which the international community, including most countries in the world,
applies specific punishments against a government violating international law's norms
and principles?®. The international sanctions on North Korea (DPRK) are a good
example.?®® The international community, led by the United Nations, has imposed
sanctions on North Korea (DPRK) in response to its nuclear weapons and ballistic missile
programs. These sanctions curb North Korea's nuclear ambitions and promote
denuclearization on the Korean Peninsula??’.

However, due to the Western hegemony, some countries face all the sanctions
mentioned. The Islamic Republic of Iran is one such country that has been subjected to
unilateral sanctions from the US, multilateral sanctions from the European Union and
other US allies, and international sanctions via UNSC resolutions. These sanctions have
significantly impacted Iran’s economy and ability to engage in global trade and access
certain resources. In addition to this division, sanctions are classified into primary,
secondary, and tertiary sanctions according to the position of the initiating government
and its relations with the target government??. In the initial embargo, the initiating
government has direct political and economic differences with the target government, and
the embargo only includes the target government. The U.S. has maintained primary
sanctions on Cuba for several decades, often called the U.S. embargo on Cuba. These

primary sanctions primarily involve restrictions the U.S. government imposes on
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American individuals and entities conducting business or financial transactions with
Cuban entities®%,

There are secondary sanctions against other countries with commercial and
financial relations with the target government?®, The secondary sanctions on North Korea
(DPRK) by the USA are a good example in this case. The United States has employed
secondary sanctions targeting entities and individuals engaged in trade and financial
transactions with North Korea. Under these secondary sanctions, the U.S. government
can penalize foreign companies, banks, or individuals who are found to be conducting
business with North Korea!. The third sanction is against the parties with economic
relations with the target country or countries in the secondary sanction??. Tertiary
sanctions are typically less common than primary and secondary international relations
sanctions. They are a more advanced form of economic pressure designed to exert
pressure on entities indirectly connected to the target country or entity?®3. Tertiary
Sanctions on Financial Institutions Dealing with Sanctioned Countries like Iran and North
Korea can be counted as using such sanctions in international relations.

Economic sanctions are also divided into two trade and financial types. A trade
embargo is usually selective and covers one or more goods, but a financial embargo
involves cutting official and government aid and, at its most severe, freezes the assets of
the target government. As a result, this sanction stops the process of financial relations
and prevents the target government from doing business activities directly or indirectly?34,

In this way, the financial embargo, especially in the cases of financing the basic
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development plans, imposes more difficult conditions and more costs on the target
country. The trade embargo on Cuba by the US in the 1960s%° and the financial embargo
on Iran via international sanctions are examples of using such sanctions in international
relations. Unilateral sanctions imposed by the United States and its supporting countries
aimed at depriving Iran’s nuclear program of financial resources and Russia’s economic
sphere. Meanwhile, these sanctions have become more intense in recent years and entered
new stages by entering Iran and Russia’s oil sales and exports. By limiting these
countries’ foreign exchange earnings, it sought to put pressure on the weaker sections of
the society and freeze the country's oil industry.

The US's unilateral economic sanctions on Iran and Russia have been transformed
into multilateral sanctions by the UN and EU, affecting their political, diplomatic, and
economic relations. The financial system is the most affected sector, with sanctions aimed
at paralyzing financial relations with foreign countries. These sanctions affect the import
of raw materials and capital goods, leading to decreased production, unemployment, and
decreased quantity and quality of goods®®. Understanding sanctions policy in
international relations theories is crucial for understanding the West's behavior towards
sanctions and understanding the evolution of diplomacy between Iran and Russia.

Realists conceptualize sanction policy no longer as punishment for unlawful or
immoral acts but as a state’s foreign-policy instrument to pursue countrywide egoistic
interests. In the classical definition of realism, sanctions entail “the deliberate
government-inspired withdrawal of trade or financial relations to obtain foreign policy
goals?¥”.” The U.S. sanctions on Russia in 2014 serve as an example of the realist
perspective on sanctions. In this case, the U.S. government imposed sanctions not solely
as a punishment for unlawful acts but as a foreign policy instrument to advance its

national interests?*®, Furthermore, sanctions are a two-edged sword because they penalize
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not solely the target country; however, the enterprises in the initiated government face
losses and challenges. The sanctions imposed on Russia by the European Union and the
United States in 2014 serve as an example of how sanctions can have a two-edged impact,
affecting not only the target country but also businesses in the sanctioning countries.
These sanctions had unintended consequences for European businesses with economic
ties with Russia. European companies engaged in trade with Russia, especially those
involved in the energy sector and manufacturing, faced significant challenges®.
Although, the neo-realist view about sanction policy is more clear. As one of the
neo-realists, Drezner states that the expectation of countries for future conflicts and the
possible costs they may pay in the event of a stalemate are the main reasons for the
implementation and success of sanctions. He talks about a kind of sanctions paradox: if
the situation remains, the countries that do not impose sanctions are ready to use force on
the enemy countries. However, they have no desire to apply it against allied nations?%.
Drezner's argument suggests that countries weigh various factors, including potential
future conflicts and potential costs when deciding whether to impose sanctions. The
“sanctions paradox” suggests that countries may be more willing to use sanctions against
their enemies but hesitate to impose them on their allies, reflecting the strategic nature of
sanctions in international relations. The 2014 U.S. sanctions on Russia serve as a prime
example. The paradox is that sanctions are often more successful against allied countries
than against enemy countries. Because of the relative benefit involved, allies surrender
more easily than enemies. On the other hand, the enemy country feels that if it offers, it
will not only lose its position in the negotiations; Rather, it will directly increase the
relative achievement of the implementing country and thus help to improve the levers of
that country in future disputes®*. For this reason, the enemies do not give in to requests

for sanctions.
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Neo-realism is also discussed concerning the consequences of the embargo on the
West's economy and finances. The lower the expected costs (immediate or future), the
more likely it is to consider sanctions as a favourable option. Conversely, the higher the
cost, the less likely sanctions will be applied?*2. When the interests of the United States
are threatened, economic costs have not prevented this country from imposing sanctions.
Imposing trade sanctions on China in 2020 can be considered an attitude?*®. There are
five main neorealism ideas about sanction policy in the international system:

1. The more strategically important the violating country is, the less likely it
will be sanctioned, and the possible measures will be lighter.

2. The more the country violates international rules and structures, the more
important a threat it is to the big powers, especially the European Union and the United
States, and the higher the possibility of sanctioning it if it ignores the non-proliferation,

3. Enemies are likely to be sanctioned more severely than allies,

4. Imposing sanctions can be better because of the economic benefit and the
cheap cost and to prevent the spread of disobedience compared to war,

5. The more important a country is in terms of trade, market, possession of oil
or nuclear energy, or geographical proximity, the less likely pressure actions will be
imposed, regardless of possible non-proliferation violations. Israel and Saudi Arabia are
the best examples of this point>.

Neo-realists view Iran's nuclear activities and support of Islamic groups as threats
to Western countries, including Israel and the US in the Middle East. They have attempted
various sanctions to persuade Iran to stop its activities, but since Iran is not considered a
friendly country and has few trade exchanges with the USA, sanctions against it cannot

harm the US and its allies. However, in the case of Russia, sanctions against Russia due
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to its ties with the international community can increase the consequences for initiating
governments.

Besides traditional theories in international relations usually used by the West,
mentioning constructivism theory is important, too. In this theory, societies' beliefs,
values, and norms are studied in the case of sanctions. This theory believes that except
for material interests, there are factors like social norms and values that need to be
attention. Practically, with the tool of sanctions, states and global organizations try to
change the behaviour of the target country to the norms and values of the international
community?”®. Richard Lebow created one of the most important and controversial
theoretical efforts in the first decade of the 21st century in 2006. In his article “Fear,
Interest, and Honor: Outlines of a Theory of International Relations 2¢” he argues that we
should not view human motives only from one dimension in international relations.
Honor and status in international relations, which can be seen as manifestations of bravery
in Plato's work, are no less important than interests. These three should be considered,
along with fear. As a result, honor and dignity should also be considered along with
security, emphasized by realism and neo-realism in international relations?*’.

For instance, Islamic values conflict with Western materialistic values. The root of
the conflict is not necessarily about interest or fear; it can be about glory and honor.
According to constructivists, “the sanction strategy is aimed to ensure common values in
the international society but not in the international system, which is based on the power
balance of normative rules of the international institutions?4.” The theory suggests that
the effectiveness of sanctions depends on the policy's design, use, and the norms and
values it covers, despite differing perspectives on their effectiveness.

Sanctions pressure culpable actors and inflict pain on leaders whose policies the

sender aims to influence. They should minimize humanitarian impact on the target state
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and are more effective when political opposition in the target state is present?®,
Multilateral cooperation among initial states is essential for producing a successful
outcome. However, cooperation issues can be sabotaged by bargaining difficulties or lack
of enforcement. International organizations serve as a coordinating mechanism for
reassurance and information, enabling governments to resist domestic pressure and
provide side payments to increase the value of continued cooperation?®°,

The sub-chapter analysed the multifaceted dynamics of sanctions in international
relations, emphasizing their dual role as punitive measures and incentives consistent with
international norms and the UN Charter. It examined unilateral, multilateral and
international sanctions in the context of Iran and Russia. The study emphasizes the need
for a balanced sanctions policy that takes into account strategic interests and humanitarian
implications, ensuring effectiveness and respect for international law and human rights.
In addition, it can be concluded that Western sanctions against Iran and Russia are built
within the paradigm of neorealism, which aims at regime change through gradual

tightening of sanctions to achieve political goals.

1.2. Reasons and goals of sanctions imposed on Iran after 1979.

After the success of the 1979 Islamic Revolution in Iran and the end of the Pahlavi
dynasty, Iran has been subject to sanction policies. Since the outset of its establishment,
the Islamic Republic of Iran has been subjected to various sanctions, even to the extent
of being proclaimed a pariah state, which has significantly influenced its internal and
external policies. Sanctions have greatly restricted Iran's circle of foreign partners and
largely determined the development of a parallel (closed) component in its external
economic activities. In the early 2000s, the 'red line' issue emerged due to Iran's nuclear

program?>, The primary driver of sanction policies against Iran has been the USA, with
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the support and cooperation of allies. For a better understanding and analysis of the role
of sanctions and diplomacy of Iran in the period of 1979 - 2002, the author divides the
research into periods of 1979 - 1989, the 1989 till August 1997, and the period from
August 1997 till end of 2002 due to the specific events, and strategies of diplomatic action
by the Iranian government.

The period 1979-1989.

The US started to use the sanction policy toward Iran in 1979-1981 because of the
hostage crisis that took place in Iran and lasted for 444 days. The sanctions imposed by
the US at that time were more symbolic because Iran and the US had already cut ties after
the revolution. However, the sanctions freeze Iran’s assets in the USA and cut the
economic cooperation between both countries. Also, the US encouraged other states to
join this policy and impose economic sanctions on Iran. Japan and some Western
countries followed the US order and suspended their economic ties with Iran?2,

Iran's oil industry suffered due to sanctions, resulting in a lack of equipment,
decreased export customers, and a loss of the “Rial” value. This led to a unstable and
significant economic impact after the revolution®3. Iran faced economic, political, and
psychological sanctions from 1979-1981, escalating tensions with the U.S. and fostering
victimization under Western imperialism. Iran used these sanctions to defend its
sovereignty and Islamic values, leading to an escalating anti-American stance. Iran
responded by engaging in diplomatic efforts against U.S. policies.

Iran sought diplomatic resolution to the hostage crisis and U.S. sanctions,
proposing various solutions, including a hostage exchange for frozen assets. Influenced
by revolutionary ideology, Iran sought to rally domestic support and demonstrate
resilience against external pressures, often using hostile rhetoric in its diplomatic
communications®*. Despite active diplomacy, sanctions significantly affected Iran's

economy and international standing, limiting its regional influence. However, these
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diplomatic efforts established a foundation for Iran to later enhance its global influence
and assert its independence.

In the early 1980s, the war with Iraq and new Western sanctions complicated Iran's
situation. These sanctions, which targeted arms sales, trade, and investment, aimed to
pressure Iran's military and government to end the war as the West desired. Despite this,
Iran circumvented the sanctions by sourcing necessary goods and weapons from China
and the Soviet Union. The sanctions impacted Iran's infrastructure and oil industry,
reducing oil production and exports, and leading to shortages in essential goods and
services, inflation, and significant challenges to the transportation network?>®. However,
war and sanctions did not defeat the Islamic Republic. The government pursued several
strategies of diplomatic action to reduce the impact of sanctions and assert its
independence on the global stage. The chosen diplomacies were:

1. Economic Diversification: Iran expanded trade with new partners and
focused on domestic industry growth to lessen import reliance.

2. Alliance Building: Iran allied with sanctioned countries like Syria, Libya,
and North Korea, and supported Palestinian groups to bolster anti-imperialist ties.

3. Nuclear Advancement: Iran developed its nuclear program under claims of
peaceful use, sparking future conflicts with Western nations.

4. Support for Resistance: Iran supported groups such as Hezbollah, increasing
regional influence and complicating Western relations?®.

The combination of pragmatism and ideological commitment can be seen in Iran’s
diplomacy during this time. Besides, Iran’s politics can be seen regarding increasing
regional influence and achieving national interests. However, anti-imperialism and anti-
Americanism remained important to Iran’s revolutionary leader, Ayatollah Ruhollah
Khomeini. “I think that it is in a narration that the Messenger of God, when he was sent,

that great Satan shouted and gathered the devils around him and that it became difficult
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to work. In this revolution, the great Satan, the USA, gathers the devils around him with
a shout. And the US has gathered the children of Satan in Iran and abroad and started a
commotion®’.” During the Islamic revolution, Iran's leader believed the US aimed to
hinder its independence. Despite facing sanctions and diplomatic isolation in the 1980s,
Iran maintained its regional role, aligning its foreign policy with anti-imperialist actions
and forming alliances. Despite Western pressures, Iran continued supporting resistance
movements and remained diplomatically isolated.

The period from 1989 till August 1997.

The relationship between Iran and the US entered a new era in the late 1980s when
the war would end. The US continues to impose more economic sanctions on lran,
blaming Iran for supporting the resistance group and developing a nuclear program.
However, one of the key factors that increased the number of sanctions on Iran and
reduced the hope of improvement in the relationship with the West was the matter known
as the Iran-Contra affair®®. At that time, Iran was under an arms embargo. However,
before the end of the Iran-Irag war, the Reagan administration violated the US law and
arms embargo and sold weapons to Iran.

The strategy of the US at that time was to exchange weapons with American
hostages in Lebanon. Also, the US supported the rebel group fighting leftists in the
Nicaragua government via their sales from Iran. Such actions put the US in a huge scandal
in 1986, and the Reagan administration faced huge investigations®®. In 1987, the US
imposed sanctions on Iran, halting economic cooperation, freezing assets, and limiting
financial transactions. The sanctions were aimed at punishing Iran for supporting
resistance groups, nuclear program development, and involvement in the Iran-lraq war.
In 1986, the US enacted the Comprehensive Anti-Apartheid Act>. Additionally, in 1987,

the UN Security Council passed Resolution 598, which Iran rejected. This resolution led
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to sanctions that restricted Iranian oil imports, froze Iranian assets in foreign banks, and
impacted arms transactions®!. To further bolster these sanctions and exert economic
pressure, US allies also imposed an embargo on Iranian oil and oil products in 19872,

However, among all the economic pressures and international isolations, Iran
decided to use several strategies of diplomatic action to reduce the effect of sanctions and
find a bypassing way. Iran continued its diplomacy from 1979 and developed its political
and economic ties with countries that had the same vision regarding US on their foreign
policies. In this regard, Iran continued to develop relationships with Libya and Syria. At
the war’s end with Irag, Iran also decided to diversify its investment and trade
relationships by creating ties with China, Japan, India, and Pakistan?®3,

Another key diplomatic action of Iran was enhancing relations with the Soviet
Union, especially given the Soviet's support to Iraq in the war against Iran. The Iranian
government saw the Soviet's stance on the West as closely aligned with its own, providing
a strong basis for rekindling ties. This alignment culminated in President Akbar Hashemi
Rafsanjani's official visit to the Soviet Union in 1989, marking a pivotal diplomatic
move.?®*, To mitigate the impact of sanctions and reduce reliance on oil, the Iranian
government enacted economic reforms, incentivizing foreign investment with tax breaks
and bolstering domestic non-oil industries. Despite sanctions hindering international
cooperation, these strategies aimed to preserve Iran's revolutionary values and national
interests?®,

In 1991, the US and West imposed sanctions on Iran due to the Gulf War, viewing
it as a threat to their national interests and destabilizing the Middle East. Iran's alliance

with Iragq and support for Hamas and Hezbollah led to severe economic repercussions.
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Concerns over Iran's nuclear and missile capabilities led to a new wave of sanctions,
restricting trade and exports to the US. The US banned exporting military, dual-use, and
civilian goods, frozen Iranian assets in foreign banks, sanctioned companies involved in
certain trades, and imposed travel restrictions on US citizens and businesses?®®. Iran faced
sanctions in 1991, limiting its trade capabilities and increasing international isolation. To
mitigate these effects, Iran adopted diplomatic strategies, strengthening ties with nations
under Western pressure, and developing domestic technological capacities in sectors like
nuclear energy, aerospace, and telecommunications. It also enhanced diplomatic relations
with international organizations like the UN and initiated dialogues with Western
countries to alleviate international pressures and address tensions related to sanctions.
This strategy aimed to reduce Iran's reliance on Western technologies?®’.

From 1979 to 1991, Western sanctions aimed to limit Iran's access to certain goods
and technologies, severely impacting its economy. These sanctions were intended to
prompt changes in Iran's international policies and behaviours. Despite the challenge of
quantifying the exact number of sanctions, which varied in definition and effect, some
merely symbolic, the measures spurred Iran towards self-sufficiency and less reliance on
Western trade and technologies. Throughout this period, Iran faced significant sanctions
from three main entities: the USA, the EU, and the UN.

Beginning in 1979, the United States imposed a freeze on Iranian assets, followed
by a comprehensive trade embargo in 1980 and again in 1987, alongside a specific ban
on U.S. oil imports from Iran in 1984, reflecting escalating tensions and policy responses
to perceived threats. Similarly, the United Nations and the European Union implemented
significant measures, with the UN enacting oil and gas investment-bans in 1980 and 1990
and an arms embargo in 1987. The European Union also participated in imposing arms
embargoes starting in 1987 and extended its measures to include a trade embargo by 1990.

These sanctions, collectively, aimed to exert economic and political pressure on Iran to
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alter its policies, significantly impacting Iran's ability to engage in international trade and
investment, particularly in critical sectors such as oil, gas, and arms?2e,

During the last five years of President Ali Akbar Hashemi Rafsanjani's presidency
(1992-1997), Iran navigated a period of domestic and international challenges marked by
complex economic, political, and social dynamics. The last five years of Rafsanjani’s
presidency were characterized by efforts to rebuild Iran after the war, stimulate economic
growth, and engage with the international community through pragmatic foreign policy
initiatives, and these years laid the groundwork for subsequent political and social
developments in Iran.?®® Despite various developments in Iran, the country's progress was
hindered by sanctions, predominantly unilateral ones from the USA. The Iran-Irag Arms
Non-Proliferation Act of 1992, enacted by the US Congress and signed by President
George H.W. Bush, intensified these pressures. This act specifically aimed to prevent the
spread of weapons of mass destruction (WMDs) in the Middle East, targeting both Iran
and Irag?”®. The law imposed strict sanctions and export controls to prevent Iran, Iraq,
and any entities providing them with sensitive technology from developing weapons of
mass destruction (WMDs). This act not only restricted these countries but also aimed to
maintain U.S. influence in the Middle East by ensuring that no regional powers acquire
such potent armaments. Furthermore, it served to project a firm stance against WMD
proliferation, deterring other nations from initiating similar programs and thereby
enhancing global security?’.

The Iran-lIrag Arms Non-Proliferation Act, except for obvious impacts such as the
isolation of Iran and pressure on Iran’s nuclear program, challenged the normalization of

relations with the West. Additionally, it may have impacted some of Iran’s industries and
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relations with other countries, but still, the act was not powerful enough by itself to be
able to cover other spheres of the Islamic Republic. In this regard 1996, the US Congress
declared the US policy toward Iran and Libya by passing the Iran and Libya Sanctions
Act of 199622, The main goal of this Act was to attack Iran’s economy. The economy of
Iran, especially in 1996, was very dependent on the energy sector. The main provisions
of ILSA include imposing sanctions on any person who invests $40 million or more in
Iran or Libya and directly contributes to developing their petroleum resources?’®. The
sanctions under the Iran and Libya Sanctions Act included denying Export-Import Bank
financing, export licenses, and U.S. government procurement, as well as prohibiting U.S.
financial institutions from making loans to sanctioned entities. This act enabled the
United States to exert economic pressure on Iran and Libya, discouraging their nuclear
ambitions and efforts to destabilize the Middle East. The U.S. aimed to isolate these
nations diplomatically and economically, thereby hindering their access to crucial
resources needed for their nuclear programs and sending a clear message against nuclear
proliferation?’4. This act was part of a broader strategy to increase pressure and force these
countries to change their policies.

It should be noted that ILSA has been criticized for its extraterritoriality and its
burden on foreign countries and companies?’. Another criticism is that ILSA unilaterally
allocates the burden of enforcing U.S. foreign policy by utilizing a boycott against foreign
countries and companies beyond the jurisdiction of the United States?’®. However, no
firms have been sanctioned under ILSA, forcing many countries not to cooperate or

reduce their collaboration with Iran and Libya.
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Besides these two, Order 13059 by President Clinton complicated the relationship
between Iran and the USA. President Bill Clinton issued Executive Order 13059 on
August 19, 199727, This executive order expanded the sanctions imposed on Iran under
the Iran and Libya Sanctions Act (ILSA) of 1996. The order targeted the Iranian
government’s ability to raise funds and conduct financial transactions in the United States.
The expansion of sanctions under Executive Order 13059 prohibited U.S. persons from
entering into any contracts or transactions with the Iranian government and freezing their
assets in the United States?’®. The order aimed to deter foreign support for Iran by
penalizing violators and restricting US-Iran trade. Imposed from 1992 to 1997, these
sanctions significantly damaged Iran’s economy, affecting private sector investment and
reducing oil production, government revenues, and foreign reserves, while worsening the
exchange rate and budget deficit?”®. Financial sanctions raised transaction costs and
inflation and decreased non-oil exports and imports. The consequences of the sanctions
cannot be reversed through fiscal and monetary policy alone, highlighting the need for
political negotiations with the US?%,

The sanctions limited access to finance and foreign exchange, decreased
investment, and led to an economic slowdown. Additionally, the intensification of oil and
international financial sanctions reduced oil production, government revenues, and GDP
while increasing inflation and household consumption?!, While the sanctions posed
challenges, they also allowed Iran to lessen its oil dependency and boost domestic
production. Analysis of monetary policies under sanctions suggested that targeting the
producer price index could minimize economic losses and enhance the effectiveness of

output-focused monetary strategies®®? The analysis also indicated that targeted monetary
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policies could mitigate sanctions' adverse effects on inflation and household
consumption, while promoting investment in non-oil sectors for economic diversification
and growth. Between 1992 and 1997, Iran faced significant challenges due to sanctions
and isolation. In response, the Iranian government, under Rafsanjani, adopted pragmatic
foreign policies and economic reforms aimed at attracting foreign investment and
boosting the oil sector to address these economic challenges.

President Rafsanjani focused on normalizing relations with neighboring and
Persian Gulf countries to stabilize the region and improve Iran's standing. His diplomatic
efforts included engaging with Western nations, particularly the U.S., to ease tensions
through dialogue and present Iran’s nuclear program as peaceful, aiming to mitigate
sanctions' effects. While not all challenges were addressed, Rafsanjani's strategies laid
the foundation for future Iranian leaders to similarly tackle sanctions and isolation.

The period from August 1997 till end of 2002.

During the Mohammad Khatami’s presidency, Iran experienced a period marked
by domestic reforms and efforts at international engagement. However, challenges such
as sanctions and geopolitical tensions continued to influence Iran’s relations with the
international community. During the Presidency of Mr. Khatami, Iran faced higher
pressure than before but less official actions from the West. Thanks to Khatami’s
“Dialogue Among Civilizations” initiative, Iran and the West were more engaged in
dialogue than actions. Khatami’s Dialogue Among Civilizations initiative aimed to
liberalize Islamist politics and improve Iran’s relations with the international community.
It also included a promise to give up the illicit nuclear project?®, The initiative sought to
promote dialogue to prevent conflicts and struggles at local, national, and international
levels?4,

Khatami’s vision of the dialogue of civilizations emphasized the importance of

mutual understanding and common ground found through dialogues among scholars from
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different civilizational backgrounds in international relations.?®® The Dialogue Among
Civilizations initiative, initiated by Iranian President Khatami, aimed to promote peace
and cooperation by fostering a multilingual global dialogue. It encouraged diverse
perspectives and open communication, focusing on understanding and empathy over
confrontation. The initiative was positively received by the international community,
marking a new beginning in Iran's relations and a promise to liberalize harsh Islamist
politics. The United Nations General Assembly accepted the proposal in 200128, The
positive response from public opinion, intellectuals, thinkers, and academic circles was
also impressive.

The Dialogue Among Civilizations initiative influenced Iran's response to
sanctions, with President Khatami promising improved international relations and ending
the illicit nuclear project, aligning with dialogue among civilizations?®’. The Iranian
government's commitment to dialogue among civilizations, including its involvement in
interreligious dialogues like the Joint Russian-Iranian Commission for Orthodoxy-Islam
Dialogue, promotes equal participation among all civilizations?®. However, despite the
initial optimism, implementing the Year of Dialogue Among Civilizations faced
numerous challenges.

Some countries remained skeptical about Iran's true intentions and questioned its
commitment to fostering genuine dialogue. Additionally, geopolitical tensions and
conflicts in various regions further complicate efforts to promote understanding and
cooperation among nations?®. Iran's sanctions hindered its participation in international
dialogue, hindered cultural exchange, and limited its ability to sustain meaningful

dialogue initiatives due to financial constraints?®. During Khatami's presidency, Iran
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faced economic pressures and sanctions, limiting its access to global markets and
technologies. The Iran and Libya Sanctions Act targeted Iran due to its nuclear program.
The ILSA restricted foreign investment in Iran's energy sector, affecting its ability to
attract capital and expertise. It discouraged major international energy companies from
participating in Iran's energy development?. The threat of penalties under ILSA made
many foreign companies hesitant to engage in significant business transactions with Iran,
limiting the growth and modernization of Iran’s energy sector.

The consequences of the sanctions on Khatami’s presidency included negative
effects on the Iranian economy, particularly in terms of national revenues, earnings, and
inflation rate?®2. Also, the healthcare sector was significantly impacted, with reduced
access to healthcare, increased prices of health technologies, and shortages of medicine.
These damages to the healthcare system continued even later, especially during COVID-
19%%, The sanctions also imposed extra costs on domestic companies to acquire
technological knowledge while stimulating policy-makers’ determination and
empowering a self-reliance doctrine. The impact of the sanctions on human rights,
democracy, and life expectancy in Iran was found to be minor, with limited contribution
to the sender’s goals?®*. The economic pressure from the sanctions contributed to Iran's
focus on diversifying its economy and exploring alternative sectors beyond energy.

During Mohammad Khatami's presidency, the Iran Nonproliferation Act of 2000
(INA) aimed to prevent foreign transfers of weapons of mass destruction, missile
technology, and advanced conventional weapons technology to Iran, preventing NASA
from purchasing Russian goods for the International Space Station?®. The International
Atomic Energy Agency (INA) increased U.S.-lIran diplomatic tensions by imposing

sanctions on foreign entities supporting Iran's nuclear program, impacting Iran's access to
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critical technologies and resources, and reflecting global concerns about Iran's nuclear
weapons potential. As elucidated in the sub-chapter and further expounded by Belov
(Yurtaev) in “Sanctions and Import Substitution as Exemplified by the Experience of Iran
and China,?®®” the United States implemented unilateral sanctions against Iran from 1979
to the end of 2002, marking a critical phase in diplomatic relations.

This period, extending from 1979 to 2009, encapsulates three distinct stages of U.S.
sanction policy towards the Islamic Republic of Iran (IR1). Initially, from 1979 to 1993,
U.S. efforts aimed to achieve the maximum international isolation of Iran, leveraging the
perceived threat of Islamic fundamentalism and the potential export of the Islamic
revolution. The subsequent stage coincided with Akbar Hashemi Rafsanjani's second
presidential term (1993-1997) and saw the formalization of a new anti-Iran policy under
U.S. President Bill Clinton, particularly following the enactment of the D’ Amato Bill in
1996. This phase was characterized by efforts to block Iran's involvement in developing
oil and gas resources and constructing pipelines in Central Asia. The third stage (1997—
2009), during the presidencies of Mohammad Khatami and the initial term of Mahmoud
Ahmadinejad, initially witnessed a relative easing of sanctions, which subsequently
intensified again. The analysis of these stages in the sub-chapter reveals a cyclical pattern
of escalation and mitigation in U.S. sanctions policy, reflecting broader geopolitical
strategies and the dynamic nature of international diplomacy. The analysis emphasizes
the cyclical nature of sanctions, their impact on Iran's economy, and Iran's strategic
responses of self-reliance and pragmatic diplomacy. The period emphasizes the
complexity of sanctions as an instrument of international politics and Iran's resilience in

mitigating their effects.

1.3. The features and objectives of the Western pressures toward Russia after
1991.
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After the collapse of the Soviet Union, Russia faced a tumultuous period
characterized by profound political, economic, and social transformations. From a
Russian viewpoint, the increase of Western pressure on the newly formed Russian
Federation was often perceived as challenging the country's sovereignty, national identity,
and security?®’. Russia perceived NATO's eastward expansion and the inclusion of former
Soviet republics as a breach of its sphere of influence, conflicting with prior agreements.
The shift to a market economy, driven by Western advice, aimed at modernization but led
to severe economic issues like hyperinflation and unemployment, worsening living
standards for many Russians?®®. The continuation of measures such as the Jackson-Vanik
Amendment highlighted how Western sanctions targeted Russian domestic policies,
exacerbating perceptions of Western exploitation. Notably, sanctions on Russia until July
16, 2014, focused on individuals, limiting their travel and freezing assets, without broader
economic restrictions?®. However, the West increased its pressure on Russia after the
collapse of the Soviet Union, and these pressures required different diplomacy and
strategies from the Russian government.

By analyzing Russia’s diplomacy change toward Western pressures, we can
observe a shift in Russia’s policy and a change in its approaches toward Western
countries. In this regard, to gain better results in our analysis, we divided the duration of
1992 till end of 2002 into two main periods: 1) the Presidency of Boris Yeltsin (1992—
1999), 2) the Presidency of Vladimir Putin 2000 till end of the 2002. Each period had
unique challenges and priorities for Russia’s diplomacy, leading to distinct approaches to
dealing with Western pressures.

Presidency of Boris Yeltsin (1992-1999)

During Boris Yeltsin's presidency, various forms of Western pressure were
perceived as encroachments on Russia's sovereignty and interests. These pressures

required different diplomatic responses from the government of the Russian Federation,
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which often had to balance the need to protect national interests with maintaining positive
international relations. These pressures from the West can be categorized into political,
and economic areas.

° Political Pressures

The expansion of NATO into Eastern Europe and the consideration of admitting
former Soviet republics and Eastern Bloc countries were seen by Russia as a direct threat
to its security. This expansion was viewed as a breach of informal post-Cold War
agreements, an encirclement of Russia, and a symbol of Western disregard for Russian
interests and sovereignty3%. Russia viewed NATQ's expansion into Eastern Europe and
the Baltic states as a security threat, bringing NATO forces closer to Russian borders.
This challenged Russia's regional influence and Western attempts to dominate Eastern
Europe, escalating tensions and worsening alliance relations.

Russian leaders claimed there was an informal agreement post-Cold War that
NATO would not expand eastward beyond a reunified Germany. Russia viewed NATO's
eastward expansion as a betrayal of this agreement®!. NATO expansion under Yeltsin is
seen as a strategic power play by the West, enhancing Western influence and potentially
containing Russia. This expansion is seen as a dual affront, strategically curbing regional
influence and nationally disregarding Russia's sovereignty, fueling nationalism and a
desire to reassert Russia's global status°2.

NATO's expansion has significantly impacted Russia's self-perception and
interactions with the West, reinforcing the narrative of Russia as a victim and boosting
national pride. This has heightened tensions, as both sides struggle to reconcile divergent
interests. NATO's expansion has also strained diplomatic relations, leading to heated

rhetoric and public disagreements®®. The Russia-West relationship is strained due to
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historical events like the Cold War and Soviet collapse, and economic and geopolitical
factors. This complex dynamic hinders global cooperation and fosters mistrust,
highlighting the intricacies of their global engagement. Yeltsin responded to NATO
expansion with a multi-pronged approach. He voiced anxieties, pursued diplomatic
channels, and negotiated security guarantees, all while balancing domestic pressures with
maintaining dialogue with the West3®. Despite a challenging diplomatic landscape due
to NATO expansion, the Yeltsin administration prioritized dialogue and security
guarantees with the West3%,

During Boris Yeltsin's presidency, the perception of Western interference in
Russia's internal affairs was a significant concern for the Russian government and many
citizens. Western nations saw This interference as an attempt to shape Russia's political
landscape and influence the direction of its domestic policies®®. Western intervention in
nations, such as funding opposition groups and imposing economic sanctions, is often
seen as a threat to sovereignty and anti-Western sentiment. This approach, despite
promoting democracy and human rights, can backfire, as seen in Russia®"’.

By analyzing the support of the opposition groups by the West, it became evident
to the Russian government that these reforms were not solely driven by domestic concerns
but rather part of a larger geopolitical strategy aimed at weakening Russia's influence and
expanding Western influence in the region. This realization deepened Russia's suspicion
and mistrust towards the West, making it more resistant to further attempts at
collaboration or cooperation. Western media's negative portrayal of Russia, seen as an
attempt to undermine its stability and international standing, drew criticism for potentially

shaping biased global perceptions®,
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Western media portrayal and engagement with civil society are viewed by some as
tools to undermine countries outside their sphere of influence. Critics argue such methods,
including negative media coverage and funding NGOs, aim to shape global perceptions
and influence international relations in favor of Western agendas®®. It would appear that
through causing the fragmentation of key Russian civil society organizations foreign
actors are capable of destabilizing the state. As a result, the activity of these organizations
has become more closely monitored and controlled as the Russian authorities enhanced
their attempt to control the situation and safeguard the national interests within the
Russian Federation.

Western pressure for democratic reforms in Yeltsin's Russia faced skepticism.
Many Russians viewed it as an imposition of Western norms without considering their
unique context, reflecting a common tension in US/EU foreign policy. “The EU and US
are established liberal democratic powers, having a shared political and intellectual
tradition. Promoting democracy is critical to their foreign policies in areas they deem to
be of strategic importance to their core interests. The EU and US efforts oscillate between
state/regional interests and values promotion. Also, both actors are willing to set aside
democratic values when their overriding core interests are threatened3°.”

Constructivism allows us to examine how Western demands for democratic
reforms in Russia might have fostered skepticism and resistance among Russians,
highlighting the significance of ideas, norms, and beliefs in international relations®.
Evaluating Russia with Western democratic paradigms does not consider the historical
sociopolitical culture, thus creating a clash of norms and values resulting in suspicion and
resistance as the West attempts to spread its agenda.

Thus, the diplomacy of Yeltsin during the 1990s was a complex and balanced
formula, where the Leadership of Russia combined attempts at cooperation with the West

with strengthening the Russian state and pursuing its national interests. His strategy,
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driven by the simultaneous constraints of domestic changes and external difficulties,
sought to protect Russia's identity and global stature®?, Yeltsin's diplomacy was based on
negotiating from a strong position, opposing compromises that were detrimental to
Russia's interests, and seeking balanced accords with Western states in order to win
friends and counter perceived Western overreach®3,

° Economic Pressures

Western organizations, especially the IMF and World Bank, advocated shock
therapy economic changes under Boris Yeltsin's presidency with the goal of modernizing
Russia's economy, attracting international investment, and raising living standards34.
Russia adopted these changes to ensure economic stability and prosperity, thinking that
shifting to a market-oriented economy would help reduce corruption and improve
openness in corporate activities. The adoption of shock therapy in Russia, which included
quick liberalization and privatization, resulted in substantial economic issues such as firm
closures, widespread unemployment, lower living standards, and hyperinflation as a
result of the sudden removal of price restrictions®°.

It is also critical to note that the economic reforms sparked issues to do with the
national pride and integrity of Russia and this is because some individuals saw it as a
number of neo-liberal reforms backed by the west as undermining the ability of the nation
to sustain its economy independently of foreign support. This created concern about
dependency on the West3®, In constructivist’s opinion, the perception of state’s
international identity defines its behaviors in the world politics,®!’, and if Russia receives
signals of threat or assertion from West, it may react with a more forceful and aggressive

approach toward the West. This might lead to heightened global tensions and violence.
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Western pressure to make swift and substantial economic changes has been
identified as a contributing reason to the economic and social upheaval of the Yeltsin
administration®8, Although certain components of the reforms were recognized for their
possible long-term advantages, they were widely seen as being performed too quickly,
with scant respect for the current well-being of the Russian public®'.

On the other hand, the multination primarily listed the West’s trade barriers, as well
as the sanctions to restraint what they deemed as Russian aggression as major hindrances
to the country’s economic progress. business challenges like the Jackson Vanik
amendment guaranteed the Cold War-era policies that restrained Russia from engaging
in ordinary business with most of the developed nations®?°. After the collapse of Soviet
Union, it had faced international challenges like trade restrictions, sanctions and Jackson-
Vanik Amendment which in fact has detrimental effects on Russian economy and
integration into the Western liberalized market despite its attempts of establishing
independence®?. West’s continued Jackson- Vanik Amendment, failed to seize the
chance of increasing their economic interaction with Russia as poor adaptability
precluded them from taking advantage of a changing international environment®?2, Thus
it can be said that during the period between 1992 and 1999 Western pressures determined
Russian course of developments and its sovereignty and role in the international system
was under threat. Boris Yeltsin’s presidency — in the context of post-Soviet Russia —

demonstrated the unstable hull of a state moving in an unstable environment on the
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international stage, and show the importance of sovereignty and political identity for a
nation3%,

Putin entered the political scene of Russia in August 1999 first as the Prime
Minister, then in January 2000 as the Interim President and in May of the same year as
the President-elect. Putin declared his first priority to strengthen the Russian government
through reforms. At the beginning of his presidency, he completely purged the
government of members affiliated with Yeltsin, who were corrupt3?,

From President Vladimir Putin's viewpoint, the revised national security doctrine
of Russia shifted beyond ideological frameworks to focus on strengthening Russia's
sovereign authority and achieving a dominant global position. As the new millennium
began, it became clear that Russia’s foreign policy was entangled in difficulties, requiring
a strategic recalibration of its international engagements32>,

The June 2001 summit between President Bush and President Putin marked the
beginning of a new era in US-Russian relations, based in no small part on Russia's support
for the United States' war on terrorism, particularly in terms of military action in
Afghanistan. In the wake of the September 11 attacks, President Putin was quick to
respond to the stated intentions of the Bush administration to attack Afghanistan in order
to dismantle the Taliban and al-Qaeda’s operations there, dramatically demonstrating a
strategic convergence between domestic policies and foreign diplomatic initiatives that
set nationalism and human rights.

President Putin’s foreign policy, reflecting his domestic priorities, aimed to correct
three widespread misperceptions that disrupted global balance: the notion of Russia’s
Cold War defeat, the threat of a unipolar world dominated by a single superpower at the
expense of collective state interests, and the undue vulnerability of the Russian economy

to external influences. Consequently, the fundamental goals of Russian foreign policy

323 Enpuun b. 3anucku Mpe3uIeHTa [DnexTpoHHBIH pecypc]. URL:
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under Putin were clearly defined. To forestall the emergence of a unipolar world order,
thereby ensuring a multipolar international system.

o To restore and elevate Russia's stature within the global community,
reaffirming its sovereignty and influence.

o To counteract Western encroachments and preserve Russia's geopolitical
interests in its immediate environs.

o To engender stability and security within Central Asia and the Caucasus,
areas of strategic interest to Russia.

o To fortify Russia's economic resilience, thereby underpinning its national
security and global standing®?®.

Until the end of 2002, President Vladimir Putin mainly dealt with the objectives of
integrating the Russian economy into the global markets and improving the international
perception of Russia. His administration encouraged foreign investment, regulatory
reform, and global trade-friendly economic policies as a basis for continued economic
integration and the reorganization of the Russian economy, driven by Russia's huge
natural resources. This economic opening seemed to be a strategic way to reposition
Russia's role on the world stage.

This subchapter analyzed sanctions imposed on Russia in the post-Soviet period,
focusing on Western pressure from 1979 to 2002. Economic measures, such as the
Jackson-Vanik amendment, and strategic concerns, such as NATO expansion, led to trade
and security tensions in Russia. Political tensions were exacerbated by Western support
for opposition groups. Under Putin, Russia has shifted from defensive to assertive
diplomacy in pursuit of economic sustainability and a multipolar world order. The
analysis emphasizes the need for mutual respect and dialogue in international relations,
advocating partnership rather than dominance, and stressing the importance of

understanding historical, cultural, and political context.

%26 Fasihi Dolatshahi M. A. Russia’s foreign policy during Putin’s era (from interaction to confrontation with the
West) // Scientific-research quarterly of Ghalib Private Higher Education Institution. 2015. Ne 1. P. 81-98. (In
Persian)
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Chapter I1: Diplomacy of Iran Under Sanction During 2003 — 2013 and Position of

Russian Federation.

2.1. Principles and objectives of global embargoes toward Iran.

During the period of relations, from 2003 to 2013 Iran faced a challenging situation
involving economic, military and diplomatic restrictions. This era put Iran under scrutiny
due to issues related to its nuclear program alleged support for terrorism and human rights
violations. Several nations and international bodies imposed sanctions, on Iran due to
these worries with the intention of limiting its activities and directing its policies. The
diplomatic strategy of Iran was one of dealing with the sanctions as it negotiated its way
while protecting its sovereign space. This chapter looks into the Iranian moves in terms
of relations with actors, bilateral and regional cooperation. In analysing the efforts of Iran
one can understand the methods implemented to deal with the challenges caused by the
sanctions and how they have moulded, its foreign policy journey. To provide a better
analysis and be able to study this matter in more detail, we divided the time frame into
two main periods: 2003-2005, and 2005-2013. In each mentioned period, Iran imposed
specific and different policies toward sanction policy. We will study the main sanctions
in each period, their effects on Iranian society and government, and also review Iran’s
diplomacy in each time frame. We can analyse Iran’s diplomatic efforts and strategies by
the end of each session.

o End of Presidency of Mohammad Khatami (2003 — 2005)

Except for the “Dialogue Among Civilizations” initiative, the Khatami
administration imposed specific strategies to deal with sanctions and Western pressures.
Khatami’s administration sought to improve relations with the European Union (EU)
through diplomatic channels. This engagement aims to ease tensions, attract investment,
and potentially find common ground on issues of mutual interest. Khatami's government
negotiated with the international community, including the EU-3 (United Kingdom,

France, Germany), to address concerns about Iran’s nuclear program. The negotiations
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aimed to find a diplomatic solution that would satisfy Iran's energy needs while assuring
the international community about the peaceful nature of its nuclear activities.®*’ In an
attempt to build confidence and ease international concerns, Iran temporarily suspended
its uranium enrichment activities in 2003 as a goodwill gesture during negotiations.

As written in “Analysis of Iran’s behavior under sanction pressure,” “Although, in
2003, following the resolution of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), which
calls Iran to suspend any nuclear activities, Iran negotiated with IAEA and European
foreign ministers. As a result, Iran agreed to suspend its nuclear activities and provide
access to all sites in the country to the IAEA to monitor Iran’s uranium enrichment
activities. However, European countries demanded more than the 2003 agreement. In this
regard, the lranian government decided not to sign any agreement with European
countries®?®.” As a result, in the following years, European countries and the UN decided
to use a sanction policy by accusing the Iranian government of disturbing the international
system’s rules.

Khatami's presidency highlighted the complex relationship between domestic
reform, diplomatic engagement, and external pressures in Iran. He navigated Iran's
internal political landscape and international dynamics, finding diplomatic solutions to
balance national interests and international concerns. Despite his efforts, some countries
remained skeptical. Khatami's presidency also exposed the West's paradoxical policy
towards Iran, with Westerners' lack of understanding and attention to Islamic Republic
values pushing the Iranian government towards more conservative policies.

The Period of 2005 - 2013.

During Mahmoud Ahmadinejad's presidency (2005-2013), Iran faced controversial
policies, confrontational diplomacy, and escalating tensions with the international
community. Iran's economy was challenged by sanctions and domestic policies, and its

regional influence evolved. Iran was among the most sanctioned countries worldwide,

%27 Texts adopted - human rights dialogue with Iran - Thursday, 24 October 2002. Electronic resources. URL:
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-5-2002-0522_EN.html?redirect ~ (date  of  access:
13.07.2023).

328 Belov V. 1., Ranjbar D. Analysis of Iran’s behavior under sanction pressure / The herald of the diplomatic
academy of the MFA of Russia. Russia and the world. 2023. Vol. 36, Ne 2. P. 111-122.
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with the United Nations and European Union joining the sanctions. After negotiations
failed, the lranian government was deemed the guilty party and a threat to the
international community. The UN Security Council imposed resolutions to limit Iran's
access to the global market and increase pressure on the Iranian government. UNSCRs
concerning the Iranian nuclear program are listed below.

° Resolution 1696 (31 July 2006)

This resolution, adopted in July 2006, demanded Iran suspend all uranium
enrichment activities and comply with previous IAEA (International Atomic Energy
Agency) resolutions.3?° It also expressed the Security Council's intention to adopt further
measures if Iran did not comply. This resolution acted as a last notification before
practical pressure on Iran. However, the President of Iran, Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, said
he would not bow to “the language of force and threats®**.” Resolution 1737 was adopted
by the UNSC due to Iran's lack of policy change. After 2003 negotiations with the West,
Iran refused resolution 1696, temporarily suspending uranium enrichment to gain trust.
Resolution 1696 was seen as West propaganda.

° Resolution 1737 (23 December 2006)

The resolution imposed sanctions on Iran, freezing assets of those involved in its
nuclear and ballistic missile programs, and prohibiting the supply of specific goods and
technology. It aimed to pressure Iran to stop nuclear activities and called for member
states to prevent material transfers®3!. The resolution emphasized diplomatic efforts and
negotiations for a peaceful resolution, urging member states to dialogue with Iran. Iran's
response was defiance, political maneuvering, and economic adaptations. They rejected
the resolution's legitimacy, sought support from countries like Russia and China, and

implemented economic adaptations®*2. However, due to the lack of understanding of the

329 §/RES/1696 (2006), Expresses concern at the intentions of Iran’s nuclear programme and demands that Iran

halt its uranium enrichment programme. Electronic resource. URL:
https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/s/res/1696-%282006%29 (date of access: 15.07.2023).
%0 BBC news | Middle East | Iran defiant on nuclear deadline Electronic resource. URL:

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/5236010.stm (date of access: 15.07.2023).

%31 Busch N. E., Joyner D. Combating weapons of mass destruction. USA: University of Georgia press, 2009. P.
285.

%32 Borszik O. International sanctions against Iran and Tehran’s responses: political effects on the targeted regime
I/l Contemporary Politics. 2015. Vol. 22, Ne 1. P. 20-39.
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Iranian position in negotiations and the conservative diplomacy of the Ahmadinejad
administration, the resolutions and embargoes continued in the following years.

° Resolution 1747 (24 March 2007)

On March 24, 2007, the UN adopted Resolution 1747 on Iran. In addition to the
terms described in Resolution 1737, Iran was banned from transferring, importing, and
exporting any arms and conventional arms (UNROCA) by its nationals or using its flag
vessels or aircraft. Travel and asset restrictions were placed on individuals connected to
Iran's nuclear program333, Resolution 1747 aimed to pressure Iran to engage in diplomatic
negotiations regarding its nuclear program, despite Iran's stance that nuclear weapons are
“anti-Islamic.” The West questioned this, but due to trust issues and prioritizing
negotiations, actions from both sides are expected.

° Resolution 1803 (3 March 2008)

This resolution reinforced the requirements set out in the previous resolutions. It
also added restrictions on Iran's banks' transactions and required all countries to inspect
cargo entering or transiting from or to Iran within their territory if there were “reasonable
grounds to believe the cargo” included prohibited items®3*. Iran's response to a resolution
expanding asset freezes and travel bans on individuals and entities subject to asset freezes
and travel bans has been met with condemnation. Iran argues that sanctions violate its
sovereignty and are unjust, citing the National Policy on Nuclear Peace (NPT) as a
basis®®. The lack of specific facts has allowed Iran to gain domestic support and
demonstrate West power's superiority over international law.

° Resolution 1835 (27 September 2008)

Briefly, this resolution does not consist of embargoes, but it focuses more on

attracting attention to negotiations and cooperation of Iran with the IAEA. However, its

%8 Report: Iran to start hiding its nuclear plans.  Electronic  resource.  URL:

https://web.archive.org/web/20070927183414/http://cbs5.com/topstories/topstories_story 089141347.html (date
of access: 16.07.2023).

33 UN Security Council Resolution 1803 on Iran’s nuclear program. Electronic resource. URL: https://2001-
2009.state.gov/t/isn/rls/fs/102891.htm (date of access: 16.07.2023).

%% The IAEA and the non-proliferation treaty. Electronic resource. URL: https://www.iaea.org/topics/non-
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reaction to Iran has not changed, and the President of Iran said that Iran would resist
“bullying powers®3.” Iran responded positively to the 1835 resolution, negotiating its
nuclear program to ease international tensions. However, both sides lacked trust due to a
lack of trust in the West and the international community.

° Resolution 1929 (9 June 2010)

The resolution imposed additional sanctions on Iran, including an arms embargo,
tighter financial restrictions, and expanded sanctions list. It called for increased
international cooperation and diplomatic efforts®*’. Ahmadinejad suppressed opposition
and increased embargoes in 1929 due to domestic policy analysis and external pressure,
but Iran adopted embargoes, reducing sanctions effectiveness.

° Resolution 1984 (June 9, 2011)

This resolution extended the mandate of the panel of experts established to monitor
the implementation of sanctions and reaffirmed the Security Council's commitment to a
diplomatic solution3®®, Iran argues that the West's policy paradox shows Iran's inability to
trust it. Despite the UNSC's resolutions, Iran's conservative President Ahmadinejad uses
various diplomacy strategies to maintain Islamic Revolution values and international
pressures. Despite denying nuclear peaceful use, Iran continues diplomacy and
negotiations with the West and cooperation with the IAEA.

On the other hand, resolutions put high pressure on Iran and have a huge impact on
Iran’s economy and society. The economic sanctions are imposed by the UN Security
Council, leading to limited access to finance and foreign exchange, low investment, an
increase in unemployment and inflation, and a slowdown in economic growth. These
sanctions have shackled the hands of Iranian policymakers and transmitted the effects to

the Iranian economy through various transmission mechanisms, among which are

%% BBC news | Special reports | UN approves new Iran resolution. Electronic resource. URL:
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inflationary expectations, exchange rate volatility, financing surcharges, and foreign
direct investment. This projection includes reductions in foreign and government
investment, oil production, GDP, and non-oil exports, accompanied by an increase in
inflation and household consumption3%,

Although sanctions affected Iran’s economy, one of the main goals of these
embargoes was to impact Iran’s nuclear program and limit its progress. There are
differing opinions on the most effective approach to bringing Iran into compliance,
including postponing, preventing, or preparing for the consequences of a nuclear Iran34.
To prevent the increase of the idea of nuclear Iran, during the duration of the presidency
of Ahmadinejad, Iran also faces an increase of sanctions by the USA and the European
Union. It is important to note that some European countries before 1988 and after the
Iran-lrag war imposed some sanctions on Iran. However, the EU joined the sanction
policy toward Iran by cooperating with the UNSCRs in 2006. The European Union
sanctions, implemented between 2005 and 2013, were aimed at pressuring Iran to address
international concerns about its nuclear program and human rights practices. The
sanctions encompassed a range of measures, including asset freezes, travel bans, and
restrictions on trade, finance, and energy sectors. The EU sanctions toward Iran are shown
in the Table 1.

Title of Embargo Year Explanation

EU Sanctions Package 2007 Comprehensive sanctions package targeting Iran's
nuclear and missile programs.

EU Sanctions Extension 2008 Extension of existing sanctions and addition of new
entities and individuals.

EU Asset Freeze 2010 Asset freeze and travel ban on Iranian entities and
individuals involved in nuclear activities.

EU Oil and Gas Restrictions 2012 The embargo on importing, purchasing, and
transporting Iranian crude oil and petroleum products.
EU Financial and Energy 2012 Financial sanctions targeting transactions with Iranian
Sanctions banks and energy-related entities.

339 yurtaev V. Iran and sanctions: Limits of self-reliance // World economy and international relations. 2016. Vol.
60, Ne 5. P. 26-29.

340 Nakhli S. R.et al. A DSGE analysis of the effects of economic sanctions: Evidence from the Central Bank of
Iran // Iranian journal of economic studies. 2020. Vol. 9, Ne 1. P. 35-70.
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EU Embargo on Natural Gas and 2013 The embargo on imports of Iranian natural gas and
Metals restrictions on trade in gold, precious metals, and
diamonds.
EU Sanctions on Iranian Banks 2012- Restrictions on financial transactions and business
2013 relationships with designated Iranian banks.

Table 1: The European Union sanctions imposed on Iran between 2005 and 201334,

EU sanctions on Iran have had significant effects on the Iranian economy. General
sanctions have strongly hampered trade flows between the EU and Iran, with a greater
impact on imports to the EU than on exports.3* These sanctions have affected trade in
almost all sectors except the primary ones. On the other hand, smart sanctions targeting
specific individuals and entities have done little to trade values and are statistically
insignificant for most sectors' imports from Iran. Economic sanctions have also blocked
Iran's access to finance and foreign exchange, reducing investment and hence causing an
economic slowdown3®, Iran's primarily driven sectors, such as the agricultural and
mining sectors, were hardly affected by EU sanctions since they relied upon very few
imports. However, secondary and tertiary sectors, such as manufacturing and services,
had witnessed disruptions in supply chains and an increased rate of inflation. Iran reacted
by reducing oil export to Europe, adopting alternative markets, namely Russia, China,
India, and Turkey®*. Meanwhile, due to the negative impact, the sanctions also serve as
an opportunity for Iran to diversify its economy, cut back oil dependence, and enhance
the domestic production capacity. For instance, the results from sanctions on the
agricultural sector are astounding since the investment and modernization increased.
Besides, its government has implemented policies on support and incentives for domestic

production in several sectors, which advances Iran's economic resilience3%.
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During the same time period, the U.S. Congress imposed two important Acts
against Iran, consisting of different categories of embargoes, and over four Executive
Orders signed by the President of the United States. The imposition of these sanctions
had considerable implications to Iran's economy and its relation with the international
community during the presidency of Ahmadinejad. The Comprehensive Iran Sanctions,
Accountability, and Divestment Act (CISADA) is a piece of U.S. legislation aimed at
tightening sanctions on Iran and promoting divestment from companies doing business
with Iran. It was passed by the U.S. Congress and signed into law by President Obama on
July 1, 2010, The Act includes financial and energy sanctions on sectors, insurance
limitations, as well as prohibitions on trade and investment. CISADA was a portion of
the comprehensive U.S. policy of pressuring Iran into holding diplomatic talks about the
country's nuclear program and concerns raised from the country's activities. The law had
the objective of completely cutting off Iran from the world economically and financially
through application of stiff penalties on those engaging in the country's targeted sectors®*.

The European Union have criticized the United States for the extraterritoriality of
the Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, Accountability, and Divestment Act (CISADA)
economic sanctions on Iran. The EU criticized the CISADA legal and political issues
related to secondary sanctions and how they may run counter to international principles
of law®*. The sanctions, including the 2012/2013 embargoes, negatively impacted the
informal economy, negatively affecting the growth rate of the shadow economy3*. They
limited Iran's connections with international art networks, led to changes in artistic

production, and denied scholars access to essential resources®?.
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350 Kokabisaghi F. Et al. Impact of United States political sanctions on international collaborations and research
in Iran // BMJ global health. 2019. Vol. 4, Ne 5. P. 3-6.
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The USA continued the pressure by adopting the United States National Defense
Authorization Act (NDAA). This annual legislation usually sets the budget for the
country's defense department. However, in 2012, the legislation contained specific points
about Iran to increase the pressure on this country. The NDAA includes sanctions against
Iran’s Central Bank, limitations on transactions with Iran, expanding sanctions on the
energy sector, and additional embargoes on the shipping and insurance sectors. This act
also allows the president to sanction foreign banks that conduct financial transactions for
Iranian oil and petroleum products®>*,

Iran's responses to CISADA and the NDAA (2012) were defiant, politically
manipulative, and aimed at the adaptation to the economic trials posed by the sanctions.
Though the country remained defiant to the legitimacy of the sanctions, Iran continued
with its nuclear activities. At the same time, it framed these measures as opportunities to
prove itself a responsible actor on the world's arena and to unite the domestic population
against the external pressures®?, Also, Iran tried to reduce the influence of these sanctions
by diversifying its economy and building its relationships with non-Western countries,
primarily in Asia. In addition, Iran negotiated with the international community to
demonstrate its ability and readiness to achieve a diplomatic solution to the problems and
reduce the tension®3. Finally, several United States Executive Orders signed by the
Presidents of this country consist of additional embargoes and limitations toward Iran and
its government. In the Table 2 all Orders during the presidency of Ahmadinejad are

shown.

The number of Year Explanation
Executive Orders

13382 2005 It applies to entities accused of supporting Iran’s nuclear
proliferation and missile-related activities.
13553 2010 It applies to Iranian officials responsible for serious human rights
abuses.
13574 2011 It applies further sanctions to entities under the Iran Sanctions Act

%! Timeline of U.S. sanctions. Electronic resource. URL: https://iranprimer.usip.org/resource/timeline-us-
sanctions. (date of access: 19.07.2023).

%2 \Warnaar M. Iranian foreign policy behavior 2005-2013 // Iranian foreign policy during Ahmadinejad.
Germany: Springer, 2013. P. 113-136.
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of 1996.

13590 2011 It authorizes the Secretary of State to impose sanctions on persons
involved in in Iran’s energy and petrochemical sectors.

13599 2012 It blocks the property of the Government of Iran and all Iranian
financial institutions.

13606 2012 It blocks the property and suspends the entry into the United
States of certain persons involved in grave human rights abuses
via information technology.

13608 2012 It prohibits certain transactions with and suspends entry into the
United States of Iran sanctions evaders. It authorizes the Secretary
of the Treasury to impose certain measures on a foreign person
violating sanctions on Iran.

Table 2: The United States Executive Orders Concerning Iran’s Nuclear Program between 2005-2013%*,

Iranian Foreign Policy during Ahmadinejad focused on ideology and actions.
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad employed various strategies of diplomatic action in the face of
international sanctions. Initially, he expanded Iran's nuclear program in response to high
oil income and resistance to Western regime-change ambitions3>®. When faced with a
hostile diplomatic situation during his visit to the United States, Ahmadinejad used
various strategies such as blame avoidance, imposition, and credit gain to defend himself
and his policies®®. Additionally, Ahmadinejad employed counter-hegemony strategies
against the United States hegemonic expansion in the West Asia region, using a war of
position and a balance of power approach®’. These strategies aimed to maintain intra-
elite cohesion and contain factional disputes within Iran's regime.

From 1992 to 2013, the diplomatic responses of Iranian presidents to Western
sanctions varied markedly according to their leadership styles. President Rafsanjani
focused on economic recovery, President Khatami on diplomacy and engagement, and
President Ahmadinejad on confrontation. These varied approaches reflect the complex

interaction of international relations theories, demonstrating how power, ideas, and

%% Timeline of U.S. sanctions. Electronic resource. URL: https:/iranprimer.usip.org/resource/timeline-us-
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identity shape a nation's behavior on the global stage. This period also illustrates the
challenges in Western-Iranian relations, where misinterpretations and mistrust influenced
the effectiveness and reception of diplomatic efforts.

The sub-chapter examines the objectives and impact of international sanctions
against Iran imposed by the UN, EU, and US between 2003 and 2013, targeting Iran's
nuclear and ballistic programs, financial institutions, energy industry, and arms trade.
These sanctions placed significant pressure on Iran, resulting in a complex interplay of
resistance, adaptation, and engagement. This period highlights the dual nature of
sanctions as a deterrent and a catalyst for strategic adaptation, emphasizing the need for
subtle, cooperative international diplomacy to achieve sustainable peace. The different
diplomatic responses of Iranian presidents - Rafsanjani, who focused on economic
recovery, Khatami, who emphasized diplomacy and changing Iran's image, and
Ahmadinejad, on confrontation - demonstrate the impact of leadership styles on Iran's
global engagement and the complexities of Western-Iranian relations characterized by

misinterpretations and mistrust.

2.2. The impact of the western and international sanctions on Iran’s diplomacy.

From 2003 to 2013, Western and international sanctions significantly shaped Iran’s
diplomacy due to concerns about its nuclear program and purported terrorism support.
These sanctions created a challenging diplomatic landscape, prompting Iran to adopt
strategic and adaptive diplomatic strategies. The sanctions encompassed economic,
financial, military, and technological restrictions, prompting Iran to employ various
diplomatic tactics to lessen their impact and adeptly navigate global politics®®®.

The primary result of Rafsanjani’s political activities was the normalization of
relations through resolving national security issues and multiple meetings between the

president, the foreign minister, and international political figures. Over his two terms,

%58 Nabavi M. A re-reading of Iran’s diplomacy in the second republic, Iran’s foreign policy during Mr. Hashemi’s
presidency // Strategy Quarterly. 2004. Vol. 12, Ne 4. P. 159-170. (In Persian)
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Hashemi-Rafsanjani undertook 33 foreign missions, averaging about one trip per
quarter®®. During Khatami's presidency, the international system's main subjects were
defined, and Iran's interests were declared. Khatami expanded on Hashemi-Rafsanjani's
approaches, highlighting the material and moral costs of hostile nations opposing the
Islamic Revolution to deter hostility against Iran3°,

Regarding the policy of détente, Khatami also noted: “The Islamic Republic of Iran
and its Ministry of Foreign Affairs employ diplomatic methods based on national interests
protection. The policy of détente aims to establish trust-building, leading to cooperation
and regional integration. By transforming enemies into friends, the country can achieve
full regional integration®.” Iran's strategy and diplomacy focus on promoting peace,
maintaining friendly relations with Islamic nations, fostering unity and cooperation
within the Islamic world, collaborating with aligned countries and organizations, and
actively participating in international organizations, which has influenced its fight against
Western sanctions®®?,

Khatami's government prioritized reducing sanctions on Iran, rebuilding
diplomatic relations, and focusing on Iran's strategic position, defense, and containment
policy to avoid conflicts and reduce sanctions impact3%, Khatami's government boosted
Iran's relations with Arab nations, enhancing cultural, economic, and security ties,
strengthening its position in the Organization of Islamic Cooperation, and supporting

Palestinian rights®®*. Iran's détente policy established close ties with Saudi Arabia,
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promoting regional cooperation and understanding. This marked a shift in Iranian foreign
policy towards engagement and diplomacy..

From 2005 to 2013, Iran's external affairs strategy was primarily idealistic, with
President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad leading a significant evolution in diplomatic
engagements and international strategy. Iran's nuclear program became a focal point of
international scrutiny, leading to extensive inspections by the International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA)®®. Iran reaffirmed Islamic Revolution's ideals and pursued
idealistic foreign policy, expanding diplomatic ties with Southern Persian Gulf nations,
aiming for greater Gulf Cooperation Council and Arab League involvement, opposing
US unilateralism, and forming alliances with Eastern countries®’.

Ahmadinejad's foreign policy focused on idealism, regional cooperation, and
forging new alliances. He defiantly resisted Western sanctions and refused to compromise
on Iran's nuclear program, resulting in increased tensions and economic difficulties for
Iran®%®, On the other hand, his strategies defended the values of national sovereignty and
independence, resonating with some segments of the Iranian population who supported
his strong stance against external interference. Iran's foreign policy during Ahmadinejad's
presidency consisted of three main approaches: Western-oriented, focusing on Western
nations, Eastern-oriented, prioritizing alliances with Asian powers like China and Russia,
and neutrality, prioritizing national interests and autonomy over alignment with Western
or Eastern blocs. This approach influenced Iran's relations with non-Western states and
influenced its foreign policy decisions®®.

Iran’'s foreign policy is guided by the Supreme Leader of the Islamic Republic, who

emphasizes adhering to the values of the Islamic Revolution, engagement with its
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ideologies, governance, resistance, and allegiance to revolutionary tenets, and resistance
against external domination and cultural assimilation.”. Iran's Supreme Leader supports
resistance against Western sanctions, supporting anti-imperialist movements and self-
sufficiency. This narrative shapes Iran's negotiation strategies and maintains principles in
diplomatic relations in time of Ahmadinejad.

Iran's foreign policy shift challenges Western double standards by focusing on
Southern Africa and Latin America, including observer status in the African Union,
support for Zimbabwe under Mugabe, and backing movements in Cuba, Bolivia, and
Venezuela to advance Iran's national interests®’t. In the Middle East, Turkey, Saudi
Arabia, and Iran compete for regional leadership. The ongoing Sunni-Shiite divide
enables the West to maintain influence in the Persian Gulf, vital for energy security.
However, recent tensions between the U.S. and oil monarchies, like Saudi Arabia and the
UAE, stem from disagreements over Yemen and the nuclear deal, highlighted by their
refusal to boost oil production3’2. Iran's strategy involves forming alliances with countries
opposing colonialism and imperialism to counter global powers' influence. Focusing on
Southern nations, Iran aims to diversify international partnerships and increase global
influence through bilateral and multilateral geopolitical engagements.

Bilateral Engagements

Syria: Iran's strategic alliance with Syria, rooted in geopolitical and sectarian
alignments, was crucial for counterbalancing Western influence in the region. The
relationship was based on mutual interests, with Syria providing Iran a strategic foothold
and Iran providing economic and military support3”. Iran's regional alliance with Syria,
driven by geopolitical interests and sectarian considerations, is a key example of its

strategy to counter Western influence3".
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Paying attention to the presented analysis model, the most important factor is the
strategic alliance, the existence of common threats, which in the relations between Iran
and Syria are: 1) Saddam Hussein’s policy: Saddam Hussein and Hafez Assad had different
approaches to Iran's Islamic revolution, leading to strained relations before the Irag-lran
war. While Assad focused on the threat from Israel, Saddam aligned himself with Iran
and limited Assad's military capabilities. This alliance between Syria and Iran prevented
a shift in power favoring Irag among Arab nations. Iraq felt threatened by Iran's influence
in Irag, particularly among Kurds and Shia populations®™. 2) Israeli politics: Israel, which
was (and is) supported by the United States and had stable relations with the Arab Middle
East, sought to create a new block of regional actors against Iran. On the other hand,
Israel's encroachment on Syrian soil and the insecurity of the cause were strong factors
for Iran and Syria to experience a common threat in the name of Israel®’. 3) The politics
of Saudi Arabia: Saudi Arabia has been a powerful regional actor, acting as a big brother
to Arab countries. However, Syria's refusal to comply has caused it to be seen as an
obstacle. In contrast, Saudi Arabia has aligned with the US, leading to a rift with Iran.
This has resulted in Iran and Syria forming a united front against Saudi Arabia®’. Iran's
foreign policy towards Syria is influenced by two main approaches: ideological and
geopolitical. The ideological perspective suggests that the Syrian government is at the
center of regional resistance, strategically located near resistance groups in Lebanon and
Palestine. Geopolitically, the Islamic Republic's dominant power in the region is
attributed to its political structure, security system, and alliances with resistance groups
like Hezbollah. However, the Syrian government's downfall could benefit regional
competitors and transnational opponents®’®,

The Middle East's geopolitical landscape is divided into two alliances: one with the

USA and Western allies, aligning with moderate Arab nations, and the other, a
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“Resistance front,” combining countries and groups with shared threats to sovereignty
and regional influence®”. The dichotomy between governance ideologies and strategic
interests highlights the tensions between Western-backed nation-states and those resisting
Western dominance. Alliances are driven by geopolitical goals and perceived threats,
encapsulating broader regional strategic maneuvers and highlighting the friction between
these entities.

Iraqg: Iran’s policy towards Iraq post-2003 has been characterized by a complex
and multifaceted approach. The primary focus of this approach has been on fostering
strategic collaboration and forming coalitions with various political and sectarian groups
within Iraq. This policy is designed to influence Iraqg's political structure, particularly by
supporting Shia factions to gain a substantial foothold in the governance of Irag. The
empowerment of the Shia community in Irag has been a significant part of Iran's policy.
This has been achieved through political support, religious affinity, and sometimes by
direct intervention in Iragi politics to secure positions for Shia leaders and parties®®°, In
the broader regional context, Iran's approach towards Iraq is heavily influenced by its
strategy to extend its influence in the Middle East. Establishing a strong presence and
influence in Irag allows Iran to counterbalance Sunni-dominated nations in the region and
secure its borders against potential threats. This geopolitical maneuvering is crucial for
Iran's regional security and its role as a key player in Middle Eastern politics®!. Iran's
policy towards Iraq focuses on economic and diplomatic engagement, aiming to
strengthen economic ties, facilitate trade, and ensure mutual benefits aligning with Iran's
regional interests. This strategy not only strengthens ties but also consolidates Iran's
influence in Iraq.

Additionally, Iran's policy includes military and security cooperation, particularly
in the context of shared threats like ISIS. This cooperation involves training, arming, and

sometimes direct military intervention to support Iragi forces and allied militias. Such
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military and security measures are pivotal for maintaining stability in Iraq, which in turn,
serves Iran's interests in maintaining a stable and friendly neighboring country3®, Iran's
strategic approach to economic and diplomatic engagements, military cooperation, and
military cooperation demonstrates its understanding of soft power and economic
interdependence for long-term influence, aiming to position itself as a key regional power
in Middle East politics and security.

Turkey: Iran’s policies towards Turkey throughout the 21st century have been
marked by various stages of development, reflecting the complexities of the geopolitical
landscape and the intricate dynamics of bilateral relations. The period of the Justice and
Development Party in Turkey saw these relations evolve, influenced by both regional
events and direct economic and political interactions between the two states. Key events
such as the Arab Spring and the situation in Syria played a crucial role in this
development, highlighting the interconnected nature of regional politics and its impact on
bilateral relations®3. Iran has adopted a balanced strategy to align with Turkey,
demonstrating a pragmatic and strategic foreign policy. This approach acknowledges the
need for diplomatic finesse in navigating the Middle East's complex geopolitical terrain,
demonstrating readiness for cooperation where mutual interests intersect.

Post 1979, Iran-Turkey relations were tense due to Turkey's fears about the Islamic
revolution's potential export and Iranian leaders' open expressions. The ongoing
competition in Central Asia and the Caucasus for influence exacerbated these tensions,
highlighting the historical complexities and evolving nature of Iranian-Turkish
relations®®*. The economic and political interactions between Iran and Turkey have been
pivotal in shaping their bilateral relationship. These interactions have likely included
trade, energy cooperation, and diplomatic engagements, reflecting the intertwined
interests of the two regional powers. Iran's approach towards Turkey is characterized by

a nuanced understanding of the regional geopolitical landscape and adaptability in
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policies. Balancing common goals with Turkey demonstrates the importance of
maintaining a functional relationship despite historical tensions and competing interests.
This approach also positions Iran in the broader regional context3®. The evolution of
Iranian-Turkish relations shows how regional events, like the Arab Spring and the Syrian
conflict, can significantly impact bilateral relationships, necessitating adaptive and
flexible foreign policies.

Azerbaijan and the South Caucasus: Iran’s approach towards Azerbaijan has
been dynamic and evolved through various stages, reflecting the complexities of bilateral
relations and regional geopolitics. Initially, the focus was on building relations, as both
countries navigated the post-Soviet geopolitical landscape. The early years were
characterized by efforts to establish a foundation for cooperation and mutual
understanding. However, the relationship went through distrust and tension influenced by
different factors, most notably their difference in political alignments and regional
conflicts. In particular, the legal status of the Caspian Sea and the Nagorno-Karabakh
conflict featured as prominent issues in the dynamics of Iran-Azerbaijan relations. These
issues exposed divergent interests and strategic priorities of the two nations=2®,

There remained some periods of amplified cooperation, especially in the spheres
of trade and economics. Iran was looking for directions on how to involve Azerbaijan in
what benefits both, particularly in spheres such as tourism and trilateral platforms that
could involve other actors from the region. This, again, was part of the larger Iranian
strategy of binding economic relations and constructing regional coalitions. Though, the
relationship at certain times had acute deteriorations owing to the change in regional
alliances and the internal political changes of both countries. This fluctuation was an
outcome of the fragile nature of the Iran-Azerbaijan relations and the external geopolitical
factors®®’. Iranian policies towards Azerbaijan are a complex and adaptive response to

regional complexities and evolving geopolitical realities. Despite political and strategic
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differences, Iran's focus on economic cooperation and mutual benefit reflects a pragmatic
foreign policy strategy. This approach aims to maintain regional influence and foster
partnerships despite challenges and uncertainties, fostering a broader strategy of regional
influence. Azerbaijan, seeking to balance international relations, aims to enhance
cooperation with Iran, prioritizing East-West and North-South trade routes. Plans for a
railroad linking Iran to Azerbaijan would boost passenger and cargo traffic,
complementing existing networks like those with Turkey?e8,

The development of Iran-Azerbaijan relations also sheds light on the broader
dynamics of the South Caucasus region. This shows the impact of regional conflicts, such
as the Nagorno-Karabakh dispute, on bilateral relations, and the importance of economic
and diplomatic engagement in overcoming periods of tension. Engagement between Iran
and Azerbaijan is not, therefore, an interest that is sui generis; it is in relation to the
broader regional context and the number of irons Iran has to keep in the fire as it engages
with changing political landscapes.3.

e Multilateral Engagements

Economic Cooperation Organization (ECO): Iran's relations with the Economic
Cooperation Organization (ECO) vary over the years, and in its nature, it includes all sorts
of interests that Iran has: economic, geopolitical, or regional strategies. This forms part
of Iran's engagements with ECO, a regional economic organization with members mainly
from Central Asia and the Middle East.

Iran emphasizes regional economic cooperation and development in its policy
toward ECO. Part of this policy is the cooperation on increasing trade and economic
integration and infrastructural connectivity with member states. Being strategically
located geographically and politically, Iran becomes a central player in the organization
that can influence regional economic policies and initiatives®®. Iran places special

emphasis on the process of establishing economic cooperation in ECO, following a more
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general strategy of forming regional alliances and partnerships. This is important in
managing the geopolitical complexities of the region in the Middle East and Central Asia.
Iran's membership in ECO further highlights its attempt to bring diversified political and
economic interests together in the establishment of a solid economic front. More so, ECO
can be used to leverage the impacts of international sanctions and political isolation3,

Iran's approach to the Economic Cooperation Organization is a strategic
component of its wider foreign policy, aiming to bolster regional economic ties and
counterbalance external pressures®®2. Iran's policy emphasizes regional economic
integration in a globalized world, actively participating in the ECO to promote growth,
stability, and development. This policy demonstrates Iran's desire to lead in regional
affairs, focusing on collective economic goals and shared interests. It combines economic
pragmatism and diplomatic foresight, recognizing that economic partnerships can lead to
broader political and strategic cooperation.

Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO): Iran's pursuit of full membership in
the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) reflects its strategic aim to deepen its
engagement with this key regional bloc. After gaining observer status in 2005, Iran's
application for complete membership, approved in September 2021, marks a significant
shift in its regional diplomacy. This move is a part of Iran's broader strategy to enhance
its geopolitical influence and strengthen ties with key regional players3®. The SCO,
comprising major powers like Russia and China, along with several Central Asian
nations, serves as a vital platform for Iran to pursue its geopolitical and security interests.
Iran's engagement with the SCO aligns with its efforts to counterbalance Western
influence, particularly in light of the challenges posed by international sanctions and

diplomatic isolation.
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Iran's potential contributions to the SCO include diplomatic, economic, military,
and informational domains. Economically, it provides a Middle Eastern gateway for
energy and trade, while military; it can aid the SCO in combating terrorism and drug
trafficking®®. Iran's full membership in the SCO could enhance its regional voice,
allowing it to advocate for its interests and participate more actively in conflict resolution
and cooperation initiatives. This strategic recalibration aims to mitigate Western
sanctions and strengthen its regional standing.

The SCO offers Iran a multilateral platform to engage with key regional powers,
enhancing its diplomatic reach and influence. This engagement is crucial for Iran, as it
navigates complex regional dynamics and seeks to assert its role as a key regional player.
Iran's participation in the SCO can also be seen as a part of its broader strategy to diversify
its diplomatic and economic partnerships, reducing its reliance on Western-dominated
international systems3®®. Iran’s prospective full membership in the SCO also underscores
the importance of regional organizations in contemporary international relations. It
highlights how countries can leverage these platforms to advance their national interests,
foster regional stability, and create collaborative frameworks for addressing shared
challenges.

e Geopolitical Strategies

Iran’s regional diplomacy was also shaped by its geopolitical strategies. It sought
to position itself as a crucial player in regional security and stability, offering to mediate
conflicts and participating in regional security dialogues. Additionally, Iran increasingly
looked towards non-Western powers, such as Russia and China, for diplomatic support
and economic cooperation. These relationships were critical in providing Iran with
alternative markets, sources of technology, and diplomatic backing in international

forums39%. Iran's engagement with non-Western powers amid sanctions reflects a strategic
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reorientation, focusing on emerging powers and non-traditional allies, aiming to balance
the effects of sanctions and Western geopolitical power.

Indeed, part of Iran's reorientation toward other powers was the deepening
relationship with Russia and China. Being two of the five permanent members of the UN
Security Council, they were the key to any international diplomacy and, therefore, Iran's
strategy of circumventing Western pressure®’. Russia and Iran aim to challenge U.S.
influence in international affairs, leading to a strong relationship involving military,
nuclear, and energy cooperation. Iran's diplomacy also includes a Chinese part due to its
economic lifeline and pragmatic approach. The Sino-Iranian economic relationship,
including oil trade and infrastructure projects, demonstrates Iran's ability to diversify its
partnerships under Western sanctions3%,

Iran's approach to Latin America—through countries like VVenezuela and Bolivia—
was based on a commonality of anti-imperialist views and reciprocal dislike of the United
States' foreign policy. In the same way, its dealings with other countries in Africa and
Asia were essentially attempts to open up new markets for its oil and look for investment
opportunity®®. Iran’s engagement with these non-Western powers was not merely a
reactionary measure against sanctions but also part of a broader strategic vision to carve
a niche in a rapidly changing global order. This approach was indicative of Iran’s
recognition of the shifting power dynamics in international politics, where emerging
economies and non-traditional powers were gaining increased significance.

Iran has strategically remained ambiguous on its nuclear program in order to
leverage gains in negotiations with the West, particularly the P5+1 countries. The
ambiguity has allowed Iran the space to negotiate from a position of power, which, most
of the time, saw the Western powers get to the table of offering concessions for greater

transparency*®. The flexibility with which Iran has been able to balance cooperation and
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defiance with the changing international and internal political tides was vital in the way
it advanced its nuclear program without actually causing outright confrontation. It has
faced international pressure to hold its nuclear activities back, balancing expectations at
home and pressures abroad. Its diplomacy spoke of a deep understanding of the
international system and power relations. It managed to keep diplomatic avenues open,
which became instrumental in pursuing agreements such as the Joint Comprehensive Plan
of Action (JCPOA) by keeping the international community guessing about its
intentions®©2,

Strategic ambiguity in Iranian nuclear negotiations allowed Iran to balance regional
and global interests in strategic deterrence against regional adversaries in the Middle East
and influence major powers' engagement with Iran. However, this could hardly be a long-
term process, since constant ambiguity creates many dangers concerning regional
instability and miscalculated conflict. The key diplomatic strategy was Iran's use of
ambiguity in response to sanctions*®,

Also, Iran invested in public diplomacy efforts to counter the narrative of the
sanctions. This included outreach to international publics and the diaspora, emphasizing
the unjust nature of the sanctions and showcasing Iran’s cultural, scientific, and
technological achievements. Iran invested significantly in cultural diplomacy, leveraging
its rich Persian heritage, history, and culture to foster a positive image internationally%,
This included hosting cultural festivals, supporting Persian language courses abroad, and
promoting lIranian arts and literature. Such initiatives were aimed at building cultural
bridges and softening the image of Iran globally. Iran established international news
networks like Press TV to challenge Western media, criticize Western policies, and
extend its influence within the Muslim world, supporting Islamic educational institutions

and promoting Palestinian causes*®.
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Iran also focused on academic diplomacy, facilitating intellectual exchanges and
conferences that brought together scholars and experts from around the world. These
initiatives aimed to promote a deeper understanding of Iran’s policies, culture, and
perspectives on international issues*®. Iran utilized cultural and media outreach to counter
Western media portrayals of sanctions and build international sympathies. It used soft
power to create a favorable international environment, but Western skepticism and
political tensions limited its effectiveness.

From 2003 to 2013, Iran's diplomatic environment was shaped by Western and
international sanctions, primarily due to concerns over nuclear ambitions and terrorism
support. Under Hashemi Rafsanjani and Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, Iran shifted from
focusing on national interests and regional alliances to adopting a strategic ambiguity and
resistance stance. This era is marked by Iran's efforts to strengthen ties with non-Western
powers like Russia and China and its active participation in organizations such as the
ECO and SCO, reflecting a strategic shift towards alternative political and economic
partnerships. The period also showcased Iran's resilience and strategic positioning,
utilizing both hard and soft power to navigate the sanctions landscape. By promoting its
cultural heritage and framing itself as a victim of unjust international policies, Iran
worked to counteract isolation and build solidarity with the Global South. This approach
not only highlights Iran's adept maneuvering on the geopolitical stage but also sets the
foundation for a more diversified and robust foreign policy, balancing national

sovereignty with active global engagement.

2.3. Western Pressure on Russia and the Dynamics of Russia-lran Relations in the

Context of International Sanctions on lran.

The stance of the Russian Federation with respect to Iran within the international
community has historically fluctuated, contingent upon the evolving bilateral relations

and mutual interests of both nations. Prior to the collapse of the USSR, Western sanctions
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and pressures significantly influenced the dynamics of the relationship between Iran and
the Soviet Union.

Before the Iranian Islamic Revolution in 1979, Iran was an ally of the United States
under Mohammad Reza Pahlavi. Both countries considered Moscow a common threat.
However, following the revolution and the rise of Ayatollah Khomeini, Iran's relationship
with the United States deteriorated rapidly*®’. This allowed the Soviet Union to strengthen
its ties with Iran, as they shared a common enemy in the United States. Some events, such
as occupying the US embassy, taking US diplomats hostage, and cutting ties between Iran
and the USA, became reasons for the West, especially the USA, to impose sanctions and
pressure on the lranian government*®, At the same time, during the 8-year war, Iran-
Soviet relations became cold. After the war and increased Western pressure on the Soviet,
this country shifted to cooperating with non-Western countries, particularly those with
negative West-related relationships. Due to heavy weapons losses and US sanctions,
Tehran expanded relations with Moscow to rebuild its economy*®,

In 1989, Rafsanjani's visit to the Soviet Union marked a new era in Iran-Russia
relations, with significant contracts signed with Gorbachev's government. However, due
to inadequate Iranian assessment and Western trends introduced by Russian diplomats,
relations between Iran and Russia faced challenges*®. The pragmatic cooperation
between Iran and the Soviet Union, despite their ideological differences, demonstrated
the complexities of international relations in a time of geopolitical uncertainty. However,
both Iran and the Soviet Union have different values that are considered important and
respectful. In this regard, it can be seen that the Western sanctions and pressure during
this period positively impacted relations between Iran and the Soviet Union. However,

other reasons, such as the Iran-Iraqg War, differences in ideologies, a lack of appropriate
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assessments, and Western trends in diplomacy, reduced the effectiveness and
development of the relations between Iran and the Soviet Union*!%,

During the post-Soviet era, good relations between Iran and Russia were not
established due to Western tendencies of Russian foreign policy officials. However, Iran's
increased pressure from the US and other powerful countries led to more active
cooperation. Russia was willing to cooperate with Iran due to Iran's support for the
Russian Federation's territorial integrity during the Chechen conflict, its role in the Tajik
civil war, and the expansion of Taliban influence in Afghanistan'2. Primakov's rise to
power and the dominance of the new Eurasianism attitude in Russia's foreign policy were
other important reasons that pushed the two countries toward each other*3,

Due to the necessity of cooperation between the two countries, Russia actively
provided Iran with military technologies and agreed to end the Bushehr nuclear power
plant project. This is important to mention because Russia accepted all pressure from the
USA, Iran and Russia developed their relations during times of high pressure from the
West. In this period, despite the sanctions of the United States and the absence of US
companies in the Iranian markets, Russia's Gazprom and the French company Total won
the energy contracts*“,

Three important reasons limited the cooperation between Iran and Russia in this
period. First, the financial crisis in Russia. Because of this crisis, Russia again negotiated
with the USA, and one part of this negotiation was the cooperation between Iran and
Russia. The second important reason was the Western, specifically the US, sanctions on
Iran, which created problems for Iran to make payments and expand its cooperation and
trade with Russia. The last key reason was the change in Iran's foreign policy and

Mohammad Khatami's Civilizations Dialogue diplomacy*®. Iran's diplomacy turned
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West, challenging the relations with Russia as well. But again, this resulted in further
deepening the relationship in the 1990s. Iran's economic cooperation and technological
access, despite Western objections, went hand in glove with Russia's strategic interests.
Its readiness to engage with Iran was also for the West to counter.

As much as the sanctions could be considered beneficial in the cooperation between
the two countries, they forced Iran and Russia to work with the West, undermining the
effectiveness of their cooperation. More importantly, the sanctions obstructed the
exchange of high-tech machinery and equipment between Iran and Russia, thus limiting
their full potential of shared knowledge. Further, the pressure mounted on them by
Western countries caused a feeling of mistrust and carefulness with one another, which
in turn made it harder for strong alliances to be formed between Iran and Russia in these
important fields.

Iran and Russia were benefiting from the high price of energy and cooperating in
this regard. However, Russia decided to start selling military equipment to Iran. In this
regard, the visit of Iranian President Mohammad Khatami to Moscow in 2001 was the
beginning of a new round of Tehran-Moscow agreements*®. The two nations have agreed
to resolve disputes over oil and gas sovereignty in the Caspian Sea, enhance military and
nuclear collaboration, and escalate arms transactions*!’.

At the same time, the relationship between the United States and Russia had
worsened with the cancellation of the anti-ballistic missile agreement by the United States
and the expansion of NATO to the Baltic countries*8. Russia’s strategy for the diplomatic
actions was to continue its cooperation with countries like China, India, and Iran and on
the one hand, create a better image of itself in the West, and continuing cooperation with
Western institutions like NATO.#® In this regard, while there were developments in

cooperation with Iran, Russia was trying to deal with Western pressures and more focused
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on its relations with the West. Also, Iran and Russia face challenges and disagreements,
including the Caspian Sea and its borders, and a change in Iran's diplomatic vision under
Mahmud Ahmadinejad's presidency. Russia struggles with this change, but is
complicated by the UN Security Council resolution against Iran's nuclear program and
sanctions, which Russia supports as a UNSC member.

However, the official trip of the Russian President Vladimir Putin to Iran and
meeting with Ayatollah Seyyed Ali Khamenei, the leader of the Islamic Revolution of
Iran in 2007, opened new horizons of bilateral and regional cooperation in Central Asia
for both sides in the Caspian and Caucasus regions. During the second term of Putin's
presidency, strategic and political factors replaced economic considerations while
implementing Russia's foreign policy in the Middle East*?°. Despite improved relations
with Iran due to intensifying US pressures, the 2008 transfer of power from Putin to
Medvedev led to significant stagnation between Tehran and Moscow. While there was
much cooperation in the Iran-Russia relationship at this time, it was also characterized by
complexities. Russia, in its own interest, and cognizant of its relations with other regional
players and its position in the world, did not jump fully on the Iranian bandwagon on
every issue*?t, Furthermore, Russia's involvement in forums like the P5+1 talks
(comprising the five permanent members of the UN Security Council, plus Germany)
over Iran's nuclear program demonstrated how Russia was ready to pursue a balancing
act between Iran and the West*?2,

Russia's approach to Iran-Russia relations was a pragmatic one, maintaining
partnerships while maintaining international influence. This balancing act allowed Russia
to navigate the region's complexities while pursuing its objectives. Western pressure and

sanctions on Iran initially pushed Iran towards cooperation with Russia. However,
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Russia's positive vote on the UN Security Council resolution against Iran changed the
role of sanctions, reducing cooperation between the two countries.

Medvedev suggested that Russia's foreign policy has transitioned towards more
Western coordination, leading to a “restart” policy with Obama. This has complicated
Russia's diplomacy towards Iran, putting more pressure on the country and impacting
Iran's nuclear issue*?. Russia has imposed sanctions on Iran, including embargoes, in
response to UNSC Resolution No. 1929. In a decree issued on September 22, 2010,
Dmitry Medvedev prohibited the export of tanks, armored vehicles, artillery, warships,
and “S-300 anti-aircraft systems to Iran, as well as the transfer of financial services
related to Iran's nuclear program*?,

During Putin's third term, Russia's policy towards Iran remained unchanged
compared to previous policies. Putin's return in 2012 did not revive the relationship, but
Iran's diplomacy towards sanctions improved relations between Iran and Russia in
subsequent years. What is clear is that sanctions negatively impacted the Iran-Russia
relationship, altering diplomacy in Russia and imposing embargoes on Iran. This hindered
cooperation in energy and military sectors, and decreased trade volume between the two
countries. The sanctions also strained economic ties and diplomatic atmosphere, making
it difficult to foster trust and understanding between the two nations. For better
understanding of the diplomacy of Russia toward Iran, and why the position of Russia
changed in this duration, studying the Western pressures against Russia could be helpful.
In this regard, for providing more clear analyze, the author examines the pressure of the
West especially USA toward Russia in two main periods: Presidency of Vladimir Putin
after 2002 till 2008, and Presidency of Dmitry Medvedev from 2008 till May 2012.

Presidency of Vladimir Putin (2000-2008)

During Vladimir Putin's presidency from 2000 to 2008, several perceived Western
pressures impacted various aspects of Russia's domestic and foreign policies. These

pressures can be categorized as political and economic, each influencing Russia's global
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stance. Surly, the government of Russia deals with these pressures by changing its
diplomacy and strategy to mitigate the effects of these pressures.

° Political Pressures

The expansion of NATO into Eastern Europe and the Baltic states was viewed as
significant political pressure that directly impacted Russia's security and geopolitical
standing. This expansion continued the West's encroachment into what Russia historically
considered its traditional sphere of influence. The expansion of NATO was perceived as
a direct security threat to Russia. The alliance's presence in Eastern Europe was
interpreted as moving NATO's military infrastructure closer to Russian borders,
potentially compromising Russia's security and strategic interests*?®,

Additionally, another political pressure imposed by the West was the color
revolution. The term “Color Revolution” referred to a series of uprisings and political
movements in post-Soviet states that were often perceived as being influenced or
supported by Western powers. These movements, characterized by their colorful names
like the Orange Revolution in Ukraine, the Rose Revolution in Georgia, and the Tulip
Revolution in Kyrgyzstan, raised concerns within Russia about Western interference in
the domestic affairs of its neighboring countries*®. Russian leaders viewed the Color
Revolutions as a threat to regional stability, causing political upheaval and spreading
instability across borders. The sudden leadership change raised concerns about
maintaining stable governance, and Russian authorities suspected Western governments,
particularly the US and some European nations, were funding these movements*?’. Russia
viewed Western advisors, NGOs, and funding in countries like the Color Revolutions as
evidence of foreign involvement, viewing it as an attempt to advance geopolitical goals
and expand regional influence. They characterized these movements as “color-coded”

regime change tactics, potentially weakening Russia's political and economic influence.
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Russian leaders also expressed concerns about erasing national identity and cultural
values, fearing Western-backed movements might dilute traditional values and adopt
unaligned political and economic systems®*?8,

Putin's administration aimed to consolidate political power, centralize authority,
and streamline decision-making processes to prevent opposition and internal dissent,
ensuring stability and preventing political turmoil from neighboring states*?®. The Russian
government prioritized political stability, leadership continuity, and preventing regime
changes, limiting foreign-funded NGOs' influence and preventing Western-promoting
organizations from undermining its cultural and political identity*®. Putin adopted a more
assertive foreign policy stance to protect Russia's interests and challenge Western
dominance in international affairs. This included efforts to establish strong alliances with
other emerging powers, such as the formation of the BRICS group (Brazil, Russia, India,
China, and South Africa) and advocating for a multipolar world order that recognized
Russia as a significant global player®3. Putin's administration aimed to strengthen ties
with neighboring countries through initiatives like the Eurasian Economic Community,
countering Western influence, and maintaining diplomatic channels while respecting
Russia's sovereignty and core interests.

By analyzing the Putin administration's diplomacy toward political pressures, it
becomes evident that Putin sought to assert Russia's influence on the global stage while
also safeguarding its domestic stability. This was achieved through partnerships with
countries like China and India and actively participating in international organizations
such as the United Nations and G20. Additionally, Putin emphasized the importance of
maintaining strong ties with neighboring countries to enhance regional security and
economic cooperation.

° Economic Pressures
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The economic pressures related to the energy market were viewed as attempts by
Western powers to exert influence over Russia's vast energy resources, undermine its
economic sovereignty, and control its energy exports. Russia's status shaped this
perspective as one of the world's largest energy producers and exporters, particularly in
oil and natural gas. Western interests in gaining control over key energy infrastructure,
such as pipelines and transit routes, were perceived by Russia as efforts to manipulate the
flow of its energy resources to Europe and other markets. Projects like the Baku-Thilisi-
Ceyhan pipeline bypassing Russia and the proposed Nabucco pipeline to transport gas
from Central Asia were seen as strategies to reduce Russia's monopoly over transit
routes*3?. Russia responded to perceived threats to its energy dominance by strengthening
alliances with energy-producing nations and establishing alternative routes for resources.
Partnering with China and India, Russia diversified export markets and reduced European
dependence. Investments in infrastructure projects like the Nord Stream pipeline allowed
control over energy resource flow*3,

The push for market liberalization and fair pricing in global energy markets was
often seen as a Western attempt to undermine Russia's influence in setting energy prices,
with Gazprom at the center of these discussions***. Russia's historical dependence on
energy and its belief in national security led to the establishment of direct pipelines and
energy agreements with consumer countries, allowing it to bypass transit countries and
maintain control over energy resources. Long-term contracts ensured stability in energy
trade and pricing. The presence and influence of Western energy companies in Russia
were viewed with suspicion, especially in the context of the Yukos affair. Some perceived
the arrest and prosecution of Yukos's CEO, Mikhail Khodorkovsky, as a result of Western

interference in Russia's internal affairs, particularly due to Khodorkovsky's alleged ties to
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Western interests. This suspicion led to tightening regulations and restrictions on foreign
investment in Russia's energy sector*,

Russia responded to these initiatives by diversifying its energy export routes and
seeking new markets in Asia, particularly China. This allowed Russia to mitigate the
potential impact of reduced European dependence on its energy resources and
strengthened its position as a global energy player*®. Additionally, Russia focused on
developing its domestic energy sector, investing in advanced technologies and
infrastructure to ensure long-term self-sufficiency in meeting its energy needs.

The West's economic pressure on Russia is primarily due to the delay in its WTO
membership, which Russia perceives as a means to extract concessions and push for
changes in its economic policies. Western demands for reduced agricultural subsidies and
import barriers are seen as a threat to domestic producers, food security, and rural
economy, and as a means to press Russia to open up their economies without
reciprocation®¥’. Western countries are pressuring Russia to improve its enforcement of
intellectual property rights and patents, which Russia sees as a threat to its industries and
employment. The demand to reduce import tariffs is seen as a threat to domestic industries
and economic development. These pressures often clash with Russia's domestic priorities
and aspirations to protect its resources and sovereignty. Delaying Russia’s WTO
membership could help maintain Western influence and align domestic economic policies
with international standards, potentially leading to further concessions from the Russian
government3,

As it mentioned, there were no sanctions against Russia in this period of the time.
However, the Western pressures experienced by Russia during Vladimir Putin's

presidency from 2000 to 2008 profoundly impacted shaping Russia's domestic policies
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and foreign relations. These pressures were seen as attempts to limit Russia's sovereignty
and influence, leading to a more assertive and self-reliant stance. The response was
characterized by a consolidation of domestic control, strengthening alliances, using
energy as a strategic tool, and a commitment to preserving national identity and
sovereignty in the face of perceived Western encroachments*°. Russia maintained
cooperation with the West on counterterrorism and arms control, demonstrating its
willingness to engage in certain areas while maintaining assertiveness in others. It also
sought to diversify its diplomatic relationships by forming closer ties with non-Western
powers like China and India.

Presidency of Dmitry Medvedev (2008-2012)

During Dmitry Medvedev's presidency in Russia, which lasted from 2008 to May
2012, various perceived Western pressures on Russia can be categorized into political,
economic, and strategic dimensions. These pressures were often viewed from a Russian
perspective as attempts to influence Russia's domestic and foreign policies. There were
notable Western pressures on Russia concerning democratization, human rights, and the
rule of law. These pressures were often framed as concerns about democracy and civil
liberties in Russia.*®° Critics of Russia's democracy often undermined its sovereignty,
citing limitations on political freedoms, media censorship, and irregular elections. Russia
viewed these concerns as part of Western interference, arguing that its political system
should evolve organically, considering its unique history and cultural context, rather than
conforming to Western democratic models**.

Russia further emphasized that it had made significant progress in strengthening
its democratic institutions since the collapse of the Soviet Union. It highlighted
establishing a multi-party system, independent media outlets, and regular elections as

evidence of its commitment to democracy.**? But Western countries remained
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unconvinced and urged more openness and accountability in Russia's political life.
Western governments, as well as human rights organizations, have criticized Russia's
policies toward press freedom and the treatment of activists in civil society. Very often,
the arguments and assessments from the Russian perspective are oversimplified the
complexity of the domestic situation and the balance that Russia is trying to strike
between openness and security. The point of reference to these issues from the Western
side is interpreted by them as a way to damage Russia's standing in the eyes of the global
community. Russia has argued that press freedom and civil society activism need to be
curtailed to fight terrorism and maintain stability within Russia's borders**, In addition,
the Russian government has stressed its concern for the national sovereignty and security
necessary to protect citizens from the danger of outside interference that would, at least
in the Russian view, call into question the measures taken by the state for the sake of
transparency and accountability.

It is clear through an analysis of Russia's reaction to the Western pressures that a
clear point can be discerned: the governmental concept created in the West, through the
ideals of democracy and human rights, is not universally applicable or otherwise well
suited for every nation; rather, it is the prerogative of each respective nation to develop
its own unique system of politics and government based on its historical, cultural, and
social context.

The 2008 conflict with Georgia and the Ukrainian crisis brought specific sanctions
aimed at Russia. Russian activities in those countries violated international law in the
eyes of Western powers. Russia interpreted this otherwise as an effort to protect its
interests and respond to the long Western intervention in its traditional area of
influence***. The Russian perception of the sanctions was further bolstered by its
historical sense of being hemmed in by hostile powers and its aspiration to keep
neighboring lands under its control. Russia further claimed that pro-Western governments

in Georgia and Ukraine, the restoration of which were sponsored by the West, posed a
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threat to its national security and hence evoked legitimate reaction**. The US has
restructured its missile defense plans in Europe in the face of changing leaderships and
security dynamics, including the Iran nuclear deal, to promote dialogue and cooperation
with Russia. This diplomatic step, combined with the missile defense reshuffle, opened
the way to rapprochement between the two countries*4,

As this sub-chapter will demonstrate, the trajectory of Iran-Russia relations from
the Cold War to the post-Soviet period reflects changes in interests, shifts in ideology,
and twists in the perception of strategic goals that have traditionally been some of the
defining influences in their interactions. The story presents episodes of cooperation and
frictions, indicating the impact of Western pressures, in particular from the United States,
which led both states toward a pragmatic partnership. The primary driving force behind
this relationship, from its inception to the present, has been mutual geopolitical needs,
particularly in the areas of military technology and nuclear energy.

With all the strategic advantages, the partnership between Iran and Russia is facing
economic competition and diplomatic disagreements, the intensity of which varies across
different Russian administrations. The historical and geopolitical analysis presented
below suggests a possible shift of global alliances, holding countries such as Iran and
Russia in leading roles in the formation of new multilateral platforms prioritizing mutual
economic and security interests. Such a move toward a multipolar world order is bound
to challenge the dominance of the West and very clearly exemplifies how historical and
strategic contexts are needed to be able to predict future geopolitical trends. The dynamic
interaction between Iran and Russia, conditioned by external and internal factors, shapes

a brilliant case of the complex and never-static landscape of global politics.
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Chapter I11: Russia & Iran: The Change of The strategies of diplomatic action
toward Sanction Policy in 2014-2023.

3.1. Shift in Iran’s foreign policy in face of international and unilateral sanctions.

During Mahmud Ahmadinejad's presidency, Iran faced international pressure due
to stalled negotiations with the West on its nuclear program. Economic sanctions were
imposed, and the Ahmadinejad administration remained stubborn on nuclear energy
development. The sanctions led to a period of new diplomatic hardship for the state,
which lost its influence and links. Hassan Rouhani, the new president after Ahmadinejad,
thoughtfully mulled over a new diplomatic approach to cope with Western embargoes.

The Presidency of Hassan Rouhani (2013 - 2021)

In 2013, Hassan Rouhani became the President of Iran, implementing an economic
strategy called the “economy of resistance” to stimulate domestic growth and boost
national production. This strategy emphasized knowledge-intensive industries and
export-oriented deep processing of hydrocarbons and natural resources*¥’. In 2013, Iran's
Supreme Leader Ali Khamenei outlined persistent challenges such as oil dependency,
non-strategic imports, inflation, unemployment, and systemic inefficiencies. He
advocated for economic and managerial jihad, involving persistent efforts at individual
and collective levels, to address these issues*®.

Rouhani's presidency marked a significant shift in Iran's international relations,
focusing on constructive engagement and dialogue. His commitment to negotiation led to
the historic nuclear deal, easing tension and allowing Iran to rejoin the global community.
Rouhani's administration navigated geopolitical and economic challenges, promoting
Iran's national interests through diplomatic engagement and JCPOA negotiations*°,

However, further restrictions and embargoes toward Iran were not prevented by this shift
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of diplomacy between Iran and more engagement with the West and the international
community. For a clear understanding of the diplomacy of Iran during Rouhani’s
presidency and to improve the quality of our analysis, we divide this period into three
parts: 1) International actions before JCPOA, 2) The Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action
Period, 3) Challenges of post-JCPOA.

1) Global actions before Iran’s Nuclear Deal

In 2013, the E3 countries, France, Germany, and the UK, agreed with Iran, leading
to the suspension of EU embargoes towards Iran in 2014. The EU suspended specific
sanctions for six months, which were extended until the final agreement of the Joint
Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) in 2015. The agreement allowed the EU to
suspend sanctions on Iran's crude oil, petrochemical products, gold and metal trade, and
financial transactions*°. The E3 and EU, as the first international actors to agree with
Iran, suspended sanctions and prepared a final agreement, benefiting both parties by
reviving ties in economics, energy, regional matters, and nuclear dossier**. JCPOA, an
international law agreement, benefits the EU by providing economic opportunities and
access to the Iranian market and lifting sanctions has opened new trade and investment
avenues. Then-U.S. President Barack Obama issued Executive Order 13645 on June 3,
2013. This order imposed additional sanctions on lran, particularly targeting its
automotive sector, currency, and ability to access certain precious metals.*%?

Iranian officials have criticized unilateral actions aimed at Iran, arguing they
violate international norms, target Iran's economy, and undermine diplomatic efforts,

hindering peaceful conflict resolution®3. Iran's political parties criticized the USA's
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actions during negotiations, but the Iranian government and international actors
successfully reached the final version of JCPOA in 2015%*. Iran's JCPOA negotiation
marked a turning point, as it agreed to limit its nuclear program in exchange for relief and
improved diplomatic relations.

2)  The Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action Period

By submission of JCPOA and UNSC resolution 2231, Iran’s nuclear deal became
operational. Resolution 2231 was crucial in providing the international legal framework
for the JCPOA's implementation and facilitating sanctions relief for Iran*®. Resolution
2231 addressed Iran's nuclear program concerns through negotiated agreements,
multilateral cooperation, compliance with JCPOA obligations, transparency, and
accountability, maintaining arms embargo for five years and ballistic missile restrictions
for eight years*®, These measures were designed to address concerns about Iran's regional
influence and its missile capabilities.

A close look at this resolution reveals that the international community was
concerned with preventing Iran from acquiring nuclear weapons and controlling its
influence in the region. The resolution intended to maintain the balance of letting Iran
pursue peaceful nuclear energy while imposing strict supervision and curbs on the nuclear
program. On the other hand, it should be mentioned that the community was satisfied
with this agreement. The JCPOA aimed to end nuclear proliferation, promote regional
stability, and facilitate diplomatic solutions through international cooperation, lifting
sanctions on Iran, facilitating foreign investments, and implementing strict monitoring

measures®’. The JCPOA is, therefore, a great diplomatic achievement and an example of
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how multilateral negotiations can solve complex problems and help build confidence
between parties, stabilizing the region®°8,

Besides the international community's will and the benefits that JCPOA can offer,
there is another important reason why the Iranian government signed this agreement. As
it analyzed, “Psychological constructivism highlights the role of the non-material
approach of the Islamic Republic of Iran in the negotiation process with the West. The
West believes that Iran's values should not be considered when interests are at the top,
leading to Iran's resistance to Western expectations and material-based Western
perspectives. This non-acceptance of Iran's values, such as honor, national pride, and
martyrdom, has exacerbated the conflict. When negotiations between Iran and the West
were not considering values, Iran stood up to sanctions and threats, and the international
community faced Iran's intensified responses. The JCPOA was signed by Iran only when
security, respect, honor, and dignity were considered*®”.

Due to the JCPOA, except for the UNSC that suspended sanctions regarding Iran’s
nuclear program, the EU and USA lifted embargoes gradually, according to the
agreement. With regular positive reports of IAEA 2016, the Council of Europe dropped
all economic and financial sanctions regarding Iran’s nuclear program®, The US fulfilled
its sanctions relief obligations by terminating nuclear-related sanctions and lifting
sanctions from certain individuals and sectors like automotive and aviation®®t. However,
there were sanctions not related to Iran's nuclear program, like secondary sanctions, and
arms embargoes that US did not lift. Iran's diplomacy under the JCPOA aimed to

operationalize the agreement, ease sanctions, and reintegrate into the global

8 Entessar N., Afrasiabi K. The Iran nuclear accord and the future of non-proliferation // The Brown journal of
world affairs. 2016. Vol. 22, Ne 2. P. 177-195.

%9 Belov V. 1, Ranjbar D. Analysis of Iran’s behavior under sanction pressure / The herald of the diplomatic
academy of the MFA of Russia. Russia and the world. 2023. Vol. 36, Ne 2. P. 111-122.

0 Jran: Council lifts all nuclear-related economic and financial EU sanctions. Electronic resource. URL:
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2016/01/16/iran-council-lifts-all-nuclear-related-eu-
sanctions/ (date of access: 16.08.2023).

%1 A look at Obama’s executive order regarding the JCPOA. Electronic resource. URL:
https://basijnews.ir/00aB4B (date of access: 15.08.2023). (In Persian)
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community*?, influenced by leadership changes, regional conflicts, and U.S. policy
shifts*63,

In contrast, the removal of sanctions did not boost foreign investment in Iran's
aviation industry, and the JCPOA did not address Iran's economic issues, reducing its
influence*®*. By withdrawing from the agreement in 2018, the USA further undercut the
profitability of the JCPOA because it lost a party that was crucial to the deal's success*®®.
Such withdrawal created a sense of uncertainty and, with it, prevented other countries
from getting fully involved with Iran, therefore restraining the very growth and
development the said accord was hoping to achieve.

By Executive Order 13846 on August 6, 2018, the US withdrew from the
agreement and reimposed sanctions lifted as part of the 2015 nuclear deal*®. The US
withdrew from the JCPOA due to various reasons. One reason was the belief that the
agreement did not effectively address Iran's aggressive behavior and malign activities,
which destabilized the Middle East*®’. Another reason was the security dilemma the US
and its allies faced, leading to the perception that the agreement was unreliable*®. The
US viewed its withdrawal from the JCPOA as justified under international law, while
other participating countries deemed it against international law*®®. The USA's sanctions

and actions eroded trust between Iran and the West, demonstrating power beyond

2 Dadpay A., Tabrizy S. S. Political agreements and exporting activities: An empirical assessment of the effects
of the JCPOA agreement on Iran’s exports / Comparative economic studies. 2020. Vol. 63, Ne 1. P. 147-180.

%83 Dadpay A. Iran aviation industry and nuclear deal: The poster child of sanctions and JCPOA // SSRN Electronic
Journal. 2019. P. 1-8.

64 Moradianfar H., Hooshmand M. M., Fateh O. Studying the impact of joint plan of action (November 2013) on
Iran economic sanctions // Resistive economics. 2019. Vol. 7, Ne 2. P. 16-35.

%5 Landler M. Trump abandons Iran nuclear deal he long scorned. Electronic resource. URL:
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/05/08/world/middleeast/trump-iran-nuclear-deal.html (date  of  access:
17.08.2023).

6 Executive Order 13846-reimposing certain sanctions with respect to Iran. Electronic resource. URL:
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/DCPD-201800524/pdf/DCPD-201800524.pdf  (date of  access:
17.08.2023).

7 | Imanuarif Shafar W., Mutmainah D. Resistensi hubungan luar negeri Amerika serikat dan Iran: Studi kasus
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) // Transformasi global. 2020. Vol. 7, Ne 1. P. 144-175.

%68 paramasatya S., Wiranto S. Konfrontasi Amerika serikat dan Iran dalam Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action
(JCPOA) // Jurnal hubungan internasional. 2019. Vol. 12, Ne 2. P. 297-314.

%69 \alerio Jovan C. The United States unilateral withdrawal from the restrictions of Iran’s nuclear program in
JCPOA 2015 under international law // Padjadjaran journal of international law. 2021. Vol. 4, Ne 2. P. 247-264.
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international law, enabling Iranian opposition to pressure the Rouhani administration
since 2003.

The re-imposition of US sanctions on Iran's economy has had a detrimental effect,
leading to a decline in foreign investment and a sharp decrease in oil exports*’. This has
resulted in a severe economic downturn, with high inflation, rising unemployment, and a
devaluation of the Iranian currency*?. The withdrawal has also caused uncertainty and
instability in the region, leading to a reformation of regional alignments and a change in
the stance of Persian Gulf countries and other regional states*’2. Besides negative
consequences for Iran's economy, the US withdrawal from the agreement increased the
Islamic Republic's power inside the country and highlighted to other countries that the
result of trusting the West is negative. Such an image changed the relations between the
US, Europe, and other countries, so maybe the JCPOA could be an example to start
negotiating with countries in the international community, like North Korea and
Venezuela.

3) Post - JCPOA

This work identifies the fact that after the US pulling out of the agreement, the
JCPOA faced various challenges from its implementation. Some of the remarkable events
and concerns were regarding the JCPOA status in international law and whether it can be
defined as an international treaty or not*3. Other nations view the US withdrawal from
the JCPOA as illegal and unconfirmed due to its lack of commitment. The agreement still
lacks the necessary ratifications for it to be effective, with US among the countries still
awaiting completion*’*. Thus, the executive branch is in the process of popularizing the

treaty with the American public as well as lobbying the Senate for their ratification*’>.

% Ghasemi Z., Dolatabadi H. An analysis of French and Iranian political cartoons on Trump’s withdrawal from
the JCPOA // Iranian review of foreign affairs. 2020. Vol. 11, Ne 1. P. 33-58.
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The EU and UN avoided imposing new sanctions on lIran, instead prioritizing
nuclear weapons prevention through JCPOA, while US sanctions made commitments
difficult, leading to Iran's frustration. The US President signed Executive Orders to follow
the “Maximum Pressure” policy, which includes embargoes, global diplomatic efforts,
and diplomatic isolation. Below in the Table 3, the post JCPOA Executive Orders are

shown.

Executive Order Number Year Explanation

13871 2019 It blocked transactions with Iran’s iron, steel,
aluminum, and copper sectors.

13876 2019 It imposed sanctions on Supreme Leader
Ayatollah Ali Khamenei and his office. It also
allowed the Treasury Department to sanction
officials appointed by Khamenei and those
providing material support to his office.

13902 2020 It blocked transactions with and barred entry to
the U.S. financial system for any individual or
entity operating in the Iranian economy's
construction, manufacturing, textiles, or mining
sectors.

13949 2020 It authorized secondary sanctions on individuals
supporting Iran’s nuclear, missile, and
conventional arms-related activities.

Table 3: Executive Orders Post-JCPOA Period*®,

Surely, the maximum pressure policy affected Iran’s economy. However, it has not
been successful in achieving its goals. Despite the efforts of the Trump administration to
contain Iran and coerce it into changing its behavior, the enmity between Washington and
Tehran has only intensified*’”. The maintained sanctions policies are unlikely to win any
significant concessions from Iran and the future of the JCPOA and its economic sanctions
remain uncertain®’®, Iran views US sanctions as threatening its sovereignty and self-

determination. The US withdrawal from JCPOA exacerbated tensions, prompting Iran to

476 Timeline of U.S. sanctions. Electronic resource. URL: https://iranprimer.usip.org/resource/timeline-us-
sanctions (date of access: 18.08.2023).

17 Aghaie Joobani H., Daheshvar M. Deciphering Trump’s “Maximum pressure” policy: The enduring challenge
of containing Iran // New Middle Eastern studies. 2020. Vol. 10, Ne 1. P. 21-44.

478 Kortunov P., Timofeev |. Controversial efficiency? the experience of the U.S. sanctions against Iran // The
geopolitics of Iran. 2021. P. 215-244,
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seek allies. Despite sanctions, Iran seeks a new era of peace through the Hormuz Peace
Endeavour, aligning with religious and pragmatic interests*®,

However, it must be reminded that the Maximum Pressure Policy remained quite
controversial and was denounced by the critics as worsening tensions, humanitarian
strains, and limiting diplomatic freedoms*®. The assassination of Qasem Soleimani, a
major general in Iran’s Islamic Revolution Guards Corps, in January 2020 by the United
States*®! intensified the deteriorated relationship between Iran and the United States. The
difficulties that the JCPOA faces are due to the existing contradiction between the United
States and Iran failed to pose for their subsequent reaction.

Hassan Rouhani, known for his moderate, pragmatic, and self-interested foreign
policy, has been working on resolving Iran's nuclear issue with major powers through
project-based diplomacy to bring the deal to fruition*®2. Rouhani, despite expectations of
significant foreign policy changes, has maintained the fundamental geopolitical principles
of the Islamic Republic since the 1979 revolution, prioritizing Iranian national interests
and state security*®, His administration has shifted away from anti-imperialist rhetoric
and adopted a more pragmatic and less belligerent approach, focusing on broadening trade
relations with governments that uphold different ideologies*®*. Rouhani's presidency
showcased Iranian foreign policy's complexity, balancing diplomatic pragmatism with
domestic politics. He successfully negotiated the JCPOA, demonstrating moderate intent
and engagement while maintaining strategic gains.

The Presidency of Ebrahim Raisi (2021 - 2023)
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80 Omidi A. Trump’s maximum pressure policy and diplomacy // Iranian review of foreign affairs. 2020. Vol. 11,
Ne 31. P. 05-32.

“8L Crowley M., Hassan F., Schmitt E. U.S. strike in Iraq kills Qassim Suleimani, Commander of Iranian Forces.
Electronic resource. URL: https://www.nytimes.com/2020/01/02/world/middleeast/qassem-soleimani-irag-iran-
attack.html (date of access: 17.08.2023).
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The Raisi's government faces challenges in the economic situation and geopolitical
context, following Rouhani's resignation. Iran was under pressures and embargo from
western countries. On the other side Iran along with China and Russia supporting
'neighborly and East' diplomacy. Despite some international events being beneficial for
Iran's progress, others were centrined, and the Iranian government's strategy was effective
up to a certain extent*®. Raisi's administration faces a significant challenge due to the
swift increase in US sanctions against Iran, imposed by the Treasury Department for

various reasons. The Table 4 below shows the latest sanctions from the USA imposed on
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Iran from January 2021 until June 2023.

Date

Sanction Explanation

January 5, 2021

The Treasury Department sanctioned 12 Iranian and four foreign-based
companies and one Iranian man involved with steel production and sales.

January 13, 2021

The United States sanctioned two major foundations, heads, and subsidiaries
controlled by Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei.

January 15, 2021

During President Donald Trump's last full week, the United States expanded
sanctions on Iran’s defense and shipping industries. The sanctions targeted
three branches of Iran’s defense ministry: the Marine Industries Organization
(MIO), the Aerospace Industries Organization (AlO), and the Iran Aviation
Industries Organization (IAIO).

March 9, 2021

The United States designated two IRGC interrogators in the first new sanctions
imposed by the Biden administration on Iran.

September 3, 2021

The Treasury Department sanctioned four Iranian intelligence operatives who
plotted to abduct an Iranian-American activist.

November 18, 2021

The United States sanctioned six Iranian men and one entity for attempting to
interfere with the 2020 U.S. presidential election.

December 7, 2021

The Treasury Department sanctioned eight Iranian officials and the Law
Enforcement Forces Special Units, Counter-Terror Special Forces, Isfahan
Central Prison, and Zahedan Prison for human rights abuses.

September 9, 2022

The United States sanctioned Iran’s intelligence ministry and minister for
cyberattacks against the United States and its allies.

January 23, 2023

The United States sanctioned five senior Iranian officials and Islamic
Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC) commanders.

*® Tran’s foreign policy under Ebrahim Raisi: General directions and new faces. Electronic resource. URL:

https://epc.ae/en/details/featured/irans-foreign-policy-under-ebrahim-raisi-general-directions-and-new-faces

(date of access: 19.08.2023).
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February 9, 2023 The United States sanctioned nine companies based in Iran, Singapore, and
Malaysia that produced, sold, and shipped Iranian petroleum and
petrochemicals.

March 8, 2023 The United States, Britain, the European Union, and Australia imposed

sanctions on more than a dozen Iranian government and security officials,

business leaders, companies, and government institutions for human rights
issues.

March 9, 2023 The United States sanctioned 39 companies for providing Iranian oil firms
access to the international financial system.

June 6, 2023 The United States sanctioned six companies and seven people in Iran, China,
and Hong Kong that procured technology and parts for the Islamic Republic’s
ballistic missile and military programs.

Table 4: The USA Sanctions From 2021-202346,

The timeline of sanctions against Iran shows that the international community has
been quite proactive in addressing perceived concerns from lran, whether they are
humanitarian, political, or any of the following: interference in elections, cyberwarfare,
or the production of Ballistic missile technology. The US and other nations are
implementing sanctions to control Iran's actions across defense, shipping, intelligence,
and governmental structures, escalating pre-existing political tensions between Iran and
global powers*’. US withdrawal from Iran's deal and new sanctions intensify tensions,
causing inflation and drop in living standards, prompting Iran to focus on its neighbors
and the East diplomacy*®. The 2022 Russian special military operation in Ukraine
prompted Iran to strengthen cooperation with the East. The West imposed sanctions on
Russia, Iran, and China, positively impacting relations and collaboration between these
nations, and East countries including India®®®.

In the context of the article titled “Discourse Analysis of the Foreign Policy of the

13th Government,” which scrutinizes the foreign policy under the administration of

8 Timeline of U.S. sanctions. Electronic resource. URL: https://iranprimer.usip.org/resource/timeline-us-
sanctions (date of access: 18.08.2023).
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18.08.2023).
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Ebrahim Raisi, the author writes about Central Signifiers, and Peripheral Elements and
Strategies. The central signifiers of the foreign policy discourse of the 13th government
is anchored around “pragmatic revolutionism” and “justice-oriented multilateralism.”
These central signifiers shape the core ideological framework that guides the
government’s international relations strategy*®®. However, the peripheral elements and
strategies could be divided to four main points:

1. Neutralization of Sanctions and Balanced Foreign Relations: The
government employs a dual-strategy approach to counteract sanctions and balance Iran’s
foreign economic and political relations. This includes: a) Look East Policy: Prioritizing
engagement with Eastern powers as strategic economic and political partners. b)
Neighborhood Policy: Enhancing diplomatic and economic interactions within the
proximate geographic region to foster regional stability and cooperation.

2. Establishment of a Just International System: This strategy is predicated on
fostering multilateralism and constructing an international system that emphasizes justice
and equitable relations, resisting unilateral coercive measures.

3. Anti-Sanctions Strategy: a) Simultaneous Neutralization of Sanctions: This
strategic facet involves deploying measures to undermine the impact of economic
sanctions. b) Embargo-Eliminating Policies: As a tactical maneuver, this involves specific
actions aimed at dismantling barriers imposed by sanctions, thereby reducing their
efficacy.

4. Decoupling National Economy from External Pressures: Efforts are
concentrated on insulating the domestic economy from the adverse effects of international
economic sanctions, thereby stabilizing the national economy*®*,

Iran is implementing sanctions neutralization strategies to mitigate economic
disruptions and secure economic sovereignty. These policies focus on resilience and
strategic autonomy, allowing Iran to adapt to international order and resist external

economic aggression. Iran is diversifying economic partnerships and accessing new

490 Soleimani R. Discourse analysis of the foreign policy of Ebrahim Raisi government // Strategic studies of
public policy. 2022. V. 12, Ne 44, P. 15-16.
! |bid. P. 16-18.
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markets in the East, and normalizing political relations with Saudi Arabia to cope with
sanctions*®. Iran's membership in the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO)*% was
another success of Iran's new diplomacy that can help Iran reduce and bypass the effects
of sanctions. Due to Iran’s diplomatic, informational, military, and economic
improvements and the importance of multipolarity, Iran's membership in this organization
Is expected to be a game changer for Iran and members of the SCO. As mentioned, “lran's
strong diplomatic ties with China and Russia align with the SCQO's values of sovereignty
and non-interference. Its eastern-oriented foreign policy aligns with the SCO's vision.
Iran's intelligence agencies, including the IRGC and MOIS, contribute to intelligence
sharing and counterterrorism cooperation. Its military strength also aids in power
balancing and security cooperation*®4.”

Besides, Iran's active participation in regional organizations like the Eurasian
Economic Union*® and its recent membership in BRICS**® demonstrate its eagerness to
expand its economic and political influence beyond the Middle East. Iran's strategic
engagement with these organizations can expand its market reach, attract foreign
investments, and strengthen its global ties, benefiting its economy and geopolitical
standing®’. Iran's East Diplomacy achievements demonstrate its ability to navigate
complex international relations and secure partnerships with countries outside its

traditional sphere of influence, providing alternative support and resources, and deterring
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potential adversaries*®. In addition, it motivates the West, especially the USA, to
reconsider their approach towards Iran and engage in diplomatic dialogue.

Seyed Ebrahim Raisi's 13th government has shifted from a one-sided approach to
a “neighborhood policy” and a balanced foreign policy, aiming to diversify Iran's
international relationships and reduce its dependence on Western powers. This shift
prioritizes regional cooperation and a more balanced foreign policy, aiming to strengthen
Iran's global position and foster regional stability*®®. As discussed in the “US-IRAN:
Between Confrontation and Reconciliation” article, the U. S. has taken numerous measure
as a way of containing and marginalizing Iran since 1979, swinging between aggression
and diplomacy. Iran's economic efforts have been significant, but its international image
and domestic political situation remain unchanged. Despite self-defense and U.S.
meddlesomeness, Iran plans to regain geopolitical hegemony in Raisi time>®,

Sanctions have severely affected Iran economy especially from 2013 to 2023 as
per Figures 1 and 2 due to sanctions imposed by key countries led by the US because of
Iran nuclear program and regional activities. Introduced in the form of an attempt at a
strategic international move in targeting the major income yielding industrial segments
including automotive, energy, financial, and access to metals, the sanctions were to be
first directed at leading revenue earning segments. The period of the Joint Comprehensive
Plan of Action (JCPOA) saw a temporary easing of these sanctions, lifting embargoes
particularly related to the nuclear program, including those on the insurance and
transportation of Iran's crude oil and petrochemical products, and allowing legal trade in
gold and metals, along with lifting embargoes on financial transactions. Since Trump's

2018 withdrawal from JCPOA, the US has imposed new sanctions on Iran, including new
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restrictions on industries, the supreme leader's office, construction, manufacturing,

textile, mining, and nuclear fields.

Evolution of Sanctions Intensity Against Iran (1979-2023)

& o & 2 o &
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Sanctions Against lran by Sector (1979-2023)

Figure 2: Sanctions against Iran by sector, created by the author.

This extensive analysis demonstrates that, while the Iranian foreign policy was
traditionally grounded in the resistance, this shift has been more pro-partnership in the
latest decades. The experience described above raises questions related to regional
relationships, interstate legal frameworks, and power imbalances that underlie foreign
policy. It also suggests new avenues for further research on the ways and relations by
which countries navigate the challenges of the global arena, interdependence, and
autonomy. This analysis shows that Iran, as a state with a historical script of the world-
systems’ stratification, oscillates between the West and the East as the way to avoid being
entrapped into the bipolar or the unipolar constructed cantons at a certain period of time,
take maximum advantage in a multipolar world. Iran's diplomacy demonstrates the
importance of flexibility, vision, and partner diversification in international relations,

guiding national and regional actions and policies.
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3.2. Diplomatic efforts of Russia under the global sanctions.

Before July 16, 2014, sanctions against Russia targeted legal entities and involved
restrictions on certain individuals’ movements and asset freezes. However, post this date,
the U.S. Treasury expanded sanctions to include significant sectors of the Russian
economy. These broader sanctions by the EU and USA aim to exert economic and
diplomatic pressure on Russia due to the ongoing conflict with Ukraine. To analyze the
pressure of sanctions and understand the diplomatic efforts of the government of the
Russian Federation, the author examines two main periods: 2014-2020 and 2021-2023.

The Duration of 2014-2020

° Sanctions Imposed by USA

The US has imposed sanctions against Russia for four periods, with the first round
of sanctions being imposed on March 17, 2014, following the Crimea referendum and the
declaration of independence, involving the addition of the first group of Russians>®%. On
July 16, 2014, the US Treasury issued a two-part document, marking the beginning of
targeted sanctions against Russian oil and energy companies following Ukraine's
escalated conflict®®2. US citizens and residents are prohibited from trading bonds or
buying shares of Russian banks and energy companies, financing, 90-day debt purchases,
and new shares related to these individuals®®. On July 29, 2014, three Russian banks and
the Russian National Shipbuilding Company were added to the list of sanctions®®. The
US Department of Commerce announced restrictions on equipment used in Arctic oil

exploration and extraction, prohibiting re-exporting or re-purchasing outside US borders,
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affecting deep waters and salt marshes®®. The US launched a third round of sanctions on
September 12, 2014, imposing additional sanctions on five Russian defense companies,
five oil and gas companies, and five military companies, according to the Office of
Financial Control®®, The circulars prohibit US citizens from buying and selling debt
securities with a maturity of over 30 days from sanctioned companies, including banks
and companies with over 50% of employees from these companies, as per the partial
sanctions list®”, The US Treasury Department's fourth circular prohibits American
persons from exporting goods or technology aiding oil exploration in polar regions and
Russia's salt flats. The Ministry of Commerce added five energy and defense sector
companies to its list of institutions®®,

The US sanctions measure 2015 expanded the scope of previous sanctions by
adding new individuals to the sanctions lists. 36 natural persons and 39 legal persons were
added to the specially designated persons list, and 121 legal persons were added to partial
sanctions®®. Other countries such as Albania, Australia, Canada, Iceland, Japan,
Liechtenstein, Moldova, Montenegro, Norway, Switzerland, and Ukraine have also
followed the policies of the United States and the European Union and imposed similar
sanctions against Russia.

° Sanctions Imposed by the European Union

The European Union has imposed sanctions on Russia, similar to those imposed by
the US, due to the strong economic relationship between Russia and Europe. The first
sanctions included a travel ban and asset blocking of 21 Russian and Crimean officials.

The European Central Bank has also asked member states to refrain from financing
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https://www.bis.doc.gov/index.php/all-articles/107-about-bis/newsroom/press-releases/press-release-2014/710-
u-s-commerce-department-expands-export-restrictions-on-russia (date of access: 25.08.2023).

%06 Announcement of expanded treasury sanctions within the Russian financial services, energy and defense or
related materiel sectors. Electronic resource. URL: https://home.treasury.gov/news/press-releases/jl2629 (date of
access: 25.08.2023).

%07 | bid.

%08 Ukraine/Russia related sanctions program. USA: Department of the Treasury, 2016.

%09 Treasury sanctions additional individuals and entities in connection with the conflict in Ukraine and Russia’s
occupation of Crimea. Electronic resource. URL.: https://home.treasury.gov/news/press-releases/sm0266 (date of
access: 26.08.2023).



120

projects in Russia®l®. The European Union has canceled meetings with Russia, postponed
regular meetings with Russian officials, and suspended talks on visa issues, with the
Group of Seven meeting-taking place in Brussels instead of Sochi®*.

Other economic sanctions have also been approved by the European Union against
Russia, the most important of which are as follows: 1) Starting September 12, 2014,
European Union member states and their subsidiaries are prohibited from buying and
selling bonds, stocks, and financial instruments issued by major Russian state banks,
energy and defense companies, and their subsidiaries®?. 2) Natural and legal citizens of
the EU members do not have the right to grant loans to the big state-owned banks of
Russia®®. 3) The import and export of weapons and related materials mentioned in the
arms license are prohibited from or to Russia®'4. 4) The export of dual-use products and
technologies for Russian military purposes or to the final military consumer in Russia is
prohibited®®®. 5) The member states' competent authorities must approve the export of
equipment and technologies in the energy field®®. 6) Providing services related to oil
exploration and production in the deep waters of polar regions and salt marshes in Russia
is prohibited®!’. The EU sanctions against Russia, shaped by the EU's reliance on Russian
energy and trade, strategically target specific sectors to pressure the Russian government
while minimizing harm to the EU economy. These sanctions have notably impacted
Russia's economy, prompting the country to adopt new diplomatic strategies in response
to the increasing pressure.

The Impact of Sanctions on Russia

The most important economic indicators that represent a country's macroeconomic

situation are the economic growth rate, inflation rate, and exchange rate. In 2014, the
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value of the Russian ruble fell sharply, and it lost 19 percent of its value in just one day,
the biggest daily drop in the last 16 years.>!8 Inflation in Russia has reached its highest
level in three years, primarily due to a sharp drop in oil prices and sanctions imposed. The
causes of these changes being investigated further.

° The economic growth rate

Russia's economic growth rate decreased from 4.3% in 2012 to 3.1% in 2013 and
0.6% in 2014, attributed to decreased oil prices and low foreign direct investment®®®, In
the September 2014 report, the World Bank predicted Russia's 2014, 2015, and 2016
growth rate as 0.5%, 0.4%, and 0.3%, respectively®?°. On June 1, 2015, considering more
optimistic forecasts than the target price, the World Bank predicted a growth rate of -
2.7%, 0.7%, and 2.5% for 2015 to 2017 in Russia®?!. The sanctions on Russia, despite
their economic impact, are estimated to have reduced its real GDP by less than 1%
between 2014 and 2015°22, The growth rate in Russia showed mild recovery in 2017,
reaching 1.8% by year-end. In 2018, it reached 2.7%, and then declined to 2.0%. In 2019,
it fluctuated around 1.5%. In 2020, it dropped to nearly -8% due to COVID-195%,

Exchange rate and interest rate

The dollar exchange rate in Russia experienced a sharp decline in value by the end
of 2014, reaching around 72 rubles, (from 33 rubles) the sharpest drop since 1998. The
financial sector of Russia was the primary target of sanctions, limiting its access to
international markets and causing a liquidity crisis risk®?4. Figure 3 shows exchange rate
fluctuations between the US dollar and the Russian ruble from 2014 to 2020. In 2014, the
ruble depreciated significantly, reaching 70 rubles per dollar due to geopolitical tensions

and sanctions. In 2015, it reached a peak of 80 rubles due to oil price drops and sanctions.
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From 2016 to mid-2018, the ruble showed signs of recovery, but its weakening reached a
peak around 70 by 2020.

US Dollar Russian Ruble

2015 Jul 2018 Jul 2021

Figure 3: The exchange rate, US dollar Russian ruble from 2014 till end of 2020.
In 2014, the Russian government raised interest rates to prevent capital outflows

and maintain the ruble's value, resulting in an 18% decrease in foreign reserves from $475
billion in June 2014 to $360 billion in 2015°%°. The central bank gradually reduced interest
rates to around 10% by 2017, reaching nearly 7.25% by 2018. In 2019, it continued to
decrease to 6.25%, aiming to support economic growth. In 2020, it was further lowered
to 4.25%, aligning with global monetary responses to the COVID-19 pandemic®%.

° Inflation

The annual inflation rate in 2014 reached 9%, the highest in three years. Sanctions
tightened, increasing to 17%. After stability, it decreased to below 8%. Food inflation
pressure was higher due to Russia's ban®?’. As shown in the Figure 4, in 2014, inflation
in Russia rose sharply, reaching 16.9% in 2015 due to economic sanctions, global oil
price decline, and ruble depreciation. It then fell to 5.4% by 2016, stabilizing near 2.5%
in 2017, and hovering below 5% through 2018 and 2019. In 2020, inflation climbed to

over 4% due to COVID-19 economic impact.
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Figure 4: The exchange rate, US dollar Russian ruble from 2014 till end of 2020.5?8

Russia's economy is facing significant challenges due to financial sanctions and
food import bans, increasing inflation rates. To mitigate these effects, Russia has
employed various diplomacy and strategies, addressing Western pressure and reducing
its impact.

Russia‘'s measures against sanctions

Russia's anti-sanctions policies, including banning the voluntary exit of parliament
members and imposing an embargo on food imports, have significantly impacted
European economies. The country's large economy and anti-sanctions measures have led
to a 30% decrease in trade volume between Europe and Russia in the first six months of
2015, resulting in a total decrease of about 80 billion dollars®®. Russia's diplomatic
strategies against Western sanctions began in 2014, with no increased embargoes from
the USA and EU. However, continued sanctions and pressures prompted Russia to adapt
its approach.

° Development of bilateral monetary agreements and strengthening of
secure bilateral banking channels

Since sanctions against Russia, China has reduced intermediary currencies like the
dollar and euro in foreign trade, leading to a 700 percent increase in local currency trade

between Russia-China®®. One of the key axes in the negotiations of high-ranking Russian
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officials with other countries has been using national currencies in trade®3!. The President
of Russia has specifically addressed this issue in his meeting with his counterparts from
India, Turkey, Egypt, Vietnam, Indonesia, and Argentina. Another measure Russia is
taking to reduce the share of the dollar and euro in the energy trade is to ask the European
Union to pay for gas imports in rubles®*2. Russia is also trying to define a new ruble-based
oil and gas price index to replace well-known indices such as Brent.

° Changing the export destination of energy from Europe to Asia

The Russian government strictly follows the policy of turning to Asia and South
America after the increase in sanctions. The President of Russia said in this regard at the
Moscow Economic Conference in October 2014: “Our conditions have become more
difficult. However, this motivates us...One of our priorities is to improve trade and
investment partnerships with Latin American countries, the Pacific Rim countries, and
countries such as China and India®®3.” Russia tightened sanctions to reduce export
dependence, signing the world's largest energy contract with China in 2014, aiming to
reduce dependence on gas exports, local currency payments, and dollar demand>3,
Gazprom signed a contract with China National Petroleum Corporation for 38 billion
cubic meters of natural gas annually for 30 years starting in 2018. In 2015, Gazprom also
signed a gas pipeline contract with Turkey, exporting 16 billion cubic meters of gas in
2016°%,

° Establishing tax exemptions to prevent capital outflows
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As a result of the financial restrictions created following the embargo, capital
outflows from Russia in 2014 amounted to 152 billion dollars. On December 4, 2015,
Putin announced tax exemptions for assets returned to Russia to prevent this process from
continuing. In this regard, the bill to facilitate the declaration of assets was submitted to
the Russian Duma in March 2015. According to this bill, the assets declared by the
investor with the clear mechanism specified in the law and with the approval of the
relevant institutions will enjoy a one-time tax exemption at the beginning of the
investment>%,

° Reforming the domestic banking payment system

In response to the financial sanctions that limited the services of five Russian state-
owned banks by the Western counterparts and the possible subsequent actions of the West
that may lead to the banning of these banks' access to the international interbank
communication system, Russia has taken serious steps to Development of the national
payment system®¥. On April 1, 2015, a new national card payment system “MIR” was
introduced, and large companies active in credit cards, such as MasterCard and Visa, were
required to settle their transactions in this system®®. Russia imposed sanctions on the EU
and revised economic plans to mitigate sanctions, focusing on agriculture, manufacturing,
and technology, and extending trade with Asia and the Middle East.

The Duration of 2021 - 2023

Western states did not impose any specific sanctions on Russia until the end of
2021. However, the US and the EU did not stop their pressure. In this period, we can
mention the four most important pressures from the West. 1) The West accuses Russia of
domestic and foreign meddling, intensifying allegations before 2020 US and EU

elections, leading to targeted sanctions®?°. Allegation without proof is a West's strategy
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to damage a target country's image, manipulate public opinion, and justify actions against
perceived adversaries. 2) Western countries always raise an issue about Western values
in other countries, and using this tool, they want to somehow pressurize the target country.
The objective of this strategy is the same as the previous one. However, the values of the
other countries differ so there must be some respect for the other countries' values and
understanding by considering their cultural context. It is important to recognize the idea
that human rights are not universal and that it varies in different societies®. Imposing the
Western values to other nations could be a root cause of cultural imperialism and can
obstruct genuine dialogue and understanding between two nations. 3) As for the EU, the
Western world, following sanctions in 2014, sought to decrease its dependency on
Russian energy by diversifying sources; this could place pressure on Russia. Then again,
this has always been a politician's talk and political rhetoric. There were logistical and
financial constraints, among other limitations, to the actual implementation of such
diversification measures®*!. The result of the overall consequence in the global energy
market will prompt nations to cooperate with each other, ensuring that the markets are
not turbulent and that it is sustainable in the long run. 4) The COVID-19 pandemic added
an extra layer of complexity to Russia. Russia was the first country to manage to develop
and distribute its vaccine;**? however, the West, due to political concerns and not the
importance of lives, initially showed skepticism towards the Russian vaccine. This led to
a fragmented approach to addressing the global health crisis, with some countries
prioritizing their vaccine development and distribution efforts>#,

Russia maintains diplomatic engagements with the West, including the EU, despite

political differences. It remains the EU's top trading partner, despite sanctions. Russia's
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“special military operation” was initiated due to West's disregard for security concerns,
and NATO expansion.>*. In this regard, Western countries, including the USA, have
Imposed sanctions on Russia, causing diplomatic tensions. The EU, imposing economic
measures, acknowledges the potential negative effects on its own economies. From
February 23, 2022, to June 23, 2023, the EU imposed the eleventh package of sanctions
against the Russian Federation. The Table 5 shows the most significant sanctions imposed

by the EU on Russia:

Economic Sanctions

e Prohibition On Trade in Arms

e Prohibition On Public Financing or Financial Assistance for Trade with or Investment in Russia

e Prohibition On Investment and Contribution to Projects Co-Financed by The Russian Direct
Investment Fund

e Prohibition On Exports of Dual-Use Goods as Well as Advanced Technology Items That Can
Contribute to Russia’s Defense and Security Capabilities

e Prohibition On Exports of Quantum Computing, Advanced Semiconductors, Sensitive Machinery,
Transportation and Chemicals

e Prohibition On the Broadcast in The EU of Certain Russian State-Owned Media Outlets

e Prohibition On Exports of Goods for Use in The Oil Industry

e Prohibition On New Investments in The Energy Sector

e Prohibition On Certain Operations in The Aviation Sector

e Prohibition On Russian Freight Operators

e Prohibition to Access Edu Ports and Locks

e Prohibition On Exports of Maritime Navigation Goods

e Prohibition On Exports of Luxury Goods

e Prohibition On Imports of Coal

e Prohibition On Imports of Iron and Steel

e Prohibition On Imports of Cement, Rubber Products, Wood, Spirits, Liquor, High-End Seafood

e Prohibition On Imports of Seaborne Crude Oil and On Providing Oil Transport Services

e Prohibition On Imports of Gold

e Prohibition On Exports of Goods Contributing to The Enhancement of Russian Industrial Capacities

e Prohibition On the Financing of the Russian Government and Central Bank as Well as Banning All
Those Transactions Related to The Management of the Central Bank’s Reserves and Assets

e Prohibitions On a Range of Financial Interactions, Financial Rating Services, And Transactions with
Russia, As Well as Prohibitions On the Provision of Banknotes and Sale of Securities

e Decoupling of Certain Russian Banks from The Swift Messaging System

e Prohibition On Providing High-Value Crypto Services and Trust Services

e Full Exclusion of Russia from Public Contracts and European Money

e Prohibition On Providing Trusts

e Prohibition On Accepting Deposits

Table 5: The Main Economic Sanctions of the EU against Russia®®.
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The EU is implementing economic sanctions against Russia, restricting financial
transactions, including banknotes, securities sales, and decoupling Russian banks from
the Swift messaging system. However, the EU's dependence on trade and energy
cooperation with Russia makes it difficult to completely sever financial ties.>*. Efforts to
diversify energy sources and strengthen domestic financial systems are underway, but
achieving complete independence from Russia remains a long-term goal for the EU. The
US and its allies have imposed sanctions on Russia, including asset freezes, asset bans,
and restrictions on key sectors like energy, defense, and finance, limiting their access to
international markets. The points mentioned above are further elaborated in annex
number 1°#. Russia faces the most severe and extensive Western sanctions, with 11,000
additional sanctions added in one-year post-crisis, surpassing 2,500 before the Ukraine
crisis®®,

The USA and Europe's calculations regarding sanctions on Russia made a
mathematical error, with President Biden predicting a 50% reduction in Russia's economy
and a 15% shrink by March 2022%%°. However, sanctions against Russia have not been as
fruitful as expected. Russia's GDP decreased by only 6% in 2022, and the country's
economy shrunk by 2.1%. The sale of energy by Russia has provided a surplus of 265
billion dollars for Russia, the second foreign currency surplus in the world after China.
Although the GDP of the West is not comparable to that of Russia, no one is trying to
deprive themselves of Russian gas at the moment. Even the European countries suffered
nearly one trillion dollars in losses due to the Russian energy embargo during this
period®?.

Russia's financial system has stabilized after going through difficult conditions and

has found new suppliers like China for some of its imports, while Europe is facing an

546 pobedin A. A., Fedulov D. V. International economic sanctions: structure and implementation scenarios //
Management issues. 2023. Ne 4. P. 20-32.

7 See annex one: Nikoladze M. Russia sanctions database. Electronic resource. URL:
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/econographics/russia-sanctions-database/ (date of access: 29.08.2023).

%8 Snegovaya M. Russia sanctions at one year // Center for Strategic and international studies (CSIS). 2023. Vol.
7, Ne 2. P. 01-15.

%9 Russia; From facing sanctions to the possible F.A.T.F. Electronic resource. URL: https://irna.ir/xjMHyH (date
of access: 30.08.2023).

5% |bid.



129

economic recession caused by the energy crisis. It turns out that the blade of the sanctions
was slow, and the biggest reason for the ineffectiveness of the sanctions is that more than
100 countries whose gross domestic product is 40% of the world's gross domestic product
are not willing to sanction Russia completely or partially. Ural oil continues to go to
Asia®!. It should be noted that before the start of the conflict in Ukraine, the Russian
government predicted a 3% GDP growth in 2022. Manufacturing industries and
wholesale and retail trade were among the sectors that declined in 2022, while agriculture,
hospitality, construction, and mining all grew®>?, Russia's economy has largely remained
unaffected by sanctions due to its pre-prepared measures, including trade diversification,
domestic industry development, and investment in agriculture and technology sectors®®,

The main measures taken by Russia toward Western sanctions are: 1) 200%
increase in the share of gold in Russia's foreign exchange reserves during the last decade;
2) The threefold growth of Russia's foreign exchange reserves since 2015; 3) Reduction
of more than 90% of US Treasury bonds in its currency reserves and their replacement
with gold since 2017; 4) Decreasing the ratio of debt to GDP; 5) Designing the local
financial transaction network as an alternative to Swift with a smaller communication
circle called SPFS and strengthening this financial communication network by
developing its connections; 6) The development of investment in commodities, including
oil and gas, makes Europe increasingly dependent on Russian gas®™“*. Russia's long-
standing policies, including de-dollarization in foreign trade and strengthening bilateral

relations, have reduced the effects of sanctions, but their impact on economic bottlenecks
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and the escalation of sanctions by 40 countries and over 11,000 sanctions is not as sharp

and successful as anticipated.

Evolution of Sanctions and Pressures on Russia (2013-2023)
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Figure 5: Evolution of sanctions and pressures on Russia created by the author.

Figure 5 outlines the evolution of these sanctions from 2013 to 2023, showing an
initial escalation in 2014 with sustained pressure through 2019, a temporary easing
between 2020 and 2021, and a sharp increase in 2023. This fluctuating pattern
underscores the dynamic use of economic sanctions as a tool of foreign policy, reflecting
ongoing geopolitical dynamics. The interplay between Western sanctions and Russia's
countermeasures highlights the complex, multifaceted nature of current international
relations, indicating a shift towards a more multipolar global economic order. This sub-
chapter analyzed Russia's diplomatic responses and strategies aimed at countering
international pressure from Western sanctions imposed in connection with the conflict in
Ukraine. These sanctions, initiated by the US and the EU, evolved from targeting
individuals to comprehensive measures affecting Russia's financial, defense, and energy
sectors. From 2014 to 2023, the sanctions intensified, resulting in significant economic
consequences such as currency devaluation and inflation. In response, Russia utilized
adaptive strategies such as economic diversification, bilateral trade agreements, and a
marked “pivot to the East” with a focus on the Greater Eurasian Partnership and Corridor
Diplomacy. These strategies, especially in the area of energy contracts and alternative
financial systems, emphasize Russia's shift toward Asia. In addition, long-term strategies
such as devaluing the dollar, investing in foreign exchange reserves, and strengthening

regional alliances show resilience. The analysis highlights the complex interplay of
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economic and diplomatic maneuvers, signaling a shift toward a more multipolar world

order and the multidimensional nature of contemporary international relations.

3.3. Challenges and opportunities in development of Iran and Russia relations in

the frame of global sanctions.

The victory of Hassan Rouhani and the moderate discourse in the 2013 elections
in Iran, with the promise of de-escalation in relations with the US and the West and the
resolution of Iran's nuclear issue, once again increased Russia's attention towards Iran®°.
During this period, which coincided with the escalation of the Syrian crisis and the
increasing desire of Russia to play a role in the Middle East, the issue of regional
cooperation became the focus of Tehran-Moscow cooperation®®, The common
approaches of the two countries on the issues of Afghanistan, Iraq, and Syria caused
Sergey Lavrov to call Iran a “natural ally” of Russia in September 20147, Russia's
problems with the US and Europe regarding the Ukraine issues affected these relations,
especially after they sanctioned Russia; most relations between the two countries were
affected.

In the developments known as the Arab revolutions, the closeness of Iran and
Russia became more prominent in the face of the US's interventions in the internal affairs
of West Asian and North African countries. Russia has strongly opposed the
democratization process supported by the US in Western and Central Asian countries®®,
At the same time, many developments occurred in both Iran and Russia, including the

formation of the Ukraine crisis and the sanctions against Russia by the West, the
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conclusion of the nuclear negotiations, and most importantly, Russia's entry into the
operational scene of the Syrian war, led to the formation of a new stage in the relations
between Tehran and Moscow and the relations between the two countries in different
dimensions; such as political, economic fields, regional cooperation started to grow.

For the first time after Vladimir Putin and Ayatollah Seyyed Ali Khamenei met
again in Tehran in 2015, the leaders of Tehran and Moscow announced their readiness
that after 25 years since the collapse of the Soviet Union, the relations between Iran and
Russia will become strategic links by expanding in all areas®®. With all the will and
necessary measures, the volume of commercial exchanges between Iran and Russia in
2016 reached a little more than one and a half billion dollars, which was not
commensurate with the capacities and capabilities of the two countries®®,

Due to the reduction of political and economic barriers, the value of exchanges
between the two countries is expected to increase. According to Russian officials, trade
relations between Moscow and Tehran increased by 80% in the first 9 months of 2017,
reaching one billion and 600 million dollars®!. According to estimates, this figure still
keeps Iran's share of Russia's foreign trade at less than one percent. According to the
Ministry of Industry and Mines statistics from the first ten months of 2015 and comparing
it with the statistics for the ten months of 2014, the Russian Federation has been ranked
seventh among the exporting countries to Iran with an increase of 179%°2,

Meanwhile, more agreements have been made between Iran and Russia in large
government projects, which can increase the value of trade relations between the two
countries. In the meantime, agreements in transportation and visas, customs and tariffs,
provincial relations, and exhibitions in small and large industries provide the conditions

for increasing commercial exchanges in the private sector®®. In the same way, it can be
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said that based on the road map formed in the economic relations between Iran and
Russia, the agreements also include the two parts of establishing long-term strategic
economic relations and strengthening the current and commercial relations.

For Russia and Iran, the US withdrawal from the JCPOA has major ramifications.
Russia has been a major contributor to Iran's nuclear program and has benefited from
extensive economic, military, and nuclear strategic cooperation with Iran®“, However,
the US withdrawal raises questions about the future of this cooperation and puts more
pressure on Iran. Nonetheless, Russia has faced criticism for its collaboration with Iran
and has voiced doubts regarding Iran's nuclear arsenal®®. Tension with the international
community, especially the United States, has arisen from Russia and Iran's cooperation
in various sectors and potential strategic partnership in the future. Russia is under more
pressure to distance itself from Iran's nuclear aspirations as a result of the US withdrawal
from the JCPOA, which further complicates matters.

Russia may encounter difficulties in its interactions with its Western allies who are
in favor of the JCPOA and its efforts to stop Iran's nuclear activities, as a result of the
actions carried out by the United States. The enduring partnership between Iran and
Russia has been evident in a wide array of areas, including energy and defense, further
solidifying their connection in the current era. Even when the US dropping out of the deal
presented serious difficulties, Russia has shown that it is ready to keep the strategic and
economic ties with Iran at a reasonably high level. Russia’s guarantee to strengthen the
alliance in face of outside pressures and its partnership deepening role(s) during tough
times are two key points that show great importance of Russian contribution at this
juncture in Iran. This bond which resiliently survives through all hardship is an evidence
to the closeness between two nations irrespective of problems and indeed significance

attached to their association amid complicated scenarios.
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Moreover, the backup given by Russia to Iran could be explained also by its interest
in having a say in the Middle East and reducing the dominance of the West in the region.
One important reason that demonstrated continuation of cooperation between Iran and
Russia was increase of anti-Russian sanctions in 2014 and Western pressures in
subsequent years %, These factors gradually but surely changed diplomacy of Iran and
Russia pushing them towards interrelated and cooperated activities. This happens through
political and economic spheres as well as military field like joint military maneuvers and
weapons exchange. Furthermore they have common concern on combatting terrorism
which they both benefit from their current relation more than before®®’.

The global sanctions against Russia also helped in deepening and tightening the
economic relation between Iran and Russia sometimes resulted in more than just a simple
ally, they were able to coordinate their efforts when dealing with challenges posed by the
Western hegemony®®. This result was at times an implicit or explicit recognized
partnering by both states regarding various regional issues. Moreover, both countries
were encouraged to revive and activate the regional organizations by Iran's diplomacy
towards the East and Russia's commitments in the non-Western world. Of further note is
that cooperation within BRICS, as well as a multi-polar world order gradually taking
shape helped solidify Russian-Iranian connections in a great extent. This joint work
served to promote their diplomatic standing and made it possible for them to come up
with new trade and investment proposals that benefit both sides economically.

The anti-Western tendencies of Iran's foreign policy during the past four decades
have been quite clear. Some governments have tried to make preparations for
normalization with the West, but generally, they have failed. The main cause of this

failure is not ideology but the nature of the political structure. If Iran's relations with the
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West are normalized, even with maintaining a degree of political independence like India
and Indonesia, the current form and power relations will gradually fade®®°.

Iran's government's normalization of relations with the West was aimed at
resolving the nuclear issue with the West through the JCPOA. However, the West
struggled to address Iran's opposition to Israel and extensive regional activities. Instead,
they focused on the nuclear program, which was not equally important from a Western
perspective. The government failed to recognize that the West's nuclear issue with Iran
reflected their other two problems, and a permanent solution to the third problem would
be an illusion. Trump's withdrawal from the JCPOA or the JCPOA’s problems with the
post-Obama administrations were predictable. Iran fulfilled its JCPOA obligations, but
the JCPOA was an agreement with the Obama administration (U.S. Administration) and
not a treaty with the U.S. government (State), which includes both the executive and
legislative powers®”.

Iran's government and sovereignty hoped that in exchange for the resolution of the
nuclear issue, Iran's commercial, oil, and banking relations with the world would return
to normal. The problems of the West with Iran are much wider than the nuclear program.
It should be remembered that it took thirteen years to remove US sanctions after the fall
of Saddam Hussein and the establishment of US forces in that country.

After the withdrawal of the Trump administration from the JCPOA and the
disappointment of the possibility of understanding with the West, many preparations were
started in Iran to maintain, strengthen, and integrate the power structure. The calculation
of the government of Iran was to withdraw from the nuclear program for 10-15 years but
not to make any changes in foreign policy, and in exchange for nuclear withdrawal, the
West would completely remove economic sanctions®’. Since Iran considers the most

important lever to maintain the current power structure and relations the continuation of
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its regional presence, it was not willing to revise its regional policy in any way because,
in Iran, foreign policy is the same as national security.

Before the withdrawal of the Trump administration from the JCPOA, Iran's
relations with Russia were sporadic. But after calculations and people and currents
became aware of the real policies of the West, these relations have moved towards
becoming strategic. Some factors may indicate this change of direction towards becoming
strategic, such as Russia's right of veto in possible anti-lranian resolutions of the West in
the UN Security Council, purchase of military weapons, cooperation with the Russian air
force and intelligence system in Syria, informing Iran about the movements of Westerners
in Iran and around Iran, providing management software and hardware and community
monitoring, cooperation in energy and railways, and knowledge exchange in the joint de-
dollarization of the national economy®2,

Iran's relations with Russia are primarily focused on maintaining and stabilizing
Iran's structure and power relations, despite factors such as the region's uncertainty, the
US presidential election, Israel's right-wing politics, and cooperation between China and
Russia against US sanctions. Russia's non-regular changes to Iran's political system,
constitution, culture, and foreign policy make relations safer and more reassuring. In the
West, pressure groups and lobbies play a fundamental role in policy-making, while in the
East, there is only one policy: the government's policy. Russia has had a single policy
towards Iran during the Tsarist era, the Soviet era, and now in the Russian Federation: to
remove Iran from the Western orbit. This policy is compatible with Iran's current power
structure's horizons and goals. Russians generally interact with governments and do not
seek to change the culture, beliefs, lifestyle, intellectual-philosophical system, or the
constitution of countries. It is enough for Russia as long as the convergence of the axes
and goals with the governments is formed and established. But surely, future bilateral

relations can face challenges and risks due to the sanctions imposed on both countries.

2 ran-Russia Relations: Signs of a new strategic realignment? Electronic resource. URL:
https://epc.ae/en/details/featured/iran-russia-relations-signs-of-a-new-strategic-realignment-  (date of access:
31.08.2023).
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° U.S. Additional Sanctions: Despite the U.S. implication of Iran and Russia
into sanction issue is one of the most important difficulties it posed to those two countries.
Also, by leaving JCPOA, US adversely affected Iranian economic and strategical
cooperation with Russia. These sanctions are able to put an obstacle in the way of
development their economic bonds and apply tension on their political relationship.

° Western Pressure: It is Iran and Russia that have been under influence of
Western countries’ pressure with US and Europe at the top. Such arsenal was able to push
them toward more interaction; yet, it also pokes on their one-to-one dialogues various
affaires, consequently impeding development of a firm and self-standing
interconnectedness.

° Divergent Economic Capacities: Trade has improved yet still the economic
interaction between Iran and Russia reflects neither the capacities nor the capabilities of
these two countries. An economic gap might impede the growth of their economic
relationship and lead to conflicting expectations resulting in disparities®’2,

° Geopolitical Factors: Their relationship is significantly influenced by
geopolitical factors. If Russia's goal to upend Western dominance in the Middle East
conflicts with Iran's regional priorities and aspirations, tensions may arise®’,

° Shifts in Power Structures: Both countries seek to stabilize and integrate
their power structures. Although this is in line with their current interests, it could be upset
by changes in either nation's leadership or policies®™.

° International Relations: The increased cooperation within the BRICS
group and the shift towards a multipolar world order may enhance their diplomatic
standing, but it also means that their actions and decisions are under greater scrutiny. This

can limit their flexibility in pursuing certain policies®™®.
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° Long-Term Ambitions: Normalizing relations with the West may be
challenging for Iran, given its long-standing anti-Western foreign policy. The prospect
for improved ties with the US, Europe, and other Western countries may be limited by
this commitment to anti-Western policies®”’,

The bilateral relationship between Iran and Russia has changed as a result of mutual
interests, changes in the world, and US sanctions. The different sanctions levels imposed
on Iran and Russia from 1979 and 2023 are graphically depicted in Figure 6, which shows
a stark contrast between the two nations. Iran experienced a steady increase in the
intensity of sanctions, particularly in the early 2000s, reaching a peak level around 2012
before slightly decreasing due to the JCPOA. Following the US withdrawal from the
JCPOA and the initiation of the maximum pressure campaign, sanctions on Iran increased
again and stabilized at a high level thereafter. Conversely, Russia's sanctions intensity
remained low and stable until 2014, after which it sharply increased, reflecting
geopolitical tensions. The fluctuation in Russia's sanctions level since then indicates a
more volatile sanction environment compared to Iran's more consistently high level.
Notably, in 2014, both Iran and Russia experienced sanctions pressures at an equivalent

level, marking a moment of shared geopolitical strain.

Evolution of Sanctions Intensity Against Iran and Russia (1979-2023)
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Figure 6: Evolution of sanctions intensity against Iran and Russia (1979-2023).

In the context of examining the strategies employed by Iran and Russia under
significant sanction pressures, it is imperative to understand their diplomatic maneuvers

and the subsequent ramifications on their bilateral relations historically, presently, and in

> Ibid.
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prospective future scenarios. This comparative analysis aims to elucidate the challenges
and opportunities that have shaped the geopolitical landscape of these nations over the
decades. By scrutinizing the varying degrees of sanctions and diplomatic responses across
different administrations, the analysis provides insights into the dynamic interplay
between external pressures and internal policy adaptations. This approach not only
deepens the understanding of Iran and Russia's strategic decisions but also highlights their
evolving partnership in a complex international arena. The tables below succinctly
summarize these aspects, offering a structured comparative view to enhance the

discussion in this dissertation.

Period Presidency Sanction Pressure Diplomacy Results
Strengthening the
economy,
1989-1997 Rafsanjani 7-8 Pragmatic Improving

relations with the
West in a short
time
attempts at
Dialogue of dialogue with the
1997-2005 Khatami 8-9 civilization West, but limited
success, Tehran
Declaration
Deteriorating
relations with the
West, and world
Confrontational economic
problems due to
sanctions, More
than 2000
sanctions
Negotiations Reaching a nuclear
according to the deal in 2015,
2013-2021 Rouhani +10till 2015, 3 “Win-Win” which temporarily
principle reduced plant
pressure
Coming out of
isolation (SCO,
BRICS), non-
2021-Current time Raisi 3-9 “Look East” Western partners,
finding our place
in the future
multipolar world
Table 6: Comparative Analysis of Iranian Diplomatic Strategies and Outcomes Under Sanction Pressure (1989—
Current)

2005-2013 Ahmadinejad +10

According to Table 6, the evolution of Iranian diplomacy in response to ongoing

sanctions and perceived unfulfilled commitments by the West is distinctly marked by
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shifts in strategy across different presidential tenures. During the Rafsanjani era (1989-
1997), Iran adopted a pragmatic approach aimed at strengthening the economy and
improving relations with Western nations. This period was characterized by relatively
moderate sanction levels, allowing for some economic recuperation and diplomatic
overtures towards the West. Subsequent administrations under Khatami (1997-2005) and
Ahmadinejad (2005-2013) oscillated between the "Dialogue of Civilizations" initiative
and a more confrontational stance, respectively. Khatami’s efforts resulted in limited
success, such as the Tehran Declaration, which temporarily eased tensions but did not
lead to lasting improvements. Ahmadinejad’s tenure witnessed a sharp increase in
sanctions and a deterioration in relations, underscoring the challenges of a confrontational
diplomacy amidst escalating pressures.

As demonstrated in the later periods, particularly under Presidents Rouhani (2013-
2021) and Raisi (2021-current), Iran’s diplomatic strategies continued to adapt. Rouhani’s
negotiation of the JCPOA in 2015 appeared as a significant diplomatic victory, suggesting
a potential shift in Western-Iranian relations. However, the subsequent withdrawal of the
USA from the agreement underlined the persisting challenges. Raisi’s “Look East”
policy, aimed at reducing reliance on Western alignments, further reflects Iran's strategic
pivot in response to sustained Western pressures. This historical overview highlights a
recurring theme: irrespective of the diplomatic approach-whether conciliatory or
confrontational—Iran’s efforts have recurrently been undermined by what is perceived as
the West's, particularly the USA's, strategic goal of regime changes rather than peaceful
engagement. This analysis elucidates that the primary aim of Western sanctions and
pressures has been less about addressing specific diplomatic disputes and more about
effecting a change in Iran’s political framework, thereby perpetuating a cycle of mistrust

and unfulfilled diplomatic potentials.

Period Presidency Western Sanction Diplomacy Results
Pressure Pressure
Defensive Mixed results;
diplomacy, managed to
High economic seeking maintain
1992-1999 Boris Yeltsin and political 1-2 negotiations and dialogue but
pressures security tensions with
assurances, the West
expressing increased
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concerns
officially
More assertive
Escalating and principled Strengthened
political stance, Russia's global
pressures challenging standing, but
2000-2008 Vladimir Putin (NATO 1-2 Western relations with
expansion), dominance, the West
economic strengthening became more
encroachments regional strained
alliances
Engagement
Democratization with the West on Managed to
2008-2012 Dmitry pressures, 1.2 global Issues, maintain some
Medvedev human rights advocating for a cooperation
concerns balanced world | despite tensions
order
Extensive Strengthened Slgmﬂca_nt
. . economic
sanctions economic
- . especially post- resilience challgnges but
2012-2018 Vladimir Putin . 2-6 ' also increased
2014, economic developed .
. . self-reliance and
and strategic national payment iy
geopolitical
pressures systems )
influence
Intense pivoted towards Increase of
sanctions and market of Asia cooperation in
pressures and the Middle SCO, and
2018— . . following East, BRICS, non-
Current time Vladimir Putin “Special 6-10 depolarization, Western
Military challenging the partnerships,
Operation” in Western popularity of
Ukraine hegemony Multipolar idea

Table 7: Comparative Analysis of Russian Diplomatic Strategies and Outcomes Under Western

Pressure (1992—Current)
Based on Table 7, the trajectory of Russian diplomacy in response to Western

sanctions and perceived broken promises can be discerned through various shifts in its
diplomatic stance over the decades. During Boris Yeltsin’s presidency (1992-1999),
Russia adopted a defensive diplomatic posture, seeking negotiations and security
assurances while officially expressing concerns. This period was characterized by high
economic and political pressures, yet the diplomacy remained relatively conciliatory,
aiming to maintain a dialogue with the West. This trend shifted under VVladimir Putin's
first term (2000-2008), where Russia adopted a more assertive and principled stance,
challenging Western dominance and strengthening regional alliances. Despite these
efforts, the expansion of NATO and increased economic encroachments led to more

strained relations, indicating a gradual disillusionment with Western intentions.
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As tensions rose, particularly following the 2014 geopolitical developments,
Russia's diplomatic replies were more focused on resilience and self-reliance. Under
Putin's successive terms, notably after the outbreak of the crisis in Ukraine, Russia has
dramatically shifted its focus to markets in Asia and the Middle East, promoting the
concept of a multipolar world order. This shift indicates a strategic realignment in
response to harsh sanctions and pressures, stressing a widespread Western objective of
regime change rather than constructive engagement. Throughout the decades, Russia has
sought various levels of collaboration with the West, ranging from participating in global
issues to advocating for a more balanced international order. However, like the Iranian
case, these initiatives have frequently been received with mistrust. The pattern of reaction,
whether conciliatory or aggressive, appears to have little bearing on the overall Western
approach, which continuously favors geopolitical power above meaningful diplomatic
outcomes. This perspective emphasizes that, regardless of Russia's diplomatic strategy,
the underlying goal of Western sanctions and pressures is to change Russia's political
landscape, prolonging a cycle of mistrust and diplomatic impasse.

Iran and Russia have successfully navigated international sanctions and regional
conflicts, forming a partnership that supports mutual economic, political, and strategic
objectives. Despite challenges from U.S. sanctions, opportunities for further development
exist through increased trade and strategic cooperation within SCO, BRICS, and EEU
frameworks. Their future relations depend on skillful diplomacy and flexible adaptation

to the international landscape.



143

Conclusion

In accordance with the set goals and objectives of the dissertation research, the
following main conclusions were made on the basis of analyzing a wide range of
sources and literature in English, Persian and Russian on the problem of peculiarities
of determining the diplomatic line of the Islamic Republic of Iran and the Russian
Federation in the conditions of sanctions pressure.

The study argues for a comprehensive analysis of the multidimensional impact
of global, regional and state sanctions on Iran and Russia, noting their significant
economic, political and strategic implications, including for international relations.
Despite the intention of Western countries and, in some cases, the international
community to use sanctions as a means of influencing policy change within Iran and
Russia, the effectiveness of these measures remains ambiguous. Sanctions have
certainly put pressure on the economies of both countries, but they have also facilitated
the adaptation of national development strategies to them through diversification of
economies and foreign economic ties, diplomacy of inclusion in international
integrations and regional partnerships, and recourse to the resources of the UN and
other international organizations, which has mitigated negative effects. The resilience
demonstrated by Iran and Russia, coupled with improved mechanisms for countering
sanctions, underscores the strategic adaptation of their diplomacies to the complex
landscape of international relations.

It is shown that the purpose and direction of the Western sanctions policy towards
Iran and Russia were determined, in general, within the paradigm of neorealism in the
theory of international relations. According to this approach, the main goal of sanctions
policy is regime change in favor of a government that is in line with the values and
interests of the sanctions imposing party, and the sanctions pressure strategy applied
involves a gradual tightening of sanctions to increase pressure on the target countries

in case of failure to achieve the expected result. This approach is evident in every stages
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of sanctions against the Islamic Republic of Iran and the Russian Federation. In both
cases, Western powers used economic sanctions as a mechanism to increasingly
undermine the national economies of Iran and Russia. The basic logic was that by
destabilizing the economies, they would generate growing public protest pressure that
would eventually contribute to regime change.

Historical analyses reveal that both Iran and Russia have experienced three stages
of sanctions, with the first and second stages comprising two distinct phases.

For Iran, the first stage spans from 1979 to 2004. The initial phase of this stage,
from 1979 to 1994, marks the inception of nuclear and smart sanctions against Iran.
Iran’s “Dialogue of Civilizations” characterizes the subsequent phase, from 1994 to
2004, with the international community. The second stage for Iran, from 2005 to 2018,
begins with the period of international sanctions and confrontational diplomacy from
2005 to 2014. This stage concludes with the second phase from 2015 to 2018, which
corresponds to the period of the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA). The
third stage commences with the United States' withdrawal from the JCPOA and the
initiation of the "maximum pressure™ policy against Iran, a period that persists to the
present day.

Similarly, for Russia, the first stage extends from 1979 to 1999, with the first
phase encompassing the years 1979 to 1991, marking the end of the Soviet era. The
second phase, from 1992 to 1999, witnesses Western pressures, including the Jackson-
Vanik amendment. The second stage, from 2000 to 2021, has first phase that begins
from 2000 ends in 2014 with the onset of Western sanctions against Russia. This stage
concludes in the second phase with the period from 2015 to 2021, during which there
is a notable shift in Western policies towards Russia and a gradual pivot by Russia
towards the East. The third stage for Russia begins in 2022, characterized by intensified
sanctions and pressures from the West. This stage, like Iran's third stage, remains

ongoing.
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The identified similarities in the application of sanctions policies against Iran and
Russia emphasize the strategic consistency of Western foreign policy. This uniformity
in approach not only reflects a common tactical scheme, but also emphasizes the
importance of joint study of the Iranian and Russian experience of being under Western
sanctions, and emphasizes the strategic need for Iran and Russia to unite their potentials
to effectively counter the goals of Western sanctions.

It is proved that although the state strategies to overcome the sanctions pressure
of Iran and Russia have some similarities, they differences in their rationale and
implementation.

The IRI's fundamental response to the application of sanctions was the strategic
idea of building a “resistance economy” to counter external pressure, the realization of
which has both an intra-lranian and regional dimension. This approach, initiated by
Iran's Supreme Leader A. Khamenei, requires nationwide efforts, akin to jihad, to
ensure the sustainability of the economy. Iran's transition from a theoretical framework
to the practical implementation of a resistance economy during the 2013 tightening of
sanctions was crucial. This economic philosophy argues that true progress depends on
the well-being and engagement of the population, in clear contrast to Western
definitions of development, which may prioritize macroeconomic performance over
individual well-being. The concept of a resistance economy is not only an economic
strategy but also a transformative social project in which every citizen participates,
enabling Iran to sustain progress even in the face of serious external pressures. This
approach underscores the fundamental belief of the country's leadership: a non-
participatory economy is unthinkable within the Islamic Republic.

It is noted that Russia's response to similar Western sanctions demonstrates its
focus on self-reliance and technological sovereignty. Russian leaders proceeded from
the thesis of the country's independence and its ability to promote development and
technological progress even in the face of economic sanctions. This stance reflects a

strong national identity that is consistent with maintaining sovereignty over its
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development trajectory. At the same time, this approach allows countries to
complement each other's efforts to combat the common challenges posed by Western
sanctions. This symbiotic relationship enhances their resilience by combining forces to
mitigate the effects of economic restrictions.

The study presents a comparative analysis of the foreign policy orientations
(diplomacy) used by Iran and Russia in response to sanctions, highlighting several key
features and milestones. Both countries have demonstrated adaptability and strategic
foresight in managing the complex international sanctions regime, albeit using different
approaches reflecting their unique geopolitical and historical contexts.

Iranian counter-sanctions diplomacy has been shown to be characterized by the
dual use of defensive and offensive diplomatic tactics. Defensively, Iran has sought to
protect its economy by strengthening relations with non-Western powers, particularly
Russia and China, and by seeking membership in international organizations such as
the Shanghai Cooperation Organization and BRICS. Offensively, the IRI has used its
nuclear program as a bargaining chip and a means of asserting its sovereignty and
regional power. The main stages of Iranian counter-sanctions diplomacy include the
initial phase of isolation after the 1979 revolution, strategic defiance during the nuclear
escalation in the early 2000s, the beginning of the economic jihad of resistance in 2013,
attempts to re-engage with the West as part of the 2015 nuclear deal, and others.
subsequent resolution after the U.S. withdrawal from the agreement in 2018, and finally
a turn to eastern diplomacy.

Russia, in turn, has taken a global approach in its diplomatic relations,
capitalizing on its status as a major global energy supplier and permanent member of
the United Nations Security Council. Russia's diplomatic tactics were largely reactive
and pragmatic in nature, aimed at disrupting or weakening Western efforts to isolate
itself. The phases of Russia's counter-sanctions diplomacy can be divided into the post-

Cold War perestroika, the 2014 post-sanctions confrontation, and the current phase of
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deepening ties with China and other Eastern powers as part of its broader pivot strategy
toward Asia and the Global South.

It has been shown that in the initial stages, the types of Iranian and Russian
diplomatic responses to Western sanctions differed from each other, reflecting different
geopolitical objectives and global and regional dynamics. Iran's strategy was mainly to
use the factor of advancing its controversial nuclear program and intensifying regional
mediation to offset Western pressure. Russia used its global energy resources and
influence in the UN Security Council as its main countermeasures. However, the
findings suggest a gradual convergence of their diplomatic approaches following key
geopolitical changes: the imposition of tougher sanctions on Russia in 2014, the US
withdrawal from the JCPOA in 2018 and subsequent strengthening of sanctions on Iran,
and further escalation of sanctions against Russia in 2022. These developments have
been the catalyst for the framing of a more coherent Iranian and Russian posture,
marked by a shared emphasis on forging strategic alliances with Eastern powers,
minimizing dependence on Western economic systems, and collectively countering
Western dominance in international affairs. This evolving synergy in diplomatic
strategies underscores a strategic realignment in which both countries are increasingly
replicating each other's tactics in response to increased Western sanctions by speaking
with one voice, highlighting the complexities of global diplomacy in the current era of
sanctions.

The analysis of Iran's and Russia's diplomatic maneuvers in response to the
intensification of sanctions pressure has shown the high ability of these countries to
strategically adapt to the increasingly turbulent landscape of international relations.
Both countries have shaped new areas of foreign policy activity (Iranian diplomacies:

9 ¢

“Look East,” “nuclear,” “resistance,” and “triangles”; Russian diplomacies: “Pivot to
the East,” “Transportation Corridors,” and “Greater Eurasian Partnership”) and
employed a range of diplomatic action strategies (from creating international

integrations and strategic partnerships to participating in multilateral negotiation
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formats). This adaptability underscores the importance of diplomacy as a tool of
resilience, enabling Iran and Russia to maintain their positions in the world and pursue
strategic goals despite significant external pressures.

The study of the strategies of diplomatic actions and responses used by Iran and
Russia in the face of increased sanctions pressure showed the following differences.

Iran's diplomatic efforts under sanctions have focused on circumventing Western
restrictions through a multilateral approach, which involved strengthening regional
alliances, indirect warfare, and a nuclear program as influential factors in negotiating
the lifting of sanctions. Iran has also effectively utilized these strategies to maintain its
regional influence and negotiate from a position of strength, most notably in its ability
to bring global powers such as Russia and China into its orbit to counter Western
pressure. Russia has responded swiftly to sanctions, especially those imposed after
2014 due to the conflict in Ukraine, by strengthening ties with non-Western countries
and introducing its own sanctions defense measures, such as the development of
domestic industry and technology. In addition, Russia has actively engaged in
strategically significant military operations, primarily in Syria, to strengthen its
influence in the region and globally. These actions are part of Russia's broader foreign
policy to restore its great power status and challenge the Western-centric structure of
global governance.

It is substantiated that the mechanisms used by Iran and Russia to counter the
negative effects of sanctions demonstrate a strategic turn towards self-reliance and
greater regional interaction. By diversifying their economies, strengthening regional
cooperatives, and pursuing diplomatic initiatives, both countries have developed a
multifaceted approach to countering external pressures. These measures not only
emphasize their ability to adapt to and resist the impact of sanctions, but also reflect a
broader strategy to redefine their position within the global order. The pursuit of
resilience in the face of sanctions is a testament to the strategic foresight of Iran and

Russia, demonstrating their determination to preserve sovereignty, pursue economic



149

independence, and promote regional cooperation in the face of a changing geopolitical
landscape.

In terms of long-term implications, Iran and Russia's strategic actions in response
to global sanctions have laid the foundation for a strong alliance, indicating a strategic
realignment where both countries are not just responding to sanctions, but are actively
reshaping the system of their external relations to create a more favorable multipolar
world order. The deepening of Iran-Russia relations against the backdrop of sanctions
underscores the dynamic nature of international alliances, where external pressures
stimulate partnerships that can change the regional balance of power.

In conclusion, although Iran and Russia have used different strategies of
diplomatic action, there has always been a possibility of success in diplomatic relations
with the West. However, such results were often unattainable due to the West's
unfulfilled promises and prioritization of its own interests. The analysis suggests that
regardless of the type of Iranian or Russian diplomacy, whether in accordance with
Western interests or in spite of them, the results will usually be the same, and
improvement of relations with the West and lifting of sanctions are unlikely to be
achieved, since the West's main goal and logic is primarily related to regime change in
both Iran and Russia.

Overall, in the early 2020s, for the first time, Iranian and Russian diplomatic
actions in response to Western pressure show the highest degree of convergence that
has not been seen before. This convergence of diplomatic strategies may portend the
possibility of strategic partnerships in various sectors of bilateral relations and become
a solid basis for building a counterweight to unilateral Western dominance and
reinforcing the concept of multipolarity among other global players, thereby changing

the dynamics of international relations.



150

LIST OF SOURCES AND LITERATURE

|. Sources

1. Regulatory and legislative sources

1. Comprehensive Anti-Apartheid Act of 1986. Electronic resource. URL.:

https://www.congress.gov/bill/99th-congress/house-bill/4868  (date  of  access:

21.06.2023).
2. Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, Accountability, and Divestment Act
(CISADA). Electronic resource. URL.: https://2009-

2017 .state.gov/e/eb/esc/iransanctions/docs/160710.htm (date of access: 19.07.2023).

3. Comprehensive sanctions: North Korea. Electronic resource. URL.:
https://complianceconcourse.willkie.com/resources/sanctions-us-comprehensive-
sanctions-north-korea/ (date of access: 05.08.2023).

4. Consolidated text: Council Regulation (EU) No 269/2014 of 17 March
2014. Electronic resource. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/reg/2014/269/2023-02-
08 (date of access: 26.08.2023).

5. Consolidated text: Council Regulation (EU) No 269/2014 of 17 March
2014. Electronic resource. URL.: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/req/2014/269/2023-02-
08 (date of access: 26.08.2023).

6. Council of European Union. measures targeting nuclear proliferation
activities - key developments. Electronic resource. URL.:
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/sanctions/iran/history-iran/  (date  of
access: 18.07.2023).

7. Council Regulation (EU) // Official Journal of the European Union. 2022.
P. 30-33.

8. EU restrictive measures against Russia over Ukraine (since 2014).

Electronic resource. URL:



151

https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/sanctions/restrictive-measures-against-
russia-over-ukraine/#diplomatic (date of access: 26.08.2023).

Q. Executive Order 13846-reimposing certain sanctions with respect to Iran.
Electronic resource. URL.: https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/DCPD-
201800524/pdf/DCPD-201800524.pdf (date of access: 17.08.2023).

10.  Executive Order-revocation of executive orders 13574, 13590, 13622, and
13645 with respect to Iran, amendment of executive order 13628 with respect to Iran,
and provision of implementation authorities for aspects of certain statutory sanctions.
Electronic  resource. ~ URL:  https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-
office/2016/01/16/executive-order-revocation-of-executive-orders-with-respect-to-
Iran#:.~:text=(d)%20Executive%200rder%2013645%?200f,Sanctions%20With%20Re
spect%20To0%20lran). (date of access: 15.08.2023).

11. Iran and Libya Sanctions Act of 1996 - Declares U.S. policy with respect
to Iran and Libya. Electronic resource. URL: https://www.congress.gov/bill/104th-
congress/house-bill/3107 (date of access: 03.07.2023).

12.  Iran: Council lifts all nuclear-related economic and financial EU sanctions.
Electronic  resource. ~ URL:  https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-
releases/2016/01/16/iran-council-lifts-all-nuclear-related-eu-sanctions/ (date of access:
16.08.2023).

13.  Iran: EU suspends certain sanctions as Joint Plan of Action enters into
force. Electronic resource. URL:
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/media/21850/140660.pdf ~ (date ~ of  access:
15.08.2023).

14.  lIran-lrag Arms Non-Proliferation Act of 1992 - declares that it is U.S.
policy to oppose any transfer of goods or technology to Irag or Iran whenever there is
reason to believe that such transfer could contribute to that country’s acquisition of

chemical, biological, nuclear, or advanced conventional weapons. 1992. Electronic



152

resources. URL.: https://www.congress.gov/bill/102nd-congress/house-bill/5434 (date
of access: 03.07.2023).

15.  Iran-lrag Arms Non-Proliferation Act of 1992. Electronic resource. URL.:
https://www.congress.gov/bill/102nd-congress/house-bill/5434  (date of access:
03.07.2023).

16. Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action. Electronic resource. URL.:
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/cmsdata/122460/full-text-of-the-iran-nuclear-deal.pdf
(date of access: 15.08.2023).

17. New Delhi Declaration of the Council of Heads of State of Shanghai

Cooperation Organization. Electronic resource. URL.:
http://eng.sectsco.org/load/948725/ (date of access: 20.08.2023).
18.  Presidential Documents. Electronic resource. URL.:

https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-1997-08-21/pdf/97-22482.pdf  (date  of
access: 05.07.2023).

19.  Public Law 100-418: Omnibus Trade and Competitiveness Act of 1988.
Electronic  resource. URL: https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/STATUTE-
102/pdf/ISTATUTE-102-Pg1107.pdf (date of access: 25.06.2023).

20.  Resolution 2231 (2015) on Iran nuclear issue. Electronic resource. URL.:
https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/content/2231/background  (date  of  access:
15.08.2023).

21. Resolution 2231 (2015). Electronic resource. URL: https://documents-
dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/225/27/PDF/N1522527.pdf?OpenElement
(date of access: 15.08.2023).

22. Resolution 661, the situation between Iraq and Kuwait. Electronic
resource. URL: https://documents-dds-
ny.un.org/doc/RESOLUTION/GEN/NRO0/575/11/PDF/NR057511.pdf?OpenElement
(date of access: 03.08.2023).



153

23. S/RES/1696 (2006), Expresses concern at the intentions of Iran’s nuclear
programme and demands that Iran halt its uranium enrichment programme. Electronic
resource. URL.: https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/s/res/1696-%282006%29 (date of
access: 15.07.2023).

24. Sanctions adopted toward Russia. Electronic resource. URL:
https://finance.ec.europa.eu/eu-and-world/sanctions-restrictive-measures/sanctions-
adopted-following-russias-military-aggression-against-ukraine_en (date of access:
30.08.2023).

25.  Security Council imposes sanctions on Iran. Electronic resource. URL:
https://web.archive.org/web/20061224014236/http://www.cnn.com/2006/WORLD/m
east/12/23/un.iran.ap/index.html (date of access: 15.07.2023).

26. Strategic Arms Reduction Treaties, 1991 and 1993. Electronic resource.
URL: https://2001-2009.state.gov/r/pa/ho/time/pcw/104210.htm (date of access:
27.07.2023).

27. Texts adopted - Human rights dialogue with Iran - Thursday, 24 October
2002. Electronic resource. URL.: https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-
5-2002-0522_EN.html?redirect (date of access: 13.07.2023).

28.  The constitution of the Islamic Republic of Iran // The Guardian Council
(Shoraye Negahban). Electronic resource. URL.: https://www.shora-gc.ir/0001Dv (date
of access: 22.11.2023).

29. The Covenant of the League of Nations (Art. 1 to 26). Electronic resource.
URL:
https://history.state.gov/historicaldocuments/frus1919Parisv13/ch10subch1#:~:text=A
rticle%2010.,al1%20Members%200f%20the%20League. (date of access: 20.06.2023).

30. The enlargement of the alliance // NATO Electronic resource. URL.:
https://www.nato.int/docu/comm/2004/06-istanbul/press-kit/007.pdf (date of access:
22.11.2023).



154

31. The foreign policy concept of the Russian Federation (2000). Electronic
resource. URL: https://www.bits.de/EURA/russia052800.pdf (date of access:
25.08.2023).

32. The foreign policy concept of the Russian Federation (2008). Electronic
resource. URL: https://russiaeu.ru/userfiles/file/foreign_policy_concept_english.pdf
(date of access: 25.08.2023).

33.  The foreign policy concept of the Russian Federation (2023). Electronic
resource. URL: https://mid.ru/en/foreign_policy/fundamental _documents/1860586/
(date of access: 25.08.2023).

34. The United Nations Security Council Resolution 1718. Electronic
resource. URL.: https://documents-dds-
ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N06/572/07/PDF/N0657207.pdf?OpenElement (date of
access: 03.08.2023).

35. Treasury escalates sanctions against the Russian government’s attempts to
influence U.S. Elections. Electronic resource. URL.: https://shorturl.at/\WWJBlo (date of
access: 28.08.2023).

36. Treasury sanctions additional individuals and entities in connection with
the conflict in Ukraine and Russia’s occupation of Crimea. Electronic resource. URL:
https://home.treasury.gov/news/press-releases/sm0266 (date of access: 26.08.2023).

37. Ukraine/Russia related sanctions program. USA: Department of the
Treasury, 2016. Electronic resource. URL: https://ofac.treasury.gov/sanctions-
programs-and-country-information/ukraine-russia-related-sanctions (date of access:
25.08.2023).

38.  UN Security Council extends mandate of Iran panel of experts. Electronic
resource. URL:
https://web.archive.org/web/20110614085326/http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010
/world/2011-06/10/c_13920806.htm (date of access: 17.07.2023).



155

39. UN Security Council Resolution 1803 on Iran’s nuclear program.
Electronic resource. URL.: https://2001-2009.state.gov/t/isn/rls/fs/102891.htm (date of
access: 16.07.2023).

40. UNSC: Resolution 1737 - Security Council imposes sanctions on Iran for
failure to halt uranium enrichment, unanimously adopted. Electronic resource. URL.:
https://web.archive.org/web/20070110124159/http://www.iranwatch.org/international
JUNSC/unsc-resolution1737-122306.htm (date of access: 15.07.2023).

41. UNSC: Resolution 1747. Electronic resource. URL.: https://documents-
dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N07/281/40/PDF/N0728140.pdf?OpenElement
(date of access: 15.07.2023).

42. UNSC: Resolution 1835. Electronic resource. URL.: https://documents-
dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N08/525/12/PDF/N0852512.pdf?OpenElement
(date of access: 15.07.2023).

43.  UNSC: Resolution 1929. Electronic resource. URL.: https://documents-
dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N10/396/79/PDF/N1039679.pdf?OpenElement
(date of access: 15.07.2023).

44. UNSC: Resolution 2224. Electronic resource. URL: https://documents-
dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/172/87/PDF/N1517287.pdf?OpenElement
(date of access: 15.07.2023).

45. US sanctions against Cuba. Electronic  resource. URL:
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/USCODE-2010-title22/html/USCODE-2010-
title22-chap32-subchaplll-partl-sec2370.htm (date of access: 03.08.2023).

2. Clerical sources

a)  in English



156

1. Report: Iran to start hiding its nuclear plans. Electronic resource. URL:
https://web.archive.org/web/20070927183414/http://cbs5.com/topstories/topstories_st
ory 089141347.html (date of access: 16.07.2023).

2. Russia economic report 32: Policy uncertainty clouds medium-term
prospects. Electronic resource. URL.:
https://lwww.worldbank.org/en/country/russia/publication/russian-economic-report-32
(date of access: 26.08.2023).

3. Russia economic report 33: The dawn of a new economic era. Electronic
resource. URL: https://www.worldbank.org/en/country/russia/publication/russia-
economic-report-33 (date of access: 26.08.2023).

4. The IAEA and the non-proliferation treaty. Electronic resource. URL.:
https://www.iaea.org/topics/non-proliferation-
treaty#:~:text=The%20Treaty%200n%20the%20Non,and%20general%20and%20co
mplete%20disarmament. (date of access: 16.07.2023).

5. U.S. commerce department expands export restrictions on Russia.
Electronic resource. URL: https://www.bis.doc.gov/index.php/all-articles/107-about-
bis/newsroom/press-releases/press-release-2014/710-u-s-commerce-department-

expands-export-restrictions-on-russia (date of access: 25.08.2023).

b) in Russian

6. Enpuma b, 3anucku npesumaeHta [OnexktponHbii pecypc]. URL:
https://urfu.ru/fileadmin/user_upload/common_files/docs_units/mvk/yeltsin/Eltsin_B

oris_Zapiski_prezidenta.pdf (nata oopamenus: 27.07.2023).

3. Media sources

a) in English



157

1. A look at Obama’s executive order regarding the JCPOA. Electronic
resource. URL.: https://basijnews.ir/00aB4B (date of access: 15.08.2023).

2. Announcement of additional treasury sanctions on Russian financial
institutions and on a defense technology entity. Electronic resource. URL:
https://home.treasury.gov/news/press-releases/j12590 (date of access: 25.08.2023).

3. Announcement of expanded treasury sanctions within the Russian
financial services, energy and defense or related materiel sectors. Electronic resource.
URL: https://home.treasury.gov/news/press-releases/jl2629  (date of  access:
25.08.2023).

4. BBC news | Middle East | Iran defiant on nuclear deadline Electronic
resource. URL.: http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/5236010.stm (date of access: 15.07.2023).

5. BBC news | Special reports | UN approves new Iran resolution. Electronic
resource. URL.: http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/7640133.stm (date of access: 16.07.2023).

6. China and Russia signed new bilateral local currency settlement

agreement. Electronic resource. URL.:
http://www.pbc.gov.cn/english/130721/2852842/index.html ~ (date  of  access:
26.08.2023).

7. Ebrahim Raisi’s foreign policy views. Electronic resource. URL:

https://peacediplomacy.org/2021/06/23/foreign-policy-brief-ebrahim-raisis-foreign-
policy-views/ (date of access: 21.08.2023).

8. Iran officially becomes member of BRICS. Electronic resource. URL.:
https://en.irna.ir/news/85208993/Iran-officially-becomes-member-of-BRICS (date of
access: 20.08.2023).

9. Leader’s fatwa forbids nukes. Electronic resource. URL:
https://web.archive.org/web/20061017060851/http://www.iran-
daily.com/1384/2347/html/index.htm (date of access: 16.07.2023).

10. Payment card MIR and commemorative coin. Electronic resource. URL.:
http://www.cbr.ru/press/event/?1d=80 (date of access: 28.08.2023).



158

11. Russia; From facing sanctions to the possible F.A.T.F. Electronic
resource. URL.: https://irna.ir/’xiMHyH (date of access: 30.08.2023).

12.  The depth of all sanctions. Electronic resource. URL:
www.shana.ir/news/228765/ (date of access: 15.08.2023).

13. The growth of the embargoed Russian economy, beyond the forecasts.
Electronic resource. URL.: https://shorturl.at/uyHJ2 (date of access: 30.08.2023).

14. The situation between Iran and Irag. Electronic resource. URL:
https://shorturl.at/60L3k (date of access: 21.06.2023).

15.  Timeline of Nuclear Diplomacy with Iran, 1967-2023 // Arms Control
Association Electronic resource. URL:
https://lwww.armscontrol.org/factsheets/Timeline-of-Nuclear-Diplomacy-With-Iran
(accessed: 22.11.2023).

16. Timeline of U.S. sanctions. Electronic  resource. URL:
https://iranprimer.usip.org/resource/timeline-us-sanctions. (date of access:
19.07.2023).

17. US hegemony and its perils. Electronic resource. URL:
https://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/wjbxw/202302/t20230220 11027664.html (date
of access: 02.08.2023).

18.  Why did the flood of Western sanctions not paralyze the Russian
economy? Electronic resource. URL: https://mehrnews.com/xZCHM (date of access:
30.08.2023).

19.  World’s first’ Coronavirus vaccine: What we know so far about Russian
injection. Electronic resource. URL: https://shorturl.at/YNAmM1 (date of access:
29.08.2023).

b) in Russian



159

20. Beictymienue u orBeTsl Ha Bonpockl CMU MunucTpa MHOCTpaHHBIX A€l
Poccun C.B.JlaBpoBa B XO0Je €XErogHol mnpecc-KOH(pEepeHUUu IO HUTOram

JIEeATENbHOCTH poccuiickor aurioMmaruu B 2014 rony, Mocksa, 21 suBapsa 2015 rona

[DneKTpOHHBIHI pecypc]. URL:
https://mid.ru/en/foreign_policy/news/1581948/?lang=ru (mata oOpareHus:
10.03.2024).

21. Tonuwap I'. VpaHO-pOCCHMHCKMM OTHOLIECHUSAM MPHUAAINA YCKOpPEHHUE
[DJIEKTPOHHBIN pecypc]. URL:
https://www.vedomosti.ru/technologies/industries_and_markets/articles/2023/07/10/9
84547-irano-rossiiskim-otnosheniyam-pridali-uskorenie (mata oOpareHus:
31.08.2023).

22. 3acemaHue MEXAYHAPOJTHOTO JHCKYCCHOHHOTO KiybOa «Banmaii»
[Onextponnsiid pecypc]. URL: http://kremlin.ru/events/president/news/46860 (mata
obpamienus: 27.08.2023).

23. Hauvano »skoHOMHYecKoil pedopmbl [DnekTpoHHbIM pecypc]. URL:
https://histrf.ru/read/articles/nachalo-ekonomichieskoi-rieformy-event (mata
obpamenusi: 23.07.2023).

24. Oopamenue IIpesunenta Poccuiickoit @Deaeparuu [DIeKTPOHHBIN
pecypc]. URL: http://kremlin.ru/events/president/news/67843 (mara oOparieHus:
30.08.2023).

25. IlompaBka J[»xekcoHa-Banmka ocnapuBaeTrcss B cyAe [DIEKTPOHHBIH
pecypc]. URL:
https://web.archive.org/web/20110708113714/http://www.warandpeace.ru/ru/news/vi
ew/57361/ (nata obpamenus: 25.07.2023).

26. Poccwmiickas Denepamms B 1990-X romax — nHavame XXXI Beka
[Onextponnsiii  pecypc]. URL:  https://www.rsu.edu.ru/wp-content/uploads/e-
learning/Agarev_Native_history _for_non-historical_faculties/R26.htm (mara
obpamenus: 23.07.2023).



160

27. TomopkoB A. Ilytun u Opporan 3amycTwiu TazomnpoBoi «Typerkuid
MIOTOK» [DJIEKTPOHHBIN pecypc]. URL:
https://www.vedomosti.ru/business/articles/2020/01/08/820188-putin-gazoprovod-
turetskii-potok (mara ooparenus: 27.08.2023).

c) in Persian

28, Jw D alay OV el s A 488 / oyl sl (38 55 4 G el i i Q8 caila
VFevaagmeadondS Yo+ 2 America’s predictable betrayal of Iran’s nuclear agreement / the
plan for America’s withdrawal from the JCPOA was drawn in 2009. Electronic
resource. URL: mshrgh.ir/1205902 (date of access: 31.08.2023).

4. Statistical sources

1. Lifting Economic Sanctions on Iran. Electronic resource. URL:
https://documentsl.worldbank.org/curated/en/298681467999709496/pdf/WPS7549.p
df (date of access: 21.09.2023).

2. Russia - annual GDP growth rate // Federal state statistics service.
Electronic resource. URL.: https://fa.tradingeconomics.com/russia/gdp-growth-annual
(date of access: 11.03.2024).

3. Russia - Inflation rate // Federal state statistics service. Electronic
resource. URL.: https://fa.tradingeconomics.com/russia/inflation-cpi (date of access:
10.03.2024).

4. Russia - the exchange rate // Central Bank of Russia. Electronic resource.
URL.: https://fa.tradingeconomics.com/russia/currency (date of access: 10.03.2024).

5. Russia Economic Report 32: Policy Uncertainty Clouds Medium-Term
Prospects. Electronic resource. URL.:

https://www.worldbank.org/en/country/russia/publication/russian-economic-report-32



161

(date of access: 26.08.2023). Russia Economic Report 33: The Dawn of a New
Economic Era? Electronic resource. URL.:
https://lwww.worldbank.org/en/country/russia/publication/russia-economic-report-33
(date of access: 26.08.2023).

6. Russian Federation and the WTO. Electronic resource. URL:
https://lwww.wto.org/english/thewto_e/countries_e/russia_e.htm (date of access:
31.08.2023).

Il. LITERATURE

a. in Russian

1. 40 ner Ucnamckoii Pecriyonuke Wpan: (KomnektuBHas moHorpadwus) /
ITon pen. M. C. KameneBa, U. E. ®egopoBa. MockBa: MHCTUTYT BOCTOKOBEIICHUS
PAH, 2020. 358 c.

2. ABatkoB B. Jluxotomuss "Bocrok-3aman" M nelHO-IIEHHOCTHOE
u3MepeHue MUpoBoi monuTrky / CBoOO Hast Mbicb. 2022. Ne 3 (1693). C. 115-120.

3. ABaTkoB B. A. OcCHOBBI BHEIIHEIOJIUTUYECKOTO Kypca
AzepOaiixanckoit PecnyOnuku Ha coBpemeHHOM dtarie // KoHTypbl Ti100anbHBIX
TpaHc(opMaluii: moIMTHKA, SKOHOMHUKA, TipaBo. 2020. T. 13, Ne 3. C. 118-139.

4, ABatkoB B. A., EBcradbeB /I. I'. IloctcoBerckass EBpasust B smoxy
TJI00AJTBHBIX TpaHC(OpPMAaIUii: BEI30B HHCTUTYITHOHAJILHOCTH | yIipaBiieHus // Poccus
u coBpeMenHblit mup. 2023. Ne 3 (120). C. 58-71.

5. ABatkoB B. A., KpsutoB /I. C. BHEMHENOIUTUYECKUE HACOJIOTEMBI
Poccun m wx akryanpHOCTh il permoHa bimkHero BocToka B KOHTEKCTE
TpaHchopMaIi COBPEMEHHOW CHUCTEMBI MEXIYyHAPOJHBIX OTHOIICHUN // BecTHuk
Poccuiickoro ynuBepcurera apyx0s1 HaponoB. Cepus: [lomutonorus. 2023. T. 25, Ne
1. C. 163-174.

6. Arazage M.M. A3ep0aiipkaHO-UPAaHCKUE OTHOILIEHUS: OCHOBHBIC

HarpaBiieHuss U ocobeHHoct B 1991-2019 rr. (ucropmorpaduueckuii 0630p) //



162

Bectauk Poccuiickoro yHuBepcuteTa Apy»)O0bl HapoaoB. Cepusi: MexyHapoIHbIe
otHomenud. 2021. T. 21, Ne 4. C. 803-821.
7. Anuesnu A. K. IIBeTHas peBoIOIUS KaK yrpo3a MOJIUTHYECKOU CHCTEME

rocyaapcta: npobsiemsl onpeneneHus // Bonpocsr ynpasnenus. 2019. T. 38, Ne 2. C.

6-15.

8. bargacapo C.A. bmwxuuii Boctok. Beunsiii kondmukr. M.: Dkcmo,
2016. 288 c.
Q. bapcenkoB.A. BHemHsis nonutuka Poccum Ha HadambHOM 3Tare

CTaHOBJICHHsI HOBOM TocyaapcTtBeHHocTH (1991-1993) // BectHuk MocCKOBCKOTO
yHuBepcureta. Cepus 25. MexayHapoIHble OTHOLIEHUS U MUpPOBas nojautuka. 2013.
Ne 4. C. 75-105.

10. bennep A. B. DBousronus BHeIIHEH noJuTHKUA Poccutickoit deaeparuu B
OCT OWIIOJIIPHOM  CHCTEME  MEXKIYyHapOJHBIX OTHOWEHUH //  Ypanbckuii
rOCyJIapCTBEHHBIN TEJarOTHYECKUd YHUBEPCUTET: BhIMyckHas KBanuUKaIMOHHAS
pabora. 112 C. [DJIEKTPOHHBI pecypc]. URL:
http://elar.uspu.ru/bitstream/uspu/3697/1/21Beller.pdf (nata obpamenus: 22.07.2023).

11. benos B. N. C. BHEIIHENOJUTHYECKNE U IKOHOMUYECKUE MPUOPUTETHI
Hpana Ha 3Tane GopMHpPOBaHUSA «IKOHOMUKH CONPOTUBIEHUs» // UpaH B MuUpoBOi
nommtuke. XXI Bek / OtB. pea. H. M. Mamenoga, pen.-coct. M. C. Kamenesa, U. E.
denoposa; Uuctutyt BoctokoBeaenus PAH. M.: UB PAH, U3natens BopobOnes A. B.
2017. C. 222-231.

12.  benoyco A. JI. AnbpTepHATHBBI MEXIyHapOJHON MeKOaHKOBCKOM
TenekommyHukannonHot ceru SWIFT s poccuiickoil GaHKOBCKOM cucteMbl //
®dunance 1 kpeauT. 2016. Ne 16. C. 19-26.

13.  bemsakos P. FO. OOGmiee u ocobennoe B GOpMHUPOBAHUM TOTUTUIECKOTO
muaepctBa Bnagumupa [lytuna u Jimutpus Mensenesa // BecTHUK SKOHOMUKH, MpaBa

u cormotioruu. 2008. Ne 1. C. 98-100.



163

14. becnanoB C. Ilomutuka Poccuum Ha MOCTCOBETCKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE:
OCHOBHBIE JTambl U coBpeMeHHOe coctosiHue // Russian journal of education and
psychology. 2014. T. 35, Ne 3. C. 13-38.

15.  bxesunckuii 3. Benukas maxmaTtHas 1ocka: ['ocrnoacTBo AMEPHKHU U €To
reocTparerndyeckrue nMnepatusbl. M.: Mexaynapoaneie oTHowmeHus, 1998. 704 c.

16. BboOpoB A. Tpu aecsaTuneTusi BHEUTHEH MMOJUTHKU COBpeMeHHOo# Poccum.
URL: https://interaffairs.ru/jauthor/material/2574 (nata oopamenus: 20.07.2023).

17.  boratypoB A. JI. MexayHapoaHble OTHOLIEHUS W BHEIIHSS MOJIUTHUKA
Poccun: monorpadus. Mocksa: Acmekr Ipecc, 2020. 480 c.

18. borauesa A. Ilonutuka Npana B Cupuu // Ananus u nporuos. XXypHan
NMSMO PAH. 2020. C. 74-80.

19. bparepckuit A. 20 ner nepBomy pacmupenuto HATO na Boctok
[OneKTpOHHBIN pecypc]. URL:
https://www.gazeta.ru/politics/2019/03/12 _a 12237643.shtml  (mara  oOpamieHus:
21.07.2023).

20. bynatroB A. IloBbllieHHE YCTOHYMBOCTH arporpo0BOIBCTBEHHOTO
KOMILIeKca B ycinoBusix wieHcTBa B BTO // MexnyHapoIHbIN CeTbCKOXO031iCTBEHHBIN
xkypHait 2014. Ne 3. C. 46-48.

21. Bamnepcraiin M. AHann3 MUPOBBIX CHCTEM W CUTYaIlWsl B COBPEMEHHOM
mupe. CII6.: Yauepcurerckas kaura, 2001. 416 c.

22. Bepauxanosa 3. B. «l|BeTHast peBOMIOLMA» KaK MOIUTHYECKUN (DeHOMEH
coBpemeHHocTH // BectHuk ynuBepcuteta. 2014. Ne 5. C. 200-204.

23. Bunorpanos P. ®. Bnusaue caenku no siaepHoit nporpamme Mpana Ha
pacCTaHOBKY CWJI B peruoHe bivkHero BocToka: HOBBIM BbI30B BHEIIHEN IMOJUTUKE
CIA // Ynpasnenueckoe koncynbTupoBanue. 2016. T. 88, Ne 4. C. 274-280.

24. BunorpamoBa E. B. DkoHOMHYECKHME CAaHKIIMA KaK WHCTPYMEHT

MEXTYHAPOTHON TOIUTHKN // DKOHOMHUYECKHE W COIMajbHbIe TIpoOiembl Poccum.

2016. Ne 2. C. 9-23.



164

25. Buemmnsas nomutuka Poccum 1991-2016 / Tlox pen. A. B. TopkyHos, E.
Koxokun, A. HeueBuinnkos. M.: MITUMO-Yuusepcurer, 2017. 538 c.

26. Taitnap E. T. IIpoGaemsl 00111eCTB ¢ pyXHYBIIUMU HHCTUTYTaMu // BrnacTb
u cooctBeHHOCTh. CankT-IleTepOypr: Hopma, 2009. C. 39-45.

27. Taitmap E. T. CmyTsl B arpapHblXx oOIIecTBaX — KpYIICHHE H
BOCCTAaHOBJICHHE TIPUBBIYHBIX TMOPSAKOB // Bnacts u cobctBeHHOCTHh. (CaHKT-
[TerepOypr: Hopma, 2009. C. 17-23.

28. TI'pombiko An. A. «IlocTOSHCTBO W H3MEHYMBOCTH B HCTOPHH
MeXIyHapoaHbIX oTHOIIeHu» // CoBpemennast EBpona, 2016. Ne 1 (67). C. 5-8.

29. TI'yceitnoB 3. A. BaemneroproBas mnonutuka Poccun u Bceemuphas
ToproBas opranu3aius // Bornpocs! ctpykrypusaiuu s3koHoMuku. 1999. Ne 4. C. 30-32.

30. Hpyxwmiosckuit C. b.  MupoBoe  cooOmecTBO U HOBas
BHEIIHeNonuTuueckas konuenuus Upana // Upan-auanor nuuBunuzauil. Marepuaibl
koH(pepentuu / [lox pea. H. M. Mamenosa, M. Canau. OpexoBo-3yeBo: «MypaBeit»,
2003. C. 36-42.

31. [dynaesa E. B. Mamenosa H. M. HMpan B 2020 r. — Mo THETOM CaHKITUH H
naugemuu // Boctok (Oriens). 2020. Ne 6. C. 120-140.

32. Jlynaesa E. B., Caxun B. U. Ucnamckasa Pecriybnuka Upan B ycioBusix
HOBBIX BbI30BOB // A3ust u Adpuka ceromus. 2020. Ne 5. C. 12-20.

33. Jynaesa E. B. [Ilpo6nembl otHomenust HWPWM wu 3amama Bo
BHEILIHEMOJIUTUYECKOM JIUCKypce B mepuoi npesuaeHtcTBa X. Poyxanm // Upan B
MupoBoi nmoautuke. XXI ek / OtB. pea. H. M. Mamenosa, pea.-coct. M. C. KameHega,
. E. ®enopora; Uucturyt BoctokoBenenuss PAH. M.: UB PAH, U3natens BopoOben
A. B.2017. C. 40-50.

34. KwumpnoB C. C. T'eomonutuueckass Tpancopmanusa Kacnuiickoro
peruoHa: WToru W HampapieHust passutus // World economy and international

relations. 2023. T. 67, Ne 2. C. 130-138.



165

35.  XKwmpnor C. C. I'eomonutnueckoe cornepuudectBo Poccum n CIIA 3a
eBpornenckuil ra3oBelil peiHOK // TIpoGaemMbl moctcoBeTcKOro npoctpancTea. 2022. T.
9,Ne 1. C. 8-19.

36. Kwibenor C. C. Ilonutuka Poccun B Kacnmiickom peruone. M.: Acrekr
I[Tpecc, 2018. 240 c.

37. Xwmnos C. C. TIlomutmka Poccum B yciaoBusAx TIioOaabHOU
HEONPEJECICHHOCTU: BbI30BBI U BO3MOHOCTH // IIpo0GiieMbl TMOCTCOBETCKOIO
npoctpanctsa. 2023. T. 10, Ne 1. C. 8-16.

38. 3asn II. B. Dkxonomuueckuit kypc bopuca Enpnuna rnazamu
COBPEMEHHHMKOB: JUCKYCCHHM IO OCMBICIICHUIO BBIOOpa MOJEIHU 3KOHOMHUYECKOTO
passutus // ConmanbHo-rymanuTapubsie 3Hanus. 2012, Ne 11. C. 195-202.

39. 3msarenbckas U. J. bmwxuanit Bocrok u LlenTpanpHas A3us. ['moGansHbIe
TPEHBI B pETHOHAIBHOM HcnosiHeHnu. M.: Acniekr IIpecc, 2018. 224 c.

40. 3esarenbckas M. JI. MexnyHapoaHble OTHOIIEHUS Ha bimxkHeM u
Cpennem Boctoke // CoBpeMeHHBIE MEXIYHApOIHBIE OTHOIIEHUS U MHUPOBas
noymtuka. 2004. C. 644-671.

41. WBanoBa M. M. /luHamuka pa3BUTHsS OTHOLICHHN MexnAy Typuuend u
Hpanom B XXI B. // Bocrounas ananutuka. 2020. Ne 4. C. 182-206.

42. Hpan B ycnoBusx HOBbIX reomnonutudeckux peamui / Iloxg pen. E. B.
Hynaesoii. M.: Caapa, 2019. 256 c.

43. Hpan: npomnoe u Hacrosiiee / Coct. [ynaeBa E. B., Kamenea M. C.,
Mawmenosa H. M., ®enoposa U. E. M.: UuctutyT BoctokoBenenus PAH, 2018. 376 c.

44.  Kanunus E. JI. Ucnamckas peBomonust 1979 rona B Upane. M.: UuctutyT
BocTtokoBenennst PAH, 2010. 236 c.

45. KameneBa M. C. Hpan Bo BTOpoM gecsatuiietun XXI Beka: BbI3OBBI U
nepcriekTuBbl // Boctok. Adpo-azuarckue o0IIecTBa: UCTOPUS U COBPEMEHHOCTD.

2016. Ne 3. C. 181-187.



166

46. Kupuuenko B. II. Hpan wu Cupus: @Daxtoppl CcOTMKEHUS W
corpyanuuectsa // Poccust u mycynbmanckuid mup. 2020. Ne 4 (378). C. 75-85.

47. Kuccunmxep I'. dunmomarus / [lep. ¢ anrn. B. B. JIeBosa / [Tocnecn. T
A. ApbGartoBa. M.: Jlagomup, 1997. 848 c.

48. KosameBckas E. E. Jluckypc cOBpeMEHHOW BIAcTH: OCOOCHHOCTH
uH(pOpMaIMOHHON MoaUTHKN Tpe3uaeHTa Poccuiickoit ®eneparuu . A. Mensenena
/I Apmust u obmiectBo. 2012. T. 29, Ne 1. C. 96-98.

49. Kosrtynona lO. B. Oco6ennoctu ungmsiuu B Poccun 2014-2015 roma //
OxoHomuka u cormym. 2015. T. 14, Ne 3. C. 608-611.

50. Koxanor H. A. O BIMSHUM OKOHOMHMYECKHMX CaHKIMH Ha
BHYTPHUIIOTUTHYECKYIO cutyaruto B Upane / Cankiuu u ux BiusiHue Ha Mpan / OTB.
pen.: Mamenosa H. M. M.: UuctutyTt BocTtokoBeaenusi PAH, Mucturyt bimxHero
Bocroka, 2012. C. 35-57.

51. Komaposckux f. 1. Bnusiaue canknuii Ha ¢uHaHCOBBIE phiHkH Poccun //
OxoHomuka u cormym. 2015, T. 15, Ne 2. C. 1144-1147.

52. Kowmmykosa O. B. Cankmuu B otHomenuu Mpana: rienu u mocneacTust //
DKOHOMHUYECKHE U coruanbHbie mpooiemsl Poccun. M.: THUOH PAH, 2016. C. 24-
4].

53. KoprynoB C. CoBpemeHHass BHemHss mnonutuka Poccuum: ctparerus
n30upatenbHoOU BoBieueHHocTH. M.: ['Y-BII3, 2009. 603 c.

54.  Kocos A. CIHIA u «Apabckasi BeCHa»: OLIEHKA POCCUICKOTO SKCIIEPTHOTO
coobmectBa // BectHuk Poccuiickoro yHuBepcutera JpyxkObl HaponoB. Cepus:
Mexnaynapoansie otHomeHus. 2016. Ne 3. C. 473-481.

55. Koxeitn P. O. MexayHapoaHbie OTHOIIEHHUS: BYe€pa W CEroaHs //

[Tonutnueckast Hayka: HoBbie HanpaBienus / [log pen. P. I'yauna u X. Knuaremanna.

M., 1999. C. 438-452.



167

56. Kpacuos K. I'., FOprtaes B. . Buemussa nonmuruka Mpana na bamxaem
BocToke u amepukaHcKkasi CTpaTerus «CUCTEMHOTO crepxkuBaHus» // Bectauk PY JIH.
Cepusti: Mexnaynapoansie otHomeHus. 2016. T. 16, Ne 4. C. 616-627.

57. Kymnaruna JI. M. OcHoBHBIE HampaBiieHust BHelHei nonutuku MPU Ha
coBpeMeHHOM dTane. // bimxauit Boctok u coBpemenHocts. 1996. No2. C. 15-24.

58. Kymaruna JI. M., Axmenop B. M. Brnusaue pexuma CaHKIUHA Ha
BHEIIHENnonIuTuYecKyto aesarenbHocts UPU // Cankuun n ux Bausinue Ha Upan / OTB.
pen.: MamenoBa H. M. M.: Uuctutyt BoctokoBenenuss PAH, Uuctutryt bimxnaero
Bocroka, 2012. C. 58-65.

59. Kymnaruna JI. M., AxmenoB B. M. Poccus u Hpan — ocHOBHbIC
HaIPaBJICHUS U TIEPCIIEKTUBBI coTpyaHu4ecTBa // Muctutyt bnnxuero Boctoka. 2009.
URL: http://www.iimes.ru/?p=8432&print=1 (nata oOpamenus: 18.09.2023).

60. Jlantes B. A. MexyHapOoIHO-TIPaBOBBIE OCHOBBI CAHKIIMOHHOTO PeXIMa
U Ipo06iemMa JIETUTUMHOCTH OJJHOCTOPOHHMX CaHKIMi mpoTuB Upana // CaHkiuu u ux
BiusHue Ha Mpan / OTB. pea.: Mamenora H. M. M.: UucturyT BoctokoBeaeHus PAH,
WucturyTt bamxuero Boctoka, 2012. C. 27-34.

61. MamenoBa H. M. ITloaUTHKO-dPKOHOMHUYECKHHA acCHEKT JaHajiora
nuBwim3anuii // Upan-nuanor nusmwimsanuii / [lox pen. H. M. Mamenosa, M. Canau.
OpexoBo-3yeBo: Jlom «Mypaseit», 2003. C. 15-25.

62. Mamenora H. M. CankiuoHHBIM pexum B oTHoOIIeHuU HMcimamckoi
Pecnybnuku Upan u ero BiausiHue Ha cuTyanuio B ctpaHe // CaHKIIUY U UX BIUSTHUE Ha
Upan / OTB. pea.: Mamenosa H. M. M.: UnctutyTt BoctokoBenenust PAH, Uuctutyt
bnamxnero Bocroka, 2012. C. 6-18.

63. Mawmenoa H. M. IIpoGaemsr B3aumooTHomeHu Mpana ¢ 3amagHpiMu
cTpanamu (3KoHOMHUeckuii actiekT) // Upan B MupoBoii nonutuke. XXI Bex / OTB. pex.
H. M. MawmenoBa, pea.-coct. M. C. KameneBa, U. E. ®enoposa; HMuHCTHUTYT
BocTokoBeaeHuss PAH. M.: IB PAH, U3znatens Bopooses A. B. 2017. C. 62-73.



168

64. Mapescos A. I'. Snepuas npobiema B otHomenusix Mpana ¢ 3anagom //
// Upan B mupoBoii nonutuke. XXI Bek / OtB. pea. H. M. Mawmenoga, pea.-coct. M. C.
Kamenesa, U. E. ®enoposa; UuctutyT BoctokoBenenuss PAH. M.: UB PAH, U3narens
Bopo6res A. B. 2017. C. 74-79.

65. MacrenanoB A. DHepretuueckas O€30MacHOCTh  IO-€BPOMEHCKH
[OnexTponnsiid pecypc]. URL: https://energypolicy.ru/energeticheskaya-bezopasnost-
po-evropejski/gaz/2023/15/16/ (nata oopamenus: 29.08.2023).

66. MamxkoB H. A. DKOHOMHYECKOE TTOJIOKEHUE 1 SKOHOMHUYECKAS TIOJTUTHKA
Hpana B nepuox cankuuii // Cankuuu u ux snusaue Ha Upan / OTB. pen.: Mamenosa
H. M. M.: UnctutyT BoctokoBeaenus PAH, Mucturyt bamxuero Bocroka, 2012. C.
19-26.

67. MexnyHapoJHble OTHOIICHHUS: TEOpUHU, KOH(IUKTBI, JBUKEHUS,
opranuzauuu / [Tog pen. I1. A. LpirankoBa. M.: Anbsda-M, 2011. 335 c.

68. Teopus mexaynapoaubsix otHomennit / [Tox pen. I1. A. Ilpirankosa. M.:
'TAPIAPUKMU, 2003. 400 c.

69. Mecamen B. U. Hpanckoe opyxkue B 3amamuoit Adpuxe. 27.02.2011
Uuctutyr bamwxkaero Bocroka. URL:  http://www.iimes.ru/?p=12203  (mata
obpamenus: 24.03.2024).

70. Haywmxun B. B. Konadmukrel Ha brimkaem Boctoke BN Ha mepBhId
mian B wmupe. 16.02.2018 [OnextponHslii  pecypc]. Pexum  goctyna:
https://ria.ru/interview/20180216/1514794208.html (nata obpamenus: 17.02.2018)

71. HosukoB M., 3emnsackas C. Cornamienust o0 30He CBOOOHOM TOPTOBIIU
mexay EADC u Upanom: TenneHuuu, npoOiemMbl U TEPCHEKTUBBI pa3BUTUA //
Bectauk Bousrorpaackoro rocynapctBeHHOro ynusepcutera. Cepus 3: DKOHOMUKA.
Oxomorust. 2022. T. 24, Ne 4. C. 163-178.

72. Howmbaxym X. DBoJIOLMS U MEPCHEKTUBBI pa3BUTHA OTHOIIeHM Mpana
N Poccun // BectHuk MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYJapCTBEHHOTO JIMHI'BUCTHYECKOTO

yHuBepcuteTa. O6mectBennbie Hayku. 2021. Ne 4. C. 218-221.



169

73.  Tapmrytuu O. A., Mapteiatok . A. Kpusuc P® 2014 T'oxa u ero cBsi3b ¢
neHaMu Ha He(Thb // DxoHoMmuKa U couryM. 2015. T. 15, Ne 3. C. 1100-1103.

74. IlapraepctBo Poccum m Hpana: Tekyuiee COCTOSHHE W NMEPCHEKTHBBI
pasButus. 13 mapra 2017 / TI'm. pen. WM. C. HpanoB; [Poccuiickuii COBET MO
MeXAyHapoaHbIM genaMm. llentp mno wu3yuenuro Wpawma wu  Espasuun]| //
https://russiancouncil.ru/activity/publications/russia-iran-partnership-an-overview-
and-prospects-for-the-fu/?sphrase 1d=99211409 (nara ooparienus: 10.10.2023).

75.  TMomumyk A. W. IIpobrnembr Oe3omacHoctn HMpaHa B peruoHalibHOM
KoHTeKcTe // ipaH BO BTOpOM JecaTriieTHH X X1 Beka: BbI30BBI M niepcreKTuBbI / 1o
pen. Mamenosoit H. M., Kamenesoii M. C., ®enoposoii 1. E. M.: UB PAH, 2016. C.
231-242.

76. IlombrHOB M. ®. BHemnss nonutuka ['opbauéra. 1985-1991 rr. CIIb.:
Anereiis, 2015. 504 c.

77. TIlpumakoB E. M. Kouduaenmnuansuo: biamwkanii BocTok Ha ciieHe u 3a
Kynucamu (Bropas nojoBuHa XX — Hayasio XXI Beka). M.: Poccuiickas razera, 2006.
384 c.

78. Ilpuxoapko O. B. Poccus - 3aman: «Ilepesarpy3ka» u HecObIBIIHECS
oxunanus // Hayuno-ananuruueckuit sxypHain O6o3pesarens - Observer. 2012. Ne 5.
C. 56-71.

79. PaBannu-®anau JI. M. Poccuiicko-Upanckue ortHomeHus u BeHckoe
snaepHoe cornmamenue. Doha: Arab center for research and policy studies, 2015. 20 C.

80. Panmmx6ap [I., YuxpuzoBa O.C. «[lo3utuBHBIA MHUpP» B HCIAMCKOM
BOCIIPUATHH MEXJIYHAPOJIHBIX OTHOIICHWH: TpuMep BHenrHelW monutuku Hpana //
Bectauk Poccuiickoro yHuBepcuteTa Apy)O0bl HapoaoB. Cepus: MexmyHapoIHbIC
otHomenus. 2023. T. 23, Ne2. C. 278-295.

81. PaukoB WM. B. bemmme axmuonepsr «OKOCa» mpotuB Poccum //

Mexnaynapoanoe npaBocyaue. 2014, T. 11, Ne 3. C. 18-34.



170

82. PemmkoB O. U. Ilpobnema mpuoOperenuss HWpanom camoneroB
IpaKJAHCKOM aBUAllMU 3anagHoro npousBojactsa // Upan B mupoBoit noautuke. XXI
Bek / OtB. pea. H. M. MamenoBa, pen.-coct. M. C. KameneBa, 1. E. ®enopona;
HNucturyt BoctokoBeaeHnus PAH. M.: UB PAH, M3natens BopooreB A. B. 2017. C.
177-189.

83. Poman B. Bnushue cnenku mno sjepHoit mporpamme Hpana Ha
pAacCTaHOBKY CWJI B peruoHe bimxkHero BoCTOKa: HOBBIM BbI30B BHEIIHEW MOJUTHUKE
CIIIA // Ynpasnenueckoe koncynbTrpoBanue. 2016. T. 88, Ne 4. C. 274-280.

84. Pywmsnues B. I1., Xakumos A. I1I. Peakius Mcnamckoit Pecrry6muku Upan
Ha BbIxoA CIIA u3 coBMecTHOro BceoObeMITIONIEro TulaHa naenctBuit // Izvestiya of
Altai State University. 2019. Ne 6 (110). C. 92-96.

85. Cageru M. M. Upano-Poccuiickoe coTpyaHI4ecTBO B chepax 000pOHBI U
oe3onacHoctu // BectHuk Poccuiickoro yHuBepcuteTa apykObl HapogoB. Cepus:
[Momuronorus. 2020. Ne 2. C. 276-289.

86. Camxaanyp K. Astomna Xameneu: Beicumii pykoBoautens // Pro et
Contra. 2008. Ne 4. 46 c.

87. Camxaanyp K. Uuras Xamenen: B3rmsiasl Ha MUp caMOro BIHUSITEIHHOTO
nestens Upana / [lep. ¢ anrn. A.C. Carynuna; MockoBckuit ientp Kapueru. 2009. 46
c. /I URL: http://carnegieendowment.org/files/Reading_ Khamenei_rus.pdf

88. Caxun B. U. 40 ner Ucnamckoit PecnyOnuku Wpan: (KomnektuBHas
moHorpadusi) / OtB. pen. M. C. Kamenesa, . E. ®enopora; UH-T BOCTOKOBEICHUS
PAH. 358 c. ABT. pazgen: «SgepHas mporpaMma: HCTOPUST M COBPEMEHHOE
coctostauey. I'n. 2. M.: B PAH. 2020. C. 99-128.

89. Caxwun B.M. Curyammss BOKpPYr HMpPAaHCKOW SIEPHON mporpaMmbl //
Canknuu n ux Biausaue Ha Hpan / OtB. pen.. Mamenmoa H. M. M.: UuctuTyT

BoctokoBeneHuss PAH, Muctutyt bamxuaero Bocroka, 2012. C. 81-88.



171

90. Canau M. Buemnsa nonutuka Mpana: Mexy uctopueit u peiauruei. //
Poccus B rJ100aIbHON MOJIUTHUKE. 2006. Ne 1. URL:
http://www.globalaffairs.ru/numbers/18/5295.html

91. Canmam M. [lmanor nuBUIM3alMid W uUcIaMckuii ¢aktop. // duamor
HUBUJIM3ALMI: UCTOpUYecKHid onbIT W nepcnektuBbl XXI Beka. Jloknmaasl u
BBICTYIUICHUSA. POCCHIICKO-MpaHCKUIT MEXKIyHApOIHBIM HAYYHBI CHMIIO3UyM 1-2
despang 2002 r. M.: PY/IH, 2002. C. 25-28.

92. Camoxwuna I'. B., [paranoB A. A. Cnenucduka Poccuiicko-Upanckux
OTHOIIEHUN B KOHTEKCT€ COBPEMEHHOW TIeONOJUTUYECKON CUTyalluu B Mupe //
OO6m1ecTBO: MOIUTHKA, SKOHOMUKA, 1paBo. 2016. Ne 3. C. 43-45.

93. Ckpsibuna A., Cxkpsoun A. Pazsutue Poccuiicko-MpaHckux OTHOIIEHUH:
coctosiHue U nepcnektussl // Poccus B rimob6ansHoM mupe. 2023. Ne 2. C. 16-32.

94. Cospemennsie  Poccuiicko-Mpanckue — OTHOLICHHUS:  BBI3OBBI |
BosmoxHocT / I'nm. pen. Y. C. UBanoB; [Poccuiickuii cOBET MO MEXTyHApOIHBIM
nenam]. Crery kaura, 2014. 72 c.

95. CrapuenkoB I'. . Upan - HOBasg razoskcnopTupyromas aepxkaBa XXI
Beka // Ucnmamckas peBomtonus B Upane. Ilpomnuioe, Hactosmee, Oymymiee. M.:
Huctutyt BoctokoBenenus PAH, 1999. 214 c.

96. CymennoB A. A. Mexnaynaponusie nocnenctsus pacnaga CCCP:
KOHIIENTYaJIbHBIN yrou 3peHus // CpaautensHas nonutuka. 2012, T. 10, Ne 4. C. 12-
16.

97. CymenmoB A. Tpuamate JeT BHEIIHEH TIOJUTHKUA IMOCTCOBETCKUX
rOCyJapCTB: JTOCTAaTOYHO hj1 | IS 3pesiocTu? URL:
https://ru.valdaiclub.com/a/highlights/tridtsat-let-vneshney-politiki-postsovetskikh-
gosudarstv/ (nara obpamenus: 20.07.2023).

98. Taurép b., Hemupar M. I'pysunckuii xpmsuc 2008 roma M mpemeis
BO3MOXHOCTEH ympaBieHus: EBporetickoit 6e3omacHocThio // LleHTpanpHas Azus u

Kasxkas. 2011. Ne 2. C. 39-61.



172

99. Tapuononbckuit C. A. JluBepcudukamuss SHEPTETUKH — OCHOBA
ycToiunBoro pas3sutusi Poccuu // Hayuno-ananutuyeckuil sxypHasn OO0o3peBaTesb-
Observer. 2012. Ne 2. C. 33-39.

100. Tumodeer WM. H. Cankuuum mnpotuB Poccuu: HOBas (uHAHCOBO-
PKOHOMMYECKas peanbHOCTh? // Noep amepukanckue terpanu. 2022. T. 10, Ne 4. C. 65-
76.

101. Tumodee N.H., Cokonpuuk FO.C., Mopo3oB B.A. Cankiuu npotus
Upana: ypoku nns Poccun B HOBBIX MEXIYyHApOAHBIX yciioBUsaX // BectHuk CaHKT-
[TerepOyprckoro yHuBepcuteTa. MexayHnapoanbsie otHomenus. 2022. T. 15, Ne 4. C.
405-420.

102. Topxkynos A. B. Ilo nopore B Oyaymiee. M.: Acmekr IIpecc, 2010. 476 c.

103. TopkyHoB A. B., Hapunckuit M. M., Manerusa A. B., UeueBuiiHukoB A.
JI. Ucrtopus BHemnen nomutukn CCCP m Poccnm B 1985-1999 rr. M.: ®oHn
coBpeMeHHoi uctopuu, 2010. 368 c.

104. VY3yn B. f. Onenka pesynbratoB EnbiiuHckol arpapHoit pedopmbr //
Bcepoccuiicknii sxoHomuueckuit sxypHain IKO. 2013. Ne 3. C. 5-27,

105. ®enoposa U. E. Upan — CILIA: luanor u npotuBoctostaue / OTB. pen. H.
M. MawmenoBa. M.: UnucturyT BoctokoBeaenus PAH, 2004. 143 c.

106. demoposa U. E. C. Upan — CIIIA 2017 // Upan B MupoBoii mommtuke. X X1
Bek / OtB. pen. H. M. Mawmenosa, pen.-coct. M. C. KameneBa, 1. E. ®enoposa;
Huctutyt BoctokoBenenuss PAH. M.: UB PAH, M3natens Bopobses A. B. 2017. C.
125-134.

107. denoposa U. E. Cankiuu npotuB HMpana // Cankuuu ¥ uX BIUSHUE HA
Upan / OTB. pen.: Mamenoa H. M. M.: UacturyT BoctokoBenenus PAH, Uuctutyt
bmmxuero Bocrtoka, 2012. C. 70-80

108. ®ummunenko C. B. Berymnenwe Poccum Bo BceemmpHy0 TOProByro
opranuzamuio // Yuensle 3amucku Caskt-Iletepbyprckoro mmenu B. b. bBoGkosa

¢dbunuana Poccuiickoit TamoxenHnoi akagemuu. 2006. T. 25, Ne 1. C. 122-127.



173

109. ®puaman [[x. Crnenyromue 100 mer: mporno3 cobbituit XXI Beka /
Jixopmx @puaman; (nep. ¢ anra. A. Kanuauna, B. Hapuusl, M. Maukosckoit). M.:
OKCMO, 2010. 292 c.

110. dyxkysma ®@. CuiibHOE TOCYIapCTBO: YTIpaBIICHHE U MOPSAI0K B X X1 Beke.
M.: ACT XPAHUTEJIb, 2006. 220 c.

111. Xaac P. Mupogoii 6ecriopsimok. M.: ACT, 2019. 320 c.

112. XanoB M. FO6ueit nonpaBku Jxekcona-BaHuka, uiam kpaTkasi HCTOPUS
cankumii  3amaga — npotuB  Poccum [OnexkTpoHHBI  pecypc]. URL:
https://tass.ru/opinions/7390489 (nara obpamenus: 25.07.2023).

113. XantunarroH C. CronknoBenue nuBmim3anui. M.: ACT MOCKBA, 2006.
571 c.

114. IprankoB A. I1. Baemnss nonmurrka Poccuu ot ['op6adesa go IlyTtuna.
M.: Hayunas xuura, 2008. 270 c.

115. Yexymkun A. H. Poccus-Upan: mnpobGraembl ©u TEPCIEKTUBHI
corpyanuuectBa // Imxxenepublie TexHonoruu u cucremsl. 2010. Ne 3. C. 60-66.

116. Outun M. HoBas apxutexTypa 0€301MacHOCTH: OT yTOIIUHU K PEaIbHOCTH //
Cospemennas Espomna. 2009. T. 40, Ne 4. C. 131-133.

117. KOpraes B. U. 40 ner Ucnamckoit Pecriyonuku Upan: (KomnexktuBHast
moHorpadwus) / Ots. pen. M. C. Kamenesa, U. E. ®enoposa; MH-T BoCcTOKOBEICHMUS
PAH. 358 c. ABr. pazgen: «OcHoBHbIE (opMaTtbl U OCOOCHHOCTH HPAHCKOMN
muruioMatumy. 1. 4. M.: UB PAH. 2020. C. 184-202.

118. IOpraes B. U. Upan B curyaiuu Tpanchopmaiuu CAaHKIIMOHHOTO PEXUMa
// KoHTypbI T71I00aNIbHBIX TpaHChOpMaIIHii: MOJUTHKA, IKOHOMUKA, TipaBo. 2017. T. 10,
Ne 2. C. 66-80.

119. KOpraee B. N. OcobenHoctn u peaiu3aiisi BHEIIHEH TMOJIUTUKU
Ucnamckoit Pecnyonuku Hpan (1979-2010 rr.). M.: Poccuiickuii yHHUBEpCUTET

npyx0s1 HapooB. 2012. 439 c.



174

120. Opraes B. U. Upan u cankuum: mpenensl camopasButus // Muposas
SKOHOMUKA U MeXIAyHapoaHble oTHoweHus. 2016. T. 60, Ne 5. C. 26-29.

121. KOpraeB B. U. Ucnamuzamus kak (axktop BHemHed nonuTuku HMpana:
Momnorpadus. M.: Acnekt npecc, 2018. 160 c.

122. IOprae B. U. Poccus u Hpan: ucropudeckue mapajieid pa3BUTHS //

Bectauk Poccuiickoro yHuBepcutera apyxOsl HapomoB. Cepus: Ucropust Poccum.

2012. Ne 2. C. 48-61.

b. in English

123. Abbasi Ashlaghi M., Daman Pak Jami M. Islamic Republic of Iran and
ECO Economic Cooperation Organization, twenty years after the expansion of this
organization // Central Asia and Caucasus Quarterly. 2013. Ne 84. P. 63-100.

124.  Abedi A. Ups and downs of Iran-Russia relations 1990-2016 // Iranian
review of foreign affairs. 2018. Vol. 10, Ne 40. P. 135-164.

125. Aghaie Joobani H., Daheshvar M. Deciphering Trump’s “Maximum
pressure” policy: The enduring challenge of containing Iran // New Middle Eastern
studies. 2020. Vol. 10, Ne 1. P. 21-44.

126. Ahouie M. Exploring President Rouhani’s foreign policy doctrine 2013—
2017 /I Contemporary gulf studies. 2020. P. 15-41.

127. Akbari R. Raisi, the Presidency and Iran’s foreign policy. Electronic
resource. URL: https://iranprimer.usip.org/blog/2021/oct/04/raisi-presidency-and-
irans-foreign-policy (date of access: 19.08.2023).

128. Alexander R. Iran and Lib an and Libya sanctions act of 1996: Congr a
sanctions act of 1996: Congress exceeds its ceeds its jurisdiction to prescribe law //
Washington and Lee law review. 1997. Vol. 54, Ne 4. P. 1601-1634.

129. Aliakbari F. The effects of economic sanctions on private investment in
Iran // Journal of resistive economics. 2020. Vol. 8, Ne 4. P. 1-11.



175

130. Alizadeh P., Hakimian H. Iran and the global economy petro populism,
Islam and economic sanctions. London: Routledge, 2013. 240 pp.

131. Ananyev B. Sanctions in IR: Understanding, defining, studying //
International organisations research journal. 2019. Vol. 14, Ne 3. P. 136-150.

132. Ansari Ali M. Iran and the United States in the shadow of 9/11: Persia and
the Persian question revisited. // Iran in the 21st Century. Politics, economics and
conflict / Ed. by Homa Katuzian and Hossein Shahidi. London: Routledge, 2008. P.
107-122.

133. Arie S. Unintended consequences of sanctions against Iran // BMJ. 2013.
Vol. 347, Ne 2. P. 46-50.

134. Aris B. Impact of sanctions on Russia: An assessment // European
leadership network. 2014. 7 pp.

135. Ashford E. Not-So-Smart sanctions: The failure of Western restrictions
against Russia // Council on foreign relations. 2016. Vol. 95, Ne 1. P. 114-123.

136. Ataei F. A Look to the North: Opportunities and Challenges. // Iran in the
21st Century. Politics, economics and conflict. / Ed. by Homa Katuzian and Hossein
Shahidi. London: Routledge, 2008. P. 123-135.

137. Balazadeh Z., Ghaibi F. Analytical comparison of relations between Iran
and Russia during the era of Khatami and Ahmadinejad // Iranian review of foreign
affairs. 2013. Vol. 4, Ne 15. P. 35-62.

138. Barclay P., Kiyonari T. Why sanction? Functional causes of punishment
and reward // Reward and punishment in social dilemmas. 2014. P. 182-196.

139. Barzegar K. Balance of Power in the Persian Gulf: an Iranian View. //
Middle East Policy. 2010. Vol. 17, Ne 3. P. 74-87.

140. Belov V. 1., Ranjbar D. Analysis of Iran’s behavior under sanction
pressure // The herald of the diplomatic academy of the MFA of Russia. Russia and the
world. 2023. Vol. 36, Ne 2. P. 111-122.



176

141. Belov V.l., Savicheva E.M., Werfelli W. US-IRAN: Between
Confrontation and Reconciliation // Information and Innovations. 2023. Ne 18. P. 5-20.

142. Belozyorov S. A., Sokolovska O. Economic sanctions against Russia:
Assessing the policies to overcome their impact // Economy of region. 2020. Vol. 16,
Ne 4. P. 1115-1131.

143. Borszik O. International sanctions against Iran and Tehran’s responses:
political effects on the targeted regime // Contemporary Politics. 2015. Vol. 22, No 1.
P. 20-39.

144. Bostdorff D. M. Idealism held hostage: Jimmy Carter’s rhetoric on the
crisis in Iran // Communication studies. 1992. Vol. 43, Ne 1. P. 14-28.

145. Busch N. E., Joyner D. Combating weapons of mass destruction. USA:
University of Georgia press, 2009. 419 pp.

146. Calabrese J. Revolutionary horizons: Regional foreign policy in post
Khomeini Iran. N.Y. 2005. 233 pp.

147. Chaudhri V., Fyke J. P. Rhetoric in hostile diplomatic situations: A case
study of Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad’s rhetoric during his 2007 US visit
I/ Place branding and public diplomacy. 2008. Ne 4. P. 317-330.

148. Checkel J. T. Norms, institutions, and national identity in contemporary
Europe // International studies quarterly. 1999. Vol. 43, Ne 1. P. 84-114.

149. Clawson P., Eisenstadt M., Kanovsky E., Menashri D. Iran under Khatami:
a political, economic, and military assessment // The Washington Institute for Near East
Policy. 1998. 127 pp.

150. Clinch M. What Russia-China relations mean for the dollar? Electronic
resource. URL.: https://www.cnbc.com/2014/05/27/what-russia-china-relations-mean-
for-the-dollar.html (date of access: 27.08.2023).

151. Connolly R. Western sanctions and the Russian response // Russia’s

response to sanctions. Cambridge: Cambridge university press, 2018. P. 56-77.



177

152. Copeland D. C. Economic interdependence and war: A theory of trade
expectations // International security. 1996. Vol. 20, Ne 4. P. 5-41,

153. Cossa R. A. Iran-Soviet interests, US concerns. Washington: The institute
for national strategic studies, 1990. 111 pp.

154. Crowley M., Hassan F., Schmitt E. U.S. strike in Irag kills Qassim
Suleimani, Commander of Iranian Forces. Electronic resource. URL:
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/01/02/world/middleeast/gassem-soleimani-irag-iran-
attack.html (date of access: 17.08.2023).

155. Dadpay A. Iran aviation industry and nuclear deal: The poster child of
sanctions and JCPOA // SSRN Electronic Journal. 2019. P. 1-8.

156. Dadpay A., Tabrizy S. S. Political agreements and exporting activities: An
empirical assessment of the effects of the JCPOA agreement on Iran’s exports //
Comparative economic studies. 2020. Vol. 63, Ne 1. P. 147-180.

157. Dashti F., Mirzaei B., Jahan Manesh J. The United States sanctions against
the Islamic Republic of Iran; from unilateralism to violations of international human
rights // Scientific journal (Ministry of Science). 2020. Vol. 2, Ne 5. P. 117-142.

158. Drezner D. W. Bargaining, enforcement, and multilateral sanctions: When
is cooperation counterproductive? // International organization. 2000. Vol. 54, Ne 1. P.
73-102.

159. Drezner D. W. The sanction paradox, economic Strat craft, and
international relation. Cambridge: Cambridge university press. 2010. 364.

160. Dubowitz M., Kittrie O. Strategy for a new comprehensive U.S. policy on
Iran. Electronic resource. URL.: https://www.fdd.org/analysis/2023/01/10/strategy-for-
a-new-comprehensive-us-policy-on-iran/ (date of access: 18.08.2023).

161. Dundovich E. The Russia of Yeltsin looks to Europe // European and
global studies journal. 2019. Vol. 2, No 2. P. 35-44.



178

162. Dunning T. D’amato in A China shop: Problems of extraterritoriality with
the Iran and Libya Sanctions Act of 1996 // University of Pennsylvania journal of
international law. 1998. Vol. 19, Ne 1. P. 191-193.

163. E. Yazdani. Iranian foreign policy during Rouhani Presidency: Perspective
on change and continuity // International relations and diplomacy. 2019. Vol. 7, Ne 10.
P.472-484.

164. Ebrahimi S. Financial constraint and output pricing: the case of
international sanctions against Iran // Journal of applied economics. 2022. Vol. 25, Ne
1.P.1219-1238.

165. Ellings R. J. Embargoes and world power: Lessons from America foreign
policy. London: Routledge, 2019. 192 pp.

166. Elliott K. A. Economic variables // Economic sanctions reconsidered. New
York: Columbia university press, 2009. P. 180-190.

167. Engerer H., Horn M. EU-Olembargo gegen Iran wenig wirksam // DIW
Wochenbericht, German Institute for economic research. 2012. Vol. 79, Ne 22. P. 12-
19.

168. Entessar N., Afrasiabi K. The Iran nuclear accord and the future of non-
proliferation // The Brown journal of world affairs. 2016. Vol. 22, Ne 2. P. 177-195.

169. Esfahani H. S., Pesaran M. H. The Iranian economy in the twentieth
century: A global perspective // Iranian studies. 2009. Vol. 42, Ne 2. P. 177-211.

170. Esfandiary D., Fitzpatrick M. Sanctions on Iran: Defining and enabling
‘Success’ // Survival. 2011. Vol. 53, Ne 5. P. 143-156.

171. Fabry M. The U.S. trade embargo on Cuba just hit 55 years. Electronic
resource. URL: https://time.com/4076438/us-cuba-embargo-1960/.(date of access:
05.08.2023)

172. Farzanegan M. R., Hayo B. Sanctions and the shadow economy: empirical
evidence from Iranian provinces // Applied economics letters. 2018. Vol. 26, Ne 6. P.
501-505.



179

173. Fayazmanesh S. Sanctions, wars and the policy of dual containment // The
United States and Iran. Routledge, 2008. P. 28-33.

174. Finger S. M. United States policy toward international institutions //
International organization. 1976. VVol. 30, Ne 2. P. 347-360.

175. Freedman R. O. Russia, Iran and the nuclear question // Russia. London:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2006. P. 195-221.

176. Gallucci M. Russian energy giant Gazprom wants Rubles, not US Dollars,
for its arctic oil exports amid Western sanctions. Electronic resource. URL:
https://www.ibtimes.com/russian-energy-giant-gazprom-wants-rubles-not-us-dollars-
its-arctic-oil-exports-amid-1672302 (date of access: 27.08.2023).

177. Geranmayeh E., Grajewski N. Alone together: How the war in Ukraine
shapes the Russian-Iranian relationship // European Council on foreign relations. 2023.
P. 1-15.

178. Ghasemi N., Amoozegar M. Explaining the rule of maintaining the
political system and determining the principles of its application in support of economic
independence from the perspective of Imam (ra) // Islamic revolution research. 2021.
Vol. 10, Ne 2. P. 127-150.

179. Ghasemi Z., Dolatabadi H. An analysis of French and Iranian political
cartoons on Trump’s withdrawal from the JCPOA // Iranian review of foreign affairs.
2020. Vol. 11, Ne 1. P. 33-58.

180. Ghodsi M., Karamelikli H. The impact of sanctions imposed by the
European Union against Iran on their bilateral trade: general versus targeted sanctions
// World trade review. 2021. Vol. 21, Ne 1. P. 33-58.

181. Glenn, C. Lessons in Sanctions-Proofing from Russia // The Washington
Quarterly. 2023. Vol. 1, Ne. 46. P. 105-120.

182. Gros D., Mustilli F. The economic impact of sanctions against Russia:

Much ado about very little // Centre for European policy studies. 2015. Ne 4. P. 1-4.



180

183. Hafezi P., Sedarat F. Ahmadinejad says Holocaust a lie, Israel has no
future. URL.: https://www.today.com/news/ahmadinejad-says-holocaust-lie-israel-has-
no-future-wbna31581977 (date of access: 20.02.2024).

184. Handa S. Russia in the Middle East - BASIC. Electronic resource. URL:
https://basicint.org/publications/shivani-handa/2012/russia-middle-east ~ (date  of
access: 31.07.2023).

185. Haukkala H. Russian reactions to the European neighbourhood policy //
Problems of Post-Communism. 2008. P. 40-48.

186. Henderson S. L. Selling civil society // Comparative political studies.
2002. Vol. 35, Ne 2. P. 139-167.

187. Hodge C. C. The port of mars: The United States and the international
community // Journal of military ethics. 2003. Vol. 2, Ne 2. P. 107-121.

188. Honrada G., Ranjbar D., Mukan S. Regional democratization: A
comparative analysis of EU and Us efforts in Central Asia and Southeast Asia // Journal
of international studies. 2023. Vol. 19, Ne 2. P. 277-306.

189. Hopf T. The promise of constructivism in international relations theory //
The MIT press, international security. 1998. Vol. 23, Ne 1. P. 171-174.

190. Hufbauer G. Analyzing the utility of sanctions // Economic sanctions
reconsidered. New York: Columbia university press, 2009. P. 30-40.

191. lmanuarif Shafar W., Mutmainah D. Resistensi hubungan luar negeri
Amerika serikat dan Iran: Studi kasus Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) //
Transformasi global. 2020. Vol. 7, Ne 1. P. 144-175.

192. TIran’s foreign policy under Ebrahim Raisi: General directions and new
faces. Electronic resource. URL: https://epc.ae/en/details/featured/irans-foreign-
policy-under-ebrahim-raisi-general-directions-and-new-faces  (date  of  access:
19.08.2023).



181

193. Iran-Russia Relations: Signs of a new strategic realignment? Electronic
resource. URL.: https://epc.ae/en/details/featured/iran-russia-relations-signs-of-a-new-
strategic-realignment- (date of access: 31.08.2023).

194. Isachenkov V. lranian president visits Russia to bolster arms sales.
Electronic resource. URL.:
https://lwww.seacoastonline.com/story/news/2001/03/12/iranian-president-visits-
russia-to/51303675007/ (date of access: 16.07.2023).

195. Ivanov |. Russia-lran partnership: An overview and prospects for the
future // Russian international affairs council & institute for Iran-Eurasia studies, 2016.
186 pp.

196. lzadpanahi M. Rouhani and Iran’s foreign policy: charting the change |
IPCS. Electronic resource. URL:
http://www.ipcs.org/comm_select.php?articleNo=4721 (date of access: 14.08.2023).

197. Julian W. Political realism in international relations. Electronic resource.
URL: https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/realism-intl-relations/ (date of access:
20.07.2023).

198. Karkalanov T.V. The Intrinsic explanatory value of social constructivism
in international relations theory // CpaBuuTtensHas nonutuka. 2016. Vol. 26, Ned4. P. 5-
12.

199. Karmon E. Iran challenges the United States in its backyard, in Latin
America // American Foreign policy interests. 2010. Vol. 32, Ne 5. P. 276-296.

200. Kattan A. Fact sheet: Iran sanctions. Electronic resource. URL:
https://armscontrolcenter.org/fact-sheet-iran-sanctions/ (date of access: 03.07.2023).

201. Katz M. N. Elusive as ever: The state of Iranian-Russian cooperation //
Wilson center. 2015. Ne 73. P. 1-5.

202. Keck Z. China and Russia sign massive natural gas deal. Electronic
resource. URL: https://thediplomat.com/2014/05/china-and-russia-sign-massive-
natural-gas-deal/ (date of access: 27.08.2023).



182

203. Keddie N. R. The Roots of Ulama Power in Modern Iran. // Scholars,
Saints and Sufis / Keddie, ed. — Los Angeles: University of California Press. 1972. P.
211-229.

204. Keddie N. R., Hooglund E. The Iranian Revolution and the Islamic
Republic. Syracuse, New York: Syracuse University Press. 1986. 246 pp.

205. Kerami J. Iran and Russia: eastern ally or southern threat? // Foreign
relations research quarterly. 2011. Vol. 2, Ne 3. P. 172-199.

206. Kerami J. Relations between Iran and Russia in the years 1368 to 1388:
platforms, factors and limitations // Studies of Central Eurasia. 2011. Vol. 3, Ne 6. P.
112-136.

207. Khatami S. M. Dialogue among civilizations: Contexts and perspectives //
UN Chronicle. 2012. Vol. 49, Ne 3. P. 11-14.

208. Khomeini R. A speech to the employees of the Central Insurance of Iran
(American conspiracies). Electronic resource. URL.:
https://irandataportal.syr.edu/speech-on-american-conspiracies (date of access:
21.09.2023).

209. Kokabisaghi F. Et al. Impact of United States political sanctions on
international collaborations and research in Iran // BMJ global health. 2019. Vol. 4, Ne
5. 7 pp.

210. Kolayi E., Noori A. Putin’s pragmatism and change in the approaches of
Russian foreign policy // Tehran university politics quarterly. 2019. Vol. 40, Ne 2. P.
212-216.

211. Kortunov P., Timofeev I. Controversial efficiency? the experience of the
U.S. sanctions against Iran // The geopolitics of Iran. 2021. P. 215-244.

212. Kozhanov N. A. Iran’s economy under sanctions: two levels of impact //
Russia in global affairs. 2022. Vol. 20, Ne 4. P. 120-140.

213. Kozhanov N. Russia’s relations with Iran: Dialogue without commitments

// Policy analysis. 2012. P. 1-52.



183

214. Kozhanov N. Russian-Iranian relations through the prism of the Syrian
crisis // Insight Turkey. 2017. Vol. 19, Ne 4, P. 105-124.

215. Kozhanov N. Understanding the revitalization of Russian-Iranian relations
// Carnegie Moscow center. 2015. P. 1-21.

216. Kuznetsova O., Kuznetsov A. Russia’s pivot to the global south as a factor
of its regional development // Russia and the moslem world. 2024. Nel. P. 5-29.

217. Landler M. Trump abandons Iran nuclear deal he long scorned. Electronic
resource. URL: https://www.nytimes.com/2018/05/08/world/middleeast/trump-iran-
nuclear-deal.html (date of access: 17.08.2023).

218. Lebow R. N. Fear, interest and honour: outlines of a theory of international
relations // International affairs. 2006. Vol. 82, Ne 3. P. 431-448.

219. Lewis-Beck M. S., Tien C. The political economy model: 2016 US
election forecasts // PS: Political science & politics. 2016. Vol. 49, Ne 4, P. 661-663.

220. Macfarlane S. N. The ‘R’ in BRICs: is Russia an emerging power? //
International affairs. 2006. VVol. 82, Ne 1. P. 41-57.

221. Mahmoudian A. Economic incompatibility limits Russia-Iran ties.
Electronic resource. URL: https://www.stimson.org/2023/economic-incompatibility-
limits-russia-iran-ties/ (date of access: 29.07.2023).

222. Majidi A. F., Zarouni Z. The impact of sanctions on the economy of Iran
// Resistive economics. 2020. Vol. 8, Ne 4. P. 49-65.

223. Mardani N., Hooshmand M. M. JCPOA: A dialectical paradigm of treaty
and other international instruments // Journal of politics and law. 2016. Vol. 9, Ne 3. P.
70-84.

224. Margelov. victory on points: Pragmatism in foreign policy. Electronic
resource. URL.: https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/articles/victory-on-points-pragmatism-in-

foreign-policy/ (date of access: 29.07.2023).



184

225. Mastanduno M., Foot R. US hegemony and international organizations:
The United States and multilateral institutions // Research papers in economics. 2003.
Vol. 2, Ne 4. P. 892-893.

226. Mesbahi M. Free and confined: Iran and the international system // Iranian
review of foreign affairs. 2011. Vol. 2, Ne 5. P. 09-34.

227. Milani M. M. Iran’s Post-Cold War policy in the Persian Gulf //
International journal. 1994. Vol. 49, No 2. P. 328-354.

228. Molana H., Mohammadi M. The foreign policy of the Islamic Republic of
Iran in the Ahmadinejad government. Iran: Dadgostar, 2009. 240 pp.

229. Moradianfar H., Hooshmand M. M., Fateh O. Studying the impact of joint
plan of action (November 2013) on Iran economic sanctions // Resistive economics.
2019. Vol. 7, Ne 2. P. 16-35.

230. Moshirzadeh H. The idea of dialogue of civilizations and core-periphery
dialogue in international relations // All azimuth: A journal of foreign policy and peace.
2020. Vol. 9, Ne 2. P. 211-227.

231. Moya Mena S. I. Regaining space: Iranian foreign policy toward Latin
America during the first presidential term of Hassan Rouhani (2013-2017) //
Contemporary gulf studies. 2020. P. 157-176.

232. Mungan M. C. Positive sanctions versus imprisonment // SSRN Electronic
journal. 2019. Ne 19. P. 1-31.

233. Mezhuev V. Dialogue of civilizations or the dialogue civilization? //
Polylogos. 2018. Vol. 2, Ne 1. 20 pp.

234. Nakhli S. R., Rafei M., Bakhshi D. R., Rafat. M. A. DSGE Analysis of
the effects of economic sanctions: Evidence from the Central Bank of Iran // Iranian
journal of economic studies. 2020. Vol. 9, Ne 1. P. 35-70.

235. Nakhli S. R., Rafei. M., Bakhshi D. R., Rafat M. How do the financial and
oil sanctions affect the Iran’s economy: a DSGE framework // Journal of economic

studies. 2020. V. 48, Ne 4. P. 761-785.



185

236. Naumkin Vitaly. The Middle East: Hard Times Coming. December 12,
2012. [DnextponHslit pecypc|. Pexxum nocrtyna: http://russiancouncil.ru/en/analytics-
and-comments/analytics/vitaly-naumkin-the-middle-east-hard-times-
coming/?sphrase 1d=81390 (nmara obpamenus: 15.11. 2024).

237. Nelson R. U.S. Sanctions on Russia: Economic Implications. Electronic
resource. URL.: http://mepoforum.sk/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/R43895.pdf (date of
access: 25.08.2023).

238. Nelson R. U.S. sanctions on Russia: economic implications. USA:
Congressional research service, 2015. 17 pp.

239. Niakooee S. A, Ejazee E. Foreign policy and economic development: Iran
under Rafsanjani // Iranian review of foreign affairs. 2014. Vol. 5, Ne 3. P. 179-200.

240. Nikerov R., Magomedov A. Caspian energy resources and the “pipeline
war” in Europe in the 21st century: energy geopolitics in northern Eurasia // Central
Asia and the Caucasus. 2010. Ne 3. P. 7-18.

241. Niknami R. Iran and the EU: The role of geostrategic factors in the Post-
JCPOA era // The geopolitics of Iran. 2021. P. 317-340.

242. Oliver 1., Venancio M. Understanding the failure of the U.S. embargo on
Cuba. Electronic resource. URL: https://www.wola.org/analysis/understanding-failure-
of-us-cuba-embargo/ (date of access: 05.08.2023).

243. Omati J., Kim E. C. The consequences of sanctions result on human rights,
democracy and life expectancy, 1978-2012 // International journal of economics &
management sciences. 2015. Vol. 4, Ne 10. P. 1-7.

244, Omidi A. Trump’s maximum pressure policy and diplomacy // Iranian
review of foreign affairs. 2020. Vol. 11, Ne 31. P. 05-32.

245. Orakhelashvili A. The impact of unilateral EU economic sanctions on the
UN Collective Security framework: The cases of Iran and Syria // Economic sanctions

under international law. 2015. P. 3-21.



186

246. Orlov V. A., Vinnikov A. The great guessing game: Russia and the
Iranian nuclear issue // The Washington quarterly. 2005. Vol. 28, Ne 2. P. 49-66.

247. Osiewicz P. EU-Iran relations in the Post-JCPOA period: Selected
political aspects // Przeglad politologiczny. 2018. Ne 2. P. 153-164.

248. Paramasatya S., Wiranto S. Konfrontasi Amerika serikat dan Iran dalam
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) // Jurnal Hubungan internasional. 2019.
Vol. 12, Ne 2. P. 297-314.

249. Parasiliti A. Iran: Diplomacy and deterrence // Survival. 2009. Vol. 51, Ne
5. P.5-13.

250. Paulraj N. The JCPOA and changing dimensions of the Russia—Iran
relations // Contemporary review of the Middle East. 2016. Vol. 3, Ne 1. P. 95-110.

251. Pobedin A. A., Fedulov D. V. International economic sanctions: structure
and implementation scenarios // Management issues. 2023. Ne 4. P. 20-32.

252. Portela C. European Union sanctions and foreign policy. London:
Routledge, 2010. 226 pp.

253. Rafiei Vardanjani A. United States economic sanctions on Iran and their
impacts on the Middle Eastern art market // Arts. 2020. Vol. 9, Ne 4. P. 1-11.

254. Ramazani R. Iran’s National Security Policy: Capabilities, Intentions and
Impact. Washington, 2003. 10 pp.

255. Ranjbar D., Honrada G. Diplomacy of Iran in the face of sanction pressure:
the case of ASEAN // Anbmanax «Ka3zauectBo». 2023. Ne 66. P. 135-140.

256. Ranjbar D., Honrada G. Iran’s membership in the Shanghai Cooperation
Organization. A SWOT analysis // Asia and Africa Today. 2023. Ne 3. P. 30-36.

257. Ranjbar Meshkin D. The supremacy of power over the law in international
community // Materials of the International Youth Scientific Forum LOMONOSOV-
2020. 2020. 2 pp.

258. Reisman W. The United States and international institutions // Survival.
1999. Vol. 41, Ne 4. P. 62-80.



187

259. Rezaei F. Khatami’s Dialogue among civilizations and the nuclear
“Disappearance Act” // Iran’s nuclear program. 201/. P. 77-118.

260. Rezvani B. Legal and geopolitical implications of US unilateral
withdrawal from the nuclear agreement // Forum of ethno geopolitics. 2018. P. 5-7.

261. Riki R. et al. Iran’s counter-hegemony under the leadership of Mahmoud
Ahmadinejad (2005-2009) towards US hegemony in West Asian region // UKM journal
article repository. 2013. Vol. 5, Ne 2. P. 17-34.

262. Riidiger F. Economic sanctions against North Korea // National Bureau of
Asian Research (NBR). 2018. Vol. 13, Ne 03. P. 05-12.

263. Rukavishnikov V. Choices for Russia: Preserving inherited geopolitics
through emergent global and European realities // Russia. London: Palgrave Macmillan,
2006. P. 54-78.

264. Rushefsky M. E. Public policy in the United States. London: Routledge,
2017. 496 pp.

265. Ryabkov S. Further sanctions against Iran pointless // Security index: A
Russian journal on international security. 2012. Vol. 18, Ne 3. P. 11-16.

266. Sadeghi B., Tabatabair S.M. Metaphor Analysis and Discursive Cycle of
Iran’s Foreign Policy: Justice’ through the lenses of US-IRAN Presidents // Cumhuriyet
Universitesi Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Fen Bilimleri Dergisi. 2015. Vol. 36, No. 3. P.
2338-2358.

267. Sadjadpour K., Ben B. Iran in the Middle East: leveraging chaos // FRIDE,
a European think tank for Global Action, 2015. [DnektponHbI# pecypc]. Pexum
nocryma: http://fride.org/descarga/PB202_Iran_in_the_Middle_ East.pdf

268. Safuatovna D. Course of the Ruble as an indicator of the state of Russia’s
economy under sanctions // ESPACIOS. 2018. Vol. 39, Ne 18. P. 1-11.

269. Salitskii A. 1., Zhao X., Yurtaev V. |. Sanctions and import substitution
as exemplified by the experience of Iran and China // Herald of the Russian Academy
of Sciences. 2017. V. 87, Ne 2. P. 205-212.



188

270. Salitskii A. 1., Zhao X., Yurtaev V. I. Sanctions and import substitution as
exemplified by the experience of Iran and China // Herald of the Russian Academy of
Sciences. 2017. V. 87, Ne 2. P. 205-212.

271. Sanaei M. Investigating the relations between Iran and Russia. Tehran:
IRAS studies. 2010. 8 pp.

272. Sanaei M., Karami J. Iran’s eastern policy: potential and challenges //
Russia in global affairs. 2021. Vol. 19, Ne 3. P. 25-49.

273. Sanctions against Iran / G. Samore. Cambridge: Belfer Center for science
and international affairs, 2015. 10 pp.

274. Sariolghalam M. Diagnosing Iran’s emerging pivot toward Russia and
China. Electronic resource. URL.: https://www.mei.edu/publications/diagnosing-irans-
emerging-pivot-toward-russia-and-china (date of access: 19.08.2023).

275. Sashi S., Bhavish S. Macroeconomic implications of US sanctions on Iran:
A sectoral financial balances analysis // Studies in business and economics. 2019. Vol.
14, Ne 3. P. 182-204.

276. Schmidt M. Is Putin pursuing a policy of Eurasianism? //
Demokratizatsiya: The journal of Post-Soviet democratization. 2005. Vol. 13, Ne 1. P.
87-100.

277. See annex one: Nikoladze M. Russia sanctions database. Electronic
resource. URL.: https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/econographics/russia-sanctions-
database/ (date of access: 29.08.2023).

278. Seeberg P. The EU and the international sanctions against Iran: European
and Iranian foreign and security policy interests, and a changing Middle East // Palgrave
communications. 2016. Vol. 2, Ne 1. P. 1-9.

279. Shanahan R. Iranian foreign policy under Rouhani // Lowy institute for
international policy. 2015. P. 1-15.

280. Shehadi P. Economic sanctions and Iranian trade // MERIP reports. 1981.
Ne 98. 15 pp.



189

281. Simes D. K. Gorbachev: A new foreign policy? // Foreign Affairs. 1986.
Vol. 65, Ne 3. 477 pp.

282. Simond G. Year of sanctions against Russia-now what? London: Center
for strategic & international studies Europe program, 2015. 40 pp.

283. Singh B., Kaur J.,, Chattu V. K. Global vaccine inequities and
multilateralism amid COVID-19: Reconnaissance of global health diplomacy as a
panacea? // Health promotion perspectives. 2022. Vol. 12, Ne 4. P. 315-324.

284. Smith G. The Iran-contra connection: Secret teams and covert operations
in the Reagan era // Foreign Affairs. 1987. Vol. 66, Ne 2. P. 438.

285. Snegovaya M. Russia sanctions at one year // Center for Strategic and
international studies (CSIS). 2023. Vol. 7, Ne 2. P. 01-15.

286. Snegovaya M. Dolbaia T., Fenton N., and Bergmann M. Russia sanctions
at one year // Center for Strategic and international studies (CSIS). 2023. Vol. 7, Ne 2.
P. 1-15.

287. Soleimani R. Discourse analysis of the foreign policy of Ebrahim Raisi
government // Strategic studies of public policy. 2022. V. 12, Ne 44, P. 10-38.

288. Sponeck H. C. Iraqg: Burden of UN sanctions // Economic and political
weekly. 2005. Vol. 40, Ne 47. P. 4902-4905.

289. Squassoni S., Smith M. The Iran non-proliferation act and the international
space station: Issues and options. USA: The library of Congress of the USA, 2005. 6
Pp.

290. Swanson A. U.S. imposes sanctions on 11 Chinese companies over human
rights. Electronic resource. URL.:
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/07/20/business/economy/china-sanctions-uighurs-
labor.html (date of access: 06.08.2023).

291. Taubman W. Khrushchev: The man and his era. USA: W. W. Norton &
Company, 2004. 929 pp.



190

292. Timofeev I. N. Russia and the West: Are values the problem? // Russia in
global affairs. 2021. Vol. 19, Ne 3. P. 156-163.

293. Trenin D. Russia redefines itself and its relations with the West // The
Washington quarterly. 2007. Vol. 30, Ne 2. P. 95-105.

294.  Trenin D., Malashenko A. Iran-the world’s top challenge of the next
decade // Iran a view from Moscow. Washington: Carnegie endowment for
international peace, 2010. P. 1-3.

295. Trenin D., Malashenko A. Russian-Iranian relations // Iran a view from
Moscow. Washington: Carnegie endowment for international peace, 2010. P. 19-23.

296. Trenin D., Malashenko A. What does Iran want? // Iran a view from
Moscow. Washington: Carnegie endowment for international peace, 2010. P. 13-16.

297. Ture H. E., Khazaei A. R. Determinants of Inflation in Iran and Policies
to Curb. Electronic resource. URL:
https://lwww.elibrary.imf.org/view/journals/001/2022/181/article-A001-en.xml  (date
of access: 31.08.2023).

298. Valerio Jovan C. The United States unilateral withdrawal from the
restrictions of Iran’s nuclear program in JCPOA 2015 under international law //
Padjadjaran journal of international law. 2021. Vol. 4, Ne 2. P. 247-264.

299. Vatankhah Z., Darvishi Setalani F. A Study of the Islamic Republic of
Iran’s Policy Toward New Iraq (2003-2015) // International Quarterly of Geopolitics.
2018. Vol. 13, Ne 48. P. 1-19.

300. Waltz K. Theory of international politics. Addison-Wesley publishing,
1979. 42 pp.

301. Gilpin R. War and change in world politics. Cambridge: Cambridge
university press.1981. 292 pp.

302. Keohane R. Neorealism and its critics. Wiley,1986. 169 pp.

303. Warnaar M. Iranian foreign policy behavior 2005-2013 // Iranian foreign
policy during Ahmadinejad. Germany: Springer, 2013. P. 113-136.



191

304. Wastnidge E. Diplomacy and reform in Iran. London: Bloomsbury
publishing, 2016. 224 pp.

305. Wendt A. Social theory of international politics. Cambridge: Cambridge
university press, 1999. 462 pp.

306. Yazdi-Feyzabadi V., Amini-Rarani M., Delavari S. The health
consequences of economic sanctions: Call for health diplomacy and international
collaboration // Archives of Iranian medicine. 2020. Vol. 23, Ne 4. P. 51-53.

307. Yurtaev V. Iran and sanctions: Limits of self-reliance // World economy
and international relations. 2016. Vol. 60, Ne 5. P. 26-29.

308. Zakharova D., Soltakhanov A., Zhdanova A., Arabyan K. Course of the
Ruble as an indicator of the state of Russia’s economy under sanctions / ESPACIOS.
2018. Vol. 39, Ne 18. P. 1-11.

309. Zarif M.J., Afjei J. Trump’s campaign to re-securitize Iran // International
studies. 2023. Ne 2. P. 235-285.

310. Zeleneva 1. V., Matveevskaya A. S., Ermolina M. A. Dialogue of
civilizations-new model of world politics // The european proceedings of social and
behavioural sciences. 2018. Vol. 35, Ne 1. P. 829-836.

311. Zhiltsov S.S. Fighting for Eurasia // Post-Soviet Issues. 2021. Vol.8, Ne.1.
P. 8-19.

C. in Persian

312, s 8 ol agle Baa b (1387238 L) el Ll siue Agha
Bakhshi, Ali Akbar, Afshari Rad M. Culture of political sciences. Tehran: CHAPAR
publication, 2008. 846 pp.

313, Pl se e iy bl maana (oalla HS) e (oadls) Ddiamae s s pw D))
V¥ oo aledal 336 a8l e e, Araghchi S. A., Ravanchi M.T., Salehi A.A., Zarif
M.J., Mojani S.A. The sealed secret. Iran: Information, 2021. 3445 pp.



192

314. 2002¢ O et s )l ol (ol Cuwslus . Azkhandi A. Iran's foreign policy.

Tehran. 2002. 248 pp.

315, lallas dsliliad 8 e o) athaia 518 (5158 2 Oln) AUl Gl 3l
VWAV allea e oled 52,11 ), Barzegar K. Iran’s foreign policy strategy in regional power
balance // Strategic Studies Quarterly. 2018. Ne 4. C. 183-205.

316, OB_Jb les 8 Jay Jilad 1 Sl oa A ol 5 A (5SS aday) ) gy 2
YEV_YYY i0a Yoolad 06,50 VYVAY o)A Ll gy ale aalilad ol 5350aa) 5, Behestani M.
The relationship between religious attitude and perceptual foreign policy: analysis of
Bazargan and Ahmadinejad operational codes // Iranian review of foreign affairs. 2012.
Vol. 5, Ne 3. P. 211-247.

317, Olaiedpni) Gl (sdiag de gana tape 5 Ol dail gy dxu s 63 a9 0 walgdlae
1386 .«_= 5 ol Borujerdi A. H. Development of Arab-Iranian relations. // Tehran:
Publishing house of Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2016. 804 pp.

318, JeSw i€ 50 slail/aa i oI @l ja dsag; 5 Ol Bl g el a8
A JA S Canlii ol _l b/ Farjirad. The relations between Iran and Russia do
not fit in a strategic format/the economies of the two countries are not
complementary/Iran’s place was empty in the Moscow meeting. Electronic resource.
URL: khabaronline.ir/xjCYYy (date of access: 31.08.2023).

319.  aliie 4l 50 (o) hmed alal . (gladsain 5 5 <l plai cel T claadonl Glail Jalas
OYAA Y ol cF o) 90 ¢ e glaa (53 5l 5y e clalllas cod) 4l 5 dese cgabial (slaay =i L
YVY.YYV 4ssa Farajollahzaden M. Discourse analysis of the thoughts, opinions,
opinions and guidelines of Imam Khomeini (RA) in the field of dealing with economic
sanctions // National Defense Strategic Management Studies, Vol. 3, Ne 11. 2020. P.
273-2317.

320. o (Hedilbac)shida sl e slasais 5l ki ol )l daddynl el G
O Clallas (ale daliliad i ) ya ¢y ) 3 i ol jall 8 dane salall (slaay yai 1y aliie die )
FOY-FV19 dada IVA9 oF v o jlad Vv 650 ¢amly (il ) 434 Farajollahzadeh M.,

Rahbar F., Seif M. Explanation of the discourse of the thoughts, opinions, opinions and



193

guidelines of Imam Khamenei in the field of dealing with economic sanctions //
Scientific Quarterly of Interdisciplinary Studies of Strategic Knowledge. 2019. Vol. 10,
Ne 40. P. 319-354.

321, Q& U Jalad l)nlisy st D0 gy (a)B Gl (ALED ) (anad (o jledess
TAAY ipa Vi jled Y010 e papad e Clliant duse (Aad - pale dalilad (@ 2L,
Fasihi Dolatshahi M. A. Russia’s foreign policy during Putin’s era (from interaction to
confrontation with the West) // Scientific-research quarterly of Ghalib Private Higher
Education Institution. 2015. Ne 1. P. 81-98.

322, Olalbu s logs — Ol oDl (s seen (A A Gl Phs ¢ ol b lian
1388 ¢ (Cram) b ol&iily sl asle (538 5 ilallas Firoozabadi S. J. D. The foreign policy
of the Islamic Republic of Iran. Tehran: University Humanities Studies and
Compilation Organization (SAMT). 2011. 580 p.

323, Ol O seen (AR Gl 5o SR J et (Pladaw (g3l )5 Slas
1384 <o)l 4wuse <) ed, Firoozabadi S. J. D. Discourse transformation in the foreign
policy of the Islamic Republic of Iran. Tehran: Iran Institute, 2005. 168 p.

324, (O ol RS <l )8 (5 el ala i e glie dlall p aSE L salail sl a ad G s
L) daba OVIF (Jaglie dladll Lyl pd jo b B S 5 <y e AW Ghamari Farzad F.
Management of economic sanctions with an emphasis on resistance economy //
International conference on management and entrepreneurship in the conditions of
resistance economy. 2015. P. 1-9.

325. 2,50 (Sl G g sl alai Jads eae 8 (i 1400 R ) sal (aiai pa ¢ canld juals
¢Y o jlad ¢ gDl &I 5l 38 55y ale Auliliad (o) alel 8B ) saliail SOl ) Culaa 5 ()
127-150- 4s2a Ghasemi N., Amoozegar M. Explaining the rule of maintaining the
political system and determining the principles of its application in support of economic
independence from the perspective of Imam (ra) // Islamic Revolution research. 2021.
Vol. 10, Ne 2. P. 127-128.



194

326, o bl oJldl G kil s) aSas) 5 4k (1383 Gl B lallae
Ghavam S. International relations theories and approaches. Tehran: SAMT publication,
2005. 396 pp.

327. 4l sa // ) ) el (i sl a5 1990 483 Sl 53553 (8 83, dema (5 un
1 ooled Jlen ¢ 1383 ¢ adluasla // 0l ) il 055 5. Heydari M. Geopolitical transformation
of the 1990s and the new geography of Iran's security // Middle East. 2004. No 1. P.
47-74.

328. YYA7 el lea alai Ll gy s )b «aalS Jiadll ol Kahe A. The
Russians’ new game with the American world system. 2008. URL:
https://shorturl.at/5X6FA (nata oopamenus: 10.07.2023).

329. 5 Jalse cla i) YAA BOIYPA Gl Jlu 53 sy 5 ol Bals) e S 5Kl
VPPN Y ladia F ojled VYA S 5 e ase Jle 638 e slmys) Clallas W Cudgaae
Kerami J. Iran and Russia: Eastern ally or southern threat? // Foreign relations research
quarterly. 2011. Vol. 2, Ne 3. P. 172-199.

330. YA Y ojled oY o5 St gt b Bl aae a5 Ol e S oSl
YVY-144 calsaa Kerami J. Relations between Iran and Russia in the years 1368 to
1388: platforms, factors and limitations // Studies of Central Eurasia. 2011. Ne 6. P.
112-136.

331, Akl adinia O YOA (LGl sla aida ) Ol (638 e dan GBS IS man 3 ) A
FAQ U= )+ alae ied Khomeini R. A speech to the employees of the Central Insurance
of Iran (American conspiracies) // Imam’s book. 1979. Vol. 10, P. 489.

332, VYo el VYVO L S 5 (538 pe sl clallae o) ) 5 e cdpngy (Y S 4l
YooY Y)Y :clssia Kolayi E. Russia, the West and Iran // Studies of Central Asia and the
Caucasus. 1999. Ne 12. P. 121-155.

333. WYV ale ol ped ol (oDl Qa5 (55 )5k ATl Y S 4l Kolayi E. The
book of the Soviet Union and the lranian Islamic Revolution. Tehran: Science
publication, 2012. 250 pp.



195

334, s oA Gl slan Sas ) 5o e 5 (e Sdae (5 53 e e AY S 4gll
YIV-YYV7 Glasia YVAY Y o el ¥ 050 Koolaee E., Noori A. Putin’s pragmatism and
change in the approaches of Russian foreign policy // Tehran university politics
quarterly. 2019. Vol. 40, Ne 2. P. 212-216.

335, dmals pnl g 53¢ (ol AdA A gl adoni) ) Caaslie 3yl slaadly 5 el oy
Voeor) o Yiolad Ao s YV L3 Gl (mbw il Mehdipour A. Investigating the
dimensions and consequences of resistance strategy in the thought of Ayatollah
Khamenei (Madazaleh) // Political sociology of the Islamic world. 2019. Vol. 8, Ne 2.
P. 01-30.

336. oL L3 Ul Dl s (o A G G (i Lale 5 (e e
VAP Uy, e Susy 4k ki ) s, gws Mohammadian A., Rezaei A.
Explanation of the foreign policy of the Islamic Republic of Iran during the Hassan
Rouhani period from the perspective of James Rosena’s theory of continuity // Crisis
studies of the Islamic world. 2012. Vol. 6, Ne 4. P. 1-19.

337, Ul D) seen (B il | (sena jea st SIS ¢ UY 9o dpes o ) gud g

1387 ¢« sislala 3 1 o6 — 33 sl &lss 53 . Molana H. The foreign policy of the
Islamic Republic of Iran in the Ahmadinejad government. Tehran: Dadgostar
publication. 2009. 240 p.

338.  hiserdl A oal e Jlall G dadl 55 5o dpdladiin 5 K 5 D e Gadi 5 Ko
YIV-YYA o Y oled VY mla 5 (s )a Gl alae Moshirzadeh H. The idea of
Dialogue of Civilizations and core-periphery dialogue in international relations // All
azimuth: A journal of foreign policy and peace. 2020. Vol. 9, Ne 2. P. 211-228.

339, Gl Oluse 02 Ol e lA Gl asd s 2 Ol emlaliy ) (oA L
YoYo)09 G O FAT R ) adliliad (5 sn ol pedan ¢ oSl ST 5 ) seas Nabavi M. A re-
reading of Iran’s diplomacy in the second republic, Iran’s foreign policy during Mr.
Hashem’s presidency // Strategy Quarterly. 2004. VVol. 12, Ne 4. P. 159-202.

340, cai pn jlaie 3G el AlaSy slea yai L alilie 50 () ) e see (5 1Bl s

4sdia (Y GJLA.A.:;J AREK ceJJQJﬁQLdLLAMULAéc Lﬁa\_)ﬂdmc_)ﬁ JJPA:““.MLQ coJ\Jk_h;JA.ALG



196

YY7-18Y, Najafzadeh F., Haiderpour M., Torabi M. Analysis of Iran's public policy in
dealing with unilateral US sanctions from the perspective of soft power // Soft Power
Studies Quarterly. 2022. No. 3. P. 153-176.

341, s aallae) Y (61l L Ol Dl (5 seen dail 5y a4l 8Tl Jl G
WA o NTAY (a8 dhias (8L el B (Qligis Niakoi S. A., Karmi M. A
constructive look at the relations between the Islamic Republic of Iran and Latin
America (Venezuela case study) // International relations research quarterly. 2014. Vol.
4, Ne 13. P. 81-95.

342, o psle sy 5 Ol g p s e G U ) sadena s 5
VF ez S A ) o8iils) Pourhosseini M. J. The impact of anti-Western discourse on the
relations between Iran and Russia // Political Science (Karaj Azad University). 2020.
Ne 54. P. 209-228.

343. ¢ pabra Jlall G (358 L 4laSG (sabail (sla apad aday) ) Jalad VP ) ol i allae
FY oY) e 47 ojlad oyl Glaldas 4slilad Qanbarlu A. Analyzing the ratio of
unilateral economic sanctions with contemporary international law // Strategic studies
quarterly. 2021. Vol. 25, Ne 96. P. 301-330.

344, osees B Qb o ) GhsT i ls (1384) ) g ¢ Sl

0 0e Ol (<3l Ramezani R. Analytical framework for examining the foreign
policy of the Islamic Republic of Iran. Tehran: Ney. 2005. 214 pp.

345. ) Ol xS Gl et 5 Silaiud ) s S gy 8 (50 e e
YYY-Y0R o T7 o jladi eV ala I TA7 ¢ alBliila (o) sal cliiaialae // (o) Slee 43,38 Sarmadi
H., Badri M. The Effect of Hashemi Rafsanjani*s Technocrat Government and
changing of foreign policy of Iran from power to pragmatism // Academia Journal of
Educational Research, 2017. Vol.7, No.36. P. 259-272.

346. VP fad e JiEe 0 aintn b edi a5y 4 Sa i (A SE G, Shkohi
Nasab H. How did Russia win the game of “sanctions” against the West? Electronic

resource. URL: mehrnews.com/xYmqgK (date of access: 30.08.2023).



197

347,  idailea ) 2 dsa ol (Dl (5 sean (sasee oubalind (o lALL (ulid cnd
VIV LY e IR Y o plad 9 os0 Canbiw o)) b (ia sl Slalu Laajdle sl
Soltani A., Izadi J., Khademzadeh J. Structural pathology of public diplomacy of the
Islamic Republic of Iran // Strategic policy research. 2020. Vol. 9, Ne 34. C. 107-147.

348, 1250 5 o 8 D L) g pla a dsas oKls (s S (SA uadens
VY Glsda YV slad YA 50 VYY) s g o S e sl Clallag iay 80 ) peate sl g i
VY'Y, Talebi S., Khani M. H. Russia’s position in the international system in the 21st
century: imagined scenarios // Studies of Central Asia and the Caucasus. 2013. Vol. 18,
Ne 77.P. 113-132.

349. la e gla 3 ) B 4i ) ge aUad 65 A e 9 Ol (Dl (5 seen Tl 5y S
e e sl YIFVAL (a VP e Jslo slad o oubon (il ade asliliad oo (ulis a3l sa, Tolouei
H., Haghshenas M. J. Analysis of relations between I.R.Iran and Syria in the light of
the theory of regional balance of power // Political Knowledge Scientefic Journal (Bi-
quarterly). 2021. Vol. 17, Ne 1. P. 189-214.

350. Y215 el easie VL lal Bl JLE )3 dges gy U8 Jalat ey (el o) 50 gene
Yooy laauns 8 5Vaezi M. Display of power: Analysis of Russia’s behavior towards the
actions of the United States of America: reasons and hypotheses. Electronic resource.
URL: https://www.isrjournals.com/en/monograph/647-archive-special-articles-farsi-
67.html (date of access: 29.07.2023).

351. -2001cs) 4dkia Y a3 65 5 53 )l (o) (5 seen (AU Gl desa jaal ¢ (g
1368 « ) 3 1990. Yousefi A. M. The foreign policy of the Islamic Republic of Iran in
the light of regional developments 1990-2001. Tehran. 2008. 22 p.

352. 4 )a sl lhs i el csalail oy ad sladgyhai (1377 (Bl ) ahaas
Zahrani M. Theories of economic sanctions. Tehran: Ministry of Foreign Affairs
publication, 1998. 308 pp.

353, s eyl ol padena Ol adde Gl als SO slea ad idlll G (B8 Salie

YoAAY dadia o) o plad O VYT A Cualbin s o ) ) e, Zarif J., Mirzaei S. International



198

Law Debates: Unilateral US Sanctions against Iran // Journal of Foreign Policy. 1997.
No. 1. P. 91-108.



