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Center for Strategic & International Studies 

ÒThe Implications of the Opening Steps for  a Diplomatic Path 
Between the United States and I ranÓ 

1800 K Street NW, B1 Conference Room, 22 July 2008, 1 PM 
 
The Center for Strategic & International Studies held a discussion regarding the recent 
developments in the negotiations on IranÕs nuclear program and what implications these 
developments could have on U.S. policy.  Panelists included Zbigniew Brzezinski, former 
National Security Advisor to President Jimmy Carter, Gen. Brent Scowcroft (Ret.), former 
National Security Advisor to Presidents Gerald Ford and George H.W. Bush, and David 
Ignatius, Associate Editor and Columnist for the Washington Post.  Bob Schieffer, CBS NewsÕ 
Chief Washington Correspondent and host of Face the Nation served as moderator.  
 
Brzezinski stated that Under Secretary of State William BurnsÕ presence at last weekendÕs 
meetings with the Iranians was a positive step as it brought the U.S. into the talks.  However, he 
cautioned that the mere presence of Burns would not be effective unless the U.S. dropped 
its demand that I ran suspend enr ichment as a precondition to negotiation.  Brzezinski said 
that Iran would not concede something it sees as a right for the ability to negotiate.  When asked 
by Schieffer if the U.S. could live with a nuclear Iran, Brzezinski stated it would not be 
desirable, but deterrence can work as Iran is steeped in traditional statecraft and has displayed a 
rational calculus on which they base their decision-making. 
  
Continuing on the topic of a nuclear Iran, Brzezinski stated that war with Iran would be an 
absolute disaster that would bog down the U.S. for decades in a regional conflict. He cr iticized a 
policy that would leave all options on the table as it would obstruct negotiations by making 
I ran feel threatened and think they need nuclear  weapons, while rallying nationalist forces 
within I ran.  With military force as an option, it becomes a legitimate policy if negotiations 
breakdown.  Brzezinski suggested that the U.S. negotiate unconditionally and give Iran openings, 
with the possibility of strengthened sanctions if they are uncooperative.  He also suggested that 
Iran gain rewards as well as the lifting of sanctions for suspension of enrichment. 
 
Scowcroft said that BurnsÕ presence at last weekendÕs negotiations were a positive sign as it 
brought the U.S. solidly into talks even though IranÕs response was disappointing.  Scowcroft 
claimed that whether the U.S. can live with a nuclear Iran is not as important as the broader 
effects a nuclear Iran would have.  A nuclear I ran, according to Scowcroft, would lead to a 
surge in nuclear proliferation as regional states would seek nuclear weapons to prepare 
themselves for a new type of world.  In light of increased proliferation the U.S. must dissuade 
Iran from their current course as their neighbors will respond and they ultimately will be less 
secure. 
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On how the U.S. should negotiate with Iran, Scowcroft remarked that the U.S. should refrain 
from framing the situation in military terms.  He stated that since I ran is internally divided 
and has very opaque decision-making institutions it is hard to know their  motives and 
interests, making military threats less effective.  He said the U.S. must move slowly and 
deliberately so not to embolden the hardliners in Iran, while showing a solid line on sanctions 
and giving them an opening so they have a way out without losing face.  Scowcroft suggested 
that the U.S. propose to provide highly subsidized nuclear fuel under UN supervision to Iran in 
exchange for permanent suspension of enrichment.  This proposal, Scowcroft concluded, would 
be successful as it would appeal to the Iranian people and those in the regime willing to 
negotiate.   


