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Introduction 
In January 2021, the Board of Directors of the Jewish Community Relations Council of 
Southern New Jersey (JCRC) created an ad hoc committee to address the possibility of 
a return to the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) with Iran.  The board 
anticipated that the transition to a new President in the United States and the fourth 
election in Israel in the last two years would amplify concerns about Iran, and it 
recognized that any potential deal with Iran will be of paramount importance to our 
community.  The board, therefore, thought it prudent to prepare itself and the agency 
for possible position-taking and associated advocacy efforts to come.  To that end, the 
primary task for the committee was to create a briefing document that can serve as an 
educational resource for our Board and the broader South Jersey audience.  The aims 
were to refresh our collective recollection of the events leading to and following the 
creation of the JCPOA and to establish a shared, sound, baseline understanding of the 
issues surrounding the agreement. 
 
This exercise was not and is not meant to make a statement, judgment, or 
recommendation regarding any decision to re-enter the JCPOA or any future deal with 
Iran, nor is it meant to offer prospective commentary from the JCRC on any related 
policies that might emerge in the future. 
 
In this paper, we present an abbreviated timeline of events that led up to 
and followed the adoption of the JCPOA, describe the evolution of JCRC’s 
position statement about the deal, and provide summaries of the arguments 
for and against (returning to) the deal.  We have also curated a set of credible 
articles that reflect the range of expert assessments of the history and the current 
status. 
 
Neither the timetable nor the list of resources presented here is exhaustive.  Rather, we 
have pulled together a roster of important developments and useful observations from 
some of the better pedigreed and most respected sources, so that readers can educate 
themselves easily and walk away with a robust and balanced appreciation of this 
complex situation.  Those who want greater detail should be able to follow the citations 
provided to richer repositories and deeper commentary. 
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SECTION I:  Timeline 
Below are some of the critical events that preceded the creation of the Joint 
Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) and some of the important developments that 
have occurred during the years since.  
 
February 1970: The Iranian parliament ratifies the nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty. 
 
June 18, 2004: The International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) rebukes Iran for 
failing to cooperate with IAEA inspectors.  Iran responds by refusing to suspend 
enrichment-related activities as it had previously pledged. 
 
September 24, 2005: The IAEA adopts a resolution finding Iran in noncompliance 
with its safeguards.  The resolution says that the nature of Iran’s nuclear activities fall 
under the purview of the United Nations (UN) Security Council. 
 
February 4, 2006: In a non-binding resolution, the UN Security Council calls on Iran 
to suspend its enrichment-related activities and fully cooperate with the agency’s 
investigation. 
 
July 31, 2006: The UN Security Council adopts a resolution that makes the IAEA’s 
calls for Iran to suspend enrichment-related and reprocessing activities legally binding 
for the first time. 
 
December 23, 2006: The UN Security Council unanimously votes to impose sanctions 
on Iran for failure to suspend its enrichment-related activities.  
 
December 3, 2007: The United States publicly releases an unclassified summary of a 
new National Intelligence Estimate (NIE) report regarding Iran’s nuclear program.  The 
NIE states “with high confidence” that Iran had halted its nuclear weapons program in 
2003 and assesses “with moderate confidence” that the program had not resumed as of 
mid-2007.  However, the report also projects that Iran will be technically capable of 
producing enough highly enriched uranium for a nuclear weapon between 2010 and 
2015. 
 
March 3, 2008: The UN Security Council broadens sanctions on Iran, requiring 
increased efforts by member states to prevent Iran from acquiring sensitive technology. 
 
April 8, 2009: The Obama administration announces plans to participate fully in talks 
between the five permanent members of the UN Security Council [China, France, 
Russia, the United Kingdom, and the United States] plus German (P5+1) and Iran, a 
departure from the previous administration’s policy which required Iran to meet UN 
demands first. 
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September 25, 2009: United States President Barack Obama, British Prime Minister 
Gordon Brown, and French President Nicolas Sarkozy reveal that Iran has been 
constructing a secret, second uranium-enrichment facility at Fordow. 
 
June 24, 2010: The US Congress adopts the Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, 
Accountability, and Divestment Act, which tightens sanctions against firms investing in 
Iran’s energy sector, extends those sanctions until 2016, and imposes new sanctions on 
companies that sell refined petroleum to Iran. 
 
June 8, 2011: Iran announces that it intends to triple the rate of 20% enriched 
uranium production using more advanced centrifuges along with a plan to move 
production to Fordow. 
 
August 30, 2012: The IAEA reports that Iran has increased the number of centrifuges 
installed at the Fordow plan and is continuing to increase the production of 20% 
enriched uranium. 
 
September 26, 2013: The P5+1 foreign ministers meet with Iranian Foreign Minister 
Javad Zarif about negotiating a new treaty. 
 
October 28, 2013: Iran meets with the IAEA to continue discussions about the 
agency’s investigations into Iran’s past nuclear activities.  Iran and the IAEA issue a 
joint statement that Iran presented a new proposal for “practical measures” to 
“strengthen cooperation and dialogue with a view to future resolution of all outstanding 
issues.” 
 
January 12, 2014: Following a third round of meetings in Geneval, Iran and the P5+1 
announce that implementation of the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) will 
begin on January 20. 
 
January 20, 2014: The IAEA issues a report on Iran's compliance with the terms of 
the JCPOA, including halting enrichment of uranium to 20% and beginning to blend its 
stockpile down to 3.5%.  The IAEA also begins more intrusive and frequent inspections 
of Iran’s nuclear sites.  At the same time, the United States and the European Union 
issue statements that they have taken the necessary steps to waive specific sanctions 
and to release certain oil revenue to Iran. 
 
April 14, 2015: The US Senate Foreign Relations Committee unanimously passes 
legislation requiring a congressional vote of approval of the JCPOA. 
 
July 14, 2015: The P5+1 and Iran sign the JCPOA in Vienna.  
 
July 19, 2015: The Obama administration sends the JCPOA and supporting documents 
to Congress, beginning the 60day review period. 
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July 20, 2015: The UN Security Council unanimously passes Resolution 2231, 
endorsing the nuclear deal and the lifting of UN sanctions once key steps are taken in 
the deal. 
 
September 8, 2015: Democratic Senators confirm enough support to sustain a 
Presidential veto should Congress pass a resolution of disapproval of the JCPOA.  Three 
days later, a resolution to approve the deal is defeated in the House of Representatives 
in what was characterized a largely symbolic vote. 
 
November 17, 2016: The IAEA reports that Iran has surpassed the agreed upon 
threshold for heavy water for the second time. 
 
December 15, 2017: UN Secretary General Antonio Guterres issues a biannual report 
on the implementation of Resolution 2231 which states that the nuclear that the nuclear 
deal is being implemented, but Iran has violated the arms embargo provisions.  The 
report also notes that the UN is investigating allegations that ballistic missiles launched 
at Saudi Arabia from Yemen were transferred by Iran in violation of JCPOA. Iran denies 
the claims. 
 
January 26, 2018: A UN panel of experts assessing implementation of sanctions on 
Yemen finds Iran in noncompliance with its obligations under the JCPOA. 
 
April 30, 2018: Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu accuses Iranian officials of 
deceiving the world about the history of its nuclear program. 
 
May 8, 2018: President Trump announces withdrawal of the United States from the 
JCPOA and signs a memorandum to institute the "highest level" of economic sanctions 
on Iran.  Iranian President Rouhani, British Prime Minister May, German Chancellor 
Merkel, and French President Macron re-state their continued commitment to the deal 
and pledge to work with all parties. 
 
September 27, 2018: In his address to the UN General Assembly, Prime Minister 
Netanyahu accuses Iran of harboring a secret nuclear warehouse “storing massive 
amounts of equipment and material.” 
 
May 8, 2019: Iran announces that it will no longer be bound by limitations on 
stockpiles of enriched uranium and heavy water reserves in the JCPOA, adding that it 
could restart construction on its unfinished heavy water reactor at Arak and resume 
higher level enrichment in the future if the other parties to the agreement do not 
deliver on sanctions relief. 
 
May 20, 2019: Iran announces it will quadruple uranium enrichment output at Natanz 
and says it will soon surpass the 300 kilogram limit on uranium gas enriched to 3.67% 
set by the deal. 
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August 30, 2019: The IAEA confirms that Iran continues to exceed the 300 kilogram 
stockpile limit on enriched uranium and the 3.67% enrichment cap established by the 
JCPOA.  The agency also notes that Iran continues to comply with IAEA inspectors. 
 
January 6, 2020: French President Macron, German Chancellor Merkel, and British 
Prime Minister Johnson release a joint statement condemning Iran’s breaches and 
urging Iran to “reverse all measures inconsistent with the JCPOA.” 
 
March 3, 2020: The IAEA reports that Iran’s stockpile has exceeded 1,000 kilograms 
of uranium enriched to 4.5% and that Iran is enriching uranium using additional 
centrifuges at the Fordow facility. 
 
August 26, 2020: Iran agrees to provide the IAEA access to two locations that are not 
part of Iran’s declared nuclear program to support the IAEA’s investigation into Tehran’s 
possible undeclared nuclear materials and activities before 2003. Their agreement ends 
a year and a half-long standoff over the investigation. 
 
October 18, 2020: UN restrictions on Iran’s arms trade expire in accordance with 
Resolution 2231. 
 
January 4, 2021: The IAEA releases a report confirming that Iran has begun 
producing uranium enriched up to 20 percent uranium-235 at Fordow. 
 
January 13, 2021: The IAEA releases a new report detailing Iran’s plans to conduct 
research and development activities into uranium metal production, another violation of 
the JCPOA, which prohibits Iran from producing or otherwise acquiring uranium metal 
for fifteen years. 
 
January 16, 2021: France, Germany, and the United Kingdom release a statement 
condemning Iran’s plans to produce uranium metal.  
 
February 7, 2021: Iranian Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei says during an 
interview with Iranian state media that “if [the United States] wants Iran to return to its 
commitments, it must lift all sanctions in practice, then we will do verification, and then 
we will return to our commitments.” 
 
February 10, 2021: The IAEA verifies that Iran has started producing uranium metal. 
 
February 18, 2021: U.S. Secretary of State Antony Blinken meets with his ministerial 
counterparts from France, Germany, and the United Kingdom to discuss Iran. A joint 
statement released that day highlights that “the E3 welcomed the United States’ stated 
intention to return to diplomacy with Iran as well as the resumption of a confident and 
in-depth dialogue between the E3 and the United States.” The United States sends a 
letter to the United Nations Security Council formally rescinding former President 

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-iran-nuclear-uranium/iran-works-on-uranium-metal-for-reactor-fuel-in-new-breach-of-nuclear-deal-idUSKBN29I2AG
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/e3-statement-on-the-jcpoa-16-january-2020
https://apnews.com/article/joe-biden-middle-east-iran-ali-khamenei-bf04c8662763c2e94aafadf74faa1b82
https://www.wsj.com/articles/iran-has-started-producing-uranium-metal-in-violation-of-2015-accords-iaea-says-11612981889
https://www.state.gov/joint-statement-by-the-secretary-of-state-of-the-united-states-of-america-and-the-foreign-ministers-of-france-germany-the-united-kingdom/
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/u-s-iran-meeting-possible/
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/u-s-iran-meeting-possible/
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Donald Trump’s request that all sanctions lifted in accordance with the JCPOA be re-
imposed on Iran. 
 
February 22, 2021: Iranian Supreme Leader Khamenei says Iran might enrich 
uranium up to 60% uranium-235.  “Iran’s uranium enrichment level will not be limited 
to 20%,” he says, “we will increase it to whatever level the country needs.” 
 
February 23, 2021: Iran suspends compliance with the Additional Protocol, a 
voluntary agreement that grants inspectors “snap” inspections. 
 
April 11, 2021: An explosion at Natanz hits the power supply for centrifuges and 
caused damage that could take months to fully repair. 
 
April 15, 2021: Indirect talks over getting the United States and Iran back into 
compliance with the JCPOA resumed in Vienna.  The meeting in Vienna involved senior 
diplomats from Iran, Britain, China, France, Germany, and Russia under the 
chairmanship of the European Union with senior American officials in a nearby hotel. 
 
April 16, 2021: Iran begins enriching uranium up to 60%. 
 
June 19, 2021: Ebrahim Raisi is elected as Iran's eighth president, winning 62% of 
the vote amid historically low turnout. 
 
August 19, 2021: In a joint statement, Britain, France and Germany express “grave 
concern” over Iran’s production of uranium metal enriched to 20% and uranium 
enriched to 60%. 
 
November 29, 2021: After a five-month break, talks resume in Vienna with 
representatives from Iran, China, France, Germany, Russia, and the U.K. present. 
 
  

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-iran-nuclear/khamenei-says-iran-may-enrich-uranium-up-to-60-purity-if-needed-idUSKBN2AM1ZJ


JCRC Ad Hoc Committee Iran/JCPOA  7 

SECTION II:  The Arguments in Favor and in Opposition to the JCPOA  
There was extensive debate about the JCPOA in the months leading up to its 
enactment.  While the committee reviewed commentary from a wide range of sources, 
to compile the recap presented below, we focused on analyses and opinion pieces 
published in The Washington Post, given its focus on political issues.  The competing 
arguments were perhaps best summarized by Philip Gordon, who explained, “The 
debate over the July 14 nuclear agreement with Iran has come down to a question of 
alternatives.  President Obama and other defenders of the agreement argue not that it 
is perfect, but that it is far better than any realistic alternative, and certainly better than 
the use of military force.  Critics, on the other hand, deny that the alternative to this 
deal is war.  They contend that increasing economic pressure on Iran, backed by a 
credible threat of force, would yield a better diplomatic deal.”  For additional detail, 
follow the collection of citations at the end of this section. 
 
The Arguments In Favor 
 
1. The JCPOA postpones Iran from obtaining a nuclear weapon for at least ten years. 
 
Iran is no more than two years away from obtaining nuclear weapon capacity.  (In 
2015, the estimated break-out time was a couple of months to a year to make sufficient 
weapons grade enriched uranium plus another year to construct a nuclear weapon.)  
The JCPOA requires Iran to dilute or export its existing stock of enriched uranium so 
that it lacks the raw material needed for a nuclear weapon.  It prohibits Iran from 
producing nuclear weapon grade enriched uranium. 
 
2. The JCPOA is built on verification, not on trust. 
 
The JCPOA includes an extensive inspection system.  Under the deal, Iran agrees to the 
Additional Protocol of the international nuclear non-proliferation treaty.  This provision 
permits IAEA inspectors access to any site in any country, including military facilities. 
  
3. The JCPOA allows for the use of sanctions to enforce Iranian adherence. 
 
It allows for a rapid snap-back of sanctions if Iran violates the agreement.  Moreover, it 
allows the US to continue with sanctions on Iran related to terrorism. 
 
4. The JCPOA is a multinational agreement that addresses proliferation concerns for 

countries around the world.  
 
The JCPOA is a compromise document that reflects an unusual convergence of interests 
by diverse parties:  the United States, Britain, France, Germany, the European Union, 
Russia, and China.  As a multi-party agreement, it is able to restrict Iranian nuclear 
development better than a bilateral agreement between the United States and Iran, if 
such an agreement is at all possible.  The JCPOA de-escalates the potential danger of 

http://www.cnn.com/2015/07/14/politics/iran-nuclear-deal/
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nuclear proliferation in the Middle East by other nation-states seeking nuclear weapons 
in response to the threat posed by Iran’s nuclear capabilities. 
 
5. There is no better alternative. 
 
Iran would not have agreed to a more stringent deal with reduced relief from economic 
sanctions.  A bilateral agreement between the US and Iran is unlikely.  A military option 
would not necessarily prevent or delay Iran from achieving nuclear weapon capacity.  
Any US-led military intervention (or Israeli military intervention) would destabilize the 
region of Middle East and Persian Gulf. A US military intervention would more-likely 
united Iran than lead to regime change.  Iran’s nuclear facilities are too dispersed for 
small-scale, special forces attack.  The US does not have the desire or capacity to 
occupy Iran.  An aggrieved Iran would be able to rebuild and reinforce its nuclear 
facilities and feel justified in obtaining nuclear weapons.  
 
The Arguments in Opposition  
 
1. The JCPOA only postpones Iran’s ability to obtain nuclear weapon capacity. 
 
Iran is allowed to retain some components of its nuclear program.  The deal only slows 
down Iran’s building of the infrastructure to build nuclear weapons.  Iran is not required 
to dismantle its enrichment infrastructure and can enrich uranium for domestic use.  
This infrastructure can easily be used to enrich uranium for use in nuclear weapons. 
The 10-25 year lifespan of many of the restrictions will allow Iran to develop nuclear 
weapons in the future without the fear of sanctions.  The length of the deal provides 
Iran with the time and opportunity to “cheat.”  Given the limits of the JCPOA, other 
countries in the Middle East are likely to pursue their own nuclear weapons programs. 
 
2. The scope of the JCPOA is too narrow.   
 
It does not address Iran’s desire to become the major regional power or Iran’s support 
of disruptive, militant non-state actors to help achieve this goal.  It does not address 
Iran’s development of conventional weapons or Iran’s ballistic missile program.  It does 
not address Iran’s aggressive behavior towards the State of Israel. 
 
3. The mechanisms to enforce Iranian compliance with the JCPOA are poor.  
 
Transparency depends on Iranian cooperation, and successful execution of the deal 
requires the cooperation of the signatories to the agreement.  With the lifting of US 
economic sanctions, the Iranian regime will have more funds to support non-state 
actors in the Middle East such as Hamas and Hezbollah.  US interests would have been 
better served through a biliteral agreement.  
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Example Articles 
 
Brown, Harold. “Why accepting the Iran nuclear deal is a no-brainer.” The Washington 
Post, August 13, 2015.  
 
Dermer, Ron. “Israeli ambassador: The four major problems with the Iran deal.” The 
Washington Post, July 14, 2015. 
 
Gordon, Philip. “A better Iran deal? History suggests no.” The Washington Post, July 23, 
2015.  
 
Kerry, John and Ernest Moniz. “The case for the nuclear deal with Iran.” The 
Washington Post, July 22, 2015.  
 
Krauthammer, Charles. “The worst agreement in U.S. diplomatic history.” The 
Washington Post, July 2, 2015.  
 
Morello, Carol and Karen DeYoung. “Historic deal reached with Iran to limit nuclear 
program.” The Washington Post, July 14, 2015. 
 
Ross, Dennis. “Iran deal leaves U.S. with tough questions.” The Washington Post, July 
14, 2015.  
 
Will, George. “With Iran deal, Obama makes bad history.” The Washington Post, July 
29, 2015.  
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SECTION III:  Our JCRC’s Statement 
Before deciding to take a public position in response to the proposed JCPOA, the JCRC 
had only issued statements regarding non-controversial matters (e.g, condemning 
terrorist acts, decrying acts of antisemitism).  Any statements would be would be 
released to traditional media, posted on social media, and included in Federation/JCRC 
communications with approval from the Federation leadership. As Congress debated the 
treaty, the JCRC felt competing pressures regarding whether to take a stand.  Jewish 
organizations that traditionally had not expressed opposition to American policies, such 
as AIPAC, Hadassah, and JCRCs in other communities, stepped forward with statements 
against the deal.  Locally, community members, including area rabbis, called for public 
opposition. 
 
In July, the JCRC formed an ad hoc committee, including then President Amy Clayman 
and then Executive Director David Snyder.  In preparation for a discussion, the fifteen 
participants were asked to do their own research, come to the meeting with their own 
summaries and analyses, and be prepared to present their perspectives.  The goal was 
to decide whether JCRC should issue an opinion and, if so, what it should be.  In 
addition to reviewing the deal, relevant policy papers, and opinions of respected 
observers, Ms. Clayman also evaluated what other JCRCs and Jewish groups were 
doing. 
 
On August 4, the committee debated the merits of JCPOA at an in-person meeting.  The 
options were narrowed to (a) oppose the deal outright or (b) oppose it, but urge people 
to come to their own conclusions.  In the end, it was decided that the agency 
should issue a statement opposing the JCPOA outright, but include language 
that acknowledged the vote was not unanimous. 
 
Next, a draft statement was presented to Federation leadership, including then 
President Vicki Zell and Executive Director Jennifer Weiss, for approval.  In retrospect, 
Ms. Clayman observed, the JCRC leadership did not expect that taking a stance – 
whether in support or in opposition – would be so divisive.  With Federation approval, 
the statement was presented to the JCRC board on August 10 and approved by a large 
majority.  The statement was then published.  Two days later, the JCRC presented the 
statement at the Federation board meeting.  Several Federation board members 
objected strongly, expressing disappointment in the process, the position taken, or 
both.  Nonetheless, the Federation board ultimately endorsed the statement.  Following 
the vote, the process for review of JCRC statements was clarified and updated.  The 
JCRC also published a web page with key information about the agreement, including 
the JCRC statement, videos of experts sharing their perspectives, and a collection of 
relevant articles. 
 
A subsequent review by the Jewish Telegraphic Agency found a lack of consensus in 
opinion and approach among Jewish organizations.  “Some Jewish groups came out 
against it almost immediately, while a month later, others have yet to weigh in.  Some 
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blared their decision on their website or Facebook page, others sent out emails 
unsearchable on the Internet.  Some counsel a unified message, others said everyone 
should shout out their views.”  The JTA found “the statements of 55 Jewish groups 
from all corners of the United States.  There are 23 opposed to the deal, a lot of 
skeptics who are not opposed for now, and a couple of just-don’t-knows.” 
 
Days after the JCRC adopted the statement, at an event co-sponsored by the JCRC, 
Congressman Donald Norcross announced his opposition to the deal, which broke ranks 
with the Democratic party stance. As for the Senators from New Jersey, Cory Booker 
approved the plan, calling it “the better of two flawed options.”  Booker stated, “I 
believe rejection of the deal would allow Iran to achieve an aim it has wanted all along: 
a significant unwinding of sanctions without the constraints on its nuclear program that 
this deal provides.”  Senator Bob Menendez, however, voted against the deal, saying 
the deal fell far short of the goals set out at the beginning of negotiations. 
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SECTION IV:  The Current Debate 
Scores of pundits have already weighed in on whether the United States should reverse 
its 2018 withdrawal from the JCPOA, how to rejoin the deal, under what conditions, 
with what objectives, and with what assurances to Iran, Israel, or other allies.  Attached 
is a recitation of some of the more notable essays, articles, and analyses that we have 
compiled in an effort to offer the reader a comprehensive survey of the range of 
opinions and ideas on the subject.  It is by no means exhaustive, and, as might be 
expected, viewpoints by the respective authors typically reflect their backgrounds, 
experience, motivations, and agendas. 
 
On February 7, 2020, President Biden told CBS' "Face the Nation," in his first sit down 
interview since ascending to the presidency, that he would not lift sanctions on Iran as 
a way of persuading that nation to return to the negotiating table, and that Iran would 
have to first cease enriching uranium.  A Biden Administration official later clarified that 
the President meant that Iran must stop enriching uranium beyond the limits spelled 
out in the JCPOA. 
 
Iran, on the other hand, stated that the ball is in the U.S. court.  In late January 2021, 
Iranian Foreign Minister Mohammad Javad Zarif tweeted, "Why on earth should Iran – a 
country that stood firm and defeated four years of a brutal US economic terrorism – 
show good will gesture first?  It was the U.S. that broke the deal – for no reason.  It 
must remedy its wrong; then Iran will respond." 
 
Those who argue against rejoining the JCPOA generally state the following: 
 
• Iran cannot be trusted.  It is a rogue state that has violated every agreement it has 

entered, including the JCPOA.  It is an unreliable negotiating partner. 
 
• Rejoining the 2015 agreement would be a mistake because the original terms were 

seriously flawed:  they lack anytime, anywhere inspections; they require 24-day 
notice prior to inspections; they exempt military sites from inspections; they allow 
Iran to retain nuclear enrichment capabilities; and the nuclear curbs end in 2025. 

 
• The 2015 agreement does not address Iran’s missile program, its sponsorship of 

terrorism, or its regional aggression. 
 
• Rejoining the agreement would require the U.S. to lift its sanctions, which eliminates 

its economic leverage against Iran and thus, the ability to pressure Iran to negotiate 
a better deal. 

 
• The JCPOA is not a treaty (not ratified by Congress) and therefore not legally 

binding. 
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Those who support returning to the agreement generally make the following 
counter-arguments: 
 
• We do not need to trust Iran; the JCPOA has strong verification mechanisms. 
 
• The original deal placed substantial limits on Iran’s nuclear program:  it eliminated 

98% of its uranium stockpile; it removed over 13,000 centrifuges; it destroyed the 
core of the Arak reactor; and it included an intrusive inspection program. 

 
• The original deal was never intended to go beyond the nuclear program.  Reentry to 

the agreement would open the door to negotiations on other issues, such as the 
missile program. 

 
• Remaining outside the JCPOA limits the United States’ options to stop Iran from 

building nuclear weapons.  By rejoining the agreement, the U.S. can take 
multilateral actions with France, Germany, and the United Kingdom.  Unilateral 
sanctions haven’t worked and won’t work. Four years of extreme pressure only 
caused Iran to accelerate its nuclear program and increase its regional aggression. 

 
Example Articles 
 
Bard, Mitchell. "Could the U.S. Rejoin the Nuclear Deal?" Jewish Virtual Library, A 
Project of AICE. 
 
Biden, Joseph. "There's a Smarter Way to be Tough on Iran." CNN, September 13, 
2020. 
 
Bob, Yonah Jeremy. "Top Incoming Biden Aides Say No Quick Iran Deal-Analysis." The 
Jerusalem Post, January 20, 2021. 
 
Brennan, David. "Joe Biden Must Rejoin Iran Nuclear Deal to Avoid 'Unacceptable' War, 
Former Official Says." Newsweek, February 5, 2021. 
 
Crowley, Michael. “Iran Talks Loom as a New Test of Biden’s Israel Ties.” The New York 
Times, June 19, 2021. 
 
Edelman, Eric and Charles Ward. “No Going Back Now: The Case Against Returning to 
the JCPOA.” The Jewish Institute for National Security of America, March 2021.  
 
Egel, Naomi. "The Biden Administration Must Rejoin the JCPOA," Penn Law Center for 
Ethics and the Rule of Law, January 12, 2021. 
 
Goldberg, Richard and Mark Dubowitz. "Why Biden's Plan to Rejoin the Iran Deal Makes 
No Sense." Foreign Policy, January 8, 2021. 
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Hirsch, Michael. “Signaling a New Willingness to Talk, Biden Scrambles to Save Iran 
Nuclear Deal.” Foreign Policy, February 18, 2021. 
 
Leary, Alex, and Michael R. Gordon.  “Israel’s Bennett Presses Biden Over Iran Nuclear 
Deal.” The Wall Street Journal, August 27, 2021. 
 
Mandel, Eric R. “Biden's six-step strategy to rejoin the Iran nuclear agreement.” The 
Hill, February 18, 2021. 
 
Nahmias, Omri. “Israel and the US are learning to manage JCPOA disagreements - 
analysis.” The Jerusalem Post, April 29, 2021. 
 
Norman, Laurence, and Michael R. Gordon. "Iran is Assembling Gear Able to Produce 
Key Nuclear-Weapons Material." The Wall Street Journal, January 13, 2021. 
 
Oren, Michael and Yossi Klein Halevi. "The Case Against the Iran Deal," The Atlantic, 
January 21, 2021. 
 
Satloff, Robert, et. al. “Statement on Improving the Potential for a Diplomatic 
Resolution to the Iran Nuclear Challenge.” The Washington Institute for Near East 
Policy, December 17, 2021. 
 
Stephens, Bret. "Memo to President Biden: Please Don't Mess Up the Abraham 
Accords." Commentary, February 20, 2021. 
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SECTION V.  Additional Resources 
 
The text of the JCPOA 
US Department of State 
https://2009-2017.state.gov/e/eb/tfs/spi/iran/jcpoa/index.htm  
 
JCPOA side agreements 
Rosen, Armin. “Here's the text of one of the Iran deal's 'secret' side agreements.” 
Insider, August 20, 2015.  
 
Wong, Kristina.  “Congress, Iran, and ‘side deals’: What you need to know.” The Hill, 
August 2, 2015. 
 
Research repositories with timelines 
Arms Control Association 
www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/Timeline-of-Nuclear-Diplomacy-With-Iran 
 
Ballotpedia 
ballotpedia.org/Iran_nuclear_agreement:_Timeline 
 
Council on Foreign Relations 
www.cfr.org/timeline/us-relations-iran-1953-2020 
 
International Crisis Group 
www.crisisgroup.org/iran-nuclear-deal-timeline 
 
Jewish Virtual Library, The American-Israeli Cooperative Enterprise (AICE) 
This source contains a particularly comprehensive collection of essays regarding the 
subject of nuclear diplomacy with Iran.  Topics covered range from the development of 
Iran's nuclear program to the choices now facing the Biden administration in deciding 
whether and how to return to the JCPOA.  One example from their website is this e-
pamphlet:   
www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/jsource/US-Israel/jcpoa_what_you_need_to_know.pdf 
 


