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1. NATO & Nuclear Proliferation 

 

ñThe proliferation of nuclear weapons and other weapons of 

mass destruction, and their means of delivery, threatens 

incalculable consequences for global stability and 

prosperity. During the next decade, proliferation will be 

most acute in some of the worldôs most volatile regions.ò 

 

Active Engagement, Modern Defence 

Strategic Concept for the Defence and Security of  

the Members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization,  

[2010, p.10 ] 

 



 

Â 5 reasons why a nuclear-armed Iran challenges the raison dô°tre of NATO 

 

1. Iran borders the territory of the Atlantic Alliance  

 

2. Some NATO members maintain a military presence in the region that could be 
at stake 

 

3. NATO partners in the Middle East and the Gulf have been expressing growing 
concerns to NATO  

 

4. The regional chain reaction that such a scenario presents could endanger the 
Middle Eastôs strategic stability 

 

5. A nuclear Iran would have the capability to strike targets in continental Europe 

2. Why does the Iranian issue  

matter for NATO ? 



3. The regional chain reaction 

 

ñProliferation begets proliferationò  

Former US Secretary of State George Shultz  

 

 

 



4. Conflict escalation: new patterns? 

Flashpoint # 1 Naval confrontation in the Strait of Hormuz under the nuclear threshold 



Flashpoint # 2: A new Israeli-Hizbullah conflict under the nuclear threshold 

4. Conflict escalation: new patterns? 



5. Implications for NATO 

 

 

Â The modest scope of MD & ICI partnerships 

 

Â ñMulti-bilatelarismò: NATO partnerships vs bilateral 

agreements 

 

Â Revamping the content of NATO MD & ICI partnerships 

 

Â Extended deterrence?    
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Final thoughts 

 

 

Â The paradox of a Nuclear Iran: thinking not about nuclear warfare 

but about subconventional confrontations 

 

Â The coming NATOôs dilemma: whether NATO reinforces its 

relations with regional partners through security guarantees or 

these countries will look for alternative solutions 

 

Â Preparing NATO for a Nuclear Iran in order to raise the costs of 

Tehranôs crossing the Rubicon 

 



Future implications for NATO 

 

What if  US nuclear Weapons in Europe go south? 





An Iranian nuclear doctrine? 

 

Â The statu-quo bias: A tendency to assume Iranôs nuclear 

weapons would be a deterrent against aggression. 

 

Â But it could also be an effective security umbrella for 

offensive non-nuclear military activities. 

 

Â Iranôs investment in assymetric warfare capabilities. 

 

Â The mechanisms of a ñstability-instability paradoxò.  



The day beforeé 

 

Â The vicious circle of internal politics: Israel/USA/Iran 

 

Â Toward a « zone of immunity è for Iranôs program? 

 

Â A false dilemma: economic sanctions vs military action? 





IAEAôs indicators of a potential militarization of the Iranian program: 

 

1. experiments involving the explosive compression of uranium deuteride to 
produce a short burst of neutrons;  

 

2. uranium conversion and metallurgy to produce uranium metal from fluoride 
compounds and its manufacture into components relevant to a nuclear 
device; 

 

3. development, manufacturing and testing of explosive components suitable 
for the initiation of high explosives in a converging spherical geometry;  

 

4. multipoint explosive initiation and hemispherical detonation studies 
involving highly instrumented experiments  

 

International Atomic Energy Agency, Implementation of the NPT Safeguards 
Agreement and relevant provisions of Security Council resolutions in the 
Islamic Republic of Iran, GOV/2011/29, 24 May 2011  

The suspicions over  

Iranôs Nuclear program 



The advent of Iranôs  

ballistic arsenal 

The missile range 






