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US–Saudi Nuclear Deal and Middle East Arms Race

Situation Report | 18-Day Sustained Assessment
The United States and Saudi Arabia have signed a civilian nuclear cooperation agreement whose precise terms remain 

publicly contested, against a backdrop of deepening regional instability: a fragile or collapsed US–Iran ceasefire, a 

Saudi–Turkish–Pakistani mutual defence pact, and a partially blockaded Strait of Hormuz. The deal's economic stakes 

are enormous—reportedly worth hundreds of billions of dollars—but its nonproliferation implications are sharply 

disputed, with enrichment provisions, IAEA oversight requirements, and any linkage to Israeli normalisation all 

unresolved in public reporting. The combination of these threads raises the realistic prospect of a structural shift in 

Middle Eastern strategic dynamics.

---

Key Judgments
• We assess with high confidence that Saudi Arabia, Türkiye, and Pakistan have signed a mutual defence pact in 

Mecca declaring an attack on one to be an attack on all, representing a significant new regional security architecture.

• We assess with moderate confidence that the US and Saudi Arabia signed a 123 Agreement and bilateral 

safeguards agreement, though the full text has not been released and key provisions remain disputed.

• We assess with moderate confidence that the agreement does not appear to require Saudi Arabia to comply with 

the IAEA Additional Protocol, leaving comprehensive international oversight uncertain.

• We assess with moderate confidence that nonproliferation experts warn the deal could offer Saudi Arabia a 

pathway toward nuclear weapons capability, a risk compounded by Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman's public 

statements that Saudi Arabia would seek nuclear capability if Iran acquires one.

• The enrichment provisions of the deal are contested; official US statements describe a prohibition, while 

multiple outlets report the agreement includes a two-year joint enrichment study that could enable domestic Saudi 

enrichment facilities.

• We assess with moderate confidence that the absence of robust IAEA monitoring, combined with possible future 

Saudi enrichment, would increase regional proliferation concerns—though whether this translates into an arms 

race remains an asserted rather than validated judgment.

---

What the Legislation Says
*No plain-language statutory reading was provided for this assessment.*

---
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What Is Firmly Established
The leaders of Saudi Arabia, Türkiye, and Pakistan signed a mutual defence pact in Mecca declaring that any armed 

attack on one of the three states shall be regarded as an attack on all three. This is reported with high confidence across 

Al Jazeera, BBC, Deutsche Welle, Fox News, the Jerusalem Post, and the New York Times—six editorially independent 

outlets spanning multiple bias groups.

---

Where the Record Settles It
*No claims in this collection were adjudicated against a primary legislative or official textual source. See "Where 

Reporting Conflicts" for unresolved disputes.*

---

What Is Reported but Less Certain
The agreement itself. We assess with moderate confidence that the US and Saudi Arabia signed a 123 Agreement and 

an accompanying bilateral safeguards agreement. The deal is reported to have a 30-year term, to be worth hundreds of 

billions of dollars, and to be designed to give US companies—prominently Westinghouse Electric—key roles in Saudi 

nuclear infrastructure while excluding foreign competitors. The full text has not been publicly released.

Signatories and congressional path. Reported but uncorroborated at low confidence, and carried primarily as a 

wire-echo item, the agreement was signed by US Energy Secretary Chris Wright and Saudi Energy Minister Prince 

Abdulaziz bin Salman Al Saud. Congressional review is similarly reported at low confidence across outlets sharing a 

common sourcing thread.

IAEA oversight gap. We assess with moderate confidence that the agreement does not appear to require Saudi 

compliance with the IAEA Additional Protocol or enhanced monitoring, leaving the IAEA unable to implement 

comprehensive safeguards. This is reported across 13 outlets but the agreement's text has not been released to allow 

independent verification.

Enrichment study provision. We assess with moderate confidence that the agreement requires US firms to conduct a 

two-year study on the viability of domestic Saudi uranium enrichment before any enrichment facility could be built—a 

provision reported by six outlets including Middle East Eye and moneycontrol.com. This finding is directly relevant 

to the contested enrichment question (see below).

Saudi nuclear ambitions. We assess with moderate confidence that Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman has stated 

publicly that Saudi Arabia would seek nuclear capability if Iran develops nuclear weapons. We also assess with 

moderate confidence that Saudi Energy Minister Prince Abdulaziz bin Salman said in January 2025 that Saudi Arabia 

planned to produce yellowcake, enrich uranium, and sell it.

Comparative standards. We assess with moderate confidence that the UAE accepted a "gold standard" commitment 

to forgo enrichment and reprocessing in its 2009 123 Agreement with the US—a benchmark against which the Saudi 

deal is being measured critically by nonproliferation analysts including Andrea Stricker of the Foundation for Defense 

of Democracies.
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Regional and economic context. We assess with moderate confidence that maritime traffic through the Strait of 

Hormuz—formerly an artery for roughly 20 percent of global oil supply and approximately 20 percent of global 

LNG—has been severely reduced since US–Israeli airstrikes on Iran in late February. Iran has stated intent to charge 

commercial vessels for passage. An Iran–Oman framework on Hormuz has been reported at moderate confidence, with 

a final decision said to require higher-level approval.

Abraham Accords background. We assess with moderate confidence that Saudi Arabia has been a consistent 

supporter of the Palestinian cause and has held off joining the Abraham Accords, insisting on a clear and irreversible 

pathway to a two-state solution. Netanyahu's government firmly rejects Palestinian statehood, a fact reported by three 

outlets.

---

Where Reporting Conflicts
Enrichment provisions. This is the collection's central unresolved dispute. Middle East Eye, Al Jazeera, and the 

Wall Street Journal report that the deal contains provisions potentially allowing Saudi uranium enrichment, including 

US-built facilities following a two-year joint study. Against this, Energy Secretary Chris Wright told Fox News 

the agreement concerns only power generation, not enrichment, and Trump posted that the deal would prohibit 

uranium enrichment. These accounts are incompatible. The two-year enrichment study provision (reported at moderate 

confidence separately) partially bridges the accounts but does not resolve whether enrichment is ultimately permitted 

or prohibited. The agreement text has not been released.

Abraham Accords linkage. Multiple outlets report Trump conditioned the deal on Saudi Arabia joining the Abraham 

Accords; a Saudi source indicated the deal was already signed and that tweets do not overturn signed agreements. 

Separately, multiple reports including from the New York Times indicate the deal moved ahead without normalisation 

strings attached, while White House Press Secretary Karoline Leavitt stated "if Saudi Arabia does not join the Abraham 

Accords, the deal is off." These positions cannot be reconciled from available reporting.

Trump's Truth Social post. Trump's post reportedly linked the deal to Abraham Accords membership and a prohibition 

on uranium enrichment; reporting from Middle East Eye and the Times of India indicates the deal was already signed 

with different terms before the post was made. What is binding versus aspirational remains unresolved.

US–Iran ceasefire status. Trump reportedly declared the ceasefire "over" on 8 July. Jerusalem Post and Deutsche Welle 

report Trump has since stated there are no talks or conversations with Iran scheduled, suggesting an ongoing diplomatic 

breakdown rather than a discrete earlier event. Al Jazeera characterises the June agreement as a Memorandum of 

Understanding rather than a ceasefire and reports it dissolved in mid-July with both sides renewing attacks—a different 

characterisation and timeline from other accounts. A Memorandum of Understanding between Iran and the US is also 

reported to be officially expiring.

Strait of Hormuz status. The Strait is reported as currently blockaded with severely restricted traffic by Al Jazeera, 

BBC, and Deutsche Welle. The Jerusalem Post reports Trump claimed the Strait is open and that the US cleared Iranian 

mines and destroyed all 28 mine-laying boats; Iranian Vice President Kazem Gharibabadi dismissed this as false. These 

are incompatible accounts of a fact with major economic consequence.
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Saudi–Pakistan pact timeline. Al Jazeera reports the Saudi–Pakistan pact was reached in September 2025; BBC 

reports it was "already announced last year," suggesting two separate agreements rather than one, with the Mecca pact 

expanding the arrangement to include Türkiye.

Qatar–Iran Hormuz talks. Qatar's Foreign Ministry reports Iran–Oman shipping talks have reached an advanced 

stage. Iran states any resulting agreement would have no impact on the broader reopening of the Strait. These positions 

reflect fundamentally different characterisations of the talks' significance.

---

Asserted Causes
*Statistical validation is not yet available; the causal analysis module is not yet active. All causal claims below are 

attributed solely to the outlets asserting them.*

• Jerusalem Post, premiumtimesng.com, and segye.com assert that Saudi uranium enrichment could trigger a 

regional arms race and alter the Middle Eastern balance of power.

• clevelandjewishnews.com, Jerusalem Post, and moneycontrol.com assert that Iran may accelerate enrichment 

activities if it perceives US double standards through the Saudi deal.

• kmib.co.kr, Middle East Eye, moneycontrol.com, and newrepublic.com assert that the absence of IAEA mon-

itoring combined with possible future Saudi enrichment would almost certainly increase proliferation concerns.

• en.ce.cn, english.news.cn, and jang.com.pk assert the Saudi nuclear model will prompt other Middle Eastern 

countries to seek similar US cooperation agreements.

• clevelandjewishnews.com, jang.com.pk, and Jerusalem Post assert the US–Saudi deal has cost Israel all 

prospects of near-term normalisation with Saudi Arabia.

---

Collection Notes
Maturity: 18-day sustained assessment drawing on 172 articles from 50 outlets across centre, lean-left, lean-right, 

and right bias groups. Coverage is broad but skewed toward English-language and East Asian secondary sources; 

Arabic-language primary sourcing is limited to Al Jazeera and a small number of regional aggregators.

Source mix: Several items flagged as wire-echo—multiple outlets carrying a single shared source—most notably on 

the congressional review pathway, the signing ceremony details, and the early deal announcement. These count as 

single confirmations, not independent corroboration.

Key gaps: The full text of the 123 Agreement and its accompanying bilateral safeguards agreement has not been 

released, making independent assessment of enrichment provisions, IAEA commitments, and Abraham Accords 

conditionality impossible from open sources. The status of the US–Iran ceasefire and the current operational state of 

the Strait of Hormuz are both actively contested and evolving. Congressional testimony and any classified annexes to 

the nuclear agreement would materially affect confidence levels across multiple clusters.
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