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BREAKING — JULY 7, 2026 — AS THIS ISSUE GOES TO PUBLICATION

Iran fired on three commercial vessels in Oman’s territorial waters near the Strait of Hormuz on Tuesday 
July 7 — striking a Qatari LNG tanker, a Saudi crude tanker (Wedyan), and a third vessel. The U.K. 
Maritime Trade Operations Centre confirmed three separate projectile strikes; all attacks occurred off the 
coast of Oman or the UAE, indicating ships were using the alternative Omani route rather than Iran’s 
approved route. In response: OFAC revoked GL X — the general license authorizing Iranian oil sales 
issued June 21 — effective July 7, with a July 17 wind-down period. CENTCOM launched “a series of 
powerful strikes against Iran” targeting air defense systems, coastal surveillance, surface-to-air missiles, 
anti-ship cruise missiles, and drone launch sites. Brent crude rose 3%; WTI rose nearly 6%. Iran 
condemned the sanctions revocation as “a breach of the MOU” and warned of “decisive measures.” Qatar 
summoned Iran’s deputy ambassador. Trump is at the NATO summit in Ankara. “Iran will only reap 
benefits if they exhibit good behavior,” a U.S. official stated.

ISSUE TEN PREDICTIONS: REVIEWED

Eight predictions made in Issue Ten. Each evaluated below.

1 CONFIRMED No Gulf state will make a binding, named financial commitment to the $300 
billion fund before the 60-day window closes.
Through July 7, no Gulf state has made a binding, named financial commitment to the 
fund. Saudi Arabia has not moved from its ‘trust first’ position. The UAE remains 
conditional. Today’s attack on Saudi and Qatari tankers in Hormuz will further delay any 
Gulf willingness to finance Iranian reconstruction. [Confirmed — and reinforced by 
today’s events]

2 CONFIRMED The PGSA will not be dissolved — it will be incorporated into the final 
settlement framework under a different name.
The Persian Gulf Strait Authority continues registering vessels for transit. Iran’s persistent 
assertion that ships must use its “approved route” — and today’s attacks on ships using 
the Omani route instead — confirms the PGSA is the enforcement mechanism for a de 
facto toll/sovereignty arrangement regardless of the MOU’s nominal toll-free provisions. 
[Confirmed]

3 CONFIRMED Israel will not withdraw from the southern Lebanon security zone before the 
60-day window closes.
Israel has not withdrawn. Despite the Lebanon framework agreement signed June 26, 
IDF operations continue in southern Lebanon. Defense Minister Katz’s “extended stay” 
instruction remains operative. Hezbollah declared the original MOU a victory and is not 
pushing Israeli withdrawal either, since Israeli presence justifies continued resistance 
framing. [Confirmed]



4 DEVELOPING Gaza will be publicly declared a successful Board of Peace proof of concept 
before any second-theater mandate expansion is formally announced.
The Iran MOU’s $300 billion mechanism continues to develop as functional second-
theater expansion. Today’s sanctions revocation disrupts the commercial timeline. Gaza 
reconstruction supply corridors remain challenged. No formal ‘Gaza success’ 
announcement issued yet. [Developing]

5 DEVELOPING The BoP private financial architecture will be substantially finalized before 
January 20, 2029.
Today’s sanctions revocation disrupts the commercial pipeline timeline. The JPMorgan 
framework and Gulf sovereign wealth standing commitments face new headwinds. 
January 2029 deadline intact; intermediate timeline disrupted. [Developing]

6 DEVELOPING The final Iran settlement text will contain automatic-trigger enforcement 
provisions operating independently of congressional authorization.
Today’s OFAC sanctions revocation is itself an automatic-trigger response — sanctions 
snapped back without congressional action, per existing statutory authority and GL X’s 
revocation notice. The mechanism exists and is being used. Whether it will be embedded 
in final settlement text depends on whether a final settlement is reached. [Developing — 
mechanism confirmed operative today]

7 CONFIRMED Iranian hardline factions will use any further U.S. strikes during the 60-day 
window to force Pezeshkian’s team into a harder public posture without 
collapsing talks entirely.
Confirmed with precision. Iran’s foreign ministry immediately condemned the sanctions 
revocation as a “breach of the MOU” and warned of “decisive measures.” 
Simultaneously, talks are described as “on hold until after Khamenei’s burial” — harder 
public posture, preserved negotiating channel. [Confirmed]

8 CONFIRMED Russia will not be offered or accept a formal mediator role in the 60-day 
window; its uranium-custody offer will remain rhetorical.
Russia’s uranium custody offer remains static. The July 4 Trump-Putin call covered 
Ukraine but produced no new Iran mediation framework. The Ankara NATO summit 
involves no formal Russian presence or mediator role. Witkoff and Kushner are 
confirmed for a Moscow follow-up visit on Ukraine — not Iran. [Confirmed]

CUMULATIVE SCORECARD — THROUGH ISSUE ELEVEN

CONFIRMED PREDICTIONS (TOTAL) 46 — Issue Eleven adds 5 new confirmations 
(Predictions 1, 2, 3, 7, 8)

ANOMALIES REFINED (MECHANISM WRONG, 
OUTCOME CONFIRMED)

1 — OFAC GL 134B expiration

TOTAL RESOLVED ENTRIES 47

ACCURACY RATE (CONFIRMED ÷ TOTAL RESOLVED) 98%

ISSUES PUBLISHED Eleven



THE WEEK’S DEVELOPMENTS

July 7 — Sanctions, 
Strikes, Ankara

Iran attacked three vessels in the Strait of Hormuz on Tuesday July 7 using approved 
routes near the Omani coast. Targets included the Qatari LNG tanker Al-Rekayyat (caught 
fire, at risk of explosion) and Saudi crude tanker Wedyan (damaged). A third vessel 
sustained damage but continued. No crew deaths confirmed. The attacks represent the 
most in a single day since late April per the IMO. Iran disputed responsibility for the Qatari 
tanker and condemned Qatar’s accusation as “contrary to the principle of good 
neighborliness.” (PBS, Al Jazeera, Times of Israel, July 7.)

OFAC GL X — the general license issued June 21 authorizing Iranian oil production, 
delivery, and sale through August 21 — was revoked in its entirety, effective July 7. Buyers 
have until July 17 to wind down transactions in progress. The administration did not signal 
how long sanctions would remain reimposed or under what conditions they might be lifted 
again. (CNN, OFAC notice, July 7.)

CENTCOM launched “a series of powerful strikes against Iran” targeting air defense 
systems, coastal surveillance systems, surface-to-air missiles, anti-ship cruise missiles, 
and drone launch sites. Iran threatened “decisive measures.” Explosions heard in Bandar 
Abbas, Sirik, and Qeshm Island per Iranian state media. Brent crude rose 3%; WTI rose 
nearly 6% back above $70. The GL X revocation was described as eliminating “one of the 
central concessions made to the Iranian regime in exchange for its reopening of the 
waterway.” (Daily Caller, Times of Israel, CNN, July 7.)

Trump is in Ankara for the NATO summit. He has not yet posted a formal response to the 
sanctions revocation and strikes beyond what was included in CENTCOM’s statement and 
the U.S. official’s “Iran will only reap benefits if they exhibit good behavior” line.

America 250 — The 
Announced 
Triumph

July 4: Trump delivered America’s 250th anniversary address claiming credit for ending the 
Iran war and the approaching end of the Ukraine conflict. He spoke of a “new order in the 
Middle East,” referenced the MOU as a defining diplomatic achievement, and framed the 
week’s simultaneous Iran ceasefire and Ukraine peace track as his presidency’s legacy. 
The announcement was exactly as the Monitor predicted: a historic regional architecture 
framing regardless of whether substantive issues were resolved.

The July 4 announcement and today’s sanctions revocation are now in the record 
simultaneously. The architecture’s announcement-versus-agreement discipline applies with 
maximum force: Trump declared victory on July 4 and reimposed sanctions on July 7. 
Three days.

Ukraine — The 
Similar Timetable 
Advances

July 4: Trump spoke separately with Zelensky and Putin by phone on America’s 
Independence Day. Zelensky congratulated Trump on the 250th anniversary and confirmed 
they discussed the frontline and diplomatic efforts, writing: “There is a real prospect to put 
an end to this war, and America’s resolve is decisive.” The Kremlin confirmed a 90-minute 
call; Ushakov described it as “business-like and quite constructive” with Trump reaffirming 
readiness to facilitate the “earliest possible cessation of hostilities.” (ABC News, RFE/RL, 
July 5.)

The Kremlin readout included that Putin repeated Russia’s “fundamental approach” — 
control of occupied Ukrainian territory — as the condition for any settlement. Russia 
continues insisting on Donbas. Ukraine rejects territorial concessions. The gap has not 
narrowed. Witkoff and Kushner are confirmed for another Moscow visit. Senior U.S. official: 
“the battlefield has clearly frozen” and “there’s tremendous death going on.” (NBC News, 
RFE/RL, July 5.)

NATO summit in Ankara (July 6-7): Trump meeting Zelensky bilaterally on July 9. Trump 
told reporters: “I think they both want to make a deal.” Russia launched a massive drone 
and missile attack on Kyiv overnight July 1-2, killing at least 11. Zelensky: “This is in the 
spirit of Putin — right after America’s Independence Day and before the NATO summit in 
Ankara.” (Al Jazeera, CNN, RFE/RL, July 7.)

German Chancellor Merz made significant concessions to Trump at the G7/NATO margins 
— explicitly walking back Berlin’s earlier positions on defense spending timelines and U.S. 



troop presence. European NATO members are committing billions in new military contracts 
under pressure from Trump’s 5% GDP defense spending demand.

Venezuela — The 
WSJ Analysis

The Wall Street Journal published a major analysis of the Venezuela operation this week, 
examining the gap between the administration’s stated narco-terrorism justification and the 
documented economic outcomes. The piece noted that U.S. investor access to Venezuelan 
oil sector has expanded significantly under Delcy Rodríguez’s administration, that the 
hydrocarbons law reform was signed within 26 days of her installation, and that the 
opposition’s democratic demands remain unaddressed.

María Corina Machado has not returned to Venezuela. The Trump administration has not 
publicly demanded elections. Rubio’s “phases of stabilization first” framing remains 
operative. The WSJ’s framing stops short of the architecture’s full analytical claim — it 
identifies the outcome without identifying the mechanism. The Monitor identified both in 
Issues One through Four.

Iran — Nuclear 
Talks On Hold

Nuclear talks were described as “on hold until after Khamenei’s burial” — the supreme 
leader killed at the war’s opening was buried this week in Mashhad after days of public 
mourning in Tehran with an estimated millions attending. His son Mojtaba Khamenei has 
been designated successor. The mourning period provided political cover for pausing talks 
without formally breaking them. (PBS, July 7.)

Today’s sanctions revocation and strikes now replace the burial pause with a more 
substantive impasse. Iran’s foreign ministry condemned the OFAC revocation as a “breach 
of the MOU” and issued a formal warning. The 60-day negotiating window, which opened 
June 19, now operates under direct threat — with sanctions reinstated, strikes underway, 
and no confirmed date for resumption of talks.

NATO Summit — 
Ankara, July 6-7

NATO’s annual summit in Ankara is the week’s multilateral backdrop. Leaders from all 32 
NATO members present; Zelensky and South Korea’s Lee Jae-myung attending as non-
members. Gulf states (Bahrain, Kuwait, Qatar, UAE) sent defense or foreign ministers — 
significant given the Iran war context and the attacks on Qatari and Saudi assets today.

Trump met Erdogan warmly; F-35 sale to Turkey confirmed as under discussion despite 
Netanyahu’s objections. Trump told reporters he would “certainly consider” lifting the 
sanctions imposed on Ankara for its Russian S-400 purchase — the sanctions that had 
blocked F-35 transfer since 2019. Netanyahu: Turkey is “infected with the Muslim 
Brotherhood.” The architecture’s NATO-sidelining pattern continues: the alliance’s summit 
is being used to advance bilateral deals (F-35/Turkey) rather than coordinated allied 
strategy. (CNN, Times of Israel, Al Jazeera, July 7.)



THE ARCHITECTURE’S LENS

Issue Eleven’s Lens addresses two contributions: Section One examines what today’s sanctions revocation means for  
the MOU and the architecture’s commercial layer. Section Two examines the similar timetable’s current status across 
both theaters simultaneously.

SECTION ONE — THE SANCTIONS REVOCATION: WHAT IT MEANS AND WHAT IT DOESN’T

July 4: Trump declares victory. July 7: Sanctions reimposed. Three days.

The GL X revocation is the single most analytically significant event since the Versailles signing on June 18. It 

eliminates, in a single OFAC notice, what a U.S. official described as “one of the central concessions made to 

the Iranian regime in exchange for its reopening of the Strait of Hormuz.”

This requires precise analytical treatment, not because the Monitor wants to minimize its significance but 

because the architecture’s behavioral pattern across eleven issues demands distinguishing between events 

that falsify the framework and events that the framework predicted.

The GL X revocation does not falsify the architecture’s core prediction. It confirms it. The 

Monitor’s Issue One anomaly was the OFAC GL 134B expiration in May — where the formal 

instrument changed but the structural outcome (Russian oil continuing to flow via the 

shadow fleet) did not. Today’s GL X revocation follows the same pattern: the formal 

instrument has changed. Whether the structural outcome changes depends entirely on 

enforcement.

The enforcement question is the Monitor’s central analytical concern from this point forward. CNN’s analysis 

stated it precisely: “It’s not clear how the United States plans on enforcing those restrictions — and whether it 

plans to stop Iranian oil from changing hands via another military blockade in the Strait of Hormuz.” Iran 

exported roughly 50 million barrels of crude oil in June, mostly through its shadow fleet. GL X’s revocation 

does not dissolve those shipping relationships. It creates legal exposure for them — a different thing.

The architecture’s anomaly refinement principle applies: if Iranian oil continues flowing to China through the 

shadow fleet despite GL X’s revocation, the formal instrument changed and the structural outcome did not. 

This is precisely what happened with GL 134B in May. The Monitor will track whether this revocation is a 

genuine enforcement reversal or a procedural pressure instrument within a continuing negotiation.

Three specific observations for the record as of publication:

First: the architecture predicted Iranian oil sanctions would not be meaningfully reimposed before Trump 

leaves office. GL X’s revocation is a meaningful reimposition if enforced. This is the Monitor’s most direct 

prediction coming under pressure. It will be evaluated against actual enforcement data in Issues Twelve and 

Thirteen.

Second: the JCPOA trap is now operating in reverse. Trump cannot enforce GL X’s revocation through a full 

naval blockade without restarting a war he declared victory over three days ago on national television. The 

enforcement constraint is not military capacity. It is the July 4 announcement itself.

Third: today’s attacks were on vessels using the Omani alternative route rather than Iran’s approved PGSA 

route. Iran’s consistent claim is that ships not using its approved route are not entitled to protection. This is 

the PGSA’s enforcement mechanism in operation — not a ceasefire violation in Iran’s framing, but a 



consequence of bypassing its authority. Whether the 60-day negotiating framework survives this interpretation 

gap is the architecture’s most consequential open question.

SECTION TWO — THE SIMILAR TIMETABLE: BOTH WARS, ONE WEEK

The architecture’s similar timetable prediction — that Iran and Ukraine would be brought to resolution on a 

coordinated schedule — was Trump’s own public statement on May 25 and has been the Monitor’s tracking 

framework since Issue Five. This week is the similar timetable’s most visible single week.

July 4: Trump calls Zelensky and Putin separately, reaffirms readiness to mediate Ukraine, frames both wars 

as approaching simultaneous resolution in the America 250 address. July 6-7: NATO summit in Ankara. 

Trump meets Zelensky bilaterally July 9. Witkoff and Kushner confirmed for Moscow follow-up on Ukraine. 

The Ukraine track is more active this week than at any point since the Iran war began.

The simultaneous Ukraine activation is architecturally significant because the architecture requires it. The 

Board of Peace’s most important remaining mandate expansion — the $300 billion sovereign fund and 

Europact buffer zone — requires a Ukraine settlement. The similar timetable is not sentimentalism about 

peace. It is the architecture’s institutional requirement for its largest remaining mandate.

What today’s sanctions revocation does to the similar timetable: it disrupts the Iran track’s commercial 

timeline while the Ukraine track advances. If the 60-day window collapses in Iran, the similar timetable’s 

coordinated resolution becomes impossible. If Iran talks resume after a brief impasse — consistent with the 

stalling mechanism’s eleven-issue behavioral record — the similar timetable remains operational.

The architecture does not require the ceasefire to hold perfectly. It requires the negotiation 

to continue. Every previous rupture — the June 21 Hormuz re-closure, the June 26-28 

skirmish, the sanctions back-and-forth — has been followed by resumed talks. Today’s 

events are the most serious disruption yet. They are not categorically different in kind.



ISSUE ELEVEN PREDICTIONS

Five predictions below, evaluated in Issue Twelve. The GL X revocation and today’s U.S. strikes are the primary 
analytical variables shaping this issue’s forward predictions. The Monitor acknowledges that its existing prediction — 
that Iranian oil sanctions would not be meaningfully reimposed before Trump leaves office — is now under direct 
pressure and will be evaluated against enforcement data.

1 Iran-U.S. nuclear talks will resume within 14 days of today’s strikes despite the GL X 
revocation, consistent with the stalling mechanism’s eleven-issue behavioral record.
Every previous Iran-U.S. rupture in this conflict — the June 21 re-closure, the June 26-28 skirmish, the 
multiple missed negotiating sessions — has been followed by resumed talks. The stalling mechanism does 
not require uninterrupted continuity. It requires that each rupture be followed by re-engagement rather than 
permanent collapse. Pakistan and Qatar are still positioned as mediators. Iran’s warning of “decisive 
measures” is consistent with prior statements that preceded resumed talks.

2 GL X’s revocation will not produce a meaningful reduction in Iranian oil reaching China 
through the shadow fleet within the July 17 wind-down window.
Iran exported 50 million barrels of crude in June, mostly through its shadow fleet per TankerTrackers. 
Shadow fleet operations are structurally separate from GL X’s licensing regime — they were evading 
sanctions before GL X was issued. Western buyers who had sought licensed access to Iranian oil will wind 
down; shadow fleet buyers will not. This is the GL 134B pattern restated: formal instrument changed, 
structural outcome unchanged.

3 Trump will announce a U.S.-Ukraine diplomatic breakthrough before the end of July, using 
the Ankara NATO summit and the Witkoff-Kushner Moscow follow-up as the platform.
The Ukraine track is more active this week than at any point since the Iran war began. Trump told reporters 
both sides want a deal. Senior U.S. officials confirm a real sense of urgency. Witkoff and Kushner are 
confirmed for Moscow. The architecture requires Ukraine’s track to advance simultaneously with Iran’s — the 
similar timetable cannot be abandoned even as Iran negotiations face today’s disruption. An announcement 
of “significant progress” or a “historic framework” on Ukraine before August is consistent with the 
architecture’s institutional requirements.

4 The GL X revocation will be reversed or substantially modified within 30 days if Iran 
resumes nuclear talks, consistent with the architecture’s pattern of using sanctions as a 
negotiating instrument rather than a terminal enforcement mechanism.
The OFAC notice did not specify conditions for reimposition’s reversal or its duration. This is the 
architecture’s standard instrument design: maximum flexibility, minimum commitment. The administration has 
now issued and revoked Iranian oil sanctions relief multiple times. Each reimposition has been followed by re-
relief when talks resumed. The pattern predicts the same here.

5 The similar timetable will survive today’s disruption: both the Iran and Ukraine tracks will 
have active negotiating frameworks in place before August 1.
The architecture’s commercial objectives in Iran and its institutional objectives in Ukraine are not served by 
either war’s permanent collapse into renewed full-scale conflict. The Ukrainian battlefield has frozen per U.S. 
officials. The Iran war’s economic damage is still being absorbed. Both principals — Trump, Putin, 
Pezeshkian’s government — have stronger incentives to negotiate than to escalate to the levels that would 
make the architecture’s commercial objectives permanently unavailable.



EDITORIAL NOTE — ON THE ARCHITECTURE’S MOST DIRECT PREDICTION UNDER PRESSURE

Eleven issues of the Architecture Monitor have documented a predictive framework with a 98% accuracy rate 

across 47 resolved entries. Today is the first issue in which the Monitor must acknowledge directly that its 

most consequential structural prediction is under pressure.

The book’s Chapter Seven predicted that Iranian oil sanctions, once relieved in response to the Iran war’s oil 

shock, would not be meaningfully reimposed before Trump leaves office. The GL X revocation today is a 

meaningful reimposition in formal terms. Whether it is meaningful in structural terms depends on enforcement, 

enforcement depends on whether Iran’s shadow fleet is disrupted, and disrupting Iran’s shadow fleet requires 

a level of naval action that the administration’s July 4 victory announcement makes politically difficult to justify.

The Monitor does not move goalposts. The prediction was: sanctions would not be meaningfully reimposed. If 

GL X’s revocation produces a genuine, enforced reduction in Iranian oil exports, the prediction is falsified and 

the Monitor will say so plainly. If GL X’s revocation is a negotiating instrument that is reversed when talks 

resume — consistent with the administration’s pattern of using OFAC actions as leverage rather than terminal 

enforcement — the prediction will be refined, as the GL 134B anomaly was refined in Issue Five, and the 

Monitor’s structural outcome prediction will have held even where its mechanism prediction required 

adjustment.

Issue Twelve will evaluate GL X enforcement data. The Monitor will be watching what actually changes in 

Iranian oil export volumes through the shadow fleet against what the formal OFAC action says should 

change. The announcement and the enforcement are different instruments. The Monitor tracks both.
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