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Special Issue
Difficulties of Reining Back Israel
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West struggles to break free from Israel’s crisis

Iran’s strike tips scales
for Tehran's diplomacy

%

Iran’s missileand
drone strike could
amplifythe voices
ofthe Arab people
demanding

more overtand
resolute backing
of Palestinefrom
theirrespective
governments.

IRAN DAILY: Following Hamas’s
operation on October 7, numer-
ous Western officials jetted off to
Israel to pledge their allegiance
totheregime. Recently, some Eu-
ropean officials, like the foreign
ministers of Germany and the
United Kingdom, made similar
visits to the occupied territories.
How should we interpret these
visits?

BAHMAN: These visits carry two-
fold significance. First, they serve
as a show of solidarity with the
[sraeli regime and the atrocities it
committed in the Gaza Strip over
the past seven months. The West
continues to stand by Israel with-
out denouncing the genocide it is
perpetrating. The second aspect,
however, pertains to the future of
Israel and countering Iran’s mili-
tary measure taken on April 14. It
appears that Israel finds itself in a
tight spot where a significant di-
rect strike on Iran’s soil would in-
vite a harsher retaliation and pose
a tougher challenge. On the other
hand, refraining from such action
signifies an acknowledgment of
defeat. So, in either scenario, Israel
emerges as the ultimate loser. The
visit of Western officials to Israel
aimsto exploreavenues to navigate
the regime out of its current com-
plexpredicament.

Following Iran’s military action,
Western governments threw
their weight behind Israel but
also advised it against retali-
ating against Iran or targeting
Iranian territory. Do you believe
these gestures are part of the
same strategy tobail outIsrael?

That could very well be the case.
As the initial rhetoric from Israeli

authorities and their threats of a
direct assault on Iranian soil sim-
mered down, discussions centered
around alternative responses. This
dilemmanotonly posesachallenge
for Israel but also for Western na-
tions, particularly Europeans. Giv-
enthatthe escalation ofthe turmoil
in West Asia will inevitably spill
over to affect Europe, it appears
that they are keen on avoiding fur-
ther escalation between Iran and
Israel, at least for the time being.
Europeans find themselves in a
tight spot as well, torn between
showingsupportforIsrael and pre-
ventingthe escalation of tensions.

In this special case, America re-
frained from backing Israel’s
immediate retaliation despite
restating its unwavering sup-
port. What realities does Wash-
ington’s positionimply?

Washington’s calls on Tehran and
Tel Aviv to show restraint are in-
fluenced by its domestic consid-
erations, including the upcoming
presidential elections, and global
diplomatic relations. Engaging
in a fresh conflict would have ad-
verse effects on domestic public
sentiment and American voters.
Moreover, persisting with a policy
of unilateralism and unwavering
support for Israel prompts coun-
tries in the West Asian region to
bolster ties and collaboration with
other global players like China and
Russia. Another significant factor
at play is the cost-benefit analysis.
Should Israel and subsequently the
United States engage in a conflict
with Iran, America’s vulnerability
in the region would be increased.
Numerous American military bas-
es in the area would be made sus-

ceptible to Iranian attacks without
yielding substantial gains for the
US. This course of action would
also undermine America’s interna-
tional standing. Consequently, the
Americans are currently averse to
direct military confrontation with
Iran. Following the Israeli strike on
the Iranian consulate in Syria, the
US conveyed messages to Iran indi-
cating a lack of intent for war and
urging Iranian restraint. Naturally,
Iran reciprocated with cautionary
messagesaswell.

Throughout decades of antag-
onism with Israel, Arab govern-
ments have largely avoided di-
rect confrontations with Israel,
particularly since the 1970s. Si-
multaneously, there exists a rift
between Arab nations and their
governments regarding support
for Palestine. Do you believe that
Iran’s response to Israel’s ag-
gression will have a psycholog-
ical impact on the region’s gov-
ernmentsand populace?

Iran’s military retaliation against
Israel garnered widespread ap-
proval and elation among the re-
gion’s populace. This sentiment is
evident from online reactions seen
in cyberspace. Many users lauded
Iran’s actions while scolding their
own governments. Iran’s missile
and drone strike could amplify the
voices of the Arab people demand-
ing more overt and resolute back-
ing of Palestine from their respec-
tive governments. Of course, due to
the constrained political environ-
ments in these nations, these pres-
sures might not significantly sway
the governments, yettheyarelikely
to elevate the status and reputa-
tion of the Islamic Republic of Iran

Iran Daily = Monday, April 22, 2024

By Ebrahim Beheshti
4 Staff writer

INTERVIEW

AfterIran’s missileanddrone
retaliation againstthe Israe-
li regime, a number of West-
ern officials, including the
British and German foreign
ministers, made their way
to the occupied territories
to stand by the regime. What
were the motives behind
thesevisits? Whatimpactwill
Iran’smilitaryaction haveon
the regional and neighbor-
ing countries that have ties
with Israel? Shuaib Bahman,
an expert in international
affairs and the director of
the Contemporary World
Research Institute, provided
some insights to Iran Daily in
an exclusiveinterview.

amongtheregion’s populations.
Furthermore, the countries of the
region got to witness Iran’s prow-
ess, deterrence capability, and in-
dependent foreign policy. Iran ad-
opted a policy that no Arab nation
canadopt.

Inessence, Tehran’s military action
served as a strategic asset, bolster-
ingIran’sdiplomaticinfluence.

Over the past few years, Israel
hasbroadened its ties with some
regional countries, including
Iran’s neighbors, and has even
forged military ties. Do you reck-
on that the establishment of
Iran’s deterrence could have an
impactonthese specificties?
The core strategy of the Islamic
Republic towards its neighbors
revolves around enhancing ties
and fostering peace and stability.
However, the recent altercation
between Iran and Israel could
prompt a reassessment of the pol-
icies of these countries or certain
neighboring states. They believed
that cozying up to Israel would
offer them a protective shield
and potentially enable them to
plot against Iran from behind this
shield. Forinstance, Iran has clear-
ly set boundaries in the Caucasus
region. Going forward, these na-
tions will adopt a more pragmatic
approach towards the region and
Iran. They have come to under-
stand that relying on Israel does
not equate to security. While the
likelihood of these countries dis-
tancing themselves from Israel
remains slim due to their foreign
policy, they will undoubtedly re-
consider the prospect of allowing
Israel to use their territory or re-
sourcesagainstlran.




