Iran, Russia ink
MoUs, tech deals
to boost digital
cooperation
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Pezeshkian launches

Persian Gulf water transfer project
to supply central industries

Iranian President Masoud Pezeshkian (c) remotely
w [aunches a major project to carry desalinated water
= from the Persian Gulf to the central city of Isfahan in
Tehran on December 6, 2025.
president.ir

Impact of US

national security strategy
on Mideast foreign policy
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EXCLUSIVE

The Trump administration’s newly
released National Security Strategy
reveals a blatant contradiction in tone
when it comes to the Middle East. On
the one hand, Washington speaks as
if it intends to pull back from the re-
gion, insisting that the Middle East
no longer enjoys the same priority in
US foreign policy that it once did for
decades and implying that “the days
when the Middle East dominated US
foreign policy... are over”

A closer reading of the very same
paragraph, however; points to a clear
US commitment to its traditional, fun-
damental interests in the region. The
strategy explicitly underscores con-
tinued US commitment to preventing
Persian Gulf energy resources from
falling into the hands of a direct ri-
val; ensuring freedom of navigation
through the Strait of Hormuz and the
Red Sea; stopping the emergence of

terrorist hubs capable of targeting US
interests or territory—an imperative
reinforced after the 11 September
attacks; and, finally, safeguarding Is-
rael’s security, which remains a cen-
tral pillar of Washington’s regional
posture.

These priorities, in effect, represent
the foundations of US policy in the
Middle East since the end of World
War II. Despite variations in admin-
istrations, agendas, and global condi-
tions, they have undergone no funda-
mental shift.

The new strategy, therefore, reflects a
change not in overarching objectives
but in the tools and methods chosen
to pursue them. The current adminis-
tration aims to reduce direct military
entanglement and shed some of the
burdens traditionally shouldered by
the United States, yet it shows no will-
ingness to abandon

the enduring inter- Page3 >
ests that have shaped Washington’s
approach to the region for decades.

UK Supreme Court
accepts Iran’s

appeal over London
building confiscation
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Prospect of tech
contest between
US, China
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Iran to play Belgium,
Egypt, New Zealand
in World Cup

group stage
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Minister hails
theater as ‘unrivaled
language’ of youth
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America’s endless cycle
of broken promises

By Ali Karimi Magham

o P 1 N 1 O N
E X C L U S I V E

Decades of deceit, from JCPOA betrayal to ongoing economic
warfare, prove that US-Iran talks serve only Washington’s co-
ercive agenda. Iran must finally learn from failed experiences
and confront American duplicity with strength, not naiveté.
For more than four decades, the Islamic Republic has faced a
consistent pattern from the United States, one that has never
changed despite political transitions, smiling diplomats, or
rhetorical gestures of “goodwill.” It is the pattern of deception,
coercion, and calculated dishonesty. Yet periodically, certain
political currents inside Iran resurrect the illusion that Wash-
ington can somehow be persuaded to behave like a so-called
normal negotiation partner! Today, as discussions about the
possibility of re-igniting a new round of talks re-emerge, Iran
must recall with absolute clarity that the United States has
not simply failed to honor its commitments; it has structurally
proven incapable of doing so.

The central question is simple: how many times must Iran be
burned by the same flame before acknowledging that the fire
itself will never change?

The clearest example, of course, is the JCPOA. This agree-
ment was not a small diplomatic exercise; it was a carefully
calibrated test of whether the United States possessed the
maturity and political discipline to respect an international
commitment. Iran fulfilled every obligation with exception-
al meticulousness. It halted enrichment at agreed levels and
permitted unprecedented inspections under the world’s most
intrusive verification regime. No country under pressure had
ever demonstrated such transparency.

What did Iran receive in return? Not the promised sanctions
relief. Not the economic normalization envisioned in the deal.
Not even minimal respect for the agreement’s legal obliga-
tions. Tehran, instead, received a stream of covert and overt
violations, even before Washington formally abandoned the
deal in 2018. American officials pressured banks not to engage
with Iran, threatened corporations that considered entering
the Iranian market, and quietly undermined every potential
avenue of economic recovery. And then, with the swagger of
colonial arrogance, the United States withdrew unilaterally,
proudly violating UN Security Council Resolution 2231.
Washington’s withdrawal was not a mistake. It was not a result
of one administration’s hostility. It was the natural outcome
of an American political culture that does not recognize le-
gal continuity when dealing with Iran. In the US worldview,
agreements with Iran are expendable. Commitments expire
with elections. Treaties can be discarded with a signature. This
is not diplomacy; it is weaponized unpredictability.

Even today, as American officials whisper about “dialogue,”
their actions reveal a darker truth. Sanctions continue to rattle
Iran’s economy. Iranian assets remain frozen or stolen. Pres-
sure campaigns intensify across every economic, technolog-
ical, and military domain. Meanwhile, Washington pretends
to extend a hand of diplomacy while holding a knife behind
its back.

This is not a new tactic. It is the American modus operandi.
And it is astonishing that anyone inside Iran still imagines
these tactics can be neutralized by polite conversation or
Western smiles.

The United States carries a deep, foundational hostility toward
independent nations that refuse to bend to its geopolitical ar-
chitecture. For more than forty years, Washington has sup-
ported every act of aggression against Iran: backing Saddam
Hussein’s chemical warfare, orchestrating coups and sabotage
networks, downing a civilian airliner, and constructing one
of the most comprehensive sanctions regimes in history, all
under the guise of “pressure,” “containment,” or “defense of
international order” The truth is more straightforward: the
United States despises the Islamic Republic because it simply
refuses to submit.

Given this record, any Iranian policymaker advocating fresh
negotiations must confront a complex reality: what exactly will
be different this time? What evidence suggests that the United
States is prepared to respect commitments it has violated for
decades? The burden of proof lies on those who promote en-
gagement, not on the Iranian people, who have seen the con-
sequences of misplaced trust time and time again.

[tis not a matter of Iran changing its expectations, but of finally
bringing them into alignment with reality.

Every negotiation with Washington has created vulnerabilities,
not opportunities. Every concession Iran made produced new
demands rather than goodwill. Every gesture of flexibility—far
from softening American hostility—emboldened Washington
to escalate pressure. For the United States, compromise is a
one-way street that ends only when Iran surrenders its sov-
ereignty.

Iran’s strength has never come from negotiations with Ameri-
ca. It has come from steadfast resistance, strategic deterrence,
regional partnerships, and the ability to withstand and out-
maneuver decaFle_s of economic warfare. Th.e Page2 >
Islamic Republic is respected not because it

capitulates, but because it refuses to be coerced. If anything
has forced Washington to acknowledge Iran as an unavoidable
regional power, it is not dialogue; it is Iran’s resilience.




