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of geopolitical and economic 
competition are emphasized. 
Regarding Europe, prior to 
publication of this document, I 
indicated in a report in March 
2025 that Americans had ef-
fectively moved past a unified 
Europe and no longer regarded 
it as an autonomous actor in in-
ternational interventions. This 
document does not recognize 
a unified and puissant Europe, 
yet encourages European states 
toward independence, effec-
tively pursuing power division 
within Europe.
In light of these two docu-
ments — especially the second, 
which accentuates military and 
defensive orientation — mili-
tary power is introduced as a 
legitimizing force. The National 
Defense Strategy endeavors, in 
fact, to confer legitimacy upon 
American military actions and 
to embellish them.
For us in the Islamic Republic 
— an influential actor in global 
transformations and presently 
confronted simultaneously 
with negotiation and escalat-
ing American threat — precise 
comprehension proves indis-
pensable. We must formulate 
our strategies vis-à-vis these 
orientations and deliberate 
upon them.

Please explain the orien-
tation, differences, and 
similarities of these doc-
uments, their perspective 
toward diverse global re-
gions, including our own, 
and evaluate the actual 
performance of the current 
administration of the Unit-
ed States relative to these 
documents.

DEHGHANI FIROUZABADI: 
The American National Strate-
gy and its Defense Strategy are 
interrelated; the National Secu-
rity Strategy presides over the 
National Defense Strategy. The 
latter possesses a more op-
erational and military aspect 
and is implemented within the 
American bureaucratic struc-
ture.
In the Defense Strategy, the 
foremost objective is the res-
toration of America’s position. 
Although official American dic-
tion seldom employs the term 
“hegemony,” restoration of past 
greatness is posited within the 
framework of the “America 
First” slogan.
The document implicitly ac-
knowledges the United States’ 
fall from its prior station and 
asserts the necessity of reviv-
ification. It indicates that the 
liberal international order — 
from which America benefited 
— enabled others, particularly 
China, to utilize globalization 
and global commerce without 
incurring costs.
From the authors’ vantage, 
certain American allies have 
engaged in gratuitous security 
dependence and must assume 
greater financial responsibility.
The spirit of the document en-
tails redefinition of America’s 
role and position within the 
international system — that is, 
redefinition of national inter-
ests — alongside delegation of 
greater responsibility to allies 
and adoption of selective inter-

ventionism.
This orientation does not con-
stitute isolationism, but rather 
limited, efficacious, and selec-
tive globalism — intervention 
where vital American interests 
necessitate it.
From a theoretical perspec-
tive, although pragmatism or 
moderated realism is invoked, 
in practice, numerous realist 
principles appear manifest: 
state-centrism, power-cen-
trism — especially military 
power — and avoidance of war 
concomitant with maximal de-
terrence, particularly vis-à-vis 
China.
The slogan “peace through 
strength” and the hints of seek-
ing absolute superiority artic-
ulated there indicate that the 
US must possess and preserve 
superiority across all domains 
of national power — military, 
economic, and technological. 
The concept of power balance 
appears within the deterrence 
framework as well. The De-
fense Strategy explicitly af-
firms that unilateral action has 
frequently benefited American 
national interests. Unlike the 
past, wherein unilateralism 
proved contentious, it is now 
explicitly defended as the opti-
mal means of securing Ameri-
can security and interests.
Another dimension involves 
novel economic nationalism 
emphasizing three compo-
nents: energy dominance, trade 
balance including through tar-
iff war, and reinforcement of 
domestic industry with repa-
triation of production capacity.
A salient distinction from prior 
documents is explicit repudia-
tion of the liberal international 
order and practical transcen-
dence of foundational princi-
ples of international law, such 
as national sovereignty, non-in-
tervention, non-use of force, 
and inviolability of borders. 
Recent actions reinforce the 
perception that prior founda-
tions of international relations 
encounter challenge.
These two documents may be 
regarded as a manifesto of the 
new Trump administration’s 
orientation; in aggregate, no 
profound contradiction ap-
pears between them and the 
performance of the current US 
administration.

Initially, some concluded 
superficially that our region 
had forfeited significance in 
American higher-order doc-
uments; however, this infer-
ence appears imprecise.
DEHGHANI FIROUZABADI: 
Although the document as-
serts that a country assigning 
priority to everything effec-
tively possesses no priority, 
regarding the Middle East, four 
explicit objectives are enumer-
ated: prevention of domination 
of regional energy resources 

by a hostile state, guarantee 
of Israel’s security, preserva-
tion of freedom of navigation 
including in the Red Sea and 
the Strait of Hormuz, and pre-
vention of extensive regional 
instability.
Therefore, one cannot assert 
complete diminution of the 
Middle East’s or Iran’s signif-
icance; rather, the framework 
and modality of engagement 
have transformed. Even if the 
Middle East’s position has de-
clined in certain levels, in oth-
er dimensions, its importance 
has not diminished; indeed, 
for America, Iran has acquired 
heightened significance.
Some inferred diminution 
based upon quantitative con-
tent analysis — counting men-
tions of Iran — yet frequency 
of reference does not consti-
tute a decisive metric of im-
portance. As with China and 
Russia, Iran independently 
retains significance within the 
document.
I have even stated that Iran 
resides at the nucleus of the 
American National Security 
Strategy. In the National De-
fense Strategy as well, Iran is 
explicitly addressed; though 
characterized as weakened, it 
remains within the threat-con-
struction framework. Conse-
quently, one must not conclude 
that Iran has forfeited value 
within American security and 
defense prioritization. Ameri-
can practical conduct corrobo-
rates this assessment.

Dr. Fekri, kindly continue, 
particularly regarding the 
United States’ competition 
with China and the securi-
tization of the economy, in-
cluding tariffs as a security 
instrument.
FEKRI: The American National 

Security Strategy is prepared 
pursuant to an annual legal 
obligation. The Goldwater–
Nichols Act of 1986 obligates 
publication. In 1986, proxi-
mate to the terminal years of 
the Soviet Union, the objective 
was the evaluation of interna-
tional transformations within a 
specified temporal interval, the 
delineation of a desired world, 
and the specification of the 
trajectory toward it, so that all 
American institutions and even 
external actors comprehend 
America’s direction.
During the Cold War, empha-
sis centered on existential war 
with the Soviet Union. After 
its collapse, globalization and 

democracy promotion — con-
cepts presently criticized — oc-
cupied the core.
After the September 11 attacks, 
concepts of preemptive action 
and counterterrorism entered 
the documents. At the time, it 
was frequently stressed that 
globalization has enemies that 
can threaten the United States’ 
national security, thereby 
necessitating confrontation. 
During the Obama period, 
counterterrorism persisted, 
with augmented emphasis 
upon coalitions, diplomacy, and 
international cooperation.
Since circa 2010, the return to 
Asia and strategic competition 
with China entered the docu-
ments. In a global investment 
forum in China, the American 
treasury secretary and the 
Chinese commerce minister 
engaged in open disputation. 
The American official alleged 
that China’s currency manipu-
lation and intellectual property 
violations were hurting Amer-
ican domestic production; the 
Chinese minister attributed the 
issue to a weakened American 
production structure, adding 
that if the value of Yuan in-
creases, another country will 
replace China. This indicated 
that structural competition 
was forming.
Thereafter, strategic compe-

tition with China assumed 
prominence. In Trump’s first 
term, China and Russia were 
designated principal rivals, fol-
lowed by Iran and North Korea.
Regarding the 2025 document, 
the US has concluded that with-
in the global economic contest 
of the past two decades, it has 
experienced relative decline — 
not absolute debility, but com-
parative deceleration vis-à-vis 
rivals whose growth velocity 
surpassed its. Projects such as 
“America First” were devised to 
reverse this trajectory through 
production repatriation and 
economic reconstruction.
In Trump’s first term, one 
policy entailed insecurity 
generation around emergent 
powers: NATO eastward ex-
pansion, Middle Eastern trans-
formations, Afghanistan de-
velopments, South China Sea 
tensions, extensive sanctions 
against Iran, and evolution 
from crippling sanctions to 
smart sanctions and maximum 
pressure. Yet this containment 
policy did not yield desired 
outcomes.
In the new document, Amer-
ica asserts that it must pos-
sess complete dominion over 
the Western Hemisphere and 
manage all contradictions 
therein. Issues such as the 
Panama Canal, developments 
in Venezuela, Greenland, and 
even Canada’s and Mexico’s re-
lations with China and Europe 
become intelligible within this 

framework. America seeks to 
transform its periphery into a 
stable and exclusive pole of fu-
ture economic power.
This constitutes the desired 
world: restoration of primary 
economic centrality and recov-
ery of lost or declining authori-
ty — namely, the MAGA project. 
For reentry into this domain, 
the American periphery must 
become entirely secure and 
unilateral. Since competition 
remains inevitable, it must be 
displaced elsewhere.
Hence, pressure upon Iran, the 
Middle East, and Asia intensi-
fies; tensions must be trans-
ferred elsewhere while the 
Western Hemisphere becomes 
homogeneous and exclusively 
American.
From the Chinese perspec-
tive, however, substantial 
credence is not accorded to 
the operationalization of this 
document as previous securi-
ty documents likewise did not 
culminate in their intended 
outcomes, and states traversed 
episodic waves of pressure.

Please elaborate on Trump’s 
utilization of tariffs.
FEKRI: I construe tariffs with-
in the rubric of unilateral coer-
cive measures. In one context, 
the US imposes sanctions; in 
another, tariffs; elsewhere, li-

censing requirements via the 
Department of Commerce. 
Each region encounters mea-
sures calibrated to its con-
ditions.  Concerning Iran, 
sanctions are deemed most 
efficacious. Regarding China 
and Europe — especially Chi-
na — tariffs are emphasized 
because unilateral sanctions 
lack equivalent efficacy. More-
over, efforts also aim at aug-
menting energy costs and pro-
duction factor costs for China 
so that Chinese commodities, 
owing to elevated production 
inputs, forfeit, for instance, 
20% of competitive capacity 
relative to goods produced in 
the Western Hemisphere.

Do they genuinely believe 
globalization has harmed 
America?
FEKRI: Yes, they explicitly 
assert that countries such as 
China, Russia, India, and even 
smaller states exploited glo-
balization’s advantages and as-
cended while America receded 
within the power hierarchy. 
Hence, their solution is the re-
versal of this trajectory.
Today, international institu-
tions — whose norms Euro-
peans originally constructed 
yet Americans defended — are 
questioned and progressively 
excised from the international 
arena.
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This constitutes the 
US's desired world: 
restoration of 
primary economic 
centrality and 
recovery of lost or 
declining authority 
— namely, the 
MAGA project. 
For reentry into 
this domain, 
the American 
periphery must 
become entirely 
secure and 
unilateral. Since 
competition 
remains 
inevitable, it must 
be displaced 
elsewhere.
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US President Donald Trump announces wide-ranging tariffs on several BRICS 
members and partner countries at a White House ceremony on the so-called 
“liberation day”.
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People in Doral, Florida, react to the news of Venezuelan President Nicolás 
Maduro’s illegal capture in a US military action in Caracas on January 3, 2026.
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