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Trump's cult of personality

an impediment to diplomacy

The daily, nay hourly, fluctuations in the approach of Donald Trump, the president of the United States, toward Iran, toward war, and
toward the process of negotiations have saturated these concepts and processes, more than ever before, with an aura of ambiguity
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and befuddlement. Trump, during this juncture and according to the testimony of numerous analysts, politicians, and even officials from allied nations, finds

upon his determinations, the realities on the ground recount something divergent from this conviction and claim of his.

Jalal Sadatian

himself ensnared within a maelstrom of prior erroneous decisions and future — not that favorable — probabilities; and although he himself alleges that he experiences no pressure * B i | f
k‘f—n -

The American president, in order to contend with this narrative, endeavors, through the projection of the challenge toward Iran, to flee from the reality latent therein; yet this flight will
not prove feasible even with the recommencement of hostilities against Iran, for the reason that he desires Tehran’s submission, whereas Tehran has exceedingly robust foundations
in the refusal of any submission before exorbitant demands.
For the purpose of examining and analyzing the dimensions of the American president’s personality and approach, an interview has been conducted with Jalal Sadatian, an international relations analyst
and former Iranian diplomat, the translation of which you will read below.

The president of the Unit-
ed States both speaks of the
possibility of an agreement
with Iran and describes Iran’s
stances and proposals as de-
void of sincerity; to what ex-
tent can this behavioral con-
tradiction be evaluated as a
component of a strategy of
psychological pressure and
negotiation from a superior
position?

SADATIAN: Donald Trump, as
a businessman, believes that
he can implement and obtain
results, within this matter of ne-
gotiation with Iran, through the
same methodologies he employs
in commercial transactions.
Furthermore, the utilization of
these methodologies can, on
certain occasions, also exert an
influence upon the energy issue.
In fact, on one occasion, through
these statements, he was able to
control energy prices; however,
they subsequently resumed an
ascending trajectory.

At present, the proposition of
these utterances serves the
same purpose of gaining control
over energy prices because one
of the serious pressures exerted
upon him, both within the Unit-
ed States and upon other areas,
such as Asia and Europe, is the
energy issue. This subject not
only affects diesel and gasoline
but also, consequently, other
commodities, including agricul-
tural materials; and it is even
said that agricultural products
have encountered price increas-
es. Therefore, he imagines that,
through these methodologies, he
can influence prices; although,
as arule, these influences have
been exceedingly limited.
Another point is that he pos-
sesses a particular procedure
and personal characteristic,
which we denominate a “cult of
personality,” and he, from a per-
sonality standpoint, cannot ac-
cept defeat. Ultimately, a type of
defeat has materialized for him;
a defeat to which not only we,
as the Islamic Republic, but also
numerous analysts and political
and international activists attest
in their interviews and commen-
taries. Even some retired figures
who have held responsibilities
at various levels across the
world have made this claim. This
matter imposes pressure upon
him because he has achieved
none of his intended objectives.
Furthermore, insinuations are
raised suggesting that he, due to
being caught in the Epstein case,
has been placed under pressure
by the Zionist lobby and by Net-
anyahu personally, and has been
provoked by him.

Trump has a personality where-
in he accords to himself a cer-
tain haughtiness, superiority,
and grandeur, and he perpetu-
ally desires to demonstrate that

he is the leader of the greatest
power in the world and that he
makes the best decisions. To
satisfy this psychological and
emotional need, he occasional-
ly performs theatrical behav-
iors; for instance, on a single
night, beginning at 3:00 A.M., he
published 18 tweets. Or he an-
nounces a decision but does not
act upon it; just as he has with-
drawn from many international
collaborations, due to the same
slogan of “America First” that he
propounds.

He, from a personality and psy-
chological perspective, is not
particularly harmonious with
the domestic structures of his
own country, either. He may
convene meetings and ostensi-
bly hear the opinions of others;
however, ultimately, he makes
most decisions himself and does
not pay much heed to others.
This is one of his characteristics.
He likes to say, “I controlled it, I
did this.”

Some believe that in repeat-
edly mentioning the subject

of negotiations, the princi-
pal objective of the United
States is not the attainment
of an agreement but rather
the propulsion of Iran toward
submission. To what extent
do the behavioral and politi-
cal evidences of the American
government confirm this anal-
ysis?

Some have comprehended
Trump and act in accordance
with his temperament; however,
Iran has resisted and persevered
and has remained adherent to
its principles and frameworks.
Iran states, “If you say some-
thing, say it with logic and rea-
soning, not merely from a posi-
tion of force. If reasoning exists,
readiness for response exists as
well”

Trump says that Iran must not
possess enrichment capability,
whereas Iran argues, on the ba-
sis of the NPT, that it possesses
the right to enrichment for its
own consumptive purposes,
like other countries. He says that
Iran has conducted enrichment
outside of conventional norms,
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such as at 60 percent. Iran re-

sponds that it performed this ac-
tion in reaction to the American
withdrawal from the JCPOA and
the non-adherence of the Euro-
peans. Iran further states that it
exercised patience and executed
its obligations for a period, but
the opposing party did not fulfill
its obligations; therefore, this ac-
tion has been a reciprocal reac-
tion. At the same time, Iran has
announced that it is prepared
to resolve this matter and that
monitoring will remain in place.
So, Iran speaks with reason-
ing, but, since Trump does not
possess a clear argumentative
framework, he mostly tries to
force his will.

You have referred to the do-
mestic and international pres-
sures confronting the Ameri-
can president, but he himself
does not hold such a belief,
and his personality does not
permit its acceptance. There-
fore, this question arises: how
will the future unfold? Will
domestic and foreign pres-

NGOs, social movements, unions and left-wing parties hold a massive demonstration under the slogan “No to war” in Valencia, Spain,
on March 21, 2026, during the US-Israeli war on Iran.
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sures overcome Trump, or
will his personality dominate
the processes? In simpler lan-
guage, will military confronta-
tion continue?

The short and explicit response
is that the probability of mili-
tary confrontation is increasing.
We must be capable of correct-
ly explicating our stances. It is
necessary to hold press confer-
ences and to employ credible
figures possessing international
connections for the explanation
of Iran’s stances. It is true that
the minister of Foreign Affairs
is regularly in communication
with his counterparts; howev-
er, this alone is insufficient. In
the face of the media pressure
and the media capability of the
United States, which perpetu-
ally constructs narratives, we
sometimes lag behind. We must
persuade the world’s public
opinion and influential individ-
uals, including the Arab lobby in
America or influential figures in
Europe.

For example, look at how the
prime minister of Spain takes
a stance, and, in certain circles,
the people openly appreciate
his stances. This type of action
can be effective in moderating
Trump’s utterances. On the oth-
er hand, sometimes European
countries announce that this
war is not theirs, but some-
times they also announce that,
due to American pressure, they
will dispatch a naval vessel. In-
stead of merely reacting, we
must preemptively explain our
stances and exploit the capaci-
ty of former presidents, former
ministers of foreign affairs, and
internationally recognized fig-
ures for the explanation of Iran’s
stances. Unfortunately, we still
have weaknesses in the domain
of narrative construction, media,
and public diplomacy.

At present, it is insufficient
merely to say that we are in the
right. It is true that pressures
have been exerted upon the
world’s public opinion to pay at-
tention to Iran’s stances; howev-
er, explanation is also necessary.
All capacities must be employed,
and a unified narrative must be
presented. Furthermore, it is
necessary to articulate Iran’s
stances and proposals transpar-
ently for public opinion. Numer-
ous analysts and journalists do
not know precisely what pro-
posals Iran has presented and
what responses it has received.
This signifies that we have
lagged in narrative construction.

Will the behavioral oscil-
lations and the continuous
alteration of stances by the
American president, from
threat and escalation to the
declaration of readiness for
agreement or cease-fire,



