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Opinion

T
alk about misreading 
foreign policy. The 
Obama administration 
wrongly believed that 
appeasing the Iranian 
regime would win it a 

new and powerful ally in the Gulf 
region.

Talk about a disappointment. 
Washington supported lifting 
international economic sanctions 
on the Islamic Republic, hoping 
to bring about a new beginning 
in US-Iranian relations only to 
realise that there would be no 
change coming from the Iranian 
theocratic leaders, who continue to 
behave just as they had in the past 
and continue to regard the United 
States with trepidation, distrust 
and animosity.

The Iranian mullahocracy looks 
at the United States as a 
power to be feared, a power 
that infringes on the domes-
tic affairs of countries in the 
region and a country it con-
siders to be an enemy of its 
Islamic revolution, one that 
Tehran aspires to export.

The Obama administra-
tion bet on improving rela-

tions with Iran much to the 
detriment of neighbouring Saudi 
Arabia and other Gulf states that 
regard Iran with just about as much 
trepidation, distrust and animosity 

as Iran harbours for the West.
Indeed, the Saudis had hoped 

they could convince Washington 
of the dangers posed by Iran to the 
stability of the region. In one of 
the many tens of thousands of US 
State Department cables that were 
leaked, former Saudi King Fahd 
wrote to the White House, asking 
the Americans to “cut off the head 
of the snake”, in reference to the 
Iranian leadership.

The Saudis were terribly disap-
pointed by the lack of leadership 
shown by US President Barack 
Obama in handling the crisis in 
Syria where the regime of Presi-
dent Bashar Assad, supported by 
Iran, was killing mostly Sunni 
Muslims.

Obama’s indecisiveness and poor 
counsel from his secretary of state 
on how to handle the Syria crisis 
have strained previously sturdy 
relations between Saudi Arabia and 
the United States that, with minor 
deviations, existed since the end of 
World War II.

Indeed, relations between the 
two countries have reached their 
nadir since the two countries first 
established a partnership under 
President Franklin D. Roosevelt 
and King Abdelaziz ibn Saud.

Meanwhile, US Secretary of State 
John Kerry led this misadven-
ture of US foreign policy in what 

became the Obama’s White House 
policy (or rather lack thereof) in 
dealing with Syria’s civil war.

Washington perhaps expected 
Tehran to be somewhat thankful 
and a tad less abrasive in recogni-
tion of its support in having inter-
national sanctions lifted over the 
nuclear talks. Perhaps Washington 
believed — erroneously — that the 
Iranians would be thankful and 
somewhat more helpful in securing 
the oil-rich region from the imme-
diate threat posed by the Islamic 
State (ISIS).

But with the ink not yet dry 
on the agreement, the Islamic 
Republic returned to its old habits 
of promoting anti-American senti-
ments and encouraging continued 
calls of “Death to America”. Friday 
sermons in mosques across the 
land continued to call for the de-
struction of the United States and 
the death of Americans. Hardly 
the way one treats potential allies, 
is it?

The shortcoming of the US 
foreign policy is undoubtedly 
Washington’s naiveté in falsely 
thinking that other countries and 
other entities will act and react in 
manners similar to its own.

Indeed, Iran’s growing arro-
gance and contempt towards both 
Saudi Arabia and the United States 
reflects the failure and bankruptcy 

of the fatuous Obama-Kerry-Susan 
Rice policy.

The Washington trio really as-
sumed that freeing up Iran’s frozen 
assets would bring the Islamic 
Republic back into the fold of the 
international community.

Talk about taking one’s dreams 
for reality.

Washington observers say there 
was a feeling around the Obama 
White House that perhaps Iran 
would help fill the power gap in the 
region and join the United States in 
fighting ISIS.

Still, the United States continues 
to mindlessly appease Iran, failing 
to realise that there is potentially a 
far greater threat to the region and 
beyond than the now shrinking 
ISIS. The Iranians don’t bother to 
hide the fact.

Furthermore, not only had 
Washington miscalculated on Iran 
politics and policies but it also 
failed to predict Russia’s entry into 
the conflict giving Moscow a far 
sturdier footing in the Mediterra-
nean than it ever had, even under 
the Soviet Union.

Talk about erroneous foreign 
policies.
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Syrian hell unleashed

U
N Secretary General 
Ban Ki-moon chose 
the word “hell” to 
refer to how serious 
living conditions in 
Syria have become 

following almost five years of 
bloody conflict. The inferno 
does not seem likely to be letting 
up soon and the international 
body over which Ban presides is 
at a loss for a solution which 
would stop the bloodshed.

Ban’s comment came after the 
first round of the Geneva 3 talks, 

which resulted in nothing 
of importance. UN Envoy 
Staffan de Mistura could 
hardly hide his disappoint-
ment at not being able to 
bring together the belliger-
ent parties in one session. 
For four days, he shuttled 
between their places of 
residence trying to bridge 

the gap between positions and 
points of view but he knew from 
the beginning that his mission 
was almost impossible.

One of the reasons for such an 
assessment has to do with the 

Syrian government’s delegation, 
which had gone to Geneva 
carrying a clear declaration of 
war. Not once did the delegation 
indicate any desire to reach a 
peaceful solution.

The opposition delegation had 
insisted on implementing UN 
Resolution 2254 as a prerequisite 
for the talks. The resolution calls 
for an immediate ceasefire and 
the lifting of the siege on certain 
zones and allowing aid to the 
civilian population to go 
through. This has not happened 
and is not going to happen soon. 
All signs from the field indicate 
that the war goes on unabated.

Russia has increased its sorties 
despite the announcement by its 
government that it is serious 
about achieving a peaceful 
settlement of the Syrian conflict. 
At the same time, it will not stop 
fighting those it calls terrorists, 
even though 70% of the victims 
are civilians.

Russian forces continue to 
provide intensive air cover for 
Syrian government forces and 
their Iranian militia allies as 

they advance and occupy more 
territory. By contrast, the rebel 
forces are experiencing a 
shortage of weapons.

It seems that the Syrian 
government’s tactic of one small 
bite at a time is working. In 
recent days, entire regions which 
had been under rebel control for 
three years have fallen to the 
Syrian armed forces. At the same 
time, strikes by Russian planes 
forced new waves of migration 
towards Turkey, which made 
clear that it seriously wishes to 
grab what it can of the frag-
mented and crumbling entity 
south of its borders while there is 
time for it to do just that.

In the opposite camp, Russia 
cannot claim that it has seriously 
damaged or limited the capabili-
ties of the Islamic State (ISIS), 
whose fighters appear unruffled 
and in control of their territories.

Recent declarations by Briga-
dier-General Ahmed Asiri, 
adviser to the Saudi defence 
minister, have had the effect of a 
bomb. Asiri insisted that Saudi 
Arabia was willing to commit 

ground troops to the war against 
ISIS. This development means 
that the battle zone in Syria is 
likely to expand and that the 
next round of the UN-sponsored 
peace talks, slated by de Mistura 
for February 25th in Geneva, is 
likely to repeat the same out-
come as the first one, namely 
nothing.

In the middle of all this 
brouhaha, the Syrian regime 
seems collected and confident, 
eagerly awaiting the conclusion 
of the mission of the Russian 
forces in Syria. This mission 
seems to have been that of 
drawing the borders of the future 
Alawite state mentioned by 
British Foreign Secretary Philip 
Hammond.

In the meantime, millions of 
Syrians inside and outside the 
country continue to go through 
hell.

Thayer az-Zaazou is a Syrian 
writer. His commentary was 
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Arabic. It was initially published in 
Al-Arab daily newspaper.
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A military truck carrying a missile and a picture of Iran’s Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, last September.


