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While the final outcome of the U.S.-Iran conflict is not yet clear, US media outlets and think
tanks  are  already  claiming  that  Russian  President  Putin  is  the  winner.  The  U.S.-Iran
hostilities  has  undermined Washington’s  confidence and reputation  in  the region,  allowing
Russian influence in the Middle East to increase as a force for peace and stability. While it is
unclear exactly how Moscow can benefit from escalations between Washington and Tehran,
U.S. media are convinced that any outcome will be consistent with the Kremlin’s plans to
increase  its  political  influence  in  the  region  and  create  a  rift  between  Washington  and  its
allies. 

This simplistic explanation does not account the fact that Moscow has a clear foreign policy
to achieve its geopolitical goals in the Middle East while Washington mostly depends on
their own internal contradictions and events on the domestic political scene to guide their
foreign policy. The assassination of Iranian General Soleimani, made on orders from Trump,
questions whether this was to demonstrate his power and determination to protect U.S.
national interests in the face of domestic criticisms, to serve Evangelical Christian interests
on behalf of Israel, or part of a clear guided policy that the U.S. has for the Middle East.

The Democrats are trying to show the public that everything Trump does is contributing
more to Russian interests rather than American. It appears that the Democratic Party will
continue with the same rhetoric to try and win this year’s election.

Moscow maintains good relations with all countries in the Middle East region and there is no
country with which Russia has an openly hostile relationship. Moscow successfully balances
its relations between Saudi Arabia, Iran, Syria and Israel, while the U.S. attempts to divide
the region into competing camps with no interest of defusing tensions, suggesting that even
if  Washington  has  a  clearly  defined  Middle  East  policy,  it  is  one  based  on  division  and
destruction  rather  than  one  of  balance  and  peace.

As a result of the assassination of General Soleimani, calls for U.S. troops to withdraw from
Iraq under pressure from local authorities have been made. Without troops in Iraq, the
Americans  are  incapable  of  retaining their  positions  in  Syria,  which increases  Russia’s
manoeuvring  space,  strengthens  its  positions,  influence,  and  opens  space  for  filling  the
political vacuum. The U.S. has become embroiled with so many Middle Eastern countries
that it is now struggling to cope to withdraw. Washington has already tried to withdraw its
troops from Iraq during the Obama era.

But it is one thing to militarily withdraw on your own will and based on your decision, and
another to withdraw because you have been asked too. Although the U.S. criticizes Iranian
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influence  across  the  region  and  claims  the  Islamic  Republic  is  acting  in  an  aggressive
manner, the Trump administration has not even hid away from the fact its an occupying
force  by  flatly  refusing  to  withdraw  from  Iraq  despite  being  told  to  by  the  country’s
parliament.

However it was the assassination of Soleimani that the most ridiculous claims were being
made, with Bloomberg even suggesting that Putin needs a “Plan B” because the Iranian
General’s death disrupted Russian plans for Syria, Iran and Turkey. This scenario implied
that Trump’s aggressive actions would elicit an even more aggressive response from the
Iranian  side,  eventually  leading  to  an  escalation  of  the  conflict  in  which  Tehran  lacked
adequate defense capabilities. This implies that Iran will lose the status of a regional power
and Russia will have no choice but to betray Syria. This option quickly disappeared from the
media space as reality completely denied this possibility.

As for Putin’s victory,  many cite the fact that many European leaders are increasingly
turning to Russia as a reliable partner in face of Trump’s unpredictability. It is fair to say that
the U.S strategy in the Middle East is a mystery even to U.S. allies. With Washington being
unrelenting in attempting to maintain the unipolar world order, it has forced Europeans to
cooperate with reliable Russia.

This  is  not  the  first  time  that  Washington  has  made  a  problem  for  its  allies,  citing  the
example of the U.S. invasion of Iraq in 2003 when Germany and France, along with Russia,
protested U.S. President George Bush and his actions. While Iraq was an example of typical
aggression, the Americans did not lose allies because of this, nor did NATO disintegrate.
However, domestic politics has always been a major focus for U.S. presidents, obviously,
which in turn can influence foreign policy decisions for internal political use. In the case of
killing an Iranian general and in the propaganda that Russia is the victor in the U.S.-Iran
conflict, nothing new has happened.
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