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Since Khomeini’s coming to power in 1979, one pillar of Iranian foreign 
policy is its grand network with the local groups/ Violent Non-State Actors 
(VNSAs) which the Western world named as terrorist. The second pillar is 
its uranium enrichment policy in order to have a leverage against the West-
ern efforts to isolate it from the international society. The three important de-
velopments transformed those two pillars-uranium enrichment policy and its 
relations with the VNSAs. One was the election of Hassan Rouhani to the 
presidency in 2013 who promised to relieve Iran’s international isolation and 
to end crippling sanctions. The second was the rise of a NSAG, Islamic State 
of Iraq and Syria (ISIS)- an Al-Qaeda breakaway group (Daesh in Arabic and 
Persian) especially after the fall of Mosul in 2014. Third development was the 
finalization of a long term historic nuclear deal with the P5+1 in 2015.  This 
paper offers a review of key milestones in Iran’s response to the emergence of 
ISIS at a time when the above-mentioned three developments took place and 
Tehran initiated tectonic changes in its relations with the international society. 
Simply put, the article will mainly focus on the impact of ISIS on Iran’s evolv-
ing role in the international system and its relations with the United States. The 
impact of Qatar crisis on Iranian policies toward the region will be another 
concern of the article.
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1. A Brief History of Iranian Usage of Non-State Armed Groups

According to many analysts, Iran began employing NSAGs shortly after  
Khomeini came to power mainly due to two developments. One was  the 1980 
invasion of Iran by Saddam Hussein, the second was the hawkish policies of 
the  Reagan administration in Washington. Leaving aside Iran’s  feeling of 
strategic encirclement, Khomeini’s desire to re-establish his ties with the Shi-
ite groups in order to incite a pan-Shiite movement brought about the adop-
tion of a strategy that relied upon a network of NSAGs. (O’brien 2006, 53) 
Speaking on the significance of the maintenance of the integrity of the state 
while simultaneously expanding the influence of Shiism and Iran, Khomeini 
described NSAGs as a network constructed upon his personal relationship with 
other Shiite leaders to weaken Iran’s rivals, namely, the United States, Iraq 
and Israel. As O’brien notes that ‘as the NSAGs were expanded, Iran created a 
large web of interconnected yet disassociated  NSAGs. Initially this web was 
regional; ultimately,  it spread to enjoy global capabilities.’ (2006, 59) 

 According to Tabarani, NSAGs were seen by Iran as a part of its state 
security. As the utility of these armed groups and the proficiency of Iranian 
Revolutionary Armed Corps (IRGC) became more apparent, Christian and 
Sunni groups were equally able to draw support from Iran.( Tabarani 2008, 71) 

 Iranian style of security understanding had far-reaching political and stra-
tegic ramifications. For example, as noted by the IRGC’s commander, Yahya 
Rahim Safavi, ‘the IRGC has no geographical border. The Islamic revolution 
is the border of the IRGC. It has an extensive network of contacts across the 
Muslim world, with a particular emphasis on Lebanon, Iraq, the Gulf region, 
and the wider Arab world in general.’ (Byman, Chubin, Ehteshami, Green, 
2001)  Simply put, Iranian revisionism was related to status, not land. By tout-
ing the country’s revolutionary credentials to impress sympathizers abroad, 
Iran aimed both to legitimize/ validate its theocratic regime at home and to 
cope with the power asymmetry stemming from advanced  weapons technol-
ogy of the West. A war through ideas rather than technology by means of ideo-
logically motivated NSAGs provided Iran with an inexpensive power projec-
tion capability. As O’brien explains, ‘Tehran can hit targets inside an enemy 
as distant as the United States without developing an inter continental ballistic 
missile or an aircraft carrier.’ (O’brien 2006, 28)

The erosion of state supremacy and military means gap made the use of 
NSAGs a viable option so as to lead to  proliferation of interstate and intrastate 
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actors. It has been customary to portray Iran’s exploitation of this prolifera-
tion of interstate and intrastate actors and its contribution to NSAGs only  in 
militaristic terms. This portrayal, however, disregards the fact that the real mo-
tive lying behind  Iran’s commitment with NSAGs is its enthusiasm to be the 
leader of the struggle between the ‘oppressor’, namely the United States and 
Israel and ‘oppressed,’ Palestinians and Shiites. In order to achieve this goal, 
Tehran does not employ overt aggression. Instead, ‘it chooses to back groups 
that, if they ascend to power, will be indebted to Iran.’ (O’brien 2006, 53)  For 
example, after the Israeli invasion of Lebanon in 1982, Ayatollah Khomeini 
did not send large forces to Syria and Lebanon, instead, he provided logistic 
support and   trained the Shiite men there, and so Hezbollah was born. The cre-
ation of  Hezbollah, according to Norton, was ‘a realization of the revolution-
ary state’s zealous campaign to spread the message of the self-styled Islamic 
revolution.’ (Norton 2007, 37)Hezbollah’s importance  as a non-state actor and  
a prominent figure in Iran’s strategic calculus became most evident in Hezbol-
lah’s triumph over Israel in 2006. With the triumph of Hezbollah, Tehran gave 
the message that its extensive involvement with the Shiite community in Leba-
non and its championship of the Palestinian cause in cooperation with Hamas  
mainly aimed to rescue the ‘oppressed’ (Shiites and the Palestinians). The 2006 
July war which was defined by the then US Secretary, Rice as “birth pangs of 
a new Middle East” (The Washington Post 2006)  was a turning point in the 
formation of the Shiite crescent by Hezbollah-Hamas-Iran- Syria as it not only 
helped the two “rogue” states (Iran and Syria) and two “terrorist” organizations 
(Hamas and Hezbollah) increase their popularity in the eyes of the Arabs on 
the street but also destroyed the image of Israel’s invincibility. (Wilkins 2013, 
62) Put differently, Iran’s broad intensification of resistance to the status quo 
throughout the Middle East by stimulating  cultural and psychological forces 
in a cooperation with Hezbollah and Hamas during the 2006 war illustrates and 
even epitomizes counter stigmatization of  Iran.  Iranian supreme leaders who 
have labeled the members of international society principally the United States 
and Israel as “evil forces”, “great Satan” since the revolution, used counter 
stigmatization as a foreign policy tool. Thus, Iran has created a role for itself as 
an international leader of the disinherited, economically destituted, oppressed 
Muslim people of the Middle East.

Since the Islamic revolution,  Iran has been accused of mobilizing the 
masses, building ideological belt of friendly Shiite governments and expand-
ing its regional power. This threat perception of the West as well as the  pro-
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Western leadership of the Sunni Arab countries was further reinforced with the 
removal of  the two sworn enemies of Iran: Taliban and Saddam Hussein in 
the aftermath of the 2003 war in Iraq. Some analysts conclude that Iran was  
in a better strategic situation at that time  than it has been at any time since the 
Revolution. From the perspective of the conservative Sunni elites, especially 
the Arab Gulf leaders who remained wary of Iran’s expansionist ambitions, 
the grave danger to Arab national security stemming from Iran peaked with its 
overt success in the formation of a Shiite crescent after Hezbollah gained an 
unprecedented popularity in the aftermath of its victory in 2006. In addition 
to the US failure to maintain a balance of power so as to prevent any regional 
supremacy, Washington’s failure of establishing  political stability and security 
in Iraq and Afghanistan set the alarm bells among the Sunni Arab leaders. 
The  biggest fear of the Sunni leaders was that the rise of Iranian influence 
would set into motion the processes of polarization and axis-building like that 
of the 1950s; by according Iran a leading regional role which could move it 
to  declare its superiority over Arabs through its exploiting the anti-American 
sentiments among the Arab masses, enhancing its nuclear efforts, challeng-
ing energy competition with its energy resources, boosting its significant soft 
power and provoking the Arab masses against the pro Western ruling elite of 
the Arab Sunni countries. Hosni Mubarak openly declared that the Shiites in 
the region were  more loyal to Iran than their own countries. 

Here the crux of the issue is that  it was the common strategic threat per-
ception1 (Oktav 2008, 77) rather than the Shiite ideology which brought Iran 
and Syria together in the 2006 war in Lebanon. (Barzegar 2008, 93) Seen from 
a different angle, the creation of an anti-status quo  alliance between Iran, Syria 
and their cooperation with the two NSAGs;  Hamas and Hezbollah were not 
only against  Israel, United States but also the ruling elite of the regional pro 
Western Sunni Arab countries. This exemplified best why Syria and Iran were 
stigmatized as ‘rogue states’. The above-mentioned strategic/pragmatic anti-
status quo alliance between Iran, Syria and two NSAGs Hezbollah and Hamas 
illustrates the US failure to produce an understanding of ‘normality’ that can 
mobilize the Arab masses rather than securing the loyalty of the ruling elite in 
the Middle East.

The outburst of Syrian civil war led to a dramatic change in style and 
substance of  Iranian foreign policy who had always sided with the masses.  

1  Iran and Syria have been threatened by the Bush administration equally as they were defined 
as the members of “axis of evil””, and therefore,  are the next to be attacked after Iraq.”
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2. The Impact of Syrian Civil War on Iranian Policies toward the 
Region

Iran regarded the mass protests on the Arab streets  as an ‘Islamist awak-
ening’ against Western backed autocrats. However, the Arab spring, specifi-
cally the Syrian crisis crystallized the limits of Tehran’s appeal to the Arab 
world due to several reasons. One is that Tehran was no more able to maintain 
its policy of championing the rights of the oppressed Muslims regardless of the 
sectarian division as the Syrian crisis led to a sharp division between Sunnis 
and Shiites. Second, the duality and ambivalence prevailing  in Iran’s approach 
to the Arab uprisings has also led to a loss of Iran’s plausibility and credibil-
ity since it has failed to recognize the legitimacy, potency and wide popular 
base of the Arab revolutions. Put differently, while supporting the insurgents 
in Bahrain, Yemen, Tunisia,  its policy of differentiating Syria’s upheaval from 
that elsewhere in the Arab world, and portrayal of  the Syrian revolution as 
the work of violent local actors who had been manipulated by foreign powers 
(namely, the West, the Gulf states and Israel), (Reuters 2011) in Hokayem’s 
words, ‘alienated a wide range of Islamist actors. These included not only pre-
dictably hostile groups, such as the Salafist movements that saw Shiites and 
Alawites as heretics, but also the Muslim Brotherhood and moderate Islamist 
movements with an affinity for Iran’s style of governance.’ (Hokayem 2014, 
71) Because fall of Asad regime would decisively lead to a new dispensation of 
power in Syria so as to limit  Iran’s reach in the Levant by severing the link to 
Hezbollah, its principal ally, Iran first searched a Syrian Karzai with an attempt 
to softly depose Bashar Esad. (Hokayem 2014, 72)  However, it soon became 
apparent that  the fall of  Asad would automatically weaken Iran’s security and 
contain Iranian influence only in Iraq, Bahrain and Yemen. Tehran, therefore,  
backed the Syrian regime unreservedly.

Beginning with May 2012,  Iran not only conducted operations along with 
Asad’s forces by sending Quds forces (an elite group within the Iran Revo-
lutionary Guard Corps (IRGC)) to Syria but also convinced Maliki to assist 
in the movement of goods and weapons through Iraqi territory, and to facili-
tate Syrian trade and finance through Iraqi banks. This helped Asad to  resist 
against the sanctions imposed by the United States as well as the regional 
countries such as Turkey, the GCC states.

This overt support of Iran towards Syria sharpened the Sunni-Shiite di-
vision and remolded its ties with the NSAGs so as to put its network under 
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pressure. For example, Hamas moved its office from Syria to Qatar in January 
2012 and  financial support of $23 m from Shiite Iran soon began to dry up due 
to the reports that Hamas’s military wing was helping Sunni rebels fighting 
the Assad regime. (The Guardian 2014)This also showed the limits of Iranian 
ambitious policy of uniting all the Muslims. Moreover, Asad’s survival has 
been very costly as Tehran has physically inserted itself in the Syrian and Iraqi 
conflicts. ‘It has dispatched not just fuel and weapons but hundreds of ‘advis-
ers’ from its elite Revolutionary Guards Corps (IRGC) as well as thousands 
of fighters from the Shiite militias that Iran has fostered, armed, trained and 
funded in Lebanon and Iraq.’ (Smyth 2014) It even recruited Shiite fighters 
from Afghanistan. Since 2012, Iran has also lost at least three generals in Syria. 
Syrian opposition sources claim that Iran has also spent as much as $15 bil-
lion in aid, much of it in the form of fuel, to prop up the Syrian regime. (The 
Economist 2015)

This policy of Iran had a multiple effect on Iranian domestic politics, eco-
nomics and security. First of all, Iran’s policy towards Syria led to its further 
isolation and alienation not only because its pro Asad policies deepened the 
existing tension in its relations with the Gulf, United States etc.  but also led to 
a division among the Iranian elite who questioned the merit of supporting Asad 
regime at the expanse of détente with the West at a time when the negotiations 
in nuclear issue had started so as to ease the heavy sanctions on Iranian econo-
my. Second, Syrian crisis demonstrated ‘the overriding power of hardline ele-
ments within the country’  (Hughes 2014) whose priority was to prevent Asad’s 
downfall although the principal responsibility for the bloodshed in Syria lies 
with Assad and his regime.  Even the use of chemical weapons in August 2013  
and death of 1300 Syrian civilians did not deter Tehran to defend the idea that 
the Syrian civil war was the one manipulated by the foreigners and driven by 
sectarianism. However this stance of Iran was completely clashing with and 
even nullifying its previous counter stigmatization strategy by which it harshly 
criticized Israeli usage of lethal weapons such as cluster bomb against the Pal-
estinian civilians. 

Leaving aside few critiques of Iranian officials concerning Asad’s inflex-
ibility including his rejection of giving concession even to loyal opposition 
groups, Tehran never gave up investing in Asad regime and succeeded to se-
cure Asad’s survival. This both enhanced the Sunni Arab ruling elite’s threat 
perception concerning Iran’s  potentiality of destabilizing their own domestic 
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politics and proved Iran’s centrality in  finding out a solution to the Syrian 
crisis. For example, Saudi foreign minister Prince Saud al-Faisal invited his 
Iranian counterpart, Javad Zarifi to negotiate about settling of  the differences 
to the satisfaction of both countries. (Al Arabiya News 2014) Hamas officials 
also spent much effort to renew contacts with Iran. For example, Hamas leader 
Meshal met Iranian representatives for several times in Ankara and Doha (The 
Guardian 2014)  and as noted by  Hezbollah leader Hassan Nasrallah, Hamas 
sought to rejoin the Iranian-Syrian axis. (Khoury 2015)

In a nutshell, Tehran’s investment in Asad regime paid off by 2014.   Iran 
succeeded to make the Westerners accept that the Iranian governments’ sup-
port for Asad was the necessary cost of countering the al- Qaeda affiliated 
Jihadist groups such as Jabat al-Nusra and ISIS. If there is one single issue that 
had an impact on Iran’s achievement of  securing Asad regime’s survival so as 
to lead to a covert rapprochement between Iran and the United States, it is the 
advance of  ISIS in Syria and Iraq.  Thus the ouster of Asad was no longer the 
highest priority for Western powers. (Hokayem 2014, 70)

3. ISIS and Iran

Almost all the regional states such as Turkey, the Gulf states saw the 
Jihadist groups, Jabat al- Nusra and ISIS as unavoidable, by product of the 
Syrian civil war and expected that Asad would fall  quickly because these 
groups were fighting very efficiently against the Asad forces unlike the other 
opposition groups. However, the brutal war waged by the ISIS, and its ad-
vance to Mosul in June 2014 have played an increasingly paradoxical role in 
the relationships between the United States/ Sunni countries and Iran. On one 
hand, ISIS has had a gluing effect between Iran and the United States;  hence 
ISIS has been perceived as the common threat by both parties.  On the other 
hand, ISIS has led to the return of the United States as a military actor whose 
strategic interests have prioritized the elimination of the radical Sunni groups 
in Syria and Iraq so as to weaken relations with its Sunni allies primarily Saudi 
Arabia.  

In a nutshell, ISIS served best to the interests of Asad regime and Ira-
nian administration by turning them into the warriors against Sunni extremism 
while the Sunni countries-Saudi Arabia and Qatar- suffered damage to their 
credibility because they prioritized the ouster of Asad rather than the elimina-
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tion of Sunni extremism.  The Arabs’ fears of Iran’s new role related to the four 
major developments: 1) a moderate leader, Rouhani’s coming to power  in June 
2013, 2) start of nuclear talks between Iran and the West (framework agree-
ment on Iran’s nuclear program in April 2015), 3) rising power of Iran in Iraq, 
4) increasing importance of Iran as being potentially one of the Middle East’s 
biggest economies to Western investments. Interestingly, these same develop-
ments demonstrated the Arabs’ collective weakness as well as their lack of 
competence to wage proxy war efficiently when compared with that of Iran, if 
one may use such a term, thus magnifying even further Sunni Arabs’ concerns 
about Iran.

Long story short, tacit alliance over battling ISIS,  conciliation  over nu-
clear issue which created a euphoria among the Iranian people meant strength-
ening the bridges between Iran and the members of the Western axis, creating 
the image that it is, as it was, back to the US fold. However,  conventional 
wisdom has it that alliances bring about the formation of counter –alliances. 
In the face of the Yemen crisis, a Saudi-led coalition was formed  against the 
Houthis in Yemen ‘as a means of putting a check of Iranian expansion in the 
region, particularly by securing the strategic Suez Canal.’ (Meky 2015) Seen 
from a different angle, the evolving role of Iran in Iraq and Syria in the after-
math of the Arab spring not only exacerbated power struggle and geopolitical 
issues in the region under the guise of sectarian differences but also  put the 
United States in an awkward situation.  While flexing its maritime muscles 
against Iranian vessels near to Yemen on the ground that Iran could surrepti-
tiously attempt to transfer weaponry to the Houthis, Washington has tried to 
build sustainable relations with Iran so as to give its Sunni allies the impression 
that the ‘U.S. formulates its foreign policy based on an unwritten commitment 
to certain religious groups and sects - especially Christians and Shiites- and an 
animus towards other ones; Muslims in general but especially Sunnis.’ (Nazer 
2014)This attitude of Washington not only elevates Iranian position and con-
vert it from ‘axis of evil’ into another one, ‘last best hope’ for Washington but 
also makes the United States a fickle super power having the potentiality to 
make a volte face toward its Sunni Arab allies in the region. In sum three points 
should be stressed: the mutual trust between Iran and the international society 
has not been restored yet, therefore, while bringing about a certain thaw in 
Iran’s relations with the West, solidarity with the United States in dealing with 
the ISIS was not translated into any tangible action capable of changing Iranian 
policies in the region so as to make it a close ally of Washington. This became 

http://www.thenational.ae/thenationalconversation/comment/sunnis-ask-why-us-drones-seem-to-target-them-only
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very evident with Tehran’s boosting its military presence in Syria2 (Dagher 
and Fitch 2015) in the wake of Russia’s airstrikes inside Syria to keep Asad’s 
regime in power  at least for a while. Iran took the risk of antagonizing the U.S. 
and its Persian Gulf allies who want to push aside President Bashar al-Assad. 
(Wright 2015) Second, Iran still has difficulty of  getting rid of its stigmas and 
integrating to international society  even though it has started liberalization of  
its economy and reached an agreement over the nuclear issue. For example,  
Iran made a medium range ballistic missile test in October at the expense of 
damaging its newly amended relations with the United States and the UN. 
Iran’s test firing soon after the approval of  the nuclear deal by the Iranian par-
liament was condemned by the United States as a “clear violation” of UN sanc-
tions. (The Guardian 2015) Third, Tehran’s policy of  assuming a leadership 
a role in containing Sunni extremism by means of having a phantom alliance 
with the United States  currently distracts Arabs’ attention from the main issue 
of the Arab-Israeli conflict by dissipating Arab energies on one front; Shiism 
versus Sunni Islam.

4. Qatar Crisis and Its Impact on Iran’s Approach to VNSAs 

the political blockade, which was launched against Qatar in June 2017 
with the support of countries such as UAE, Bahrain and Egypt aimed the sup-
pression of  Iranian military activism in Syria, Iraq and Yemen. The crisis came 
out soon after Trump’s visit to Riyadh during which their  startling photograph 
of Donald Trump, King Salman bin Abdulaziz and Abdel Fatah al-Sisi  placing 
their hands on a glowing orb at the summit in Riyadh in May 2017  was taken.

Saudi Arabia and its allies have issued a threatening 13-point ultimatum3 

2  “Experts believe Iran has some 7,000 IRGC members and Iranian paramilitary volunteers 
operating in Syria already.”

3  The 13 demands in full Curb diplomatic ties with Iran and close its diplomatic missions 
there. Expel members of Iran’s Revolutionary Guards and cut off any joint military cooperation 
with Iran. Only trade and commerce with Iran that complies with US and international 
sanctions will be permitted. Sever all ties to “terrorist organisations”, specifically the 
Muslim Brotherhood, Islamic State, al-Qaida and Lebanon’s Hezbollah. Formally declare 
those entities as terrorist groups. Shut down al-Jazeera and its affiliate stations. Shut 
down news outlets that Qatar funds, directly and indirectly, including Arabi21, Rassd, 
Al-Araby Al-Jadeed and Middle East Eye. Immediately terminate the Turkish military 
presence in Qatar and end any joint military cooperation with Turkey inside Qatar. Stop all 
means of funding for individuals, groups or organisations that have been designated 
as terrorists by Saudi Arabia, the UAE, Egypt, Bahrain, the US and other countries. Hand 



484 YENİ GÜVENLİK EKOSİSTEMİ VE ÇOK TARAFLI BEDELİ

(The Guardian 2017)  to Qatar as the price for lifting trade and diplomatic em-
bargo of the country, in a marked escalation of the Gulf’s worst diplomatic dis-
pute in decades. When looking the 13 demands, the first one is about curbing 
diplomatic ties with Iran, and closure of its diplomatic missions there, expul-
sion of members of Iran’s Revolutionary Guards and cut off any joint military 
cooperation with Iran. Only trade and commerce with Iran that complies with 
US and international sanctions was permitted. The other most striking demand 
is related to the termination of the Turkish military presence in Qatar and to 
end any joint military cooperation with Turkey inside Qatar.  Saudi Arabia and 
its allies also demended that Qatar put an end to contact with groups such as 
the Muslim Brotherhood and submit to monthly external compliance checks. 
Those demands clarified how Saudi Arabia and its allies namely Egypt, UAE, 
Israel and the United States have been enormously uneasy about Qatar’s acting 
independently from the other members of the GCC. Qatar crisis signalled that 
the United States under Trump boosted Saudi role in the region as a firm ally 
with Israel at a time when Egypt under Sisi became an indispensable member 
of this partnership. Put differently Iranian status alleviation as a warrior against 
Sunni radicalism and ISIS during Obama’s period ended completely by the 
Trump administration.

5. Conclusion

Iranian usage of the VNSAs as a strategy in its foreign policy dates back 
to Khomeini’s period. The creation of Hezbollah with logistic support of Iran 
during the Lebanon war in 1982 is a conspicuous example with respect to 

over “terrorist figures” and wanted individuals from Saudi Arabia, the UAE, Egypt and 
Bahrain to their countries of origin. Freeze their assets, and provide any desired information 
about their residency, movements and finances. End interference in sovereign countries’ 
internal affairs. Stop granting citizenship to wanted nationals from Saudi Arabia, the UAE, 
Egypt and Bahrain. Revoke Qatari citizenship for existing nationals where such citizenship 
violates those countries’ laws. Stop all contacts with the political opposition in Saudi 
Arabia, the UAE, Egypt and Bahrain. Hand over all files detailing Qatar’s prior contacts 
with and support for those opposition groups.

  Pay reparations and compensation for loss of life and other, financial losses caused by 
Qatar’s policies in recent years. The sum will be determined in coordination with Qatar.

  Consent to monthly audits for the first year after agreeing to the demands, then once 
per quarter during the second year. For the following 10 years, Qatar would be monitored 
annually for compliance. Align itself with the other Gulf and Arab countries militarily, 
politically, socially and economically, as well as on economic matters, in line with an 
agreement reached with Saudi Arabia in 2014. Agree to all the demands within 10 days of 
it being submitted to Qatar, or the list becomes invalid.

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/jun/05/saudi-arabia-and-bahrain-break-diplomatic-ties-with-qatar-over-terrorism
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/jun/05/saudi-arabia-and-bahrain-break-diplomatic-ties-with-qatar-over-terrorism
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understandin how Iran has been experienced in building relations with local 
powers in the Middle East regardless of sectarian difference. The Shiite cres-
cent- Hamas, Hezbollah, Syria and Iran alliance created a great sensation when 
Israeli army was heavily defeated by Hezbollah with the help of Hamas and 
with the support of Syria and Iran as this openly showed that Israeli army was 
not invincible. This Shiite crescent not only decreased the prestige of Israel 
and Israeli army but also had a shower effect on the Western world whose 
prominent political figures such as Condolezza Rice openly stated that “this is 
the birth pangs of new Middle East, we must push it.” (Oktav 2015)

However, with the outburst of Syrian crisis, Iran was urged to change its 
rhetoric as the savior of the oppressed masses against the oppressors as Tehran 
sided with Asad against the protestors. In addition, Iranian officials built co-
vert relations with Americans in order to cope with ISIS which approached to 
Iranian border. In sum Iran tried to be approved by the international society by 
adopting liberal policies in its economy, signing a nuclear deal after Rouhani 
came to power in 2013. The tectonic changes in Iranian foreign policy showed 
that Tehran prioritized its national interests rather than voicing the demands 
of the supressed masses and left its previous policy of being championship of 
the rights of the Palestinians. This also meant Iran started following sectar-
ian based foreign policy. Qatar crisis and Trump’s harsh rhetoric towards Iran 
and Trump’s threatening Iran concerning the nuclear issue showed that Iranian 
status alleviation came to an end as ISIS disappeared after Raqqa was evacu-
ated and started to be controlled by YPG in October 2017. Qatar crisis is also 
noteworthy that the United States under Trump is very determined to pacify 
Iran in the region.   
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