
Strategic Repercussions of the Iran–Israel War 
David Bensoussan 

The author is a professor of science at University of Quebec 

Donald Trump’s “Make America Great Again” slogan is not merely political 
rhetoric: it reflects a fundamental reorientation of U.S. foreign policy. The 
Middle East is no longer a theater for direct military engagement but a 
chessboard on which Washington intends to judiciously deploy its efforts 
while consolidating its economic and strategic hegemony. Israel’s 
intervention against Iran, set against the backdrop of American 
disengagement, marks a decisive turning point. 

Trump and Realpolitik: Prioritizing American Interests 

The Trump doctrine is founded on a clear principle: the United States’ 
strategic interests come before universal ideals. This stance has been 
evidenced by bold choices: a ceasefire agreement with the Houthis without 
consulting Israel, bypassing the Hebrew state during its regional tour, the 
revival of dialogue with Iran, and the partial lifting of sanctions against 
Syria. 

Washington now aims to delegate regional security to its allies, supplying 
them with the armaments necessary to defend themselves independently. 
The $140 billion contract signed with Saudi Arabia, complemented by an 
additional $80 billion in digital technologies, perfectly illustrates this 
approach. The objective is to contain Chinese influence in the Gulf while 
lightening the American military footprint. 

The Iran–Israel War: The Trial by Fire 

It is within this context of American repositioning that the Iran–Israel 
conflict erupted. The June 13 operation, led by the IDF, revealed the 
formidable efficiency of Israeli intelligence and its military superiority. 
Targeted strikes destroyed key infrastructures—anti-air systems, missile 
sites, and bases of the Guardians of the Revolution. High-ranking 
commanders were eliminated, and fuel reserves were targeted. Refineries, 
however, were spared to avoid sparking a global oil price surge. 



Israel, for its part, was unable to reach the deeply buried nuclear 
centrifuges—due to a lack of appropriate weaponry. But the message is 
clear: the Hebrew state intends to slow down, if not completely neutralize, 
Iran’s nuclear program, even if it must act alone. The timing of this attack, 
coming just before the resumption of Iran–American negotiations, raises 
questions: Was Washington informed in advance? While nothing confirms 
this, the silence from the United States suggests at least a strategic tolerance. 

The Flaws of the Iranian Regime and Internal Divisions 

The mullahs’ country has become hostage to an expansionist ideology that 
sacrifices its population for the sake of a nuclear dream and a network of 
armed proxies. Within Iran itself, the theocratic regime is increasingly 
fragile. Skyrocketing inflation, the collapse of the rial, massive youth 
unemployment, and endemic poverty have stoked widespread discontent. 
The Kurds in the Northwest, the Arabs of Khuzestan, the Azeris in the 
North, and the Baloch in the East are openly voicing their mistrust, 
sometimes with the backing of regional powers. 

Israel seeks to ensure the enduring strategic weakening of the mullahs’ 
regime and ideally desires a regime change in Iran. 

And What About Europe? 

On one hand, France and the United Kingdom have criticized Israeli actions 
and have even threatened EU sanctions amid the dramatic situation in Gaza, 
where Israel aims to stop Hamas from pilfering supplies and is working on 
alternative solutions. On the other hand, European countries are 
increasingly purchasing Israeli arms—nearly $8 billion in 2024—while 
hoping to secure technology transfers, particularly in the areas of missile 
defense and laser weaponry. 

Trump returned from a tour of the Middle East with over a trillion dollars in 
contracts. In this regional reconfiguration, France and the United Kingdom 
are striving to regain influence in the Arab world and appeal to the European 
Muslim electorate by criticizing Israel. Although traditionally aligned with 
the United States, Canada has distanced itself since Trump mentioned the 



possibility of turning it into a 51st state. Canada has even joined the Franco-
British declaration in a bid to assert its diplomatic stance. 

Israel’s Strategic Autonomy 

In the wake of the Israeli attack, France, the United Kingdom, and Germany 
have expressed their support for Israel’s right to defend itself, a sentiment 
echoed by the recent G7 declaration. These nations, engaged in an ambitious 
rearmament program, also view Israeli technologies—which have proven 
their effectiveness—as a strategic asset. Ideally, Turkey could have played a 
pivotal role in Europe’s defense, notably by intercepting ballistic missiles 
launched toward it. However, the instability and unpredictability of 
President Erdogan render this prospect uncertain. In this context, Israel 
could emerge as a central pillar of European security. 

As the United States redefines its role in the Middle East, Israel is asserting 
itself as a leading regional power, capable of acting independently while 
maintaining tactical alliances. The Pentagon was reportedly surprised by the 
modifications Israel made to the F-35s—increasing upgrade autonomy, 
enhancing versatility, and implementing technical adaptations. “We sold 
them a pocketknife; they turned it into a Swiss Army knife,” was reportedly 
heard. This strategic autonomy unsettles Washington, but it underscores 
Israel’s determination to preserve its freedom of action in the face of 
international pressures, including from its closest allies. 

Nonetheless, strategies continue to evolve, and strategic opportunities can 

alter their course. This is what President Trump concluded when he bombed 

the three main Iranian nuclear sites. 


