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Bait And Switch?
Why Isn’t He Striking Iran?
Yesterday US President Donald Trump and his team were debating on how the US would respond to Iran’s deadly crackdowns on the protesters. All signs pointed to something with Trump striking them militarily. And now we’re hearing that nothing will happen. So, did the pressure from Israel and the Arab community change his mind? In a report from The Times Of Israel that seems to be the case:
US President Donald Trump reportedly informed Iran that he won’t be ordering a strike on the country over its deadly crackdown on protesters after the leaders of four Arab countries convinced him to hold off.
Earlier Trump gave strong signals that a strong show of power was definitely coming:
Trump had threatened to hit Iran in recent days if the regime killed protesters who have been pouring into the streets across the country in demonstrations against the Islamic Republic. Several thousand are reportedly dead as part of the crackdown, but Trump declared Wednesday that he had been told, apparently by Tehran, that the killing in Iran had stopped and that the regime would not be executing any protesters.
But today signs point that no attack is coming:
Iran’s Ambassador to Pakistan Reza Amiri Moghadam said in remarks during a Thursday visit to a Pakistani ministry that Trump had informed Tehran that he does not want a war and urged the regime to exercise restraint and not target US assets in the region.
The report did mention that we’ve been here before:
The US did, however, offer similarly de-escalatory messaging last June before Trump ordered a major strike on three of Iran’s nuclear sites.
This Time Is Different
The article was quick to point out that that was then, this is now:
But a senior Saudi official and a second Gulf official indicated that the same strategy is not being applied this time, as Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Oman and Egypt led efforts to talk Trump out of an attack on Iran. The four countries “led a long, frantic, diplomatic last-minute effort to convince President Trump to give Iran a chance to show good intentions,” the Saudi official said on condition of anonymity.
Yesterday appearances pointed to preparing for an Iranian counterattack:
The US moved some personnel out of the Al Udeid air base in Qatar on Wednesday, and staff at US missions in Saudi Arabia and Kuwait were warned to exercise caution as fears mounted of a US attack over Iran’s crackdown on protesters.
However today the area is looking like the threat level is coming down:
But by Thursday, the security warning level at the base in Qatar was lowered back down, three sources briefed on the situation told Reuters. US aircraft that were moved out of Al Udeid are gradually returning to the base, one of the sources added. 
Which is significant:
Iran launched missiles at Al Udeid last year in response to US airstrikes on its nuclear installations during the 12-day war between Tehran and Israel.
On that point, that attack was mostly show to save face, though. But what is important is that these Middle East players pushed hard to avoid this attack, extremely hard:
The Gulf efforts aimed to “avoid an uncontrollable situation in the region,” the Saudi official said.
“We told Washington that an attack on Iran would open the way for a series of grave blowbacks in the region,” the official added.
“It was a sleepless night to defuse more bombs in the region… the communication is still underway to consolidate the gained trust and the current good spirit.”
Warnings To Both
There are signs that the pressure was not just only on Trump:
The second Gulf official said, “The message conveyed to Iran has been that an attack on US facilities in the Gulf would have consequences on relations with countries in the region.”
The four Arab countries had conveyed to Washington that any attack would have consequences for the wider region in terms of both security and economics that would ultimately impact the United States itself, another Gulf official said. The countries told Iran that any retaliatory attack it launched on US facilities in the Gulf would have consequences for Tehran’s relations with other countries in the region, the second Gulf official added.
When asked to comment two of the Arab nations refrained but at least three lobbied against an attack and tamping down on the strong words against each other:
The Wall Street Journal reported this week that Saudi Arabia, Qatar and Oman had lobbied Washington against an attack. The Gulf official said that the diplomatic efforts had focused on toning down the rhetoric and avoiding any military action that could spark wider regional instability and that this diplomacy could ultimately lead to talks on the dispute over Iran’s nuclear program.
At issue is the amount of influence they have on Iran:
While Oman and Qatar had mediated in disputes between Iran and the West, US allies Saudi Arabia and Egypt have had far more fraught relations with the revolutionary Shi’ite Muslim power. However, after decades of Iranian-Saudi rivalry that fueled conflict and political disputes across the region, the two countries agreed on a detente in 2023, with Riyadh keen to focus on its economic priorities.
Also, these Arab states were looking out for themselves as well:
Gulf states are fearful that US military facilities in their countries could be caught in any Iranian retaliation to US attacks, and that the energy facilities underpinning the regional economy could also end up being targeted.
What do I think? It’s a game of cat and mouse with Trump purring behind the scenes waiting to pounce on Iran. Yes, it seems that this time is different, but the blood of those protesters are also in the equation. If Trump does nothing now it may just be a smokescreen. If this report is true then Trump will lose a lot of respect with Iranian protesters and really any other country that experiences an uprising for change. I’d bet on an attack now more than ever.
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