Perspectlve A

DAILY MONITOR | TUESUART, mmner 10, 202¢

www.monitor.co.ug

The long road (o war with Iran

Aslran advanced
technologically and as
negotiations faltered,
American policy met
the Israeli doctrine

of preventing hostile
states from reaching
the nuclear-weapon.
The result became a
war against Iran.

“BY CARLANORRLOF

s the conflict with Iran reshapes
global security assumptions and
energy markets, the debate in the
United States has focused largely
on why President Donald Trump chose
war in the first place. Was it domestic
politics, a desire to project strength,a

with Iranian manufacture or transfo, 1

in winlation of embargoes. Though iy
denied irmbement, the security of Gy
energy infrastructure had already beey,
called into question.

In response, several Gulf states mesyey
toward strategic alignment with [
thmugh the 2020 Abraham Accores, re
flecting shared concern over Iran's ro
gional influence. Of course, a direct e,
frontation with Iman remained oo s
for these trade-dependent econormje.
whose stability depends on uninterrig;
ed energy flows and global commerre,

But closer alignment with [smel ang
reliance on US security guarantees ;).
lowed Guif governments to support con
tainment, while avoiding the direct cos:
and risks of confrontation. By the tm—..
hostilities began, Gulf leaders faced 5
choice between a confrontation shapeq
by US power and a regional balance ir,.
creasingly defined bry Imnian capabil;.
ties.

Over time, war began to loak less Jiks
escalation than like the path of least ro.
sistance. American and [sraeli stra
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