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			Why is Iran—which has not attacked any country in over two centuries—portrayed as the primary threat in the Middle East? Why is Iran portrayed as an irrational power, determined to acquire nuclear weapons, support terrorism, and destroy Israel? Yet such claims have been systematically used to attack Iran for the past fifty years.

			Drawing on several hundred sources, including official documents, reports from international organizations, and a meticulous analysis of military operations, Jacques Baud reconstructs the chain of e s that led to the confrontation between the United States, Israel, and Iran. He also analyzes Iran’s response since 2024. Through Operation Sincere Promise, Tehran is countering its adversaries with a strategy of gradual retaliation that combines missiles, drones, decentralized command, and de-escalation. For the first time, Israel and the United States are discovering that they can no longer strike with impunity.
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			Foreword

			The war against Iran launched by Benjamin Netanyahu and Donald Trump is merely the culmination of a conflict we have been waging for nearly fifty years against the Islamic Republic. No one knows exactly why, but everyone has their own reason. 

			Since the end of the Cold War—and even more so since the early 2000s—Western policies have been based on their perception of reality rather than on reality itself. Facts no longer play a role in decision-making. When they contradict decision-makers, the facts—or the words used to describe them—are redefined to align with the decision. When this fails, criticism is simply banned or punished. 

			This phenomenon has been exacerbated by the rise to power, across much of the West, of individuals who fall outside the traditional framework of political thought or who are too young to possess the perspective and maturity necessary to exercise power. Decision-making processes are flawed and fail to take into account all the factors that would enable the desired outcome to be achieved. The decisions themselves are made within very small circles. In the United States, this circle is limited to a few close associates of the president. In the European Union, it consists of cabinets of obscure advisors who surround the President of the Commission and impose themselves on the administrative bodies designed to study issues and provide input for decision-making. 

			

			These decision-makers, known even within their own administrations for being tyrannical, lead without insight. In the 17th and 18th centuries, one of the contributions of the “Enlightenment” to political culture was—among other things—to promote decisions based on facts and the public interest, rather than declarations of faith serving special interests. Today, we have reverted to decision-making mechanisms from before the rule of law, where decisions come from the gut rather than the brain (or the heart). 

			In early July 2026, as the Iranian people paid their final respects to Ali Khamenei, who had been assassinated by Benjamin Netanyahu and Donald Trump, the latter told Axios1: 

			“I’m stunned. I thought people hated him.”

			In other words, he helped assassinate a head of state on the assumption that the Iranian people would seize the opportunity to take power, and he realizes—after having needlessly destroyed thousands of lives and his country’s honor—that he had acted without understanding. Donald Trump is just the tip of the iceberg: none of our leaders or ministers in Europe have the intellectual capacity, knowledge, or sensitivity to lead our countries. The stupidity and incompetence go so far that media outlets like Switzerland’s RTS—in the height of depravity—are joining the call to bomb civilian populations in Iran, as we shall see. 

			What facts allowed Nicolas Sarkozy to claim that Iran “calls for the destruction of Israel”2? Literally none… Nor were there any facts to justify his attack on Libya, the overthrow, and the assassination of Muammar Gaddafi. 

			

			The war against Iran, launched by Israel in 2024 and continuing through 2025 and 2026 with U.S. support, is a prime example of these Western wars, whose objectives are more closely tied to domestic politics than to foreign policy. 

			We wage wars because we are strong and can wage them with minimal losses. The Palestinian uprising in October 2023 had already exposed the flaws in this reasoning. It appears to mark the end of wars in which, relying on our technology, we could massacre civilian populations without risk of retaliation. The terrorism of the early 21st century served as a warning: our wars could have repercussions at home as well. This is what France and Belgium deliberately ignored, even though both governments knew that their intervention in Iraq and Syria would endanger their own citizens. 

			The Palestinians, Hezbollah, and then Iran did not seek to export the conflict to the West, but chose to make the aggression unbearable for the aggressor on the ground. In this sense, what we have been seeing since October 2023 is a major shift: the countries of the “Global South” have developed the ingenuity and capabilities to resist. The Israelis were taken by surprise. The Americans were taken by surprise. They then retaliated by attacking civilian populations. Their lack of success resulted in strategic defeats and, above all, the loss of their honor.  

			The Israelis and Americans sought glory in war; they reaped only contempt. They lost the credibility that violence had once granted them. Once the cornerstones of regional defense architectures, they have become millstones. 

			Conversely, Palestinians and Iranians have ushered in a new era of relations between the “Global South” and the West. They have earned respect through their courage and tenacity. They have demonstrated that the gunboat diplomacy employed since the late 19th century by Great Britain, France, and the United States has reached its limits. From now on, aggression and intimidation would be met with the strength of resistance. 

			

			If Western leaders were wise enough, they would understand that this situation could be the beginning of international security based on cooperation rather than confrontation… 

			But with the current governments, this unfortunately risks being nothing more than wishful thinking…

			 

			J. Baud

			 

			 

			
				
					1. https://www.middleeasteye.net/live-blog/live-blog-update/expected-him-be-unpopular-trump-shocked-khamenei-funeral-turnout

				
				
					2. President Sarkozy’s speech to the Knesset, Le Figaro, June 20, 2008.

				
			

		

	
		
			

			1. Iran

			1.1. A Brief History

			Iran is the oldest country in the world. It is the heir to a brilliant civilization whose cultural, architectural, and literary genius has endured to this day. With all due respect to uneducated conspiracy theorists, it is an essentially peaceful country that has not started a single war since the late 17th century, unlike all of its Western adversaries.

			Iran is a country that has traditionally been rather favorable toward the West and has sought to build closer ties with it on numerous occasions. In 1979, the Shah of Iran—who had been installed following a coup d’état orchestrated by Great Britain and the United States, and who had ruled the country through a bloody dictatorship widely supported by Western democracies—was overthrown by the Iranian people. 

			In January 1979, the Shah went into exile, and the country was governed by a regency government led by Shapour Bakhtiar. In February, Ayatollah Khomeini, then in exile in France, returned to Iran at the invitation of the incumbent government. In March, following a referendum, 98% of Iranians approved the creation of the Islamic Republic. 

			

			This change was therefore not the result of a “Western-style” coup d’état, but rather of exasperation with a deeply flawed government supported by the West. It was driven by a widespread revolutionary sentiment that brought together all the country’s political factions, including terrorist movements such as the Marxist-aligned Mujahedin-e-Khalq (MEK). 

			As always, instead of adapting to the circumstances and attempting to reach a compromise with the new authorities, Western powers sought to overthrow the new government. Western propaganda portrayed the “mullahs’ regime” as a tyrannical dictatorship of the worst kind. 

			As a result, Iran has a disastrous image in Western public opinion. It took two figures who are particularly unpopular in the West—Donald Trump and Benjamin Netanyahu—to launch a war against the country to cast it in a more favorable light. Nevertheless, Western public opinion remains generally hostile toward Iran. 

			According to a Gallup poll conducted in February 2026 in the United States, Americans’ perception of Iran remains relatively stable, with about 13% holding favorable views and 79% holding unfavorable views3. The generally negative reactions to the Israeli-American aggression demonstrate both how far Iran’s image has come and the extent of the hatred toward Western leaders…

			1.2. Governance

			Governance is probably one of the least understood and most misinterpreted aspects of Iran in the West. The propaganda repeated by our governments and media paints a picture of a pyramidal, tyrannical system (regime) heavily centralized around the religious figure of the Supreme Leader. 

			

			The reality is very different. Iran is obviously not a “Swiss-style” democracy, any more than France or Germany are. Every country has a system of governance that is steeped in its own traditions and culture. In July 2026, the massive gatherings of the Iranian people during Ayatollah Khamenei’s funeral demonstrated that power is likely closer to the people than in many Western countries.

			While in both Sunni and Shia Islamic traditions, religious law (sharia) takes precedence over secular laws, Ayatollah Khomeini placed state laws above religious law. In doing so, he maintained the Supreme Leader’s central role as the guardian of the religious dimension (velayat-e faqih). In other words, decisions are made by the government, while the Supreme Leader ensures that they conform to the principles of the faith. In February 1979, in the New York Times, Richard Falk, a professor at Princeton University, wrote4:

			Thus, the image portrayed of [Ayatollah Khomeini]—as a fanatic, reactionary, and a man harboring crude prejudices—certainly and fortunately appears to be false. It is also encouraging to note that his inner circle of close advisors consists exclusively of moderate and progressive individuals.

			Iranian governance is divided into several centers of decisi, which must be steered toward a common direction. Thus, in Iran—contrary to what we are told by “TV pundits” who know nothing about the country—power is not concentrated in the “Supreme Leader,” but is distributed and coordinated among various centers of power.

			

			This situation is not the result of chance, but of the experience of a country that has been under constant external threat. The aim was to prevent the weakening of power and the collapse of the country due to external actions, on the one hand, and due to the multiple factions that made up the wave of support for the new regime after the fall of the Shah, on the other.

			

			Structure of Iranian Governance
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			Figure 1—The image propagated in the West of a governance system centered on the Supreme Leader is intended to portray a dictatorial structure. This is false. That does not mean, however, that Iran is governed with a velvet glove: it is a country under constant threat of conflicts instigated by the West and Israel, which finance and arm opposition groups—a situation that obviously does little to foster a climate of trust within the country.

			

			In other words, decision-making mechanisms in Iran are extremely decentralized. This results in a certain slowness in decision-making. This situation was identified following the attacks against Iran in 2024 and led to a streamlining of decision-making and consultation processes in order to accelerate crisis decision-making.

			1.3. Intelligence and Security

			1.3.1. The Intelligence Apparatus

			With two armed forces (Artesh and the Pasdaran) and some 18 intelligence agencies, optimizing intelligence operations is a major challenge in Iran. The plethora of intelligence agencies reflects the number of decision-making centers in Iran, which must take into account various institutional interests. The flow of information, the dissemination of intelligence, and its integration into decision-making mechanisms are clearly a challenge. This challenge is exacerbated by the variety of threats surrounding Iran and the West’s obsession with bringing about “regime change” there. Overlapping jurisdictions and “gaps” are the primary risks of such a complex and fragmented structure. 

			While the structures of Iranian intelligence are more or less well known, their operational processes are very poorly understood in the West. The various so-called “academic” documents and studies on the subject are often nothing more than a recycling of the same rumors (or even false information). Our image of Iranian intelligence is based more on perceptions than on facts. The sources are primarily opposition groups based in Europe, which often lack a genuine understanding of domestic structures. For example, these documents invariably seek to place the Supreme Leader at the center of the intelligence apparatus. However, there is no evidence to suggest that this is the case. On the contrary, recently established coordination mechanisms tend to indicate a pursuit of non-ideological pragmatism. 

			

			The Iranian intelligence community is dominated by two main agencies: the Ministry of Intelligence and Security (VEJE) and the Intelligence Organization of the IRGC (SHE) (OR-IRGC). 

			The history of the Ministry of Intelligence and Security began in 1979 with the dismantling of the infamous National Security and Intelligence Organization, better known as SAVAK (Sazman-e Ettela’at va Amniat-e Keshvar), which was established in 1957 with Israel’s assistance. In 1979, following the Islamic Revolution, the National Intelligence and Security Organization (Sazman Ettela’at va Amniat Melli Iran—SAVAMA) was established, taking over the structures and some of the personnel of SAVAK. It was in 1983 that a truly new agency was created: the Ministry of Intelligence and Security (Vezarat-e Ettela’at va Amniat-e Keshvar—VEVAK). In 2012, it appears to have been renamed the Ministry of Intelligence of the Islamic Republic of Iran (Vezarat-e Ettela’at-e Jomhuri-ye Eslami-ye Iran – VEJE), likely to better delineate its responsibilities from those of the IRGC’s intelligence branch. However, Western literature continues to use the designation VEVAK (or MOIS, in English). Today, it is Iran’s primary intelligence agency, responsible for strategic foreign intelligence and domestic intelligence.

			Established in 2009, the IRGC Intelligence Organization (Sazman Hefazat va Ettela’at-e Sepah-e Pasdaran-e Enghelab-e Eslami – SHE) (OR-IRGC) is also highly significant, both politically and in terms of capabilities. It is responsible for both domestic and foreign intelligence. Little is known about its structure. The only available information comes from the Iranian opposition and should be treated with caution5. It has expanded considerably following various attacks against Iranian scientists and politicians carried out by Israeli intelligence services. The domestic intelligence function is handled by the Protection Intelligence Organization. It is divided into three units:

			
					the Aviation Security Unit, responsible for countering hijackings and covert operations targeting aircraft and airports; 

					the Ansar al-Mahdi Unit, tasked with protecting senior government officials, with the exception of the Supreme Leader;

					the Guardians Unit, responsible for the personal protection of the Supreme Leader. 

			

			Initially limited to internal security, the OR-CGRI’s functions have gradually expanded to include foreign intelligence, primarily in the region surrounding Iran. 

			The VEJE has a status similar to that of the CIA in the United States. Since 1989, as primus inter pares, it has coordinated the Iranian intelligence community. As early as 2010–2012, Israel expressed its intention to destroy Iran’s nuclear facilities, prompting Iran to establish a more effective coordination mechanism. Consequently, in 2014, the Intelligence Coordination Council (ICC) was created to improve the flow of information between agencies and to allocate tasks. 

			Israeli infiltration of their security apparatus has led the Iranians to streamline their structures and better define roles and responsibilities. It is important to understand that the nature of the threats—both internal and external, with organized crime intertwined with subversive activities and involving a large number of cross-border armed groups—makes co-agency cooperation highly complex. This is the case with the investigation into the perpetrators of the assassination attempt against Ismail Haniyeh, the political leader of the Palestinian group Hamas, in Tehran on July 31, 2024.

			

			Coordination of Iranian Intelligence Services
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			Figure 2—The CCR and the main Iranian intelligence services. Not shown in this diagram are the intelligence services of the Army, Air Force, and Navy, as well as military counterintelligence agencies.

			The CCR is composed of the directors of the various intelligence agencies. It reports directly to the Supreme National Security Council (SNSC), Iran’s highest security body, chaired by Massoud Pezechkian, President of the Republic of Iran, and headed by his national security advisor (Ali Larijani as of August 5, 2025, and then, following his assassination by Israel on March 17, 2026, by Mohammad Baqer Zolqadr). 

			 

			1.3.2. The Military and Security Apparatus

			Faced with the constant threat of external destabilization, Iran has established extensive security structures. The country’s security rests broadly on two major pillars: the army (Artesh) and the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC), or Pasdaran. 

			The Iranian army is intended for national defense in the event of a conflict similar to the one Iran experienced in the 1980s, when Iraq attacked it with the help of the United States and France. It is a conventional “mass” defense force, composed largely of conscripts. Indeed, the current Ayatollah Mojtada Khamenei served as a combatant against Iraq during that period. 

			The distinction between Artesh and the Pasdaran is important. Donald Trump has stated on numerous occasions that the United States destroyed the Iranian navy using conventional wars. However, Iran continues to maintain control over its territorial waters and the Strait of Hormuz. This is because control of the Strait is ensured by the Pasdaran Navy, which consists of a large number of small vessels that are difficult to combat and operate in swarms. 

			

			The IRGC was established on April 22, 1979. Its role is to protect the country’s institutions. It is organized as a territorial force, designed to counter destabilization attempts orchestrated by the United States and its European allies. The West exploits ethnic rivalries, particularly in the northwest of the country with the Kurds, in the west with the Arab movements in Ahwaz, and in the southeast with the Baluchi movements. Western powers support about twenty armed groups, mostly Sunni Islamists, who carry out chronic terrorist attacks in Iran.

			The Iranian Armed Forces (Artesh)
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			Figure 3—Overview of the Iranian Armed Forces.

			This constant threat has led to the IRGC’s perpetuation and professionalization. The IRGC has thus become a sort of “crisis-time army.” The emergence of Israel as a perceived threat to Iran has resulted in the IRGC being given responsibility for the country’s external defense. Thus, unlike Western countries, which have forces dedicated to national defense in the event of war and security forces for internal threats, Iran has gradually developed a force responsible for both external and internal defense. This is why the IRGC is also responsible for the deployment of ballistic missiles. Ultimately, due to the subversive actions of the United States, Israel, and France in particular, the IRGC has become of paramount importance in the national security architecture. 

			The proliferation of Western interference has made the IRGC the cornerstone of Iran’s internal and external security. The IRGC is a permanent structure endowed with the attributes of a Ministry of Defense. It has its own intelligence service, special forces, and, in addition to ground and naval forces, it possesses air forces equipped with drones and ballistic missiles. 

			In 2008, drawing lessons from the invasion of Iraq, Brigadier General Mohammad Ali Jafari restructured the IRGC into 31 provincial commands. Each command has its own logistics and an autonomous command structure for operational and tactical decision-making, but remains subject to the government’s strategic directives. This is known as “mission-based” or “objective-based” command. This so-called “mosaic” structure ensures continuity of command in the event of decapitation strikes, such as those carried out by Western powers and Israel. This autonomy allows regional commands to fund certain activities independently. This is an approach that was used in the colonial empires of the 19th and 20th centuries and is found in certain large countries (such as Sudan or the Congo), which has the drawback of opening the door to corruption. The Pasdaran’s manpower is estimated at 190,000. 

			It also has a militia structure (in the “Swiss” sense of the term) with citizens who can be rapidly mobilized within a Resistance Mobilization Organization, also known as the Basij. Its members (Basiji) are frequently called upon as auxiliary forces to control demonstrations and riots. Basij units are often cited in our media and portrayed as instruments of brutal repression. The reality is more complex. It is a grassroots organization that serves many functions in a country of immense size and often difficult-to-access areas. It is a means of maintaining a state presence and ensuring security in the broadest sense: not only in terms of public safety, but also—and above all—social security. It is an organization that can intervene quickly and effectively in hard-to-reach regions in the event of a disaster, as the Christian Science Monitor noted in 20126. The Nomadic Resistance Mobilization Organization is a branch of the Basij in rural areas7. This enables social and assistance services to reach relatively isolated populations and provide them with medical care, for example. The image drummed into us by our media—which portrays the Basij as a militia intended for repression—is extremely simplistic and often far removed from reality. It systematically originates from the Western-based opposition, which we fund in order to overthrow the “regime.” 

			A distinctive feature of the IRGC is the Al-Quds Force, a unit dedicated to providing external training assistance. The Al-Quds Force is credited with training the first Hezbollah units as early as 1985. It is not, in principle, a combat unit, but rather a support unit for training and instruction. The Al-Quds Force is also said to have been deployed to train Shiite resistance units against the Western occupation in Iraq. 

			

			The Al-Quds Force can be viewed as an instrument of influence, but the Iranians see it more as a means of combating Western-orchestrated subversion on the periphery of their country. 

			

			Outline of the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (Pasdaran)
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			Figure 4—The IRGC is structured as a de facto second Ministry of Defense. Its intelligence organization is integrated into the Iranian intelligence community. 

			The conflict triggered by Israel in 2025 led Iranian security services to take more aggressive measures to combat espionage. In 2025–2026, they arrested some 700 foreign agents. According to Fox News, Hedayatollah Farzadi, director of Evin Prison, where these spies are being held, was attacked by the Israelis in June 2025 after he refused Israel’s request to release five Mossad agents8. These agents are supported by foreign intelligence services—primarily the CIA—and trained in countries such as Nepal and Georgia9. 

			 

			1.3.3. Cyberwarfare

			In the West, when an actor does not share the viewpoint of our leaders, he is ipso facto branded with every possible vice: money laundering, organized crime, terrorism, tax evasion, cybercrime, etc. This caricatured portrayal is intended to present our adversaries as absolute enemies, with the drawback of making us vulnerable to real threats. 

			The role of Iranian intelligence agencies in cyberwarfare is almost entirely fabricated. Western rhetoric regarding Iranian acts of “cyberwarfare” (one could just as easily use the adjectives “Russian” or “Chinese,” or even “Palestinian”) is invariably explained as an effort to “undermine voter confidence and sow discord”10. As in Russia, Iranian intelligence agencies do not waste their time commenting on tweets by European leaders or stealing patient data from a hospital. This is Western disinformation, often promoted by the Iranian opposition in the West, in order to find grounds for sanctions and military strikes.

			The target of numerous cyberattacks—the most famous of which was STUXNET, the result of cooperation between Israeli intelligence and the U.S. National Security Agency (NSA) and Central Intelligence Agency (CIA)11—Iran has established a cyberwarfare infrastructure. Although Iran’s capabilities are considerably more modest than those of U.S. and Israeli agencies, they have achieved some notable successes. 

			Iranian Groups Associated with Cyberwarfare
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			Figure 5—The organization known as Handala is designated as a terrorist group in Europe.

			Cybercrime Investigation Center
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			Figure 6—The use of the Internet to spread disinformation and encourage actions aimed at overthrowing the government has led the Pasdaran to develop a powerful tool for monitoring the Internet.

			Iranian intelligence agencies are up against actors—such as the United States and Israel—who have mastered the art of carrying out attacks that perfectly mimic third parties. 

			In March 2017, WikiLeaks released several thousand CIA documents under the name “VAULT 7,” which show that the U.S. agency created an internal group, named OMBRAGE, tasked with developing a suite of cyber tools, such as MARBLE FRAMEWORK12, that enable cyberattacks to be carried out by implicating foreign countries (under a “false flag”), by simulating these activities in several languages (notably Chinese, Russian, Korean, Arabic, and Farsi13) as shown here14. According to VAULT 7, this software was used in 2015 and 201615. 

			In other words, it is likely that a large portion of the cyberattacks attributed to Iran, Russia, or even China by our governments—which provide our authorities with a pretext to impose restrictions and control measures—actually originate from Israel or the United States. 
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			2. The Opposition and Its Repression

			2.1. The Origins of the Crises

			Long before the start of the “Arab Spring” of 2010–2012, the United States had a plan to overthrow seven governments in the Near and Middle East. In March 2007, U.S. General Wesley Clark, former Supreme Allied Commander Europe of NATO, revealed a conversation he had at the Pentagon immediately after “9/11”:

			One of the generals […] picked up a piece of paper from his desk:

			“I just received this memo today from the floor above—from the Secretary of Defense’s office, which outlines how we’re going to take down seven countries in five years: starting with Iraq, Syria, Lebanon, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, and ending with Iran!”16

			

			Twenty-five years later, all of these countries are in crisis and embroiled in wars for which no one can see a solution. Iran remains the last on the list and appears to enjoy a certain degree of stability. 

			In all these countries, the unrest began with attempts to exert influence and escalated into a regional crisis. All these crises share the common thread of the involvement of the United States, France, and Israel; all will fuel the growth of jihadist terrorism, and all will be steeped in myths carefully perpetuated by the mainstream media. All follow the same Hegelian pattern.

			The Fabrication of a Crisis

			
				
					
					
					
					
				
				
					
							
							
							Principle

						
							
							Example: Libya

						
							
							Example: Iran

						
					

					
							
							1

						
							
							Create the problem by arming or provoking a group or party, and push it to adopt a violent stance.

						
							
							• Stir up protests by relying on Islamists.

							• Arm the rebels (covertly).

						
							
							• Stir up protests (for example, by capitalizing on the case of Mahsa Amini).

							• Covertly arm radical nationalist factions and others.

							• Support the creation of clandestine structures. 

						
					

					
							
							2

						
							
							Stir up a reaction among the public and the political class by spreading disinformation or demonizing the government to make it appear particularly odious.

						
							
							• Accuse the government of massacring its own people.

							• Accuse it of employing “heavily paid” mercenaries.

							• Accuse the government of inciting the rape of women.

						
							
							• Create the image of a fanatical dictatorship that oppresses its people in defiance of common sense.

							• Citing an unverifiable—but unacceptable—number of victims during the “peaceful” protests of January 2026.  

						
					

					
							
							3

						
							
							Propose a solution to resolve the problem (military intervention, the declaration of a state of emergency, a curtailment of freedoms or fundamental rights, etc.)

						
							
							• Adopt a resolution for the protection of civilians.

							• Provide material support to the Islamist opposition (officially).

						
							
							• Portray the opposition as unanimous, even to the point of asking to be bombed by the West, given the severity of the oppression.

							• Recognize an alternative president. 

							• Threaten military intervention.

						
					

				
			

			

			Figure 7—How a Crisis Is Manufactured

			After more than a quarter-century of wars, Westerners still do not understand Iran or how the Middle East works: their policies have had effects that are entirely contrary to their objectives. Sanctions and direct or indirect covert actions—including support for terrorist groups—have only served to unite the population. With a largely pro-Western Iranian population, regime change could be brought about almost immediately by lifting all sanctions on the country and fostering its prosperity… But the West is too entrenched in its prejudices. In May 2019, while visiting Baghdad, Ali Khamenei, Supreme Leader of the Revolution, declared:

			Praise be to God, who has given us such foolish enemies!17

			French policy toward Iran is clearly influenced by the United States and by the powerful Iranian opposition lobby in France. After the assassination of General Soleimani, while the Anglo-Saxon media took a critical stance toward the U.S. action, the French media remained torn between “anti-Trump” and “anti-Iranian” positions: criticizing the U.S. president while tending to justify the assassination.

			On the talk shows of France 5 and France 24, only representatives of the Iranian opposition appear, offering only a one-sided view of the issue. In January 2020, on TV5 Monde, sociologist Mahnaz Shirali claimed that Soleimani’s death sparked “an outburst of joy, a celebration, because Soleimani truly embodies the most rejected, most criticized part of the Islamic Republic”18. This is simply false. A study conducted by the Center for International and Security Studies at Maryland (CISSM) at the University of Maryland in October 201919 found that General Soleimani was the most popular figure in Iran, with an 81.6% approval rating, and that 81.4% of Iranians surveyed believed that the Revolutionary Guards had increased Iran’s security. But that’s not her only lie in the program! While videos from several Iranian cities show massive crowds at General Soleimani’s funeral, she downplays this by claiming that the gatherings included only “3,000–4,000 people”20. Yet The Times of Israel reports “more than 10 million people”21. 

			Furthermore, Shirali refers to the “assassination of 1,500 Iranians in the streets of Tehran”22 during the crackdown on the riots in late 2019. In fact, these figures come from the MEK23 and are being propagated by the Trump administration. The exact figures will likely never be known, but Amnesty International cites a figure of 300 for the entire country (not just the capital)24. In, we see yet another “expert” who hides her lack of integrity behind academic titles… she has every chance of becoming France’s Minister of Foreign Affairs!

			

			Ms. Shirali claims that only 5% of the population supports the regime. However, the CISSM study shows that President Hassan Rouhani had a 42.3% approval rating at the time.  The American study shows that only 42% of Iranians believe that signing the JCPOA was a good thing, 74% approve of exceeding the JCPOA’s limits in response to the U.S. withdrawal, and 69% believe that the European signatories will not fulfill their obligations. Seventy percent believe the government should no longer make concessions, and 48% would like Iran to assert itself as a regional power, while only 42% believe the country should adopt a more conciliatory stance. Ninety-two percent believe it is important to develop a ballistic missile program, and 72% believe it is very important. A majority (68%) of Iranians see their economy deteriorating and condemn rampant corruption. But they attribute this to sanctions imposed by Western countries, whose image is deteriorating: countries such as Japan, Russia, China, and Germany have a favorable image, while countries such as France, Great Britain, and the United States have a negative image. 

			A study cannot provide a complete picture of Iranian society, but it offers a more accurate picture than the wild guesses of “experts” like Ms. Mahnaz Shirali. 

			There is certainly an opposition that would like to see a change in government, but that does not mean it thinks like we do or that it wants to overthrow the government. This is, in fact, why—as in Syria25—protests must be instigated from the outside via social media: the United States has set up an entire network of servers and applications to facilitate the mobilization of dissidents in Iran26. This explains the internet filtering carried out by Iranian authorities following Soleimani’s assassination. The same problem will resurface in early 2026, with the smuggling of thousands of Starlink terminals—intended to create parallel internet networks—which were neutralized by electronic countermeasures, likely with the help of Russian technology. We will return to this topic27.

			Despite difficult living conditions, the Iranian government continues to enjoy fairly broad support for a tougher stance toward the West. Unlike Western countries, it does not need to hide behind covert operations; on the contrary, it has every interest in demonstrating that it is taking action, as with its strikes against two U.S. bases in Iraq. This could explain why the “attacks” on oil tankers in the Persian Gulf were likely not carried out by Iran, but by a third party that does not want Iran to normalize its relations with the international community.

			As with the “red line” in Syria, French journalists—more so than their Anglo-Saxon counterparts—lament the reluctance to use force against Iran. For example, in January 2020, Armelle Charrier stated on France 5 that Trump had made a “misstep” by not strik ing Iran after the destruction of a U.S. drone over its territory28. She sees this as an admission of weakness, which she claims emboldened Iran to act more recklessly. She has completely missed the point: this interpretation of international relations through the lens of power dynamics and heavy-handed policies is completely out of touch with the reality of the region. This is precisely why the West has suffered one failure after another there.

			In fact, Trump’s refusal to strike Iran in September 2019 showed the Saudis that he was not prepared to engage in a new conflict in the region, and prompted them to seek a negotiated solution with Iran. That is why, in the weeks that followed, the Saudis began a process of discreet negotiations through Iraq and Pakistan29. It was in this context that General Qassem Soleimani was in Iraq in early January 2020, and it was for this very reason that he was killed. In fact, the only country that had no interest in these negotiations was Israel… which then provided false intelligence to the Americans.

			2.2. Western Support for the Opposition

			On March 1, 2026, on the set of the Swiss state broadcaster RTS, an Iranian activist proclaimed—twice—that the population is suffering so much that it “is asking to be bombed”30. ly, none of the journalists present on the set reacted to this criminal nonsense. In doing so, RTS is justifying Donald Trump’s policies31 and legitimizing his desire to send Iran “back to the Stone Age”32.

			

			The mass gatherings during Ali Khamenei’s funeral in June 2026 tend to demonstrate the absurdity of the justification for war crimes propagated by our media.

			While it is true that there is an opposition in Iran, it is certainly not of the scale or nature attributed to it in the West. Our perception of the situation stems primarily from journalists with unfulfilled revolutionary fantasies who seek to fuel a form of radicalization. They rely on statements from a small minority of exiled activists, who present only one side of the story, while deliberately ignoring opinions that might be favorable to the Iranian government. Our so-called “experts” promote a reality they know to be false, but which serves the interests of a small caste in the West that seeks to assert itself by dismantling societies. As we have seen in Syria, they are not in favor of democracy, but seek to create regional chaos that benefits Israel. 

			In reality, the “natural” opposition found in these countries is often not inclined toward waging war; the cultural fatalism observed there tends to deter individuals from engaging in revolutionary processes. This largely explains the failure of Marxist
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