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Lebanon has been, for the past decade, in the eye of the geopolitical storm hitting 

the region from Saudi Arabia to Israel, Iran, the United States and Russia. Each 

country is trying to leverage its influence through shifting the power balance 

between internal actors. In light of the United States’ withdrawal from the region 

since former President Barack Obama adopted the leading from behind policy, to 

President Trump embracing the “America First” slogan, and with a receding Saudi 

interest in the Cedars country, Iran succeeded in attracting Lebanon to its orbit 

after allowing its local branch, i.e Hezbollah, to control the political and security 

apparatus and draw the internal policy as well as the foreign policy of the country. 

Nevertheless, the American interest in Lebanon resurged with Washington trying 

to besiege Iran and put an end to its expansion in the region. The warnings 

presented by US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo to the Lebanese Government 

during his last visit to Beirut are an indicator that Lebanon is once again used as a 

field for settling regional and international scores, and its future is largely 

dependent on the results of the region’s map reshape. 

“Maison du Futur” held the second out of a series of War Games Simulation 

seminars organized in cooperation with KAS Beirut. The session’s title was 

“Lebanon on a tightrope act: Balancing the Influence of Competing 

Alliances”. It was a two-session meeting held with the supervision of a main 

expert, and under the Chatham House rules. The simulation was based on the 

hypothesis of Lebanon’s alignment to the axis of resistance, with the purpose of 

evaluating the repercussions of this position as well as the standpoint of regional 

and international powers according to three scenarios: the best, the worst and the 

most probable. 

Maison du Futur opening statement highlighted the need to respect the Lebanese 

constants that are the key for balance in this tightrope act. Those constants are the 

following: 



“Holding on to positive neutrality and to the golden rule “neither the West nor the 

East”; honest impartiality rooted in the neutrality of the Lebanese territories that 

should “neither be a bastion nor a pathway”, and that should represent for the 

Lebanese people the North Star by which we find and light our way.   

The second constant is holding on to the National Pact that changed Lebanon from 

a religious asylum to a nation for all its citizens from different communities; a free, 

sovereign and independent country. 

The third constant is holding on to freedoms in order for Lebanon to remain the 

land of democracy and respect of human rights. Lebanon will not be able to be 

anything other than this. 

The fourth constant is holding on to Lebanon the idea, the model and the message, 

Lebanon the dialogue, the communication, and the coexistence between multiple 

cultural components; Lebanon the literature, the poetry and the art; Lebanon the 

modernity and civilization; Lebanon the ideas and the dreams made possible… 

Achieving balance starts with respecting these constants and trying to achieve good 

governance through promoting the work of institutions, upholding the rule of law, 

public freedoms, and equality between citizens regardless of their backgrounds”. 

The main expert stressed in his intervention on the importance of the simulation 

exercise to look ahead and think about the future of the region. He said that this 

exercise is a new methodology adopted in Western research institutions that train 

diplomats and military officers. He added: “we will call this exercise the 

diplomatic game instead of the war game, and its success or failure will depend on 

respecting the rules of the game - especially the political figures role playing – and 

on putting aside your personal ideas and opinions and your personal analysis of the 

events the region is witnessing.” He continued emphasizing that the exercise is 

based on the hypothesis according to which Lebanon abandoned its traditional 

neutrality policy vis-à-vis regional and international conflicts, and aligned with the 

Axis of Resistance including Iran and its agents in the region like Hezbollah and 

Syria, knowing that we need to check whether other parties like Turkey, Russia 

and Qatar will join this Axis. Let’s suppose that this Axis is the non-Western Axis, 

in this case we will need to know how did the compass of the Lebanese policy 

point to the other direction: was this step taken voluntary or of gradually or at 



once? What are the repercussions of this alignment on the situation in Lebanon, 

and will it lead to a polarization between different parties and therefore to political 

conflicts and security surges? What are the reactions of regional parties opposed to 

Lebanon’s new positioning, and how will this affect their relation with Lebanon? 

How will international powers, especially the United States, urge Lebanon to go 

back to the neutrality policy, and will the European Union act as a mediator 

between the US on one side and the international community on the other side?”   

The main expert said that being disciplined and respecting time is one of the main 

success factors for this exercise, and clarified that he will be asking questions to all 

the experts who will have to think about the behavior and positions of the parties 

they are representing, and to anticipate their reactions to any possible event. The 

main objective of this exercise is to meet, discuss and review all the 

preconceptions, and to accept the change in opinions and attitudes that others may 

have according to the latest updates and developments. 

 

As for the sessions’ moderator, he stressed on the importance of pioneer 

experiences like such interactive sessions held under the hospices of “Maison du 

Futur” for the second time in Lebanon. He added that the political world is subject 

to many changes therefore the advantage of such sessions is that they allow to 

articulate these changes and to suggest forward-looking scenarios regarding the 

debated topic according to three options: the best, the worst and the most probable. 

He continued saying that “each one should think about the best, the worst and the 

most likely to happen for the party he represents, knowing that his best interest 

may not be the best option for the debated topic”. He hoped that each expert will 

illustrate the inconsistencies and contradictions that the party he is representing 

suffers from, knowing that each of the internal forces involved have such 

contradictions. 

The participants then moved to naming the parties involved in the debated topic: 

- March 14 Alliance from Lebanon: Lama Haris and Sami Nader 

- March 8 Alliance from Lebanon: Kasem Kasir 

- Iran and the Lebanese Hezbollah: Kasem Kasir and Mohamed Chibani 

- Israel: Simon Karam and Khaled Hamade 



- The European Union: Antoine Haddad and Toufic Caspard 

- The United States: Basem El Chab and Hasan Mneimneh 

- Saoudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates: Hares Sleimane and General 

Nizar 

- Russia: Hana Noti and Ambassador Abou Assi 

- Syria: Roger Dib and Rosana Bou Mounsef 

- Turkey and Qatar: Roy Badaro 

 

1- Chapter One: How did Lebanon slip into the Axis of Resistance? 

 

Session one started with the presentation of the hypothesis behind this exercise: the 

alignment of Lebanon with the Anti-Western Axis including Iran, the biggest part 

of Iraq, the Syrian regime and Hezbollah, with an undetermined position for 

Russian, Turkey and Qatar. The session started examining how Lebanon shifted 

towards this Axis, in light of several questions raised by the expert: Did Lebanon 

change its’ positioning gradually or was it a decision made at once? Did the March 

8 Alliance impose this alignment on other parties due to the surrender of March 14 

Alliance following regional developments? What are the factors that allowed the 

March 8 Alliance to impose this option? Were they internal factors like the military 

arsenal Hezbollah is enjoying, or were they external like the withdrawal of the 

United States from the Middle East, the absence of the Saudi Arabian support to 

Lebanon, and the comeback of the Russian bear to the region after succeeding in 

saving Bashar El Assad regime? Was this choice imposed on Lebanon or did the 

latter choose it voluntarily and unanimously? If the most probable option is the 

first one, will Lebanese citizens manage to avoid the repercussions of Lebanon 

joining the Axis of Resistance? If the second option is the correct one, will it lead 

to consolidate the unity of the Lebanese which will make them stronger 

eventually?  

 

A- Position of March 8 Alliance in Lebanon: 

 

“The new alignment of Lebanon was the result of many internal and external 

developments. The most important internal factor is a dismantled March 14 

Alliance which reflected in the agreement between Hezbollah and the Free 

Patriotic Movement on one side, and the agreement between the Lebanese 

Forces and the Free Patriotic Movement on the other side, while Jumblat 

remained standing in the center. Let us not forget the impact of the lack of unity 

on the Sunni arena which weakened March 14 Alliance even more. The second 



development that occurred was the result of the last elections held according to 

the new proportional system, which ensured the majority of parliamentary seats 

to the March 8 Alliance that became stronger and more legitimate. As for the 

third internal factor, it was the decision of Hezbollah to give the priority, since 

its establishment, to the Lebanese issue on the detriment of other external 

issues. In this context, we should not forget that Hezbollah weapons are the 

strength of the party, although the latter did not use them internally, nor has it 

threaten to use them. Allow me in this context to highlight the harmony 

between the Hezbollah and the Lebanese Armed Forces on one hand, and 

between the Hezbollah and security agencies on the other hand, which gave the 

party a scope of maneuver for the first time since its establishment.” 

He added: “On the external arena, several factors led to this new alignment, like 

the resistance of the Assad regime which gave a great momentum to the March 

8 Alliance, followed by an American withdrawal from the region in general, 

and from Lebanon more specifically, coupled with the bad Saudi performance 

that reached its peak with the detention of Prime Minister Saad Hariri in the 

Saudi Capital and his forced resignation, with all the repercussions that 

destabilized the internal scene, namely after a dwindling Saudi popularity 

within the Sunni community in Lebanon.” 

 

He continued stressing on two points: “the March 8 Alliance is aware of the 

importance of avoiding that Lebanon becomes subordinated to one Axis, and the 

biggest proof is the approval it gave to the Western and American support given to 

the Lebanese Armed Forces. The second reason could be the discrepancies within 

the March 8 Alliance, namely when it comes to the absence of a common vision 

about internal issues between the Speaker of the House Nabih Berri and the Free 

Patriotic Movement. The same also applies to Suleiman Frangieh and the Free 

Patriotic Movement. Yet in spite of all these difficulties, one can say that there is 

more consistency amongst the March 8 forces compared to the March 14 forces”.  

 

Question by the main expert: “Do you think the acknowledgment of this 

alignment will be unanimous or will it be imposed on the opponents of the Axis of 

Resistance?” 

 

Answer of March 8 Alliance: “The latest developments lead to this gradual 

acceptance in light of Lebanon’s need for Syria and the cohesiveness of the March 

8 Alliance. Let us not forget the sponsorship of this new positioning that might be 

ensured by Russia as a major player in the region. This shall be added to the 

weakness and disintegration of March 14 Alliance, abandoned by its regional and 

international allies.”  



  

B- Position of March 14 Alliance: 

Question by the main expert: “It is clear that the March 14 Alliance is going 

through a very bad period in light of its fragmentation. Do you agree on this 

description? How will you face the new alignment of Lebanon with the Axis of 

Resistance? The March 8 Alliance described the position of Walid Jumblat as 

moderate, yet we have lately seen a change in this political stance, so will this 

possibly lead to the revival the March 14 Alliance after a long setback?   

 

First representative of March 14 Alliance in Lebanon: “I think that the 

description provided by March 8 Alliance of the internal power balance highlights 

its fear from the awakening of the March 14 Alliance. I acknowledge that we have 

gone through a difficult period nevertheless we are renewing our image. It is worth 

noting that the March 14 Alliance is not an entity but rather a state symbolizing the 

pulse of the Lebanese citizens. I consider that the current developments will lead to 

the regrouping of this Alliance, especially in light of the ramping tension between 

the United States and Iran, and the Big Stick policy used by Washington against 

Tehran. We are keen on holding on to Lebanon’s neutrality, and there will be no 

unanimous approval of Lebanon’s alignment with the Axis of Resistance unless 

violence is exerted as we are against this alignment.” 

Question by the main expert: “Do you agree with the description provided by the 

March 8 Alliance, and do you agree with your colleague who said that the pulse of 

the March 14 Alliance is still beating?” 

Second representative of March 14 Alliance in Lebanon: “In fact, I 

unfortunately agree with the description that was given of us by the representative 

of the March 8 Alliance, although I would like to stress on the fact that the parties 

forming the March 8 Alliance are responsible for the current deteriorated situation 

in Lebanon. They have disrupted constitutional deadlines to serve their interests 

and consolidated this approach under the cover of consensual democracy and 

through exchanging weapons surplus into political power. I believe that the March 

8 Alliance will have to face the failure of the internal arrangements made because 

of the new regional developments on one hand and the deterioration of the 

economic situation on the other hand. Regionally, Hezbollah is nostalgic for 

President Obama times when the United States were more open to talks with Iran, 



which was a good cover for the party’s foreign activities. Today, under President 

Trump’s escalated stance on Iran, the grace period is over, especially for the March 

8 Alliance that will face internal and external setbacks due to the new American 

position”. 

Question by the main expert: “Don’t you think that all obstacles preventing 

Lebanon from slipping into the Axis of Resistance have fallen, especially in light 

of the latest regional and international developments?” 

Second representative of the March 14 Alliance: “In light of the US-Iran 

escalation, and the tightened measures taken by the American administration 

against Iran’s allies including Hezbollah, I don’t think that all obstacles have 

fallen. Betting on the dissolution of the March 14 Alliance is useless because this 

gathering can still resuscitate.” 

 

C- Position of Syria: 

Question by the main expert: “The representative of the March 8 Alliance said 

that Lebanon moved gradually towards the Axis of Resistance; shall we therefore 

understand that the Syrian regime exerted direct or indirect pressure on Lebanon to 

adopt this position, or did Lebanon voluntarily opt for this alignment? Is the Syrian 

regime currently capable of exerting pressure or is it still going through the 

recovery period?” 

First representative of Syria: “I don’t feel that Lebanon is currently a priority for 

Syria. The situation in Syria is similar to that of Turkey at the end of World War I 

because of the presence of many regional and international forces on its territories. 

The only Lebanese concern Syria currently has is that Hezbollah is not a faction 

under its command anymore, but rather a State by itself within the big Iranian 

front. Syria cannot bypass Hezbollah when dealing with Iran. It is in the Syrian 

regime’s interest not to enter any political negotiation process as this will lead to 

unnecessary constraints while the situation on the field is currently in its 

advantage: Iran and Russia want the regime to stay because Iran’s first objective is 

to become geographically connected to Lebanon in order to have a gate towards 

the Mediterranean, and Russia is keen on reaping the fruits of its achievements in 



Syria which is why it is holding on to this regime. Syria is currently diving in 

major changes and Lebanon is not its priority for the time being.” 

Main expert: “I played the role of the analyst and not the role of the Syrian 

regime. As a Syrian regime, do you think you will be able to play the Lebanese 

card in light of all the issues awaiting Syria?” 

First Syrian representative: “What I am interested in as a Syrian regime is for 

Bashar El Assad to prevail and for the regime to prevail. Any other thing is 

irrelevant to me. Time is on my side and the US does not have a lot of interests in 

Syria, except for the Iranian concern.” 

Second Syrian Representative: “I agree with what my colleague mentioned. As 

Bashar El Assad, I still have the power to affect the Lebanese political arena. 

When I was in crisis, the internal situation in Lebanon reached a deadlock, and 

when the crisis was overcome, the situation became better and my allies picked up 

strongly. I still have many cards to play, like betting on the tension between Iran 

and Russia for instance, or Iran and the Gulf, as well as the agreement between 

Russia and Israel and the exchange of prisoners with Israel… All these cards are 

evidence of the role I still have to play in the future, as I will not be counting on 

Iran and Russia only, but on Israel and Turkey as well, and on the Arab countries 

in a later stage.” 

Main expert: “You therefore think that time is on your side especially since the 

West is “all bark and no bite”.” 

D- Iran’s position: 

Question by the main expert to the representative of Iran: “Are you betting on 

the gradual and full alignment of Lebanon or are you in a hurry to have this 

objective reached?” 

First Iranian representative: “I would like to stress on the fact that the Iranian 

policy towards Lebanon is unified and is developed by the Supreme National 

Security Council. The Iranian policy towards Lebanon was and still is based on the 

principle of supporting our allies’ choices without interfering in the internal affairs 

of their countries. The parties interfering in the internal affairs of the countries of 

the region are Western countries lead by the United States and in coordination with 



Saudi Arabia. They have attempted to overthrow the Syrian regime along with 

Hezbollah, and when this conspiracy failed, Saudi Arabia stopped supporting 

Lebanon. We did not impose anything on Lebanon; it is them who tried to impose 

conditions on Lebanon.”  

Second Iranian representative: “I agree with what my colleague said. The 

situation in Lebanon is not the result of Iranian choices; it is rather due to the fact 

that Saudi Arabia gave up on its allies. This lead to imbalances amongst political 

players, and it is not what Iran wanted. We don’t want to monopolize power in 

Lebanon and we did not want Lebanon to renounce to its neutrality policy. Iran 

interfered in Syria when the United States tried to overthrow the Syrian regime. 

The US is now trying to cause the collapse of the Lebanese State through sanctions 

imposed on the banking system which will lead to an economic and financial clout. 

Iran’s interests in Lebanon are similar to its interests in Syria and those can be 

summarized by a determination to prevent Western powers from imposing changes 

that do not represent the will of local communities and that are not backed by the 

local legitimacy.” 

Main expert: “in summary, we can say that Lebanon moved progressively to the 

Axis of Resistance without any Iranian or Syrian pressure. Nevertheless, the March 

14 Alliance is opposed to this alignment. What are the repercussions on the series 

of settlements that have been reached during the past three years and that have 

eventually lead to the presidential and parliamentary elections? Will these 

settlements fall? Will the rapprochement between Prime Minister Saad Hariri and 

the Free Patriotic Movement and the Hezbollah grow stronger or will it decline?”  

Representative of Maison du Futur: “What we heard today depicts the reality as 

it is. Yet the topic cannot be summarized from this perspective only. In order to 

understand why we have reached this situation, we have to go back to two main 

factors: the first one is the era of Palestinian sovereignty in Lebanon under the 

leadership of Yasser Arafat, which was the first step towards the fragmentation of 

the Lebanese regime, and the second event is the Syrian occupation of Lebanon 

and the programmed plan Hafez El Assad adopted to control the tiniest detail of 

internal and external policies. Lebanese plurality can unfortunately be breached. It 

was breached first by the Palestinians, and so Lebanon became open to all 

adventures which allowed Syria to invade it. At that time, Syria took charge of 



Lebanon after Yasser Arafat and is now forced to hand the country over to Iran. 

When Iran established Hezbollah under the Syrian occupation, several 

confrontations between both parties took place through Amal Movement. The 

discrepancies of yesterday are still present today, between Syria and Iran and 

between Iran and Russia. We know that the situation in Lebanon is extremely 

critical and vulnerable, yet the whole strategic situation in the region is very 

complicated and I think we have to wait and see what will happen, especially in 

Iran with all the economic sanctions and western pressures exerted on this country, 

for us to be able to see what the future holds for us.”  

Chapter Two: Reactions of the Regional Powers Opposing the Axis of 

Resistance to Lebanon’s revolving around its orbit. 

1. Foreign Powers:  

Main Expert: “Thus, the March 14 Alliance rejects the joining of the Resistance 

Axis, and both the March 8 and 14 Alliances refuse to slip into a political void and 

a security battle. Moving on to the foreign powers, starting off with Russia: The 

first self-imposing question is whether Russia is part of the Resistance Axis or not. 

Then, what role does it play in Lebanon, and what position does it take towards 

Lebanon’s pro-axis of resistance status? Has Russia played a role in driving 

Lebanon to the Resistance Axis or is it a mere intermediary and neutral observer? 

Can Russia be considered the guarantor of Lebanon’s return to neutrality and its 

withdrawal from the Resistance Axis?” 

A. Russia’s Position: 

First Representative of Russia: “Allow me first to extend my heartfelt thanks to 

the representative of Saudi Arabia for commending the excellent relations between 

both our countries at a time when some Western powers are attempting to distort 

the image of Russia and sabotage its relations in the region. Saying that Russia is 

part of the Resistance Axis is a pernicious thing to say. The relations between 

Russia and Lebanon have always been friendly, thereby Moscow never interferes 

in the latter’s internal affairs or foreign policies formulation. The relation between 

both countries has grown further recently, especially at the economic level, as 

showcased by the Lebanese President Michel Aoun’s latest visit to Moscow. 

Several bilateral trade agreements are signed between the two countries, there 



exists certain cooperation in the energy sector, and a Russian company has joined 

the offshore oil and gas exploration consortium and the rehabilitation of the oil 

facilities in Tripoli. We are ready to assist Lebanon out of its economic and 

electricity crises, mainly. We are working on entering the Lebanese market and 

facilitating Lebanon’s entry to the Russian market. On the other hand, Russia is 

also focusing on securing the safety of the Lebanese territories and protecting 

peaceful coexistence between all Lebanese entities. The sensitivity of this matter is 

no stranger to Russia, since it is a pluralistic state whose citizens are ethnically 

diverse. Russia has always stood by and protected the minorities in the region, 

notably the Christians. 

Russia’s intervention in Syria saved the legitimate regime and defeated terrorism. 

We will help the regime regain control and rise again. Hezbollah has assisted us in 

this endeavor, and, in return, we will support it to overcome the pressures it is 

subjected to. In addition, Russia is playing an important role in ensuring the return 

of the Syrian Refugees from Lebanon. It has recently invited Lebanon (and Iraq) to 

participate in the Astana conference as an observer, in order to bring it closer to the 

political solution in Syria, the return of the Syrian refugees, and the reconstruction 

of Syria. Some of our friends in the West are criticizing what we are doing in terms 

of promoting our security and economic relations with Lebanon. I believe that such 

criticism is ill-intentioned because we do not aim at creating more axes, but we 

would like for Lebanon to recover. Our friends in the West must stop asking us 

about what we intend to do to pressure the Syrian regime while they are sitting 

back doing nothing.” 

The Main Expert: “We do not know what Russia’s position is towards Lebanon’s 

inclination to the Resistance Axis. Will it try to rescue it and maintain its 

neutrality? What will Russia do if the U.S. intends to strike the Syrian and Iranian 

Regimes? Will it, in this case, join the Resistance Axis itself?” 

First Representative of Russia: “Russia has backed Lebanon’s independence and 

the Baabda Declaration, and it had already approved all the international decisions 

to keep Lebanon non-aligned. Moscow’s policy towards Lebanon is based on the 

support of its institutions, army, economy, and the solving of the refugee crisis. 

Russia does have its interests in the region and the world, the most prominent of 

which being combatting terrorism. Hence, it was targeted by some Western 



powers; such as, in Ukraine when Islamist Jihadis were transported to the 

Caucasus. Russia has Iran, Hezbollah, and the Syrian regime as allies in its war 

against terrorism, and they are Russia’s allies in this issue only. As to Lebanon’s 

joining the Axis of Resistance, Russia cannot interfere in Lebanese affairs, for only 

the Lebanese can decide what is best for them. We are against the war; this is why 

we are working on convincing Hezbollah, Iran, and Israel not to engage in a new 

war because none of them have an interest in that detrimental pathway.” 

The Main Expert: “In other words, Russia is standing in the center when it comes 

to the non-alignment and neutrality of Lebanon, but what about the United States? 

Does Trump intend to turn tables or change the rules of the game in the Middle 

East? Trump has been adopting the “Madman Policy” since he took office, and 

this, in fact, serves his strategy since no one is capable of predicting US positions 

or reactions any longer. Three more years of American insanity await us, so will 

Trump aim to change the situations in Iran, the Gulf, or the Middle East?” 

A. United States Position: 

First Representative of the United States: “The American position was changed 

after Trump’s election to the White House and after the period of submission 

during the Obama administration. This has led to an imbalance in U.S. foreign 

policy especially towards the Middle East whereby Obama forsook his allies in the 

Gulf, Lebanon, and even Syria in order to make the nuclear deal with Iran. As to 

our policies towards Lebanon, the starting point is the impossibility of our 

accepting Hezbollah as a political entity while this party is engaging in battles in 

Syria and supporting the Houthis in Yemen. Our relations with Lebanon will 

remain strong because, for us, it is irreplaceable in the region, but we will not 

accept that it remains the center and Launchpad used to undermine American 

influence in Lebanon and the region. The United States considers its friends in 

Lebanon to be few – although it is providing the Lebanese army with military and 

logistical assistance and supporting its resilience facing the burden of hosting 

refugees – while Russia has not spent a penny to help the Lebanese overcome their 

crises and has even offered to sell the army weapons but did not deliver them. We 

believe that the knock-out that drove Lebanon to the Resistance Axis was the 

memorandum of understanding signed between the Free Patriotic Alliance and 

Hezbollah. Until Hezbollah’s influence in Lebanon dwindles, the policy we follow 



will remain the big stick policy, and we will not allow Lebanon to fall into the Axis 

of Resistance. We will not accept any Iranian control, and the U.S. will find it hard 

to continue supporting and assisting Lebanon as long as it is revolving in the orbit 

of the Resistance Axis.”   

Second Representative of the United States: “A distinction must first be made 

between the American political structure and the American administration. When it 

comes to Lebanon, we refuse Iran’s control. The grapevine talks on this matter 

carry two dimensions: first, whether Lebanon’s alignment with the Resistance Axis 

is voluntary or not; and second, whether this issue is a matter of concern to only us. 

If so, then we will take no steps; yet, if it proves to be a danger to our interests in 

the region and elsewhere, then we will definitely take the necessary measures to 

face it. On the other hand, we do not consider Russia to be a friendly state. If one 

skims over the 2019 National Intelligence Strategy Report, one would find that the 

United States has a pessimistic outlook of the world and that it is no longer capable 

of changing the world into one that carries its own values or any similar values, at 

least. Well, the report mentioned that the U.S. had two adversaries – Russia and 

China –, and two rogue states destabilizing regional and international situations – 

Iran and North Korea. The battlefield with Iran is the Middle East, where Moscow 

and Tehran both benefited from the vacuum left by the former U.S. administration 

(a step we consider a treason). In 2006, Israel was not able to eliminate Hezbollah 

due to American pressure. But if any new war is to erupt between the two today, 

the U.S. will not pressure Israel but will leave it to act freely. Let me reiterate, our 

relations with Lebanon come within the framework of our declared intentions in 

the region; that is, guaranteeing Israel’s security. Should Israel consider that 

preserving its national security requires the destruction of Hezbollah, we will not 

stand in its way. Perhaps, the first step the United States might take against 

Lebanon would be to end its support to the Lebanese Army. Allow me here to note 

that the billions of dollars provided by the U.S. to the Lebanese army have not 

prevented Iran from infiltrating the latter. How can we continue supporting an 

institution infiltrated by Iran? The question is: Will this criticism of the American 

administration reach the American political structure? Maybe not in the near 

future, but it must eventually.” 



The Main Expert: “Ending assistance is one thing and committing an act is 

another. So, will the U.S. make an offensive in Lebanon in the event it continues 

its alignment with the Axis of Resistance?” 

Second Representative of the United States: “Let me just say that the U.S. is 

resolute and does not wait.” 

The Main Expert: “What will the U.S. reaction be if Iran opens a front in the 

South of Lebanon?” 

Second Representative of the United States: “Allow me to clarify an important 

point: American interests come before international legitimacy, and American laws 

supersede any international law, unless the U.S. administration decides otherwise 

depending on its objectives. When President Trump decided to withdraw from the 

nuclear deal and impose sanctions on Iran, great controversy sprang up in U.S. 

among those who are with and who are against. Things have changed, as everyone 

supports it nowadays! The United States does not want to topple the regime in Iran, 

though, it may wish it. What it wants is to stop the rogue state’s practices that are 

more revolutionary rather than being state-oriented. If Iran adopts the mindset of a 

state, the Americans would be willing to negotiate fully with it. Yet, in the event of 

an escalation in the South of Lebanon, the war decision would be in the hands of 

Israel – not Iran – and if Israel makes that call, Washington will support it. On the 

one hand, we do not believe Iran would open a warfront in the South, and we do 

not believe that either the U.S. or Israel would resort to a military solution because 

all parties have acquiesced to the American sanctions, even Russian and China. 

These sanctions may lead to putting down the revolution in Iran and, thus, open the 

opportunity to the rise of the State.” 

The Main Expert: “What about the position of the European Union? The 

Europeans (if they still exist) feel anxious about the future of their alliance with the 

United States and with the NATO. There have been European attempts to break the 

sanctions on Iran. As Europe has long sympathized with Lebanon, what will its 

reaction be in case the U.S. decided to take the battle against Iran in the region to 

the end? 

Representative of the European Union: “We recognize that our capabilities and 

influence in the region are very limited, and we do not possess the military 



capacities as the U.S. in it. Iran can target our countries with its missiles, but it had 

pledged that it will not develop its weapons. Our main objective is to keep the 

nuclear deal alive because Tehran’s possession of nuclear capabilities is not in our 

interest; this is why we are trying to preserve a minimum level of relations with 

Iran, so it does not pull out of the nuclear deal as did the United States. 

Furthermore, Iran has the world’s second largest gas reserve, and we do not wish 

for Russia to take its place. By the way, Moscow’s interference in the Middle East 

does not trouble us, for this means it is turning its attention away from Ukraine. 

What we fear is that the sanctions imposed on Iran will not achieve their 

objectives, and then what? What will the alternative plan be? We want to safeguard 

our relations with Iran so we can assume the role of intermediary between it and 

the United States, between it and the Gulf countries, and between the U.S. and 

Russia. The Syrian refugees in Lebanon are trying to reach Europe, for this reason 

we support their staying in Lebanon and preventing their crossing of our borders 

because their presence in our countries has greatly contributed to the rise of 

extreme right Alliances and has destabilized our communities. We are interested in 

supporting the Lebanese security and armed forces. Our support is limited, but 

effective, and was fortified after the Lebanese succeeded in combatting terrorism. 

We agree with our American allies in that stability in Lebanon is an essential factor 

of pacification in the region. We also fear the day when stability in Lebanon will 

no longer be in the interest of the United States, among other fears related to the 

UNIFIL deployment along the southern Lebanese borders. We are working on 

either distancing or even pulling them out, for the effectiveness of their presence is 

questionable in the light of the involved parties’ lack of respect of UNSCR 1701.”  

The Main Expert: “Europe is trying to keep the balance in Lebanon. In case the 

United States wished to do otherwise and pursued a confrontation, will Europe side 

with Russia against Washington? Is Europe ready to engage in a soft confrontation 

with Washington to safeguard the stability of Lebanon?” 

Representative of the European Union: “European interests with the U.S. are too 

high to allow the former to enter a confrontation with the latter for Lebanon’s sake. 

Russia claims that the EU is not playing a constructive role and is demanding us to 

finance reconstruction in Syria and the return of refugees. We do not understand 

why we should reconstruct what Russia had destroyed?! As for the refugees, they 

constitute a problem to everyone involved especially considering the possibility of 



recruiting terrorists from among them. Hence, everyone must provide concessions 

so we can reach a solution in Syria. We do not believe that imposing Russia’s 

solution will bear the fruits everyone is expecting.” 

The Main Expert to Russia: “How do you describe your relations with the 

European Union, on one hand, and with Tehran, on the other? 

First Representative of Russia: “Had European capitals been wise, they would 

have understood that pressuring Iran is a dangerous thing because it only leads to 

more crises and anarchy, which is the United States’ main goal.” 

Second Representative of Russia: “Western countries have taken a more or less 

aggressive stance against Russia: They are trying to demonize it because having a 

strong Russia adjacent to their borders is not in their favor especially after the Nord 

Stream 2 project was finalized. In 2014, EU countries imposed economic sanctions 

on us upon the strengthening of our position in the Western Balkans, the 

annexation of the Crimean Peninsula, and the Ukrainian crisis. Plus, we support the 

Palestinian cause, but we have good relations with both Israel and Saudi Arabia. 

We are working on improving our relations with France and Germany, but are yet 

to see a European position independent from that of the U.S.” 

First Representative of Iran: “The American project in the region is authoritarian 

and attempting to control the region. This is our enemy and because our identity is 

closely linked to resistance, we shall grow stronger! We refuse to accept the saying 

that Iran is a rogue state especially in the light of our fighting a war against 

terrorism. It is the United States that has broken its commitments, has withdrawn 

from the nuclear deal, and imposed sanctions independently of the United Nations. 

So, which of the two can we conclude is the rogue state? By supporting the 

Lebanese Army, the United States intends to control Lebanon and strengthen Israel 

through putting a lid on how strong the Lebanese Army should be. We are ready to 

assist the Army, as we have been declaring, over and over again. Balance is very 

delicate in Lebanon, whoever tries to tip it has much to lose since the Lebanese 

will refuse and stand united against it. The Saudi project in Lebanon is anarchist, 

American subservient, based on negativity, and will bring Lebanon to its demise. 

We are collaborating with Russia since it is a major power in the world, but our 



decision is independent when it comes to resistance, and if Russia confronts us, we 

will confront it back!k” 

Representative of Maison du Futur: “The representative of Iran spoke of 

resistance, as if he meant resisting the U.S. while he intended to say resisting 

Israel. Does that mean that the concept and understanding of resistance has 

broadened to include all the countries that reject Iranian policies?” 

First Representative of Iran: “Generally speaking, the concept of resistance 

entails resistance of foreign control in the region. So, yes, our understanding of 

resistance is regional resistance. It is not only limited to Israel but includes haughty 

America as well.” 

First Representative of Russia: “Iran is a great state whose positioning in the 

region is well-deserved. It must be part of the solution, not the problem. We have 

our disagreements when it comes to Syria, but regional escalation is the worst 

thing that could happen to the region: If Iran was hit either in Syria or Lebanon, 

what would happen to the refugees? Where shall they go?” 

Second Representative of the United States: “We are convinced that the harsh 

policy we are adopting against Iran and Russia is successful and effective. There is 

no necessity to resort to war notably because neither of the two countries dares to 

do so. The U.S. policies are based on the strict position that refuses falling into the 

rhetoric of the region and international legitimacy.” 

The Main Expert: “Lebanon has moved into the Axis of Resistance against the 

interests of both the U.S. and Israel. What is Israel’s position concerning that and 

how will it face it? Will it launch a limited strike over South Lebanon? Or will it 

have the war start in southern Syria then spread to Lebanon; and could this escalate 

into a full-fledged regional war?” 

Representative of Israel: “Israel considers that Lebanon is in the Iranian axis at a 

time when all negotiation attempts with Iran have failed. The decision to escalate is 

in Iran’s hand, and the opinion of Lebanon in this matter is not influential. Israel 

sees that Lebanon started slipping into the Iranian axis since the last general 

elections and formation of the government. It warns the Lebanese government and 

army alike against facilitating Hezbollah’s Alliances and the Lebanese citizens 



from assisting them. There are no prohibited targets for Israel in Lebanon, since we 

now consider the Lebanese government and Hezbollah to be one and the same. We 

call for the pulling out of UNIFIL and for the United States to impose an economic 

siege of Lebanese shores because they are being used by Iran as leverage to its 

economy in an attempt to circumvent the U.S. sanctions against Iran. We also 

demand the U.S. to impose sanctions on entities and individuals connected to 

Hezbollah in Lebanon. Southern Syria is an extension of the South of Lebanon; 

consequently, we shall strike any Iranian post along the whole borders. We will 

coordinate our field strikes with Russia and with some Arab countries that can 

sense the Iranian threat. Our government will continue its coordination with our 

allies in Europe and America and update them on any possible decisions. In case 

escalation is decided, three scenarios may fall into play: 

- A total war waged on land and in the air from the 

Lebanese and Syrian borders 

- Hitting internal targets to cripple both Hezbollah and 

Iran’s capabilities to move weapons 

- An embargo in addition to hitting internal targets, 

which would erupt in Lebanon with internal fighting and infiltration of the 

Lebanese structure.” 

The Main Expert: “Let’s start off with the last of the three scenarios, for it is the 

most dangerous for Lebanon. What is the opinion of the different countries? Is the 

scenario of a war among the Lebanese plausible? Which entities are capable of 

waging it?” 

Representative of March 8 Alliance: “I believe that neither Iran nor Hezbollah 

are interested in a total war, although, they are more than ready to face such an 

escalation if Israel chooses that pathway. Hezbollah has the capacity to inflict 

serious pain on Israel considering the type of weapons and missiles they have.” 

Representative of the European Union: “In my opinion, there are no Lebanese or 

non-Lebanese parties looking forward to another war in the region, knowing that it 

is probable due to the state of lack of controls in it. If a war does erupt, then the 

third scenario becomes more likely, and the security apparatuses, the Lebanese 

Army, and the Ministry of Defense will not be immune to any Israeli strikes this 



time around. We fear this scenario, especially if it was followed by internal 

fighting.” 

First Representative of the United States: “As I see matters, regional affairs are 

more important than local affairs. If Trump was able to secure a second term of 

office, he will move forward with his Iranian sanctions and embargo policy 

because it costs the U.S. nothing and it is efficient and effective. I do not believe 

Israel will wage a military war during Trump’s term of office, but things will be 

different if a new administration comes to the White House.”  

Second Representative of Iran: “We know that a direct or indirect war was 

waged against Iran, Russia will not play the role of intermediary or defender of 

Iran; it will seek its own interests. We have common goals in Syria, but Russia is 

benefiting from the sanctions imposed on us. Russia’s predicament would be what 

it would do if Tehran concludes a deal with the United States. The sanctions policy 

is nothing new for Iran, as the Americans have already used it on it, and contrary to 

what is being said, it did not bring in the expected outcomes. President Rouhani 

said: “They say that the table of negotiations while always be there and we know 

this to be a fact, but it is the United States that withdrew from it, not Iran. We will 

not return to it under duress.” 

First Representative of Syria: “In the case of war, as the regime, I will try to 

keep it in Lebanon and prevent its spread to Syria. I will work on concluding 

several agreements such the one between Israel and Russia concerning Iranian 

presence in Syria.” 

Second Representative of the Saudi-Emirati Axis: “the war scenario is the worst 

for the region, but it may, on the other hand, fall in the interest of the Gulf States. 

What remains is the main problem that Israel will have to deal with during such a 

war: Hezbollah missiles. In our opinion, it will wage a land blitzkrieg attack to rid 

itself of the risk of missiles. It will not hesitate to destroy the South of Lebanon and 

control all its crossing points. It will not allow anyone to return to the South before 

destroying Hezbollah. In other words, it will throw the ball in the Lebanese court. I 

also expect Israel would target Lebanese Army sites, government institutions, and 

vital facilities. This scenario is extremely dangerous to Lebanon, and we must all 

work together to prevent it.” 



Second Representative of Syria: “Allow me to speak now in my capacity as 

analyst, and not as a Syrian representative. Lebanon is not a player in the region, 

yet, it is the battlefield. It is true that it is treading on a tightrope especially because 

it does not have the power to have a saying.  Much effort is being exerted to save 

Lebanon and implement what has been agreed on, in order to prevent the spread of 

the Syrian war. The war, if it erupts, will more probably be in Syria rather than in 

Lebanon. Despite the difficulties in Iran, it will remain resilient until the upcoming 

American presidential elections. It must realize that whatever the result, going back 

to the pre-Trump situation is far-fetched.” 

First Representative of the March 14 Alliance: “I do not expect a military 

escalation in Lebanon because no war in the region is in the interest of the regional 

or even international players. On the contrary, it is in the interest of everyone, 

especially Russia, to prevent all forms of direct military confrontations. The only 

fear that remains is if Iran, forced by its political bankruptcy, uses Hezbollah in the 

South or elsewhere to provoke Israel to retaliate, which would escalate matters into 

a broad war. As Lebanese, we must be proactive and come together to secure our 

higher interest.” 

The Main Expert: “What are the economic implications of Lebanon’s joining the 

Axis of Resistance in the light of a possible war on its territories?” 

The Economic Expert: “According to the geo-economic approach, I believe that 

the war in Syria is considered regionally to be a war over gas. I do not see one 

polarization in the region, but many different polarizations, so to speak, and many 

changing pathways. We are dawning a world struggle within diverging power 

balances (the U.S. GDP exceeds 20 billion dollars, while the Russian GDP does 

not exceed 1 billion, and growth rates at 0.6%). We suffer from an extremely 

difficult economic crisis which will aggravate in the event of any security incident. 

Yet, this dire situation is not limited to the Middle East alone as it has spread to 

many countries in the world.” 

First Representative of the Saudi-Emirati Axis: “Iran cannot handle such tough 

sanctions. So, we may witness indirect Iranian reactions; that is, Iran will react 

through its proxies in the region. It knows that the closing down of the Strait of 

Hormuz will cause a reaction from Gulf countries. Allow me to mention that the 



United Arab Emirates can single-handedly destroy it. Due to that, Iran will fight 

either in Gaza, Lebanon, or Syria, in an attempt to reach the table of negotiations; 

and it might even go as far as wakening certain terrorist groups. It will not suffice 

itself with soft power, but it will do whatever it takes, and use its own capacities 

and those of its external arms in its reaction. It will not surrender all its playing 

cards to the U.S. It might surrender one to preserve others, such as Yemen because 

it is the soft loin of the Gulf. Israeli-Gulf interests intersect on the idea of a war in 

Lebanon against Iran, but not in Yemen. In this sense, the first item on the U.S-

Iranian negotiations table will be Hezbollah’s drawback from Syria.” 

Second Representative of the March 14 Alliance: “In fact, we believe that the 

war against Iran has already started, but it is economic. It is being depleted from 

within; such is the case in Syria and Lebanon. Hezbollah’s attempt to penetrate the 

Lebanese economic institutions is but a way to protect itself and threaten that if 

Hezbollah collapses, so will these institutions. We expect Iran to retaliate in a way 

that resembles the U.S. Embassy bombing and the Marines headquarters in Beirut 

in 1983. The remaining question is: “What will be the response to such attacks?” 

First Representative of Iran: “Allow me to take off my official hat and express 

my opinion as an analyst and observer. Iran is not seeking to confront Israel, but if 

the latter initiated an attack, it will be forced to end it within two days due to the 

advanced weapons of Hezbollah. According to Iran’s official position, Tehran is 

willing to negotiate on the condition that the U.S. respects its commitments once 

again. I would like to note that our defense budget is the highest in the region and 

we will not concede any of the cards in our hand, and we will not back off from 

any of the region’s dossiers. We have already made concessions in the nuclear 

deal, and the result was the withdrawal of the U.S. from it.” 

Second Representative of the United States: “Going back to the pre-Trump era 

is impossible, especially because the Americans are unified against Iran and 

support the sanctions, as I have previously mentioned. In addition, the American 

people back the U.S. pulling out of the nuclear deal. Iran would be mistaken if it 

thinks that a new president would revoke the withdrawal. The state of Iran is but a 

façade for the revolution, this is Iranian deception par excellence. We demand that 

Iran stops supporting non-state actors, for there must be no relations between 



nation-states and local militias that serve as the former’s extended arm. What we 

are asking for is not too much.” 

First Representative of Russia: “In case the third scenario happens, I believe that 

its repercussions will be grim on the whole region. I cannot stress enough that the 

policy adopted by Russia in the Middle East is to support legitimate institutions 

and regimes. My second point is that if the war erupts indeed, Russia’s role will be 

limited to intensive diplomatic action aiming at putting an end to it and mitigating 

its implications. So, it will be impossible for Russia to take part in the war through 

military intervention.” 

Representative of Israel: “We feel that it is highly unlikely that there would be 

negotiations between America and Iran, while chances of a war erupting in 

Lebanon are high. In addition, we are heading towards an escalation even if we 

reach a solid negotiating foundation to pull out Hezbollah from the Lebanese 

political cauldron, because this can only happen through military means. We need 

to dissociate Hezbollah and its supporter, and between Hezbollah and the 

supporters of its allies, especially the Christians, for their alignment with 

Hezbollah increases the risk of military targeting of their areas.” 

The concluding remarks were presented by the organizers of the event who 

thanked the participants as well as the main expert for the success of this exercise, 

and renewed their commitment to further develop this mechanism. 

 

 

 


