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Abstract:  This study aims to show that except the mentioned issues between Iran and America which led to cutting 

relation and also was influential in continuing this process, there is third variable which has always been the main 

obstacle to establish relations between these two countries. In other words, as long as this variable is ignored, despite 

all good intentions and efforts of both the Iranian and American sides for establishing relations, it seems almost 

impossible to do that.  
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Introduction  

An important factor, that could have a major impact on decision making of foreign policy, is the public 

opinion. This factor, in democratic countries as the authorities know, means voting of people as the only way to 

keep the rulers in power.  All  efforts should be focused on attracting people which is more important issue. 

Meanwhile, we can say that the media play the role of an interface. It means that from one hand, by reflecting the 

needs and concerns of people, make the decision makers familiar with public opinion, and on the other hand, with 

showing the speeches and news related to the politicians, make people aware from their performance. Another 

aspect of the relationship is that the media can form the public opinion and thereby impact the decisions of officials 

(Naimi, 2006).  

 

American Jewish organizations 
 

About one million Israelis who live more or less permanently live in the United States. Unspecified number of 

this group has dual citizenship and full voting rights in both countries. Many of them are experts and educated 

people who play an important role in the defense of Israel.    

American Jewish, with the efforts of each other, established various organizations to provide social welfare 

programs in support of Zionism. American Zionist Emergency Council (AZEC), which was active from 1940, was 

renamed as the American Zionist Council. After World War II,  the Zionist Organization of America (ZOA) was 

founded by Rabbi Abba Hillel  Silver's leadership, as an experienced Israeli Extremist. Rabbi Silverstein met 

Eisenhower and was regularly in contact with foreign secretary, John Foster Dulles (Mousavi, 2011).  

American-Israeli Public Relations Committee (AIPAC) is a registered lobby located in Washington and it is 

said that it is the most successful one among all organizations. AIPAC roots in the American Zionist Council which 
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was developed by Canon in 1945. Interpretation of Canon from AIPAC is to tell the president to work in upper 

levels with foreign ministry.   

AIPAC acts as a coordinator for the pro-Israel organizations to support policies of Zionist in the White House 

and Congress. AIPAC's mission is to create confidence in the strength and continuity of the American-Israeli 

relationship. In 1985, AIPAC with 75 employees had 7.5 mill ion dollars budget. Although AIPAC claims that it has 

50 thousand members who pay 50 dollars an annual membership fee, they have registered 15 million dollars budget, 

150 full -time employees and six lobbyists (Mousavi, 2011).  

AIPAC, using its powers about pro-Israel groups, regularly hold meetings between "elected" experts of the 

Middle East and government officials in the United States. During the presidency of George W. Bush, these groups 

were in alliance with the neoconservatives and the right side Christians in order to put much more pressure on the 

White House. According to Jordan Hamilton, AIPAC has an extraordinary ability in quantitative and qualitative 

mobilization of political communication so that it can be effective on the issues that are important about Israel 

(Chomsky, 2000).  

 

Effects on Clinton 's personal approach 
 

Within the first tactic framework, effect on Clinton's personal approach, the American Jewish lobby, by close 

relationship with Clinton, tried to make him ready for his proposed roles and realization of its strategy.  

If we consider the President Clinton's behavior in the first tactics framework, we see that he changed to a 

person who has always been the desire of Jews in America. 

During Clinton's two presidential periods, he always offered speeches and behaviors towards the Jews which 

distinguished him from other American presidents. 1992 – 2000 were the golden years of American Jews, because in 

the light of these golden years, Jews could enter the United States power pyramid more than any other time. 

During the Clinton times, although only 2 percent of the U.S. population was the Jews, 42 percent of the 

government members were Jews. In addition, out of 11 senior National Security Council, 7 were Jews. They 

achieved the rank of ambassador in 24 countries. Clinton's tendency and enthusiasm toward Jews and Israel and 

went up to the extent that he said: any grief and death in Israel is like Grief and death in our family. The Israeli 

prime minister also said: Clinton is a special friend to Israel. The interesting point was that, in the 1992 U.S. 

Presidential elections, 82% of American Jews voted for Clinton (Amjad, 2007). 

 

 

Conclusion 
 

In studying the relations between Iran and the United States before and after the Islamic Revolution, we 

witnessed a complete change in relations: changing of the friendship into hate, hatred and hostility between the two 

countries after the Islamic Revolution. As we said before, although there were some opportunities for healing the 

relationships and brought hope in the hearts of observers of international relations to end the hostility and remove 

the mistrust and again start reasonable relations based on mutual respect, as the reasons which should be studied 

separately, we faced with losing opportunities, changing the threats into opportunities, we see a new round of 

hostilities and the emergence of new threats between these two countries (Mousavi,  2008).  

Studying the terrorism issue in the relations between two countries, we see that although in recent years, 

terrorism has been at the forefront of American foreign policy and as a measure for ranking the countries, about Iran 

the considerable issue is that in all reports and statements of U.S. senior officials, when they talk about Islamic 

Republic Of Iran supports from terrorism, they directly name Lebanese Hezbollah and Palestinian militant groups as 

its instances so that charge of supporting terrorism and training these groups mainly related to Islamic Republic of 

Iran. The main issue is that Iran supports some groups who fight with Israel, while event, which made the fight 

against terrorism as a global issue, is terrorist attacks of al-Qaeda-linked Taliban on September 11 in 2001 in the 

economic, political and military centers of America. This was strongly supported Saudi Arabia and Pakistan. The 

origin of Taliban, in terms of both intellectual and developmental, is these two countries. Their financial support and 

feed of these two countries, as the CIA says, still continues (Zahraei, 2000). 

In relation to the issue of nuclear technology, we mentioned the U.S. policy in Shah Period and offered some 

evidences for America’s encouragement and facilitating Iranian access to nuclear technology and also said that U.S. 

officials even implicitly allowed the Shah's foreign policy actors to build nuclear weapons. In addition, peaceful and 

tolerant dealing of America with countries like India, Pakistan and supporting Israel to encourage in the nuclear 

weapons issue, suggesting that U.S. opposition to Iran in acquiring nuclear technology has reasons other than 

nuclear proliferation and achieving the nuclear fuel cycle. Its aim is not to prevent the proliferation of nuclear 
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weapons, but to focus on Iran's foreign policy orientation which is mainly based on objecting with Israel which was 

manifested in the opposition with the Middle East Peace Process (Waezi, 2008).  

But opposition of the Islamic Republic of Iran with Israel and the Middle East peace process are different 

issues. Importance of Israel and its security for the U.S. is an issue which is not possible to compromise.  No matter 

that this situation roots in the actual alignment of the interests of Israel and the United States, or due to the influence 

of the Israel lobbies in America. In other words,  

In the oil, security and stability issues, U.S. interests are not in harmony with the interests of Iran because the 

economic life of Iran depends on exporting oil and it can not cut off its economic lifeline. On the other hand, by 

decreasing the influence of Iran in OPEC, we can not expect Iran to have a considerable role in the overall policies 

of OPEC and in encountering with the American and world oil interests. So what remains refers to Israel and it 

security. As we said, Israel and its lobbies have always tried to show their interests in strong harmony with the 

America’s ones. In the way that, meeting the needs and interests of them depend on each other. This issue besides 

U.S. special attitude to Israel and its security forms the U.S. strategy in the Middle East. It is manifested in the form 

of a lasting peace between Israel and the Arabs because only in this case the lasting security of Israel is guaranteed 

and this country can play its role with more power in the Middle East. Only in this way, these two countries can get 

parallel benefit in the Middle East in the best way.        

Through achieving the peace, American statesmen will prevent the discontent of Arab countries: owners of the 

world's major energy reserves. They will not be worry about security monitoring threats to the West. This issue, in 

addition to common political, social, ideological and economic interests, caused the United States to be sensitive 

about any movement against Israel's security crystallized in the Middle East Peace Process, while the practical 

policy of the Islamic Republic of Iran, despite some marginal, pale and informal comments is based on non-

interference, sabotage in the peace process, following the referendum results, which in a real sense definitely will 

not be held, and moral and material support of militant Palestinian groups and the Lebanese Hezbollah. Iran has 

become an opposition symbol in Middle East Peace Process and tries to get the other Islamic countries to follow this 

idea. By this, Iran has targeted the base of U.S. policy in Middle East. On the other hand, Israel who knows Iran not 

the Arab countries as the main regional threat and rival, it uses any instrument for weakening the main enemy. Using 

the unique power and influence of lobbyists who have infiltrated in the U.S. government body, they can intensify the 

pressure of U.S. on Iran. Therefore, in a realistic look, in spite of the persistence of hostile attitudes towards Iran and 

Israel, we can expect end of hostile relations between the U.S. and Iran, because the uncompromising behavior of 

the U.S. with Iran is reflected in opposition with the nuclear program, supporting terrorism, human rights violations 

and opposing with the Middle East Peace Process (ibid).  

In this short period, we have repeatedly seen that when Obama was going to compromise on some issues 

relating to Iran, Tel-Aviv and the lobbyists, by creating media challenges, neutralized his efforts, and pro-Israelis 

also stubbornly continue to criticize the stated policy of Obama about Iran, as Newt Gingrich, former chairman in 

House of Representatives of the U.S., who was one of the guests at the AIPAC conference (2009 ), severely 

criticized the President Obama’s 's policy in the Middle East and Iran. He, one of the supporters of Israel, called the 

negotiations of Barrack Obama with Iran so " fantasy " and considered the Middle East approach against Israel  so 

dangerous (BBC Persian, 2009).  

We also saw that Obama, in his introduction of Charles Freeman as National Intelligence Council chairman of 

the U.S., as the result of the pressures and disagreements of Israel’s lobbyists, agreed to withdrawal and surrounded 

(BBC Persian, 2009).   

So if the United States stands with all its power against Iran's access to nuclear technology andIf  accuse Iran of 

sponsoring terrorism and controls the global leader of convicting the Islamic Republic of Iran from the human rights 

Organizations, it is done not just for supports of Iran from the terrorism and opposition of America with nuclear 

proliferation and human rights violations, but it is because of Iran's opposition to Israel and supporting the 

opposition groups in the Middle East peace process.   
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