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Democratic presidential candidate Barack Obama's temperament has prevailed over Republican John McCain's temper, thus leading to the young man's remarkable maturity in his forties as he seeks the presidential post while the older man in his seventies slipped into immature behavior. The battle between the so-called balanced temperament and an irritable and uncontrollable temper has led to Obama's maturity and McCain's childishness. The dimension of personality and the impression about its development along with the progress of the two candidates toward the White House may actually rank as important as the impact of the economic crisis that improved Barack Obama's presidential chances. Following that, John McCain relied on national security to guarantee reaching the White House. McCain's miscalculation in choosing Alaska's governor Sarah Palin for the vice presidential ticket may be indicative of the seasoned politician's loss of his sense of direction. However, McCain did not allow fears to prevail about his age and medical history and rather bet on traditional calculations that were well-implemented by Palin, such as giving a boost to the campaign and bridging the gap with ultra conservatives. Nonetheless, none of this eliminates a very probable cause for McCain's expected defeat, namely his affiliation with the ruling Republican party and the anger of Americans at the past eight years under George W Bush. Moreover, it does not eliminate the fact that the majority of Americans who will place Obama in the White House know very little about the form of the next presidency. Moreover, even the global majority which supports Obama just to spite Bush or to celebrate the making of history in America with the rise of a black man to presidency might find itself faced with unexpected surprises. After all, the US is not alone in facing a critical turn as a superpower, since the global economic crisis is also redefining the roles of other significant states in the global arena away from conventional assumptions. Consequently, American foreign policy under Obama may not necessarily be compatible with the hopes that were based on the electoral promises made prior to the economic crisis.

The economy undermined McCain's position as the collapse of Lehman Brothers and other major financial institutions and banks came at an unexpected timing for McCain. The economic crisis put the failure of the current administration in the spotlight, which in turn raised an overwhelming desire to get rid of anything Republican. In addition to this, many Americans are under the impression that the Democratic party is more capable of pulling the country out of recession, just like former Democratic President Franklin Roosevelt had done. According to a major Republican figure, since McCain is now distanced from the George W. Bush circle, there is no link between Obama or McCain's positions over the economy and the support of the majority of Americans for McCain as a result of the economic crisis, and hence he expects disappointment with Obama's presidency to leave harmful effects on the US.

This opinion provokes many opponents, at least because McCain has left the impression of haughtiness toward the middle and poor classes. A few wonder about the depth of Barack Obama's understanding of the economy, but when the Democratic candidate pulls out the name of an intelligent, competent and well-reputed figure such as Warren Buffet as advisor, this creates a sense of assurance needed and desired by the public. The economy has changed the nature of the electoral battle and will change the nature of foreign relations under Obama. Democratic ex-presidential candidate Gary Hart who supports Obama and considers him to be "mature since birth" while perceiving Bush as "an eternal adolescent" says that the economy has become an international issue that cannot be separated from the issues of foreign policy and national security.

Accordingly, Gary Hart believes that the priorities imposed on Barack Obama as being de facto challenges as a result of the economy will not allow him or offer him the time to resolve other crises such as the Palestinian-Israeli or the Syrian-Israeli conflicts. According to Hart, Obama will be much too preoccupied with the global economic crisis and with receiving the visits of leaders and officials coming to get acquainted with him. The majority of Obama's entourage agree with Hart and some believe that Russia is in a better position than the US because Vladimir Putin has embarked on building Russia's financial power at a time when the former Soviet republics are in dire need for Russia, which is better as a friend than a vicious enemy.

Disagreement with this position does not come from the Republicans alone, but also from within Obama's camp and from independents and observers wary of Obama's intentions to appease Putin and seek his help; and of Putin's intentions to lure Obama into appeasement and seeking help. The Russians are extremely keyed up about an Obama win. For three weeks, the Russian delegation at the UN kept a letter that was mistakenly sent to ambassador Vitaly Churkin by Republican candidate John McCain, in which he sought funds and support for his presidential campaign. Instead of ignoring the letter, the Russian delegation deliberately "revealed" the letter as the elections closed down by reporting it to the media with a press release explaining that Russia does not interfere in or donate to the American presidential elections. The silliness of the Russian response can only be equated with the silliness and incompetence of the McCain campaign, but this barely scratches the surface of matters. The more important issue is that the official Russian stance is against John McCain and in favor of Barack Obama as is the case with the Syrian, Iranian and a number of European governments including the German government, which repeatedly refines its ties with Russia because of the economic dimension of those ties.

Iranian Speaker Ali Larijani announced this week that Tehran prefers Obama's win because "Barack Obama is more flexible and rational although we are aware that American policy will not change much." He further added that it was unlikely for the US to wage an attack against his country: "I am now 100 percent sure that the US will not wage a war against Iran because the financial crisis has cost the US $1,400 billion and Washington is preoccupied with resolving its domestic problems, not with going into war." Larijani may be correct in downplaying a military option in Obama's presidency, especially given the fact that the democratic candidate has made it clear he prefers diplomacy and political and economic pressures - even though he did not pull the military option with Iran off the table.

According to Gary Hart, the best manner to deal with Iran is through "explicit and tacit diplomacy in search for new solutions to problems with Iran that will open the doors for Tehran and burden it with the choice to walk through those doors or to shut them", whereas the best way to deal with Russia is to "refrain from provoking and insulting it" while dealing with it on the basis of "our need for it".

This opinion has its contenders, especially following the economic crisis that hit countries such as Russia and Iran, and was not limited to the US. The collapse of oil prices from $147 per barrel to almost $70 at present will radically impact the plans of the likes of Vladimir Putin, the Iranian regime, or Hugo Chavez in Venezuela. This is because falling oil prices will impact the countries that had relied on high oil prices when setting their domestic policies and depended on the sustainability of those prices as part of their oil alliances in forming axes such as those that included Russia, Iran, and Venezuela, in addition to China - although China was an oil consumer in that oil axis.

Iran is particularly likely to suffer the brunt of political collapse amidst falling oil prices. This in turn will impact the strategy of the regime in Tehran both with respect to its nuclear file which is currently under international discussion and with respect to its regional ambitions. The question that imposes itself with respect to the future of American-Iranian relations does not only spring out of the anticipated new policy under Obama, but also from the choices that the Islamic Republic will make amidst the global economic crisis and falling oil prices - along with the impact of all this on the Iranian economy and the expenses incurred by Tehran's regional roles and ambitions in Lebanon, Palestine and Iraq. The same applies to American-Russian relations. The equation has changed following the economic crisis and the decline of oil prices, and this may result in calming Putin's aggressive tendencies toward his neighbors and the US or increasing these tendencies to cover up for Russia's economic crisis.

Iraq was the central pivot during the campaign, but it eventually turned into a secondary issue focused solely on the schedules and deadlines for the withdrawal of American troops. This happened after the current US administration went into negotiations with the Iraqi government aiming to conclude a security agreement for managing the stay of American troops until the deadlines and circumstances of their withdrawal. However, it is likely that the Iraq issue will reemerge if no deal is reached before yearend, especially that Iran is playing an instrumental role in obstructing the agreement.

The issue of Palestinian-Israeli negotiations will not be a priority for Barack Obama's presidency unless the Israeli government takes a serious decision that corresponds with the latest signals it has been sending about the Arab Peace Initiative that was launched by Saudi Arabia. It may be Israeli Minister of Defense Ehud Barak's statements on this matter that may determine the timeline of Barack Obama's approach toward this issue. However, all these anticipations and predictions about Obama's presidency will depend on the developments and surprises that may emerge from now till elections day. For now, the American and global majorities are implicitly and explicitly celebrating a rather unknown man whose most impressive quality is that he has turned into a massive popular phenomenon, especially among the new generation which will vote for the first time.

John McCain is more honest and transparent as a result of his spontaneity and impulsive responses, whereas Obama is anything but impulsive and arbitrary. McCain slipped up for a moment when responding to a terrified woman who pointed out that Obama is an "Arab". He corrected her by defending Obama and forgetting to say that there is nothing wrong or threatening about being an Arab! Obama, on the other hand, thought carefully to avoid slipping into the dilemma of having to defend the right of a Muslim to seek the presidential post and removed "Hussein" from his name to avoid suspicions about his Christianity. Colin Powell, on the other hand, spoke openly about the need to avoid offending Muslims while Barack Obama chose to lie low. He is a man who has been planning his future since childhood; a young man who plans his fate and confidently walks careful preplanned steps he has considered since his youth. His smile is both a sword and a dagger on the one hand, and a source of serenity and assurance on the other. He is the novelty on the American political scene, the novelty that made history even before he assumed office.
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