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Geographical Context

The Middle East extending from Egypt to Oman Bay in the east is a very large region geographically and politically as well. It also extends from Turkey in the North to Yemen in the South and comprises many states such as Lebanon, Jordan, Israel, Syria, Saudi Arabia, Iraq, Iran, Kuwait, Bahrain, UAE, Qatar and Oman. Sometimes the region is extended to contain the Central Asian and Caucasian Turkic speaking countries in the north and Pakistan in the east as well as extended to Morocco in the west to comprise Libya, Tunisia and Algeria. In fact, “the Greater Middle Eastern Project” of Washington means the second usage of the geography. Whichever is used, narrow or large meaning, whenever we mean the Middle East we mention a geography that most of the population is Muslim in terms of religional affiliation and Turkish, Arabian, Persian and Jewish in the ethnic sense which have been sovereign in the region from past to present. However, besides Islam, Judaism and christianism are also important factors which have been influencing regional dynamics. 
In this framework, this region have been attracting the attention of all the scientists of international relations particularly the scientists concerning with geopolitics theory. Mackinder’s conceptualizations of pivot area and World Island or Spykman’s concept of rim land are here as well. Moreover, according to Mahan, a British admiral and became an important military adviser for then American presidents, in order to be world empire is to control important sea trade roads such as Strait of Gibraltar, Strait of Hormuz, Bab el Mandeb, Strait of Tiran, Suez Canal, Gulf of Oman which all are in here. Whichever country is willing to be hegemonic in the world must control this region, If it is accomplished its hegemony cannot be questioned like a precondition for world hegemony from past to present.   As was examples such as Ottoman Empires which became not only regionally but also had world hegemony, and in the succeeding periods, British Empires which controlled region became a world hegemony, and at the last stage after the ending of British empire, USA replaced the hegemony but had to share this position with Soviet Russia which controlled pivot area of Mackinder, even though the rim land of Spykman and important straits, bays and canals were controlled by United States of America. At the last point, as it was clear that the USA which tried to fill power vacuum after the collapse of Soviet Union became only super power and basic candidate for world hegemony. 

Historical context

The region in the final analysis has played a very important role in every stage of history and attracted the world powers attention. In fact, it depends on an important reason that the history of the humanity began here. Abraham, as an ancestor of both people, Arabians and Jews, are from the Middle East and was born in Iraq as well as buried the graves in Hebron.  The other prophets of Jews, such as Moses, Jacob and Josef are also from this region. Everybody knows that Jesus is also from this region; he was born in Bethlehem, a very close city to Jerusalem and declared his prophecy in Jerusalem as well as it is believed that he was killed by Jews in here. The last prophet Muhammad was also born in this land, Mecca, a holly city of Saudi Arabia for Muslims and he was buried in Medina. Islam was born in this land and became a sovereign religion in the region for 14 hundreds years. And Jerusalem is very important for both religion; Islam and Judaism as well as Christianism.  Prophet Muhammad’s miraculous journey was realized in El-Aqsa which is also known as Temple and Jews believe that  original copies of the Jewish holy texts Written in Hebrew is hidden in Temple as well as from Abraham to Moses, all the Jewish prophets lived in Jerusalem. The same reason makes the region very important for Muslims since in Islam all the prophets are holy men and accepted as prophets send to humanity by God before Muhammad.
On the other hand, the Middle East became under the Muslim sovereignty in the seventh century before Christian Western World captured as a result of Crusade attacks in the beginning of tenth century and influenced the region approximately two hundred years. Turkish sovereignty in the region goes back to these years, particularly with the Memluk and Ottoman Turks. The last one became primary sovereign power for more than four hundred years. But after the end of Ottoman existence in the region with the World War I, Western countries initiated to control this region with the name of mandates created by the League of Nations and their control last until the end of World War II resulted another powers emerged as a consequence of destruction of old powers in the Europe during second War. The new actors were USA and USSR which remained major powers of the international structure which was characterized by the cold war and East-West conflict led by both super powers.
Moreover, this region has also vital importance in terms of economic reasons besides religional and historical reasons. This, so called Greater Middle East in the broader sense that comprises North Africa in the west and Central Asia and Caucasus in the North, has about 80 percent of world oil reserves and 50 percent of world natural gas reserves. Even if we consider the Middle East in the narrow meaning, these percentages don’t change and then they were going to be 70 percent and 35 percent considerably. In other words, it is certain that world proven oil reserves are approximately 1.1 billion barrel and of these about 800 million barrel is in the Greater Middle East. 
Economic context

Indeed, this region can be assumed as an energy center of the world not because of ample (rich) reserves but also in terms of costly and longevity. Because of many reasons, the Middle East is really vital for world economy. The region to which any power that is able to be sovereign in the region, provide to be world hegemony and maintain it as well and give an opportunity to determine who will produce or what amount to be produced and consumed and lead world economy at its will. Besides, the Middle East is also very vital for world arms trade as a percentage of 75 of world import. 

In the worldwide, because of oil, approximately more than 8.000 billion dollar volume of transaction  are being realized, if we assume the average price of oil is around 110 US Dollar. As only two billion dollar of this amount is going to oil producing countries, four billion dollar is being realized by major petroleum companies such as BP, Shell, Exxon-Mobil, Chevron-Texaco and Total/Elf. Besides, we must bear in mind that 25 percent of World oil consumption which is equal to total consumption of Europe, Russia and the Central Asia is consumed only by USA as well as total consumption of Asia Pacific countries in which there are China and Japan among them similarly equal to US consumption. Therefore, as total import of USA is being realized from the Middle East, other countries such as Japan, China and European major powers dependency to the region is higher than Washington. For example 70 percent of Japan’s import and 55 percent of European countries import are from the region. Moreover, every increase in oil prices causes the reduction of gross national product, and increase of the rate of inflation. At the same time, fall of demand and increase of cost cause the increase of underemployment and as a result of these development more than 800,000 people become out of work (unemployed), if prices rise 20 %. All of these indicators, exhibit that succeeding to be a sovereign in this region means the defeat all your rivals. To control directly or indirectly of these resources and to prevent that any other country to control these energy resources and use against you is very important for a hegemonic super. Meanwhile, it must be remembered that, annual defense budget of USA is about 500 billion dollar and equal or more than total of the European countries which some of them are United Kingdom, France, Germany and Italy. At the same time, this number is also greater than total defense expenditures of, Russia, China and Japan. Moreover, if we look at the figures demonstrating world arms export, it can be seen that the share of USA in this sense is 70 % and interestingly more than 70 % of this is going to the Middle Eastern Countries.
Political context
At the same time, in the region, there are modern and traditional states living side by side, and Turkey and Israel are basic democratic countries of the region, but Egypt and Lebanon have also been trying to get democratic parliamentarian systems since they gained independence from British and French sovereignty in the beginning of 1920s, even though no democratic operations and one party dominance in Egypt, and Syrian influence in Lebanon have shadowed these efforts in both countries for years. On the other hand, Iran, despite the revolution of 1979 and the fall of Shah, couldn’t get a western type parliamentarian regime. Even though Iran has an elected parliament and an elected president, the regime is being fully controlled by religious clerics; particularly supreme religious leader’s control of the political system. Besides, Egypt, despite the other parliamentarian regime in the region, as noted above, couldn’t promote the democracy since the end of monarchy in 1952; one party dominance became an indispensable feature of Egypt’s political structure. Although Egypt has an elected parliament, and an elected president, the level of political participation has been very low and caused the image of Egypt very problematic. On the other hand, Syria, as a country ruled by authoritarian Baas regime for years, tried to put into affect a slightly transformation in the way of democracy, and realized important economic and political reforms with the power of Beşir Esad, couldn’t get a western type democracy yet. Jordan, with a parliamentarian monarchy, can be assumed a more democratic country than other so called democracies in the region. Jordan, despite the control and power of King, has slightly high level of political participation and workable multi party system. With these features, Jordan monarchy particularly after second Abdullah came into power, has been progressing in the right way.

Lebanon as a country under the twin pressure of Syria and Israel, since 1920s tried to get a representative parliamentarian regime in the region beside Turkey, Israel and Egypt. Moreover, having a very heterogeneous ethnic structure that Maronits have been seeking to support of Israel while Muslims conceive the Syria as an ally; has obstructed the development of democracy. However, Yemen, as a poor country in the South of the region, has been decisively tried to develop a democratic regime, but low level economic and social situation have been preventing to be a developed democracy. Beside these countries, in the rest of the region, in Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, Bahrain, Qatar, UAE and Oman, democracy is progressing very slowly, even though in these countries economic liberalism and free market economy took place very fast. In the general meaning, private property and private enterprise haven’t been restricted and to attract the foreign capital some exclusive efforts are being took place. Of these, Bahrain and Qatar have been among the very important finance centers of the world.

It is explicitly announced that the basic objective of the Greater Middle Eastern Project is to encourage democratic and economic reform in order to make region as a democratic and free market area to recover the regions underdeveloped features. In this framework, it is supposed that to accomplish such objectives, relevant countries, particularly USA, ample resources should be allocated to these underdeveloped countries from the American taxpayers. Whereas, there are many dubious about this policy Project of Bush administration, and criticized by so many people particularly from the region. Primarily, there hasn’t been set forth a comprehensive solution for the Palestine question as basic problem of the region for the key issue of the peace of entire question in the Middle East. It seemed that American government has not intention any pressure to encourage the Israel government for reviving peace precess which was suspended with the second intifada which was begun as a consequence of provocative visit of Ariel Sharon if exclude the disengagement of Israel from Gaza by August of 2005. Whereas American government’s high political pressure on the Syrian government which was condemned as a suspect of assassination of Refik Hariri, the prominent politician of Lebanon, was very spectacular. At the same time, the backwardness and the democratization of the region is another question. It is causing many anxieties for the people living in this region, since they are not certain about the honesty of intentions of the American government which has been main supporter of the traditional monarchies like Saudi Arabia and other Emirates or other authoritarian regimes from Egypt to Morocco. Any democratic change in these governments didn’t interested the American government for many years even Washington gave support so as not to be changed of these regimes by a coup from inside or by any foreign involvement. It is important indicator the case of Kaddafi’s support for American Middle Eastern Project to escape from any pressure of Washington and he hasn’t been a target of American preemptive strategy. It is questioned the possibility of giving up of American government from the Saudi Arabia or Kuwait as well as from other emirates, even though they are criticized by Bush administration, interestingly if we assume the existing relations with Morocco, Yemen or Algeria.
Other issues to be tackled for peace to entire region are as fallows: Palestine question which is a key issue to step forward, Iran and nuclearization of the Middle East, terror that is still the basic agenda, energy resources to be under control and democracy. 
It is very certain that the basic problem is what the aim of American government is and whether to reconstruct a sphere of influence in order to maintain or step up the American existence in the region or to eliminate anti-American governments, or both, since the rest of the governments in the region which they are particularly Syria and Iran, are against the American policies in the sense of regional and international problems. As a result of their opposition about the American policies they have been basic targets of Washington. 
In this context, if we look at the Central Asian and Caucasian countries such as Azerbaijan and Uzbekistan which have been basic allies for USA, especially after the cold war, Washington’s silence despite the antidemocratic experiences of these governments against opposition in their countries. Primarily, after witnessing the developments in Uzbekistan, USA became very reluctance to encourage or to make pressure upon these governments for democratic steps. Because it is not certain that these countries to be controlled by USA after any regime change in these countries. Of these Kazakhstan, in which more than 30 percent of population is Russian, as trying to maintain a balanced relation with Russia, is giving importance to develop its relation with the West. Nazarbayev, as Kazakhstan leader, who is contributing to settle the existing questions by peaceful ways in the region, is being supported from inside by his public. In this framework, it is understood that the basic target of American policies toward the region are Syria and Iran which are opposing American interests and approaches. If we remember, G. W. Bush who was elected firstly in November 2000, as soon as he took power in January 2001, first of all he labeled some of the countries as rouge states which weren’t willing to cooperate in terms of non proliferation of Weapons of mass destruction even they were eager to have these banned weapons. These countries were then Iraq, Iran and North Korea. In this connection, Bush administration announced its decision to repeal IBM Treaty of 1972 unilaterally even though Russian government objected to US attempt. Essentially the terrorist attack of 9/11 which has been an ideological background for new American policy to be undertaken in this environment. In the wake of 9/11 attacks American government declared a new security policy which was called as preemptive strike or preventive war strategy aimed at to preempt any potential threats to American targets if in need unilaterally without seeking international support or UN resolution to allow for using of power. According to so called Bush Doctrine which was targeted to states supporting the terrorist organizations or with close connection with them. Bush administration clearly announced all the nations to make a preference between supporting terrorist organization or against them. If they were reluctance to make collobaration with US government for this objective they were going to be considered as terrorist states which might be among the basic targets of Washington. As a result of these changes in American security and military policy, Afghanistan became the first target to be eliminated to indicate American decisiveness about this issue.  
Strategic/ Security Context and American Foregn Policy
It must be looked at traditional American foreign policy so far in order to understand present developments in Bush administration foreign policy agenda. As we remember, American government with Truman Doctrine in 1947 announced the beginning of the Cold War for itself and promised to save the free nations against the communist threat. Similarly, in 1957 Eisenhower administration declared to use American power if needed or requested by nations faced with direct or indirect threat of international communism. Such policy was known as Eisenhower Doctrine which remained in agenda for 1950’s to involve international crises militarily and as a result of this policy US government was drawn into Vietnam crises which last more than ten years in 1960’s. Therefore, American government as a consequence of negative implications and reactions of this policy, President Nixon who took power by the elections of 1968, declared that American military power would no longer be used in international crises, instead American government will encourage regional allies to counter related crisis by taking American economic and political support as well as military support but American soldier wouldn’t be used. Since this policy was declared by Nixon firstly in Guam, an American island in the Pacific ocean, was going to be known as Nixon or Guam Doctrine which last until the end of 1970’s when Soviet Russia invaded Afghanistan and a regime change happened in Iran and Shah who was an American friend was overthrowed and replaced by an Islamic regime with the leadership of Shia clerics. Beside these and some other developments such as fall of Somoza in Niceragua and replacing of existing administrations in Somali and South Yemen with pro-Soviet regimes instigating American government to look over low profile policy. And so American government returned once again to the interventionist policy like Eisenhower and Truman who legitimized to use American military power in overseas crises if required. In 1980 with new policy called as Carter Doctrine American government revealed that USA would use military power if American interest was under threat particularly in the Middle East by any country from inside or outside. As though this policy was deemed primarily to coup with crises which might emerge in the Middle East, President Reagan who took power as a result of 1980 elections, according to new policy, American military power was going to be used against any threat wherever American regional and global interests were threatened. Consequently, star wars came in this atmosphere in 1980s.  
However, USA became sole superpower in the international system after the collapse Soviet Block. Because of this reason, with Bush administration in the beginning of 2000s it has been a requirement to emphasize of this reality so as not to be filled power vacuum emerged as a result of the end of the cold war by rival powers. Like Truman Doctrine, they were going to be destroyed until they wouldn’t be a threat for America. Certainly, at the same time, basic agenda for USA was to place new powers such as Germany and Japan. As mentioned above, the first initative of Bush administration which took power as a result of a very controversial election process in November 2000, was to present the anti ballistic missile Project and in this framework, announced to repeal the ABM treaty of 1972 unilaterally in December 2001. In another words, September 11 attacks triggered to implement supposed policy of Bush administration without hesitating. In this connection, so called Bush Doctrine which was assumed to attack possible threats preemptively to prevent any attack in advance, has been fundamental policy change in American policy in terms of change from multilateral to unilateral engagement. That is to say that USA returned to Cold War policy once again but to take international support terror threat was being used to replace communist threat and they were forced to make a preference between terrorism and American ally. Like Truman Doctrine, certain states were going to be destroyed until they wouldn’t be a threat for America. The basic purpose of this policy of American government has been to construct legitimate base to intervene the Middle Eastern policy to control the region which is the plenty and cheap center of world oil for its own favor and to deploy military power to secure above interests. 
Such policy caused to increase rapidly anti-Americanism and anti-Semitism since most figures among the Bush administration have been Zionist or pro-Israel politicians and Sharon government as it suspended the peace process, increased to use military power for security reasons. But Bush administration lately warned that this policy couldn’t be prosecuted for realizing American interests. Furthermore, it has been noted that in the succeeding crises the attitudes and standpoint of allies were going to be regarded in the policy making process particularly about the issues related to allies. Well, then support of NATO allies to persuade Putin was very important. In this direction the trip of Condolize Rice and President Bush to Europe, in the same month were interesting. President Bush once again met with European leaders of allies on occasion of extraordinary conference of NATO on March 2005 in Brussels. Above initiatives of Bush administration have been influential because of European leader’s support for American policy against Syria during the crises of assassination of Hariri and the pullout process of Syrian soldiers which had been in Lebanon for 30 years. American government also preferred to wait the result of European leader’s initiatives about the nuclear programme of Iran. These developments and the efforts of American government certainly reduced slightly the anti-Americanism in the world and the region as well. 
As I discussed above, because of well-known reasons American government try to change existing government with any regime favorable to USA, especially a regime in which nuclear arms would not be produced or generated. Present Iran government was replaced in 1979 with an American ally which had been basic gendarme of Washington to save the regional interests. Whereas Iran until then as a very important American ally, was a buffer state to prevent Soviet expansionism toward the Middle East. Iran also opposed the Soviet proxy insurgents and gave full military and political support to the regional countries which were under communist threat. These were very valuable for American politicians to maintain the regional economic and political interests. Unfortunately, with the revolution in 1979 Iran not only was lost but also it became major threat for American government and its allies in the region. Iran was no longer an American market and American administration had to be left Iran not for political terms but also economically. As a consequence double containment policy was put in to action by Clinton administration to destroy the Iranian regime or isolate the Tehran so as not to be threat for America and its regional interest any longer. 

Of these countries, Iraq was occupied on March 2003, when it was understood that it didn’t get support from inside and outside as a consequence of process began in 1991 and weakened by embargoes and sanctions since then. Similarly Iran has been isolated and tried to be weakened by embargoes began to apply in 1995.  Bush government took Iran as a primary target when he took power in 2001 and September 11 attacks accelerated this process. 

However, there are many obstacles to occupy Iran, since unlikely to Iraq; it has real strategic engagements with Russia and China beside its economic and political engagements with major European countries particularly such as France and Germany. Those countries aren’t giving support to use military power against Iran; their priorities have been solving existing questions stems from nuclear programs in favor of peaceful ways. Moreover, Iran, unlike Iraq hasn’t an organized opposition to facilitate American military operation or to cooperate with Washington to change regime in Tehran. As remembered Iraqi opposition groups were organized and financially supported by Washington for more then ten years. Besides, Iraqi opposition had a real public support from inside, since Iraq Kurds comprising 20 % of the population and Shi’as comprising 60 % of the population had been isolated from the political structure for years. Whereas situation is very different from Iraq since Persians as 50 % percent of the population and Turks as 30 % percent of the population have been main ethnic groups sharing political powers in Iran for hundreds of years, only Kurds can be excluded and they did a couple of initiatives in history but they failed. If we compare Iran’s position with Iraq in terms of political stability and homogeneity, Iran is more stable and sound than Iraq. However, basic handicap of Iran is an underdeveloped country in terms of democratic criteria and political participation is very low. These factors have potential to strengthen the opposition and force them to organize in underground. And also its persistence to have nuclear programs are getting weaken the position of Iran and might get to be isolated. 
In fact, the reason that is why Iran has been basic targets for America weren’t only stemmed from having weapons of mass destruction and supporting terrorism, Iran, at the same time, as a country which has more than 13 % oil and gas reserves, can be assumed among the major energy centers in the world. USA by changing regime and bringing a proxy regime which easily collaborate and allocate its energy resources to American enterprises, Washington would have a very advantageous position in the Middle East as well as in the world against major rivals. USA would be also able to deploy military power in Iran to penetrate the old World toward inside of Asia Minor and would opportunity to maintain its position in the region and its predominant position would be strengthened and not questioned any longer. Beside numerous advantageous, the region under the control of USA would be very safe for Israel, since it has been certain that among the basic objectives of American politics toward the region has been to maintain Israel’s security and political existence.
It is claimed that basic goals of American policy toward the Middle East is to maintain economic and political objectives and to provide security for Israel. The basic critique for American Greater Middle East Project is that such a policy of USA is to realize economic, political and strategic objectives and to include the region completely to the American sphere of influence particularly after the end of East-West conflict and the Cold War. That is, US government, by exploiting the arising situation and power vacuum, willing to create a Pax Americana. As remembered, as every body was interested with the new world order and hoped that such a world, emerged by the end of the Cold War, was going to be very peaceful and in which no country was going to use force or threat to use force and world public opinion hoped that all problems were going to be solved peaceful ways and in the context of international law and organizations as well as military spending were going to be reduced in order to eliminate possible power using. Whereas in those years, according to father Bush, new world order was going to be an American century. At this context, in 1997, a group of scientist studying on the project called as “New American Century” aimed at to realize American dream to be sole hegemony in this new structure and proposed to the American government that Iraq in this direction should have been invaded. Then Clinton administration couldn’t be persuaded by this team but they reached their objective by taking power of Bush as a result of controversial elections in 2000’s.
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