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Chapter One: Introduction 

1.1 Research Questions 

1) Why did US choose to attack Iraq  and Afghanistan using the theory of 

neoconservatism? 

2) Why did US choose to attack Iraq and Afghanistan using the theory of realism? 

3) Did US attack Iraq and Afghanistan more because of neoconservative or realist 

reasons? 

1.2 Thesis Statement 

US invaded Iraq and Afghanistan more for neoconservative reasons and the Iraq War was not 

necessary while the Afghanistan War was necessary. 

1.3 Delimitations 

I will be focusing on Saddam Hussein’s reign - as it was then that Iraq came under increasing 

suspicion and US invaded them during this time. I will only be studying the Saddam Hussein’s 

policies and actions like his nuclear to detect potential areas of tensions between the countries 

and explain how it led to the invasion of Iraq. In addition, I will be studying Bush and his 

policies to understand why they invaded Iraq. 

I will also only be using two lenses to study the reasons why US decided to invade Iraq, which 

is the theory of neoconservatism and the theory of realism. 

 

Chapter Two: Literature Review 

2.1 Theory of Neoconservatism 

Theory  Definition 



Theory of Neoconservatism, 

as shown in Irving Kritsol’s 

book “Neoconservatism: 

The Autobiography of an 

Idea”i 

Neoconservatism, as shown in Fig 2.1, which had been 

around for decades, mixed humanitarian impulses with an 

almost messianic faith in the transformative virtue of 

American military force, as well as a deep fear of an outside 

world seen as threatening and morally compromised. Irving 

suggests that neoconservatives want to advocate nation 

building and are willing to engage in wars to check potential 

aggressors. It is a blend of liberal democracy and aggressive 

foreign policy. Neoconservatives believe that US should not 

be afraid to promote democracy and advocate American 

national interest in international affairs because democracy 

can ensure peace in the world and is a political force for the 

good of the world. Democracy is a system of government by 

the whole population or all the eligible members of a state, 

typically through elected representatives. Democracy 

prevents the forming of dictatorships because it gives 

everyone in the country an equal chance to rise to power and 

vote. It prevents one person from completely controlling the 

economy and the country alone. People are able to vote for 

who they think can lead the country better which allows the 

country to make collective decisions for the greater good of 

the country. Thus this will prevent one dictator from exerting 

extremist views over the country and carrying out things that 

will help the general public. This will help to enforce world 

peace because the citizens are able to vote for what they think 



will aid the general public. Thus neoconservatives believe 

that if the world is democratic then there would be a higher 

chance of peace in the world. The Neoconservatives believe 

modern threats like terrorism facing the US can no longer be 

reliably contained and therefore must be prevented, 

sometimes through preemptive military action. They believe 

in taking preventive measures like attacking other potential 

threats to prevent them from starting wars. They are 

suspicious of other countries and groups and will not hesitate 

to take action against them to prevent world peace from being 

disrupted. Neoconservatives advocate the democratic 

transformation of the Israel region, starting with Iraq and are 

not afraid of using military force to carry it out. They also 

dislike communism and political radicalism. Thus 

neoconservatives want to advocate an aggressive foreign 

policy to attack countries in the Israeli region to advocate 

democracy there since most countries there are ruled by 

dictators like Saddam Hussein and also to prevent them from 

starting wars with other countries. I will be using this theory 

to analyze how US decision to attack Iraq was influenced by 

the theory of neoconservatism. 

 

2.2 Theory of Realismii 

Theory Definition 



The theory of realism, as 

shown in Hans Morgenthau’s 

book “Politics among Nation” 

which was published in 1948 

where he wrote “political 

leaders think and act in terms 

of interest defined as power.”. 

Realism, which has been around for centuries and can be 

traced all the way back to the 17th century, has mixed self 

greed and ulterior motifs with the decisions made by 

America and its military. In this case, Morgenthau is 

suggesting that realism has resulted in nations calculating 

their interest in terms of power, factoring in their own 

ulterior motifs before making important decisions. Realism 

has also greatly affected America in terms of how the 

country is being governed and the decisions that the leaders 

make on behalf of the whole nation state. The cause of 

realism is simple and straightforward. In this world, 

countries are constantly competing with each other where 

countries and states are constantly worried about other 

countries being more powerful than themselves, causing 

their own selves to be in danger of possibly being attacked 

or invaded by other countries. As such, this then leads to 

country to be more concerned about relative gains and 

causing realism to come into play when they have to decide 

on certain decisions where countries may decide to invade 

others with the intentions of wanting to expand its own 

dominations or its own resources, hoping to not lag behind 

other countries in terms of power and ensuring that they are 

constantly at the top of the power ladder. As such, it then 

causes other countries like America to start to factor in 

relative gains into their debates on making certain decisions 



and causing it to influence the decision making as a whole, 

which can be clearly displayed in the case of the Iraq war 

where realism resulted in leaders deciding to invade Iraq 

over ulterior motifs like oil and other natural resources and 

instead of really helping solve the problem of terrorism and 

help organise Iraq as a whole. Therefore, Realism in this 

case can be seen as something that would influence a 

leader’s decision greatly, as seen in the case of Iraq War, 

where it is able cause leaders to weigh their own relative 

gains over all other factors like helping solve terrorism in 

the area. 

 

 

 

Historical Research Theoryiii 

Theory  Definition 

Historical Research Theory, as 

shown in Charles Busha and 

Stephan Harter’s Historical 

Research Theory, as shown in his 

book, “Research methods in 

librarianship : techniques and 

interpretation”. 

It will be useful in supporting the historians views as the 

different texts and speeches provide evidence to back up 

the factors. It requires us to recognise our historical 

problem, gather as much information on the topic, and 

form a hypothesis on the relationship or on the factors, 

collect as much information as we can on the topic from 

sources, analyse the information and form conclusions. 

 

 



 

Fig 2.1: The theory of neoconservatism 

 

Chapter Three: Methodology 

Step Description 

1 I will be using Charles Busha and Stephen Harter’s theory of 

historical research as shown in Fig 3.1 to study various sources 

to determine the factors why US invaded Iraq. I will be 

studying existing literature and different historians’ view on 

the reasons why US invaded the Iraq war. 

2 Following that, I will be investigating the factors identified by 

existing literature using primary sources. Some primary 

sources that I will be using includes texts and speeches like 

George Bush’s State of Union, which would provide evidence 

for me to justify factors presented by existing literature. After 

that, I will be using several secondary sources such as journals 

Which can be solved by an aggresive foriegn policy

Which can prevent threats through 
preemptive military action

Which allows US to advocate the 
democratic transformation of the the 

Israel region

Neoconservatism belive that

Modern threats like terrorism facing the 
US can no longer be reliably contained

US should not be afraid to promote 
democracy and advocate American 

national interest in international affairs



and online articles to investigate the factors why US invaded 

Iraq. Some journals include “Perpetual War for Perpetual 

Peace” by Harry Elmer Barnes, which will help me to support 

factors presented by existing literature. While doing this, I will 

also be using the theory of neoconservatism and the theory of 

realism to prove the reasons why US invaded Iraq and to 

explain the sources used to support the factors presented by 

existing literature. 

3 I will evaluate the most important factors by comparing the 

neoconservative reasons and the realist reasons to obtain a 

conclusion. Following that, I will do the same for the 

Afghanistan war. Then, I will evaluate whether US attacked 

them more for neoconservative or realist reasons and 

understand whether the wars were necessary. 

 

 

 

 

 

Charles Busha and 

Stephan Harter’s 

Historical Research 

Theory, as shown in 

his book, “Reseach 

methods in 

1. Recognising a historical 

problem 

2. Gathering as much relevant 

information about the problem 

or topic as possible. 

It helps us to gain an insight 

about the trend of our field 

of study by studying 

background information of 

our chosen field. It will be 

useful in supporting the 



librarianship : 

techniques and 

interpretation” 

3. Forming a hypothesis that 

explains relationships between 

historical factors. 

4. Collection of information 

through sources 

5. The analysis of the information 

in the sources and the drawing 

of conclusions 

 

historians views as the 

different texts and speeches 

provide evidence to back up 

the factors. 

 

 

 

Fig 3.1: Charles Busha and Stephan Harter’s Historical Research Theory 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Chapter Four: Discussion and Analysis 

4.1 Iraq War 

4.1.1 Neoconservative Reasons 

4.1.1.1 Terrorism 

The theory of neoconservatism proves that US invaded Iraq because of the threat posed by 

terrorism. Terrorism is the unlawful use of violence to intimidate or coerce people or the 

government to fulfil specific social or political objectives. Terrorism has been on the rise 

recently, with more and more terrorist groups carrying out deadly attacks. Shown in table. 

Quotes Explanation 

Charles Beard described US 

foreign policy as a “perpetual war 

for perpetual peace” iv. 

He believes that US wants to end terrorism by 

eliminating groups like Al Qaeda and ISIS, so any 

country with links to terrorism would be opposed by 

US. This is supported by the neoconservative theory, 

which shows that US is attacking America to stop the 

threat of terrorism. 

Dov Waxman also believes that 

terrorism caused US to invade 

Iraq. He conducted research that 

shows that “ in the spring of 

2002—when Palestinian suicide 

bombings inside Israel were most 

frequent—92 percent of Israelis 

This shows that terrorism was rife in the country and 

US seeked to stop it by eliminating terrorism. US 

joined the Iraq War because they wanted to eradicate 

the fear that terrorism has brought into people’s hearts. 

Terrorism had brought much fear into people of Iraq, 

especially since they were plagued with terrorism. US 

wanted to restore freedom to the people of Iraq and 



reported fear that they or a member 

of their family would fall victim to 

a terrorist attack” v 

bring back political stability to the people of Iraq. US 

goals were pegged to fighting a war on terror, the 

rhetoric that passed for foreign policy after 9/11. 

Terrorism evokes fear in the general public and this 

fear is dangerous as it causes more negative impacts. In 

the wake of the deadliest terrorist attack in US history, 

combined with Iraq’s alleged continued possession of 

weapons of mass destruction and its support for 

terrorist groups like Al-Qaeda, US suspected Hussein 

of having close relations with Al-Qaeda. 

Obama shared similar views too as 

he wanted to “focus on goals 

essential to making America safer: 

ending the war in Iraq responsibly; 

finishing the fight against al Qaeda 

and the Taliban” vi 

Shows that he believed that going to war with Iraq 

would make America safer and remove terrorism. 

Paul Wolfowitz also agrees with 

this as he said following the 

September 11 terror attacks on the 

World Trade Centre and Pentagon 

that “US would pursue terrorists 

and end states harbouring or 

sponsoring of militants” vii 

shows that US attacked Iraq to erase terrorists form the 

country. US felt that Iraq was supporting terrorism by 

supplying terrorist groups with weapons capable of 

executing the attacks, and thus they considered Iraq an 

ally to terrorism and their policies forced them to take 

action against Iraq, in hopes of eradicating terrorism.  

US joined the Iraq War because they wanted to 

eradicate the fear that terrorism has brought into 

people’s hearts. Terrorism had brought much fear into 



people of Iraq, especially since they were plagued with 

terrorism. US wanted to restore freedom to the people 

of Iraq and bring back political stability to the people 

of Iraq. US goals were pegged to fighting a war on 

terror, the rhetoric that passed for foreign policy after 

9/11. Terrorism evokes fear in the general public and 

this fear is dangerous as it causes more negative 

impacts. In the wake of the deadliest terrorist attack in 

US history, combined with Iraq’s alleged continued 

possession of weapons of mass destruction and its 

support for terrorist groups like Al-Qaeda, US 

suspected Hussein of having close relations with Al-

Qaeda.  This is supported by the theory of 

neoconservatism, because Iraq was only increasing the 

threat of terrorism to the US since they could gain 

access to weapons and also training grounds which 

would increase their power and threat to US thus US 

had to intervene to prevent it from destroying the peace. 

Michael Burleigh agrees with this as he says that “the 

consensus line involves stopping Saddam from 

supplying terrorist surrogates with horrendous 

weapons, whose manufacture he will resume when the 

UN is distracted elsewhere” viii. He believes that Iraq 

was producing weapons and distributing them to 

terrorists, forcing US to treat them as allies to terrorism, 



leading to US invading Iraq to prevent the 

strengthening of terrorist forces and helping to remove 

terrorism in hopes of restoring global peace. 

In Bush’s 2002 State of the Union, 

he made it clear that “States like 

these, and their terrorist allies, 

constitute an axis of evil, aiming to 

threaten the peace of the world”ix.  

He said that he would not only 

combat terrorist organizations 

aggressively, but also countries 

that supported terrorism. Bush also 

said that “Iraq continues to flaunt 

its hostility toward America and to 

support terror”x. 

He said that he would not only combat terrorist 

organizations aggressively, but also countries that 

supported terrorism. Bush also said that “Iraq continues 

to flaunt its hostility toward America and to support 

terror”xi. Bush speculated that Iraq funded terrorist 

attacks, and supported terrorist groups. He thus singled 

out Iraq as an active supporter of terrorism. It would 

show terrorists that their actions were not to be dealt 

with lightly and hopefully reduce terrorism. It is proven 

by the neoconservative theory, since Bush only wanted 

to prevent the terrorist groups from becoming stronger 

and posing an even bigger threat to the US thus the US 

had to attack them to protect the safety of the people. 

Judith S. Yaphe, a Distinguished 

Research Fellow for the Middle 

East in the Institute for National 

Strategic Studies, also said that 

“Baghdad actively sponsored 

terrorist groups, providing safe 

haven, training, arms, and 

logistical support, requiring in 

exchange that the groups carry out 

Saddam sponsored terrorism and supported them for 

Iraq’s own good, and thus US considered Iraq as an 

“ally” to terrorism. The support that Iraq provided the 

terrorist groups in the form of military support and 

other forms of support will only strengthen the terrorist 

groups. The fact that they took in terrorist groups, and 

support them by providing weapons, training bases and 

recruits, which allows the terrorist groups to grow in 

numbers, grow in strength and become more of a threat 



operations ordered by Baghdad for 

Saddam’s objectives. Terrorist 

groups were not permitted to have 

offices, recruitment, or training 

facilities or freely use territory 

under the regime’s direct control 

without explicit permission from 

Saddam.”xii 

to both the US and the world. When America tried to 

search Iraq for weapons, Saddam blocked the 

investigations, and this only served to confirm US 

suspicions of Iraq and US could not take any chances 

with the terrorist groups for fear of them attacking other 

countries. Due to America’s policies and its war on 

terror, and since Iraq was suspected of supporting 

terrorist groups, it left US no choice but to invade Iraq.  

 

 

Thus it can be seen that the theory of neoconservatism shows that US invaded Iraq to remove 

the threat of terrorism. 

4.1.1.2 Iraq’s Nuclear Plan 

The theory of neoconservatism also proves that US invaded Iraq because they feared Iraq’s 

nuclear programme. Saddam Hussein is a dictator that ruled Iraq from 16 July 1979 until 9 

April 2003. He was a ruthless dictator who completely transformed their policies. He invaded 

many countries and revolutionised their nuclear programme. Shown in table. 

Quote  

Dr Rafael Ofekxiii believes that “Saddam 

Hussein's motivation to develop a military 

nuclear capability increased, and for that 

reason he opted for uranium enrichment as 

the process for producing fissile material for 

nuclear weapons.” 

This shows that Saddam Hussein’s 

aggressive nuclear program led to US fearing 

for its people and thus attacking Iraq in hopes 

of ending its nuclear programme, which 

would threaten world peace and US had to 

take action to prevent Iraq from attacking 

other countries. 



“By 1991 Iraq had a robust covert program 

that included a complete nuclear weapon 

design and roughly 36.3 kilograms of 

weapons-usable HEU in the form of research 

reactor fuel”xiv 

Shows how Saddam had huge nuclear plans 

that would threaten world peace. United 

States worried for the safety of the world as 

Saddam Hussein’s overly ambitious nuclear 

plan threatened world safety. 

In 1991, Saddam Hussein deployed 166 R-

400 aerial bombs and 25 Al-Hussein missiles 

containing anthrax, botulinum toxin, and 

aflatoxin in preparation for Operation Desert 

Stormxv 

this shows that Hussein was also employing 

tactics like biological warfare to attempt to 

take over countries. it was also made clear 

that Hussein was a dictator and all he wanted 

was to use different vicious types of warfare 

against opponents to enable him to take over 

the world. It displayed Iraq’s capacity go 

build lethal, incapacitating, and anti-plant 

weapons that were capable of wiping out 

many people. Hussein’s dangerous and 

inhumane plan caused US to react strongly 

against Iraq. It showed US that Hussein’s 

Iraq was becoming a major force in the 

world. At a time when technological 

advancements were not too developed, 

Hussein’s big nuclear plan was a big step in 

the development of war technology, and an 

increasingly threatening one. Saddam had 

huge plans to develop Iraq’s nuclear 

program, and the display of their military 



might caused US to develop a huge fear of 

Iraq’s nuclear program because it was 

capable of disrupting world peace and 

invading other countries. 

Raymond Hinnebusch agrees with this, as he 

said that “The Bush doctrine and the 2002 

National Security Strategy, formulated in 

response to the 9/11 attacks, make explicit 

the coercive turn: the call for ‘full spectrum 

dominance’; the strategy of dealing with 

resistance to the US not simply through 

traditional containment, but via ‘preventive 

wars’; the resort to unilateralism”, showing 

that US wanted to remove the nuclear threat 

from Iraq, to keep the world a safer place, 

and to work towards global peacexvi 

This source is supported by the theory of 

neoconservatism because US wanted to 

prevent world peace from being threatened 

by invading Iraq first and stop them before 

their plans got out of hand and they started 

invading other countries. 

Andrew Roberts also agrees with this, as he 

says that “"destroy all of his ballistic missiles 

with a range greater than 150kms; stop 

support for terrorism and prevent terrorist 

organisations from operating within Iraq”, 

however Hussein did not comply with the 

UN and he even “he summarily expelled UN 

weapons inspectors in 1998.” xvii   

Iraq’s nuclear power clearly threatened 

world safety and US just wanted to go there 

and nullify the threat imposed by Iraq, thus it 

supports the theory of neoconservatism. The 

US knew that Iraq had weapons that could 

cause massive destruction, and they did try to 

settle it peacefully, however Hussein did not 

comply so US had to invade Iraq to remove 

their weapons and stop their nuclear 



ambitions to nullify the threat by Iraq and 

secure world peace.  

Thus it can be seen by the theory of neoconservatism that US invaded Iraq for a 

neoconservative reason that was to remove the threat of Iraq’s nuclear plan. 

4.1.1.3 Foreign Policy (Democracy) 

The theory of neoconservatism also proves that US invaded Iraq because of their foreign 

policy. Iraq was ruled by only one dictator, Saddam Hussein, and the neoconservative theory 

shows that US has to promote democracy in the Israeli region. Shown in table. 

Quote Explanation 

Jim Lobe believes that their 

foreign policy caused the US to 

invade Iraq, he said that “ousting 

Hussein and installing a pro-

Western leader was the key to 

destabilising Israel” xviii 

This would allow Iraq to become a democracy and 

fulfil neoconservative objectives. This is proved by the 

theory of neoconservatism thus US only attacked Iraq 

to enforce democracy there. 

Bill Kristol said “And I think we 

actually will have lots of help in 

the reconstruction and 

democratization, actually, of Iraq. 

But, look, I think what we've 

learned over the last ten years is 

that America has to lead. Other 

countries won't act. They will 

follow us, but they won't do it on 

their own. And in this case, I think 

This shows that US invaded Iraq to make it a 

democratic country, and it shows how 

neoconservatives pushed for the war with 

neoconservative aims. They persuaded US for change 

in their foreign policy, where they would aggressively 

uphold democracy in the middle east. This is proved by 

the theory because US wanted to not only promote 

democracy in the Israeli region, but also eliminate the 

threat posed by the nuclear weapons that Iraq possessed 

and help restore freedom to the war. It was important 



we'll be vindicated when we 

discover the weapons of mass 

destruction and when we liberate 

the people of Iraq.” xix 

that they made Iraq a democratic country because then 

Iraq would not only be controlled by Saddam Hussein, 

and thus Iraq would not make such radical decisions 

that would threaten world peace. When the Soviets and 

communism fell, the neoconservatives saw in as 

vindication of their ideals. 

Their manifesto was A Project for 

the New American Century, and 

they for higher defence spending, 

the promotion of democracy and 

freedom around the world, and the 

creation of a world order "friendly 

to our security, prosperity and 

values”xx. When George Bush 

came to power in 2000, 

neoconservatives were 

empowered. The September 11 

attacks not only affirmed their 

views, but it led Bush to change his 

policies completely, embarking on 

“a war on terror” and he even 

named Iraq, Iran and North Korea 

as states that "constitute an axis of 

evil”xxi. 

It coincided completely with neoconservative views 

and neoconservatives saw it as an avenue for them to 

carry out their views. Prominent neoconservatives in 

the George W. Bush administration included Paul 

Wolfowitz, Elliott Abrams, Richard Perle and Paul 

Bremer. They saw it as a win for neoconservatism as 

when Bush declared that a US victory in Iraq “could 

begin a new stage for Middle Eastern peace”xxii, US’s 

foreign policy moved closer towards neoconservative 

foreign policy. Also, the effect of 9/11 had a huge effect 

on why US chose to invade Iraq. 9/11 caused many 

deaths of US citizens and neoconservatives in the house 

exploited US grief to manipulate the people into 

thinking that Al Qaeda had a hand to play in one of the 

biggest massacres in history, which caused an uproar 

and the public opinion in addition to the the opinions of 

the members of the house forced Bush to succumb to it 

and change US’ foreign policy, which forced the US 

into attacking countries like Iraq.  



 

Thus is proven by the theory of neoconservatism since US foreign policy enabled them to take 

action against potential threats like Iraq and invade them in hopes of promoting democracy 

there, thus the theory of neoconservatism proves that their aggressive foreign policy was to 

blame for the attack on Iraq.  

4.1.2 Realist Reasons 

4.1.2.1 Oil 

Oil was a very precious resource back in 2003 and it still is now in our world today. Many of 

the world processes use oil. Transportation, a major part of our everyday lives, uses a lot of oil, 

and modes of transportation all use oil one way or another. Gasoline is made from crude oil. 

Lubricating oil is also used to keep our automobile engines from getting too hot and to ensure 

that all moving parts of the machinery are kept in good working order. The world would grind 

to a halt without oil and because oil is so important, the whole world is affected by what 

happens to this vital commodity. Oil is an important resource in the world. It is a valuable 

resource as it supplies power to many things. Shown in table. 

Quote Explanation 

During the Iraq war, oil was precious as 

shown in 2003, the value of crude oil imports 

was 97 billion US dollarsxxiii. 

Oil is limited and precious and since the 

whole world practically runs on oil, there is 

a huge demand for oil and thus its value is 

huge. US does not have the geographical 

advantage of a huge oil reserve, so it has to 

purchase and import oil from other countries, 

and this negatively impacts their economy 

since they are expending money to purchase 

oil. The value of oil is high because oil is 



universally appreciated as it is the staple of 

our very existence as most of the processes 

in the world require oil. Oil is also limited 

and is not sustainable since the earth is not 

able to provide unlimited oil. The oil reserves 

in the world are rapidly depleting as we 

continue to use oil in our daily processes and 

drill for more oil. Oil is also very valuable as 

although there are suitable alternatives to oil 

for things like electricity, there is currently 

no plausible alternative to oil in 

transportation, making it all the more 

valuable. All these factors make oil very 

valuable in the global economy. And because 

US needed the oil reserves, they had to attack 

Iraq. This is proved by the realist theory, as 

US attacks Iraq with an ulterior motive in 

mind, which was to invade them and gain 

access to their oil reserves. 

Raymond Hinnebusch believes that US 

invaded Iraq for oil as he asked “why the 

country sitting atop the world's second 

largest oil reserves and which posed no threat 

to the US should have been targeted while 

North Korea, whose nuclear capabilities 

This shows that US invaded Iraq to control 

the Iraq's oil reserves and exclude rivals in a 

tightening oil. It would also give its people 

cheap access to gasoline and provide a good 

economy.  This clearly illustrates how US 

was only attacking Iraq for their own benefit, 



were real not hypothetical but did not possess 

oil, was spared”. xxiv 

since they need to conquer them to gain 

access to their huge oil reserves and 

dominate the market, since oil was such a 

huge part of the economy. 

Paul Wolfowitz also agrees with this as he 

said that “the most important difference 

between North Korea and Iraq is that 

economically, we just had no choice in Iraq. 

The country swims on a sea of oil” xxv 

Simon Bromley agrees with this as he says 

that “Bush gave top priority to the 

enhancement of America’s power projection 

capabilities at exactly the same time that he 

endorsed an energy strategy that entails 

increased US dependence on oil derived 

from recurring crisis and conflict” and he 

also described the war as “blood for oil”xxvi. 

This shows that US invaded Iraq to control 

its oil reserves since Iraq had a huge oil 

reserve that would benefit America. This 

supports the theory of realism since US 

needed oil due to their increasing 

consumption and Iraq had huge amounts of 

oil reserves that if US invaded, they would be 

able to gain access to it, and it would also 

help them in their quest for global hegemony. 

The Project for a New American Century 

acknowledges this reach for hegemony. US 

hegemony does not only rely on state-to-state 

power but also on US structural power, the 

power to structure and change the global 

economy to suit itself. To achieve this, US 

had to control the market, but US did not 

possess large oil reserves, or anything that 

would bring them significant profits or 

resources that were extremely necessary in 

the world today. This led to US always 

having to make losses when importing 



resources from other countries, and this 

hindered their development and did not allow 

them to stampt heir authority on the market. 

Thus, in order to ensure supply meets 

demands, US looked towards other countries 

for importation of oil, but this was not 

sustainable since it resulted in a net loss but 

they could not do anything about it because 

they lacked a huge oil reserve. To turn the 

situation around and start improving the 

economy, US had to conquer a country like 

Iraq which had huge oil reserves, to allow it 

to tap and exploit into it and encourage 

economic prosperity and help in US’ quest 

for a global hegemony. The deep oil reserves 

that the US can tap into allows it to export 

crude oil and natural gas rather than 

importing it, which allow it to create a good 

economy to earn money. Also, the extra oil 

reserves allowed US to increase their 

expenditure on the oil and gas industry, 

which has in turn led it to increase production 

and achieve profitable margins without 

significantly increasing the cost of oil and 

natural gas which leads to cheaper gasoline 



and energy costs for Americans. Cheaper gas 

and utility prices mean cheaper goods, 

cheaper shipping, and cheaper transportation 

altogether. And since oil is so greatly 

appreciated and valued, it allow US to 

dominate the market by controlling one of 

the biggest sectors of the market, which 

helped them to achieve dominance and a 

global hegemony. This proves the theory of 

realism since it suggests that the sole reason 

that US attacked Iraq was to gain their own 

personal benefits. Not only was it to solve 

their oil crisis, it was also to assert 

dominance in the world, and nothing about 

this is related to ensuring global peace or 

nullifying threats posed by other countries or 

groups. 

 

Hence, it shows how US was only attacking Iraq to obtain oil which can be attributed to realist 

reasons. 

4.1.3 Comparison of both Neoconservative and Realist reasons 

I believe that the realist reasons for US invading Iraq far outweigh the neoconservative reasons. 

Both sides of Bush’s cabinet were influencing Bush to change to a foreign policy, on one hand 

it was the neoconservatives who were truly advocating their ideals, and on the other hand the 

other side of the cabinet were following them to get Bush to change their foreign policy. To do 



so, they use several factors like terrorism and weapons of mass destruction to convince Bush 

that Iraq was a major threat, therefore convincing Bush to alter their foreign policy to an 

aggressive one, so the neoconservatives could carry out their plans to promote democracy and 

the other side of the cabinet would be able to achieve their ulterior motive, which was to obtain 

oil from Iraq. While it can be argued that Saddam Hussein did indeed pose a threat to global 

peace because he had plans to construct a complex nuclear program that would produce 

weapons of mass destruction, there was no concrete evidence that Saddam Hussein did indeed 

carry out these plans. In fact, when US fully checked Iraq after their successful invasion, 

CIA's Iraq Survey Group reported that “Saddam Hussein destroyed his last weapons of mass 

destruction more than a decade ago and his capacity to build new ones had been dwindling for 

years by the time of the Iraq invasion”xxvii, and this shows that Bush did not attack Iraq to 

eradicate the threat of weapons of mass destruction, because there was simply no evidence to 

justify why US had to attack Iraq. Also, when Saddam Hussein blocked US investigations into 

Iraq, it was not an act of defiance or suspicion, but rather it was of disbelief because Saddam 

did not like it that he and his country was being falsely accused of possessing weapons of mass 

destruction. US attacked based on suspicions, but they had no concrete evidence, thus the 

neoconservative factors are as strong. It can be argued that they did want to promote democracy 

there, but the realist reasons cannot be ignored. The realist reasons, such as oil, have concrete 

evidence to prove that US attacked Iraq for oil, because even members of the cabinet like Paul 

Wolfowitz all admitted that oil was the driving factor for them to attack Iraq. This shows that 

US invaded Iraq for their own personal benefit, to gain oil, to support themselves and also gain 

a source of income, dominate the market and achieve a global hegemony. This shows that the 

other reasons like the neoconservative reasons were only used as cover up to mask their true 

intentions, which was their realist reason – oil. Thus, while the neoconservative reasons cannot 



be ignored, the realist reasons far outweigh the neoconservative reasons, and thus the most 

important factor why US attacked Iraq was because of oil. 

4.2 Afghanistan War 

4.2.1 Neoconservative Reasons 

4.2.1.1 Revenge against the 9/11 attack  

The 9/11 attack happened on the 11th of September 2001 on the world trade centre where two 

commercial planes, American flight 11 and United Airlines flight 175, were hijacked before 

being directed into the North and South towers of the world trade centre, resulting in both 110 

storey buildings collapsing in 1 hour and 42 minutes. Also on the same day, both American 

flight 77 and United airlines flight 93 were hijacked before crashing into the Pentagon and into 

a field in Stonycreek Township respectively. These attacks resulted in 2,996 innocent lives to 

be lost and 6,000 people to be injured. It also caused America to suffer $10 billion dollars in 

damage and the wall street and US airspace to be closed before finally opening on September 

17th and 13th respectively. From these, it can be seen that the 9/11 attacks brought many 

impacts to America, causing not only the Americans to be affected but also their economy. The 

attack also resulted in many Americans feeling defeated and vulnerable, not knowing what 

would happen next. As a result, it caused some Americans and the American government, 

George W. Bush, to want to seek revengexxviii against Al Qaeda in Afghanistan to make them 

repay for all of the damages and impacts they have brought to America after the 9/11 attack. It 

was also said that some Americans even decided to leave their job behind and join the army 

just to take revenge against Al Qaeda for plotting the 9/11 Attack.  Also, right after the attack 

occurred in New York, President Bush, who was in another state, said that he was going to find 

out who was behind the attack and take revenge against them or attack them back and even 

said that America was at war with the culprit behind the attack.xxix Therefore, it can concluded 

that one of the reasons to why America decided to join the Afghanistan war was due to the fact 



that they wanted to take revenge against the 9/11 Attack where they wanted Al Qaeda to repay 

for the impacts and damages they have brought to America through the form of a terrorist 

attack. 

4.2.1.2 War against terrorism 

America has been a country which suffered multiple terrorist attacks from lone wolfs to big 

organised attacks like the September 11th attack on the World Trade Centre in New York that 

resulted in 2,996xxx deaths and many other economic and social impacts, including political 

too. As such, George W. Bush, the then president of the United States of America, decided to 

launch the war on terrorism shortly after the 9/11 attack had happened, with the intentions of 

wanting to dismantle huge terrorist groups like Al Qaeda and with plans of wanting to capture 

these terrorists before placing them at Guantanamo Bay. As such, many different wars were 

started around the world in countries where terrorist groups were based in or where situated at, 

hoping to be able to eliminate terrorism in the world and putting an end to terrorism in America. 

The war in Afghanistan was one of the example of America’s plan to eliminate terrorism in the 

world where it was the first war started by America in Afghanistan as part of the plan of 

wanting to combat terrorism in the world. Afghanistan was the place where the terrorist group 

that planned the 9/11 attack, Al Qaeda, was situated and based in. As such, America decided 

to invade Afghanistan in order to hopefully, dismantle Al Qaeda and putting a stop to terrorism 

in Afghanistan, preventing the terrorist group from plotting any further attacks. The fact that 

America invaded Afghanistan was because they wanted to stop and combat terrorism in the 

world can also be justified by what President Bush said when he declared the war in 

Afghanistan. When he declared the war in Afghanistan, he said that, "Our war on terror begins 

with al-Qaeda, but it does not end there. It will not end until every terrorist group of global 

reach has been found, stopped and defeated."xxxi Thus, it then can be proven from Bush’s 

speech, which was made shortly after the war was declared, that America invaded Afghanistan 



because they wanted to eliminate terrorism in the area by dismantling the terrorist group, Al 

Qaeda. 

4.2.1.3 Revenge against Osama Bin Ladenxxxii 

Osama Bin Laden was born on the 10th of March 1957 in Saudi Arabia and was the founder 

of the infamously known terrorist group Al Qaeda. In his life span, he has conducted many 

terrorist attacks, including the September 11th attack that caused 2,996 lives to be lost in the 

process. The September 11th attack happened in 2001 when two commercial jets were being 

hijacked before being flown into the twin towers or better known as the World Trade Centre, 

causing both towers to collapse and lives to be lost in the process. Bin Laden was the suspected 

mastermind behind this attack and was responsible for all of the things that happened on that 

day. As such, Americans developed a hatred towards Bin Laden, wanting to kill him for all of 

the damages and negative impacts that he has brought to America in form of the terrorist 

attacks. It was also said by Obama that “The death of bin Laden marks the most significant 

achievement to date in our nation's effort to defeat al Qaeda.” The fact that the killing of Bin 

Laden was regarded as the “most significant achievement” showed that killing Bin Laden was 

one of the main goals that America had in mind and once that was achieved, it was as if America 

achieved it purpose in fighting in the Afghanistan war. It also showed how important the 

Americans viewed the killing of Bin Laden where it was being regarded as one of the most 

significant achievement to date. It also shows the amount of hatred Americans had towards Bin 

Laden where they constantly wanted to eliminate and seek revenge against him for all of the 

impacts he had brought to America. Not only did the 9/11 attack cause Americans to want to 

seek revenge against Bin Laden but it was also all of the other terrorist attacks that was 

conducted by Al Qaeda and Bin Laden himself way before the 9/11 attack that resulted in a 

build up in hatred against Bin Laden. Before the 9/11 attack happened, many terrorist attacks 

were already been conducted by Al Qaeda like the attacks carried out in the U.S. embassies in 



Nairobi, Kenya, and Dar es Salaam, Tanzania in August 1998. These terrorist attacks were all 

being conducted due to one reason. The main reason to why Al Qaeda decided to carry these 

attacks against America was because America started sending troops to the middle east to help 

provide aid for Saudi Arabia. This then led to Al Qaeda and Bin Laden to be very unhappy and 

to be agitated as they could not accept the fact that a foreign country’s army was stepping foot 

on their soil and intervening between their businesses. As such, Bin Laden decided to use 

terrorism as a form of rejection towards America where in the book written by Seth called In 

The Graveyard of Empires America’s Fight Against terrorism, it wrote “Bin Laden’s terrorism 

represents an extreme rejection of the increased U.S strategic and military domination of the 

Middle East - especially Saudi Arabia and the Gulf -- that resulted from the Gulf War.” Due to 

this, America experienced multiple terrorist attacks that were conducted by Al Qaeda and could 

sense the hatred a heat coming from Bin Laden. As such, this then led to authorities deciding 

to launch an attack against Bin Laden, taking revenge against him for all of the things that he 

has caused to the country and also to prevent him from being able to inflict further harm on 

America where after the 9/11 attack happened, authorities knew that Bin Laden had the power 

and resources need to carry out massive attacks and feared that another one might happen soon. 

Therefore, it can be seen through the reactions of Obama and the damages that Bin Ladenxxxiii 

has brought to America that the war in Afghanistan was partly and mainly because America 

wanted to take revenge against Bin Laden, making him pay with his own life for all of the 

things he has done to America and also, preventing him from being able to carry out further 

similar attacks on America.  

4.2.2 Realist Reasons 

4.2.2.1 Danger of the alliance between the Taliban and Al Qaedaxxxiv 

The Taliban alliance with terrorist group Al Qaeda was also one of the main reasons why 

America went into war in Afghanistan. In the 1900s, there was a growing collaboration 



between the Taliban and Al Qaeda. Due to this alliance, America turned to military force, 

hoping to break up this alliance between the two groups where after Bin Laden involvement in 

1998 on the American embassies in Tanzania and Kenya, the Clinton administration launched 

a series of cruise-missile strikes against Al Qaeda bases in Afghanistan. However, according 

to Seth, “some classified US assessments suggest that the attacks brought Al Qaeda and the 

Taliban closer together.”. It was also stated by Seth that “In July 1999, U.S. President Bill 

Clinton issued Executive order 18129, which found that ‘the actions and policies of the Taliban 

in Afghanistan, in allowing territory under its control in Afghanistan to be used as a safe haven 

and base of operations for Osama Bin Laden and the Al Qaeda organisation… constitute an 

unusual and extraordinary threat to the national security and foreign policy of the United 

States.’ ” From these examples, it can be clearly seen that America fear that the alliance 

between al Qaeda and the Taliban would pose a serious threat on the safety of America. This 

is because America is afraid that with the help of the Taliban, Al Qaeda might possibly increase 

in size and strength, allowing it to be more powerful and dangerous. With the increase in power, 

Al Qaeda would then be capable of planning another big terrorist attack on America just like 

the 9/11 attack, causing America to suffer from more impacts and lose tremendously 

economically and socially. The alliance between Al Qaeda and the Taliban also pose another 

great danger which is that Osama Bin Laden is being protected during this process. With the 

presence of Osama Bin Laden, America fears that he might possibly plan another attack in the 

future and possibly cause the whole of America and its economy to cripple in a day. As said 

by Obama in a speech on August 17 2009, “We must never forget: this is not a war of choice. 

This is a war of necessity. Those who attacked America on 9/11 are plotting to do so again. If 

left unchecked, the Taliban insurgency will mean an even larger safe haven from which Al 

Qaeda would plot to kill more Americans. So this is not only a war worth fighting. This is 

fundamental to the defense of our people.” From this, it can be seen that America viewed the  



alliance between the Taliban and Al Qaeda to be very dangerous and seeing it as a potential 

threat to America’s safety where under the Taliban care, Al Qaeda was able to grow rapidly 

based on strength, causing them to be able to recover very easily from attacks and to be able to 

have the power and resource that is needed to carry out large scale attacks, like the 9/11 attack 

or even bigger. Therefore, in order to protect the safety of America, in can be seen that Obama 

and President Bush had no choice but to attack Afghanistan, hoping to break up this dangerous 

alliance between Al Qaeda and the Talibans and eliminate the threat that was once prevalent 

and looming. Thus in conclusion, it can be seen that the alliance between the Taliban and Al 

Qaeda was also one of the reasons to why America decided to break out in a war.  

4.2.3 Comparison of both Neoconservative and Realist reasons 

Neoconservative reasons, in this case, for US invading Afghanistan and starting a war far 

outweighs the realist reasons and in specifically, the most important reason was the 9/11 attack 

that resulted in America ultimately starting a war in Afghanistan. this is because when the 9/11 

attack happened, authorities in America were caught off guard, not expecting an attack that big 

would ever happen and ultimately, happen on American soil. It was also the most important 

factor and the main reason to why America invaded Afghanistan because it was the trigger 

factor that led to the decision of declaring war in Afghanistan to be made by President Bush. 

When the 9/11 attack occured in New York, fear was being evoked in many of the citizens and 

also the leaders. This is due to the fact that with the 9/11 attack being carried out by the terrorist 

group, Al Qaeda, it actually showed the general public that Al Qaeda was indeed capable of 

launching such large skills attacks and had the required resources and power to do so. This then 

causes Americans to be worried as they are scared that another possible attack, that is around 

the same magnitude or even bigger than the 9/11 attack, might happen anytime soon and might 

bring more negative impacts to America and its economy and possibly cause the whole country 

to collapse into ashes. Therefore, due to this event, it actually resulted in authorities to take 



actions immediately, seeing that Al Qaeda was indeed powerful and feared that they might 

launch another similar attack on America and thus, it can be seen as the most important reason 

to why America decided to invade Afghanistan. While some may argue that America went into 

war because they wanted to fight against terrorism, or possibly take revenge against Bin Laden 

and kill him, these reasons cannot really be seen as a main reason to why America decided to 

invade Afghanistan but instead, are the effects of the 9/11 that supported America’s decision 

to fight in Al Qaeda and not really the main reasons that cause the decision to invade 

Afghanistan to be made immediately. In the case of the war against terrorismxxxv, it was started 

mainly due to the fact that America wanted to eliminate terrorism and terrorist groups like Al 

Qaeda. However, this decision to fight against terrorism  is largely influenced by the 9/11 

attack. After the 9/11 attack, America saw how deadly terrorism can be to its own country and 

the world and was also able to realise how powerful the terrorist group Al Qaeda was. As such, 

they felt that if they would to not do something about the situation and not act quickly, these 

terrorist groups might possibly conduct attacks with the same impact as the 9/11 attack and 

might possibly start invading and taking over countries with their power, that is growing at an 

increasing rate. Thus, it can be seen that it was the 9/11 attack that resulted America to realise 

the dangers of terrorist groups and terrorism in the world, causing President Bush and his 

politicians to decide to start a war against terrorism, preventing it from bringing any further 

impacts to our society. Similarly, the decision to take revenge against Bin Laden was also due 

to the 9/11 attack. Bin Laden was the mastermind behind the 9/11 and as such, it caused 

Americans to develop a hatred for him, wanting to take revenge against him for all of the 

impacts he has brought to America. Also, after the 9/11 attack, President Bush was able to back 

up his suspicions that Bin Laden wanted to start a war against America. Thus, Bush viewed 

Bin Laden as a threat to the safety of America and decided to kill him for the greater good of 

the Americans. From these, it can be derived that the two other factors, war against terrorism 



and the revenge against Bin Laden, were all started after the 9/11 attack had happened, showing 

that the 9/11 attack was the underlying factor to why America decided to declare war in 

Afghanistan. Lastly, even though it can be argued that America invaded Afghanistan because 

of the alliance between the Talibans and Al Qaeda, it is not firstly as significant as the other 

factors. However, some may also argue that America invaded Afghanistan also because of 

realist reasons like to break up the alliance between Al Qaeda and the Taliban, it is not as strong 

as compared to the other factors where it can only be seen as a minor reason to why America 

decided to invade Afghanistan. In the case of the alliance, America decided to invade 

Afghanistan to break up the alliance as the Taliban was giving too much aid and shelter to Al 

Qaeda, allowing them to be able to recover and expand their operations within a short period 

of time and be able to increase their military strength. With this power, Al Qaeda would then 

be capable of fighting and launching terrorist attacks against America, with the aim of 

conveying their rejection towards America’s domination in Afghanistan. With this violent 

rejection from Al Qaeda, America’s domination in Afghanistan would then be threatened and 

weakened. Therefore, America then decided to invade Afghanistan, hoping to break up this 

alliance and stopping Al Qaeda to be able to have the power they need to continue to conduct 

these attacks. Even though this was one of the reasons to why America decided to attack 

America, it was only a minor reason and did not play a huge role in America’s decision to 

attack Afghanistan. Also, the reason to why America decided to break up the alliance is also 

because of the 9/11 attack where after the attack, America realised how dangerous the alliance 

was where with the aid of the Taliban, Al Qaeda was able to increase its strength dramatically, 

causing America to worry that if this alliance would to continue further, Al Qaeda would 

become even more powerful and would be capable of conducting attacks with an even greater 

magnitude. Therefore, through the three factors indicated, it can be clearly seen that the 

underlying factor that resulted in these 3 factors was the 9/11 attack where it was due to the 



9/11 that resulted in those factors to be considered by the government agencies when deciding 

on whether they should invade Afghanistan or not and thus in conclusion, the 9/11 attack was 

the most important factor that resulted in America invading Afghanistan and declaring war 

against them. 

4.2.3 Evaluation of the two wars 

Even though realism played a huge role in terms of the factors that led to America invading 

both Iraq and Afghanistan, Neoconservative reasons was still able to outweigh the realist 

reasons. Even though Iraq war had realism factors like oil that led to America attacking Iraq 

and that in the above evaluation, it was stated that oil was the most important factor, I still feel 

that neoconservatism factors outweigh realist factors. This is due to the fact that from the 

presence of the case of the Afghanistan civil war, I can see the several similarities in the 

neoconservative reasons between the two wars like terrorism where in this case, it overlaps 

onto both wars. This shows that terrorism was an important factor that America took into 

consideration before deciding to participate in wars like the Afghanistan and Iraq civil war. 

Not only this, but the other two points for both of the wars that led to America to decide to 

invade Iraq and Afghanistan was also interconnected and overlapped over each other. In the 

case of Iraq, America decided to invade them due to their nuclear plan where they planned to 

develop nuclear weapons. This then led to America to see it as a threat to its own safety where 

once Iraq is able to get hold of nuclear weapons, they would be able to conduct nuclear attacks 

in America that would pose impacts that would last for decades. This point is similar to that of 

the Afghanistan war where America decided to attack Afghanistan because they wanted to kill 

Bin Laden. Bin Ladenxxxvi was the mastermind behind the September 11th attack and was also 

the leader of the terrorist group Al Qaeda. After the 9/11 attack, America was able to see the 

ability of Bin Laden where he was capable of planning large scale attacks. This then posed a 

threat to America’s safety where if he would to be left alone, he would able to plan future 



attacks that would bring a bigger impact to America. Thus, it can be seen that America decided 

to participate in both wars due to the threat both countries posed to the safety of America. 

Lastly, I feel that the neoconservative reasons were more important also because the third factor 

that led to both countries declaring war in the both regions are interconnected and similar to 

each other. For the Iraq war, it was because of the change in foreign policy that led to America 

declaring war in Iraq where the neoconservatives in the cabinet were able to convince President 

Bush that they should launch an attack in the Israeli region in order to chase out the terrorist 

and extremist groups in that area before setting up a democratic government that would no 

longer be able to pass radical decisions and had to go through a voting process. This change in 

foreign policy where America decided to set out to introduce democracy to countries, was 

caused by the 9/11 attack which proved to George Bush that the threat of terrorism was real 

and that they had to quickly alter their foreign policies to address to these threats and preventing 

them from harming America again and taking away precious lives. This was in turn similar to 

the reason that led to America attacking Afghanistan where in the case of Afghanistan, they 

decided to invade the area to firstly seek revenge against the 9/11 attack and also as a protective 

measure, defeating the terrorist group Al Qaeda and preventing them from being able to launch 

a similar attack anytime sooner. However, some may also argue that realism was the cause of 

the attack in the case of both wars. Even though realism did have a part to play in the 

Afghanistan and Iraq civil war, the two realism factors for both of the wars were totally 

different where for Iraq, it was for oil and for Afghanistan, it was to break up the alliance 

between the Taliban and Al Qaeda. Also, the realism factor for the Afghanistan war was also 

only a minor factor and was not as significant as the neoconservative factors that was more 

prominent. Thus, from these points, it can be seen that the neoconservative points were the 

main factors that led to America as in both wars. the neoconservative factors had similarities 

between each other, showing that it was consistent in all of the wars that America take part in, 



showing that they are taken into more consideration when America decide whether they would 

to take part in a certain war. Also, from the points above, it is evident that the neoconservative 

factors were much more than the realist factors, showing that neoconservatism is more 

important to America when they are making decisions. Therefore, from the above analysis, it 

is evident to say that neoconservative factors outweighed the realism factors that led to America 

into deciding whether to take part in the Iraq and Afghanistan war. Also from this, it can be 

inferred that America can be seen as a global peace enforcer instead of a manipulator where 

the bulb of its intentions in the case of the Iraq and Afghanistan war was to maintain and 

achieve peace in the world, eliminating terrorism and it threats in our society and the the factors 

that are more for personal gains are less significant and much fewer in the numbers as compared 

to the factors that are for enforcing peace, thus showing that US can be seen as a global peace 

enforcer and not much of a manipulator. 

Chapter 5: Conclusion 

In conclusion, by comparing the theory of neoconservatism and the theory of realism in both 

the Iraq War and the Afghanistan War, we can evaluate that the neoconservative reasons for 

why US invaded both countries far outweigh the realist reasons, and we can also conclude that 

the Iraq war was not necessary compared to the Afghanistan war, which was necessary, 
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