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The foreign policy interests, goals, and objectives of the United States are, without question, critical to the stability of the international system.  In no other country do the decisions of the primary administration have global and multifarious effects as with those of United States.  Because of this, the United States is expected to take the lead on the most pertinent issues and threats to the international system itself.  The following paragraphs outline the United States’ key foreign policy initiatives and goals in securing its interests and stability in the international system.

War on Terror:


The events of September 11th, 2001 brought home to the American people the gravity, severity, and repercussions of self-centered diplomacy—as well as the need for America to turn its attention, influence, and resources to those who seek to destroy our way of life, threaten our interests, and undermine freedom across the globe.  Through the War on Terrorism, the United States seeks to secure the safety of American interests and citizens at home and abroad, fight extremism, and promote democracy and freedom.

Strengthening Our Military:


As terrorism is a global issue, the United States must be prepared and have the means to respond globally to the insidious efforts of terrorists.  We seek to increase the overall strength of our active Army and Marine Corps by 92,000 soldiers by 2012.  In addition, we will expand efforts to recruit and train an all-volunteer Army and Marine Corps to enhance the capability and support the success of our Active Duty soldiers.

Multilateral Cooperation:


The United States has set the example for economic and political success in the world community.  This success has inspired the development of other nations, such as China and India, to name a few.  As the leader of the world community and founding member of the international institutions on which world stability has thrived, the United States seeks to welcome China and India to participate and share responsibility for various international cooperative organizations.

AIDS Relief:


The threat of AIDS has sparked the single “largest international health initiative in history dedicated to a single disease” (2007 State of the Union). The President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR) is a worldwide initiative that seeks to fight and prevent AIDS infections by focusing its efforts on 15 high incidence countries that house half of the world’s 39 million HIV-positive people: Botswana, Cote d’Ivoire, Ethiopia, Guyana, Haiti, Kenya, Mozambique, Namibia, Nigeria, Rwanda, South Africa, Tanzania, Uganda, Vietnam, and Zambia. PEPFAR is committed to providing 15 billion dollars over five years for the support and care of 10 million people.

Malaria:


The United States recognizes its role in calling attention to and rallying support in fighting the diseases that strike the most helpless of citizens: children and the poor.  The President’s Malaria Initiative (PMI) is a five-year, 1.2 billion dollar program aimed at confronting malaria in the area of the world that has been most adversely affected – Africa.  PMI focuses on 15 countries and seeks to unite the efforts of the private sector, African civic leaders, faith-based, and non-profit organizations, to name a few.  The goal is to have a united and well-rounded approach to fighting a disease that wreaks havoc on the lives of so many suffering people.
Historical Alliances

The United States considers addressing the rising benefits and challenges of a multilateral world order to be of the utmost priority as 2007 comes to a close. Since the dawn of the twenty-first century, United States foreign policy has involved the support of new allies in maintaining a robust and proactive war on terror, tackling concerns in energy and environmental issues, and increasing its efforts to halt nuclear proliferation. In order for global and economic security to prevail, the United States must look into the future—a future of historically-reliable friends and new, invigorating allies coming together to reform outmoded institutions and create new ones altogether.

China and India

The United States sees great potential in strengthening our ties through cultural exchange, diplomacy, and mutual participation in an open market with our emerging allies China and India. We face a point in time where China and India can help us drastically in our efforts to curtail the buildup of nuclear weapons and weapons testing in Iran and North Korea. It is our hope that the combined effort of several current and emerging powers can serve as an icon of successful democracy. Additionally, this multilateral approach will serve as a deterrent to rogue regimes that mistakenly assume that they will face only the US in a standoff regarding nuclear proliferation. We acknowledge and encourage the burgeoning wealth of both capital and intellectual expertise in India and China, and recognize that their growing influence in international organizations, such as the IMF and WTO, could be an enormous aid in the formulation of global policy.

Europe

We seek to encourage the involvement of the European Union in new plateaus of integrated and open trade, in asserting a peaceful nuclear collective of democratic states, and in participation in new and existing cohesive policy-making bodies concerning the issues of economics, energy, and the environment. As one of our oldest allies, the European community is an asset to any multilateral world order. 
International Cooperation in the War on Terrorism and Nuclear Nonproliferation

We also seek the aid of the world community in stymieing the growth and operations of terrorist organizations such as al-Qaeda, Hezbollah, and Hamas. The United States looks to allies such as Israel, the EU, Australia, and India in not only continuing to defend against rebel terror forces gaining strength in Afghanistan and Iraq, but also to support the growth of democratic infrastructures in these war-torn regions. Multilateral actions throughout the Middle East can prevent terrorist safe havens from being created, thereby increasing the safety and stability of the United States and our allies.


The testing and proliferation of nuclear strategic weapons in North Korea and Iran, and the unconcealed disregard with which these regimes treat US appeals to halt proliferation pose a significant national security threat. A collective approach encouraging these states to abandon their high-risk nuclear programs is necessary, and the United States considers its past and emerging allies vital to ensuring the stability of the international system.


A new era in the global community is emerging. This is an era that involves not only economic and political interdependence, but also a collective effort in restraining regimes that threaten democracy and promote terrorism. The US therefore seeks to continue to aid in supporting fledgling democracies abroad, and also in garnering the strength of its allies in doing so.

Domestic Variables

Out of the five domestic variables, the role our government officials perform has the most influence in the United States, followed by the government system, systemic resources, idiosyncrasies, and society.  Expectations for the elites and the positions they hold in government and the manner in which they govern are of the highest priority for the US.

Role 

 The President of the United States has the greatest role and the most authority in terms of domestic and foreign affairs.  Americans expect the president to have strong convictions and the capacity to make tough decisions in times of crisis.  The Executive branch has the responsibility of setting the domestic agenda and creating alliances with other countries.  The role of Commander and Chief over the United States military has the greatest impact on foreign policy.   The manner in which the President uses the military can directly affect other countries, as well as the opinion held by US citizens of their leaders.  Americans want their President to express strength and leadership to the world and respond aggressively to any threats made against the US.  The President represents the government as a whole and portrays our values and beliefs to other countries through his role as Chief Diplomat.  

Governmental Variable   

The next variable is the governmental system in which the United States operates.  The US is a federal constitutional republic with three branches of government: the Executive, Legislative, and Judicial.  The United Sates is a democracy with open elections for President, and Representatives of the States. A system of Checks and Balances performed by the legislature and judicial branches constrain the power of the executive and prevent any one branch of government from becoming too powerful.  Both the Executive and Legislative branches can produce foreign policy but need to cooperate with each other in order to approve and implement foreign policy decisions.

Systemic Resources
The United States has vast economic resources and ranks first in military spending and gross national product among all other countries.  The US also ranks second in exporting and in the size of its armed forces.  In 2007, the federal budget was 2.8 trillion dollars, of which 439 billion dollars was designated for military spending.  The military budget for the US in 2005 was larger than the next 14 largest military spending countries combined.  Despite the vast amount of natural resources at its disposal, the bulk of US power comes from its technologically sophisticated military, which allows the government to make decisions concerning foreign affairs and to be influential in the international community.  
Idiosyncratic Variable
Expectations and constraints placed on elites in the United States government restrain the personal beliefs of those in authority from significantly influencing foreign policy decisions.  These roles for each official create an environment of predictability and order within the government.  Still, personal backgrounds and differences between American leaders have influenced major world events through their diplomatic relationships with their foreign counterparts.  

Societal Variable

The United States wants to be a model democracy for the world.  The country promotes open elections and individual rights.  We believe in democratic values and promote democracy around the world.  The citizens of the US accept the leadership of government officials and follow the laws set forth by the legislature.  Historically the population has entrusted foreign policy decisions to its democratically elected representatives, and direct public participation does not play a crucial role.
Resources

When looking at the United States’ range of resources that allow the country to conduct its foreign policy, one cannot help but to notice that the country has a vast pool of assets that allow it to fulfill its objectives.  The US has been a world superpower since the end of World War II, and has been the global hegemon following the collapse of the Soviet Union. Although globalization has allowed other countries and regional blocs to catch up economically, the US still leads the world economically and militarily. At the current time—despite looming trade and budget deficits, dependence on foreign resources, and a falling dollar—the United States possesses a vast range of economic and military resources that allow it to pursue various foreign policy objectives.  
Economy


In examining the US economy, it is evident that it retains vast economic resources with which it conducts its foreign policy. Currently, the GDP for the United States is roughly $13.2 trillion while the world’s second largest economy, Japan, has a GDP of approximately $4.3 trillion. To compare the United States’ economic power in a different angle, the only other governmental body with more economic clout is the European Union (at $14.5 trillion), an international institution comprised of twenty-seven states.

Trade

In addition to using GDP as a measure of economic power, it is also important to assess the country’s involvement in international trade. The United States is extensively invested in international trade, consistently importing more goods than any other nation, and is also one of the top exporters. At first glance, the United States involvement in international trade may seem to reduce its leverage in the international community, especially because of its dependency on imports. However, the US uses its status as the world’s top consumer to influence other countries through economic sanctions and trade restrictions, forcing compliance because of the incredible size of the US market.  Overall, while other countries may be catching up to the United States economically, it is still able to conduct its foreign policy relatively freely based on foreign countries’ need for economic relationships with American business and industry.

Military

The United States also uses its position as the world’s leading military power to enforce its foreign policy decisions. Currently, the United States possesses a military that one could even classify as the strongest military the world has ever seen: “The American military is now the strongest the world has ever known, both in absolute terms and relative to other nations; stronger than the Wehrmacht in 1940, stronger than the legions at the height of Roman power. For years to come, no other nation is likely even to try to rival American might.”  In regards to air, land, and sea, the American military has a virtual monopoly on each of these aspects of warfare. While it only ranks 28th in the world in terms of percentage of GDP for military spending (4.06%), its gross military spending is by far the highest in the world at almost five hundred billion dollars.  If any country were to attempt to spend enough money to catch up to American military technology, it is most likely that they would bankrupt themselves in the attempt. However, this military does not allow the United States to do whatever it wants, and likewise does not guarantee an American victory if war does occur.  The current situation in Iraq is all the proof that is needed to illustrate that despite superior technology and forces, a US victory is far from ensured.  The insurgency that the Americans are currently facing is creating domestic and economic problems, and even the American military may be unable to eliminate it by any means short of complete nuclear destruction.  Even though this situation illustrates the difficulty in fighting against non-state actors, it is still safe to say that in terms of state-to-state negotiations or combat, the United States Armed Forces allows it to conduct its foreign policy much more freely than other countries. 

Issues Affecting Policy & Resource Dependency

The United States does face a number of situations that either limit its ability to conduct foreign policy or will potentially do so in the future.  One main issue that hinders the United States’ ability to conduct policy freely, creates tension in the Middle East as well as with other nations, and is the source of much international strife, is its dependency on oil.  Another main issue that is beginning to affect the United States is its rising trade deficit with other countries, which is simultaneously causing an international devaluation of the United States Dollar. From more expensive imports—on which the United States is heavily dependent—to potentially rising interest rates, these situations may cause an economic crisis in the near future. If such a downturn does occur, it could lessen the United States’ economic might in comparison to the rest of the world (Blaine 2).  Oil dependency, trade deficits, and the devaluation of the dollar are just some of the issues that presently limit the United States ability to conduct foreign policy. 

Contemporary Nationalism in the United States


Nationalism plays an important role in modern America.  Though the United States of America is comprised of people from several different ethnicities and of widely varying national origins, its people generally adhere to a shared sense of what it means to be American.  Many Americans feel a strong connection to their country that they manifest through reverence to national symbols such as the flag, the Constitution, the bald eagle, the national anthem, and even Uncle Sam.  Modern displays of nationalism have been especially prominent since September 11, 2001.  Despite the fact that the terrorist attacks mainly impacted only New York City and Washington D.C., Americans across the country shared a sense that the nation and its people as a whole had been victimized.  In the ensuing political climate, President Bush and his government were able to successfully convince the nation to prepare itself for war.  Americans across all economic strata enlisted into the armed forces at higher rates following 9/11, and public displays of the American flag became commonplace.  Thus, despite individual differences between Americans, many if not most citizens of the United States harbor strong feelings in favor of their country, and against those who attempt to harm it.
Historical Background of US Nationalism

Given its hegemonic status in the international arena, the United States feels it has an obligation to lead the world by example.  Perhaps this can be traced to President Reagan’s theory that the United States should serve as a beacon to foreign nations as “a shining house on a hill.”  Through economic prosperity and political engagement, America could serve as the ideal functioning capitalist democracy in stark contrast to the communist nations under Soviet influence.  Tracing American nationalism even further back in history reveals the sense of Manifest Destiny, which was widely held among 19th century Americans.  The idea that God wanted the United States to span across the North American continent influenced millions of Americans to leave their homes behind in search of a better life west of the Mississippi River.


A similar sense has taken hold of American politicians today, in which the United States feels compelled to use its economic and military prowess to ensure the spread of democracy across the globe.  Subscribing to the Theory of Democratic Peace, which supposes that democracies rarely if ever engage with other democracies militarily, the United States believes that it is in its security and economic interests to pursue a foreign policy in which other American-style democracies can thrive.  Thus, the United States has used its military to preemptively remove dictators and regimes from power whom had previously repressed the revolutionary democratic elements of their society.  Additionally, the United States has given vast amounts of foreign aid to fledgling democracies in Africa and Eastern Europe to ensure that these democratic governments are eventually able to succeed. Nationalism in the United States has thus moved beyond American borders in such a way that assumes American ideals are held universally, therefore legitimating American actions abroad.

Preeminent Ideology


A dominant ideology in the current American political system is that of neo-conservatism.  Politicians recognize that the United States currently enjoys a historically unprecedented level of hegemony in the global system, and therefore should use its status to further its goals abroad.  In addition, neo-conservatism ideology postulates that without American leadership, the international community will fall into disorder.  International organizations are therefore insufficient to maintain global security, and America must use its military might to retain and extend its dominant position in the international arena.
International Cooperation - Historical Overview
Throughout its history, the United States of America has widely varied its approach to regional and global organizations.  In the earliest days of the republic, Americans were wary of the “entangling alliances” warned of by President Washington.  After its colonial experience with Great Britain, the newly formed United States had little interest in committing its precious resources abroad.   However, the rising stature of the United States brought on by its industrialization and success in the World Wars brought the nation squarely into the center of the global stage.  After World War II, it was clear that the only nation capable of leading the West into economic and political prosperity was the United States, and thus its involvement and leadership in regional and international organizations became of paramount concern.


While the war still raged on in Europe and Japan, American leaders met with diplomats from the other allied nations to plan the postwar economic and political organizations that would work to prevent such destruction from ever recurring.

Political Organizations
Determined to provide the world with a common place to discuss and solve international problems diplomatically, the United Nations (UN) was formed.  Unlike its failed predecessor the League of Nations, the UN was given real sanctioning powers and even a standing army of peacekeepers.  Crucially, the United States become a functioning member state of the UN, giving the organization an international legitimacy that the League of Nations had lacked.  Today the United States is actively involved in the United Nations, most importantly through the Security Council in which it (along with Britain, France, China, and the Russian Federation) is a permanent member with veto power.  This critical group of nations decides when and where economic sanctions are appropriate, whether peacekeepers are needed in any member state, or whether the UN should sponsor military action in any circumstance.  An argument can be made that its involvement in the Security Council has deprived the United States government of sovereignty and decision-making power.  This may explain why the US has used its Security Council veto power far more than the other nations combined since the fall of the USSR, usually against resolutions censuring or criticizing Israel.  The failure of the Security Council to endorse the Iraq War (2003) has further damaged the Security Council’s reputation from the viewpoint of the United States.

Ambivalence and Traditional Allies
In the modern world, however, the US is more wary of international political organizations than its European and developing world counterparts because of its position in the world.  As the world’s sole remaining superpower, the US is often unwilling to seek permission and sponsorship of the international community for affairs that it is capable of handling unilaterally or with a limited number of traditional allies.  This ambivalence towards international involvement is a relatively new development.  In the immediate aftermath of the end of the Cold War, many foresaw the United States utilizing the international arena as a way to extend its global supremacy multilaterally.  Instead, the United States has lessened its involvement with these often ineffectual organizations that it views as decreasing in international importance in a world with a sole superpower.  The ability for the United States to selectively interact with the international community through multilateral organizations as it sees fit is unique in the current global political setting.

One way in which the United States is able to interact collectively with its traditional allies is through the North Atlantic Treaty Organization.  Created as a Western counterbalance to the Soviet-influenced Warsaw Pact, NATO has seen a dramatic shift in its mission since the fall of the Berlin Wall and the end of the Cold War. Now the United States, through its leadership of NATO, has transformed the organization to promoting peace within the North American and European regions, as well as promoting democracy and crisis management throughout the world.  Currently the US and its NATO allies are involved in conflicts in Afghanistan and Iraq after successfully resolving situations in Bosnia, Kosovo and elsewhere.  In the aftermath of the Cold War, NATO’s membership has grown dramatically to include nations from Central and Eastern Europe, helping to further and aid the United States’ objectives with the combined resources of all NATO members.
Economic Organizations

Economically, the US has been extremely involved on both the regional and global scales.  A major foreign policy goal of the United States since the end of WWII has been economic liberalization and integration of all nations into a single world market.  America has consistently advocated the lowering of tariff barriers and government subsidies at home and abroad to lower consumer prices and spur economic growth worldwide.  On a regional level, this desire for free trade has led to the ratification of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and the passage of various bilateral free trade accords.  Worldwide, the United States was influential in creating the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) and its successor the World Trade Organization (WTO) to further its goal of freer trade, while ensuring cooperation from all trading partners.


The 1990s saw incredible reforms and advances in the world trade system.  At the regional level, President Clinton was able to implement NAFTA creating a free trade area spanning Canada, the United States, and Mexico.  NAFTA has removed almost all trade barriers between the three nations, protects intellectual property rights, as well as creates a convergence of labor standards across the continent.  In stark contrast to other regional agreements like the European Union, however, NAFTA does not create supranational bodies for governance or decision-making.  Each state under NAFTA retains full political sovereignty over its territory, while creating a mutually beneficial free trade area.


Lastly, the United States has been instrumental in the foundation of the World Trade Organization to provide supervision for the liberalization of trade.  The important contribution of the WTO has been its settlement dispute function that has allowed the US and other nations to institute retaliatory tariffs against nations who do not uphold to their agreements to liberalize trade systematically. The United States realized after World War II that the lack of communication between trading partners and the rapidly rising tariffs instituted during the Great Depression had served to worsen the economic crisis and helped launch the world into war.  To prevent this from occurring again, the nations of the world had a vital interest in providing a secure path to free trade, and through US leadership, the WTO was born to fill this role.

