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Intervention to stabilize and reconstruct failed, failing, fragile, and even re-orient hostile countries may not be
avoidable for the U.S. and also for its E.U. partners. But for intervention to be successful it must be undertaken
cautiously, preemptively when possible, and swiftly, with coalitions of willing partners and should focus on rebuilding
the institutions and economies that sustain civil society. Moreover, successful reconstruction after intervention takes
time, resources, and planning in addition to going hand in hand with stabilization. Each endeavor must address the
needs and values of the nation undergoing intervention, stabilization, and reconstruction as well, so that citizens
become willing partners in the process and valuable resources are not squandered. This article focuses largely on
U.S. parameters for intervention and how success may be achievable for all parties involved.

Need for Interventions

To ensure regional wellbeing approximately 2500 years before American, British, Australian, and Polish soldiers
entered Iraq in 2003, the Persian leader Cyrus the Great of biblical renown sent his troops to oust its tyrannical leader
and prevent a country from disintegrating through civil war. That endeavor proved successful, for Cyrus’ forces were
able to quickly “reestablish the seat of government,” prevent “anyone from terrorizing the people,” “restore homes”
and “end the troubles there.”[1] Given the current tensions with Iran, an ancient Persian intervention may not rank
high as a model for western politicians and generals to emulate. But much can be learned from Cyrus’ actions
especially as he even gained praise from the Israelites set free there as a wise and just leader. As Cyrus seems to
have known, destabilizing conditions can lead to the breakdown of entire societies, and so should be prevented,
preferably before they get out of control yet must not be undertaken without as prior planning that is full as possible.
Mission creep is not a workable and successful strategy for engaging in and escalating U.S. and E.U. roles in foreign
interventions. As the West is drawn slowly but surely into greater military confrontation with Mu’ammar Qadhafi’s
intransigent and brutal regime in Tripoli, it is both reasonable and necessary to assess the purposes, strategies, and
goals of intervention, especially by the U.S. which often but not always takes the lead role in those endeavors.[2]

Many of the world’s weakest countries are now in similar plight to that of ancient Babylonia for they “are falling
apart.”[3] Even more troubling, such failed and failing nations are falling into the hands of militias, despots, religious
fanatics, and terrorists.[4] Despite the backlash from incursions into Afghanistan and Iraq initiated by the
administration of American President George W. Bush, current governments in the U.S. and E.U. are finding
international interventions, and the inevitable stability and reconstruction (S&R) that follows, to be unavoidable.[5]
So, intervention is on the upsurge in places like Yemen and Pakistan, as recent WikiLeaks reveal, and now on the
urging of France and Britain in Libya.[6]

Writing about the interconnectedness of people during the political, economic, and social chaos brought on by the
Mongols and their violent partners in Asia and the Middle East during the 13th century another Persian, the poet
Sa’di, commented: “The children of Adam are limbs to each other, having been created of one essence. When
calamitous times afflict one limb, the other limbs cannot remain inactive. You who are not responsive to the
tribulations of others, it is not fitting for you to be called human.”[7] Indeed, destabilizing conditions whether in
Somalia from al-Shabaab Islamists, in Yemen due to al-Qaeda terrorism even prior to the Arab Spring protests
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against its incumbent president, in Iraq owing to Baathists and other militias, or in Afghanistan because of its Taliban
insurgency undermine lawful governance and hinder economic development while generating health, education, and
welfare crises. Equally dangerous is the tendency for problems and violence to be spread first regionally, as from
Afghanistan to Pakistan and from Somalia to Uganda, and then globally by ideologues and terrorists.[8] Like it or not,
conflicts and calamities that appear to usually occur far away and seemingly only to others in Third World countries
do impact everyone and require attention and resolution.[9]

American Policies and Requirements

The parameters of U.S. policy toward international engagements to stabilize and reconstruct failed, failing, and
fragile countries were laid out in National Security Presidential Directive (NSPD)-44 as: “The United States has a
significant stake in enhancing the capacity to assist in stabilizing and reconstructing countries or regions, especially
those at risk of, in, or in transition from conflict or calamity, and to help them establish a sustainable path toward
peaceful societies, democracies, and market economies. The United States should work with other countries and
organizations to anticipate state failure, avoid it whenever possible, and respond quickly and effectively when
necessary and appropriate to promote peace, security, development, democratic practices, market economies, and
the rule of law. Such work should aim to enable governments abroad to exercise sovereignty over their own territories
and to prevent those territories from being used as a base of operations or safe haven for extremists, terrorists,
organized crime groups, or others who pose a threat to U.S. foreign policy, security, or economic interests.”[10] This
policy sets the parameters for intervention, including that the U.S. should not feel constrained to wait until problems
have reached crisis conditions or have globalized. Yet it also makes clear that intervention should occur in
accordance with particular ideals, within specific parameters, and for the purposes of accomplishing very precise
goals.

Essentially then, situations that necessitate intervention are ones which pose “a threat to U.S. foreign policy, security,
or economic interests,” including American citizens and their democratic way of life. Countries with non-state actors,
like Pakistan and its indigenous Taliban, whose fragility disrupts the global order through providing safe haven and
resources for terrorists to attack its own people and the citizens of neighboring countries like Afghanistan and India,
create a major threat to the U.S. Oil is vital to the U.S. and all other nations and therefore ensuring that terrorists in
the Persian Gulf and the Horn of Africa do not disrupt its production and shipment involves pre-empting a major
threat. Libya’s Qadhafi was a tyrant at home, but he was no longer sponsoring terrorism nor developing weapons of
mass destruction. In other words, he was not a threat to the U.S. or its interests including its allies like Britain, France,
and Italy, and so if U.S. policy were to be followed his ouster is best left to Libyans themselves rather than involving
Western militaries.

Additionally, there are two baselines; clear and present danger, and strategic or other compelling national interest,
usually utilized by the U.S. government to determine whether or not a particular issue, organization, or country poses
or will become an intervention-warranting threat. The U.S. Army War College approaches the need for intervention
similarly: “Security of the homeland” including “protection against attack on territory and people … in order to ensure
survival with fundamental values and political systems intact;” “Economic wellbeing” including “attainment of
conditions in the world environment that ensure” national benefit; and “Promotion of the fundamental values of the
nation” such as “democracy and human rights.”[11] The elimination of Osama bin Laden by U.S. Special Forces
within Pakistan falls within the parameters set by those baselines, and had the additional benefit of making America’s
European partners more secure as well.

Many clear and present dangers are easy to identify, like al-Qaeda attacking the U.S. and its allies directly or
Pakistan’s western border serving as a staging ground for globalization of terrorism. Others, like Venezuela’s role in
destabilizing Columbia, are less obvious.[12] Sometimes the long-term strategic or compelling national interest may
not be clear for decades, such as the slow collapse of nations in Sub-Saharan Africa, until the draconian outcomes of
instability begin to impact America’s people and economy.[13] So U.S. administrations could be more pro-active in
applying the relevant criteria to determine both the likelihood of a country falling into chaos, failing, or fragmenting,
and its impact upon American interests and safety. After all, nation rebuilding or even building anew is not
impossible, though but it does involve constant preparation, resource allocation, and careful choices.[14]
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As events in Afghanistan and Iraq have demonstrated, asking these questions prior to U.S. and even E.U.
involvement in the Arab uprisings is essential. So, for instance, is Qadhafi’s Libya a greater danger to the U.S. and its
E.U. partners than Bahrain’s leaders creating long-term problems by repressing the Shi’ite majority of its population
and thereby generating sectarian unrest that could upturn the entire Persian Gulf through which 25 percent of the
world’s crude oil flows? How should the tyrannical response by Libya’s ruling elite be viewed and responded to
differently from the violence unleashed upon citizens in Syria by Bashar al-Assad’s forces, especially when events in
Syria can impact regional stability even more than those in Libya?

Triumphs and Failures

Deciding to intervene is the initial step. If U.S. interventions, even ones undertaken in coalition Britain and France, are
to be successful for all involved, however, recipient countries should be chosen carefully, and each approach to
stabilization, reconstruction, and eventual handover has to be appropriate and thorough.[15] Before the U.S.
intervened in 1989, Panama was a narcokleptocracy headed by Manuel Noriega. After stabilizing that country
politically, however, the U.S. did not engage in socioeconomic reconstruction. So Panama, despite becoming a
democracy, continues to be a fragile state.[16] Likewise, the U.S. did not remain committed to stabilizing Pakistan
and rebuilding Afghanistan after Russian troops were expelled from the latter country in 1989, so militants and
terrorists gained ground there.[17]

The U.S. has considerable experience reconstructing countries, but not always with successful outcomes in recent
years. After hostilities had ended in World War II, the U.S. remained in Germany and Japan for six years more to
successfully ensure those countries had democratically and economically vibrant foundations for the future.[18] Since
that time, the U.S. has not invested similarly adequate personnel and resources into reconstruction of failed, failing,
and fragile nations. So, the U.S. has not met with anywhere near the same degree of accomplishment in its
intervention efforts since the immediate post-World War II period with the exception of South Korea once the Korean
War ended in 1953.[19]

Reconstruction in Germany cost Americans the equivalent of nearly $33 billion and in Japan more than $17 billion to
ensure both countries were transformed into democratically-representative and law-abiding ones who are
responsible partners in domestic and global endeavors in addition to becoming staunch U.S. allies. After the Korean
War and the rise of a successful nation in South Korea, the U.S. essentially engaged, sometimes with partners like
NATO, in small-scale stabilization efforts with swift hand-off from military to civilian activities. The Dominican
Republic witnessed American force presence from 1965-1966, Lebanon in 1982-1983, Grenada in 1983, Panama in
1989, Somalia from 1992-1993, Bosnia-Herzegovina and Somalia in 1993, and Kosovo in 1998-1999.[20]

But U.S. engagement in ensuring that results of intervention lasts through careful reconstruction has been on the
decline as the attention and political will of Americans have turned elsewhere. Americans’ are increasingly unwilling
to stay the course, which can be costly in lives and funds. Bosnia and Kosovo saw U.S. resource commitment
totaling only about $2.5 and $1.3 billion, respectively, during American involvement there; although E.U. resources in
even larger quantities did ensure positive outcomes there. In 2009, the Government of Somalia operated on a
national budget of approximately $11 million, including $6 million earned from the port at Mogadishu and $2.9 million
in foreign aid for governance of which the U.S. contribution was a mere $25,000. At the same time, Somali pirates
took in an estimated $200 million in ransoms payments for maritime vessels, cargo, and crew hijacked in costal and
international waters, using some of that loot to pay al-Shabaab terrorists for training and safety. Humanitarian
assistance to Somalis from the U.S. government during the first seven months of 2010 amounted to $31.14 million,
with overall aid to that country budgeted at a little over $103 million.[21] No wonder, Somalia’s Transitional Federal
Government is unable to maintain law and order or undertake reconstruction, and, tragically, Somali pirates and
terrorists threaten the world’s seaborne trade and the region’s sociopolitical stability.

At the other extreme of current U.S. involvements, much of the approximately $751 billion and $336 billion expended
as of September 2010 in Iraq and Afghanistan respectively has gone toward stabilization rather than reconstruction
(which received only $49 billion and $32 billion respectively).[22] So intervention has not produced enduring changes
in those two countries. More recently, as American involvement in Yemen has grown so have military and civilian aid
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allocations. Yet again, the main focus is becoming counterinsurgency (COIN) rather than stabilization and
reconstruction of Yemen as a whole, as evidenced by USAID expending $30.33 million in 2009 and $55.45 million in
2010 while military assistance exceeded $70 million and $155 million during those two years.[23] There was little if
any planning for the possibility, now a most likely outcome, that the government in Sana’a may prove to be inherently
unstable because it failed to adequately represent the citizens’ wills and desires as events of the Arab Spring
demonstrate. The same has been increasingly the case in Afghanistan too. The price tag, and granted that fiscal
considerations must be only one component of considerations about intervention, for U.S. involvement in the Libyans’
struggle for freedom has already exceeded $550 million. Yet what model of governance could be established in a
post-Qadhafi Libya and who the new leaders would be remains unclear despite the rebels there establishing a
National Transition Council. So, as in Afghanistan and Iraq, ousting the incumbent totalitarian regime may not
produce much good in the long-run either for Libyans or for Europeans and Americans even though Qadhafi’s
departure may very well set the stage for a brighter future if the political transition is managed successfully.[24]

Toward Successful Interventions

As direct intervention expenditures in Afghanistan and Iraq, in addition to indirect aid expenses on the African
continent have demonstrated, however, even very generous fiscal allocations are insufficient by themselves for
ensuring that positive transformations will last.[25] In Iraq, even $24 billion worth of wages, training, and weapons
have not generated indigenous law enforcement and defense units that function effectively.[26] So it is becoming
clear that the degree of intervention needs to be based on an accurate assessment of each host population’s needs
and reactions, like it was in Germany, Japan, and South Korea, including the cultural impacts and consequences.[27]
Nor can involvement only be self-serving. Going in at the last minute with guns blazing often is counterproductive and
costly in lives and funds, for it aggravates fragile conditions and may speed up rather than reverse the disintegration
of civil society so vital for peace and prosperity. U.S. and E.U. involvement in the Libya civil war, but the West’s
hesitancy with regard to even modest pressure on Bahrain and Saudi Arabia plus its absolute fear of Syria falling
apart if the Assad clan were to be ousted, unfortunately comes across to many people in the Middle East and
elsewhere as completely self-serving.

Residents of Pakistan’s militant-plagued Federally Administered Tribal Areas (FATA) are clear they back COIN but
want it spearheaded by their country’s own forces, which hold legitimacy as national institutions, rather than foreign
ones. FATA’s residents also stress that commercial, educational, and health initiatives need reinforcement if
terrorism is to be eradicated. So they seek societal infrastructures that will eliminate the under-privileging conditions
that foster militant ideas and actions.[28] Essentially, for intervention, stabilization, and reconstruction to be
successful and durable, the host nation’s own capacities, not just military ones but, even more important, civilian
ones, must become sustainable after foreign assistance ends. A positive French experience in the Sarobi district of
Afghanistan, where the focus is on building up local societal capabilities, underscores this point.[29]

Other recent foreign involvements also demonstrate the need for holistic undertakings. Yemenis desperately need
small business opportunities, basic education, and primary healthcare. Even subsistence-level nutrition and safe
drinking (portable) water are luxuries there. Urgent requests for economic reconstruction from the Yemeni
government, which is in a deadly competition with al-Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula to rebuild social institutions and
thus thwart the establishment of a jihadist state, have not been heeded adequately and when coupled with internal
repression and corruption led to the unrest there which is likely to result in the overthrow of an American ally.[30]
Likewise, years of American aid to the Mubarak regime in Egypt did little to alleviate the plight of the middle and poor
classes, brought almost no political reforms, and never addressed fundamental rights of Egypt’s citizens, and so U.S.
economic intervention there failed.

Among Somalis, in addition to problems akin to those in Yemeni society, peaceful sustainable livelihoods are rare
and so employment by Islamist militias and pirate gangs often is an unavoidable aspect of survival.[31] Yet, like in
Pakistan and Afghanistan, direct and indirect expenditures by the U.S. and E.U. on COIN and other military
endeavors far outpace resources provided for societal reconstruction in those collapsing nations, because the West’s
actions are largely geared to the immediate threat of violence rather than to alleviating the issues that fuel militancy,
terrorism, and piracy.[32] It also is insufficient merely to acknowledge that stability and reconstruction are not
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mutually exclusive. Both are equally necessary and must be fully-integrated and well-funded for interventions to
work.[33]

The root causes of and support for militancy, insurgency, and terrorism lie at local levels of villages, towns, and cities
where lack of education, economic opportunities, healthcare, law enforcement, and government agencies facilitate
the spread of indoctrination, illicit livelihoods, misery, violence, and separatism. Successful interventions, like ones
which have stalled or have failed, demonstrate that focusing resources on at least mitigating and at most eradicating
those basic problems make fundamentally positive contributions toward COIN and S&R.[34]

So, in its foreign interventions, the U.S. in conjunction with its E.U. partners must concentrate on catalyzing local
conditions for educated, employed, healthy, law-abiding populations will be administered by representative and
legitimate governments who are responsive to citizens’ needs and are responsible partners in regional and global
endeavors. Endeavors should not concentrate on eradicating only a few symptoms, such as terrorism and piracy, of
the underlying problems so that American and European interests are protected for the short-term. The U.S. must
take a whole of government approach to ensure overall institutional, societal, and national functionality so that
everyone’s legitimate needs are ensured over the long-term.[35] Indeed, America’s constant ally Britain will be
refocusing £7 billion ($11.1 billion) to stabilize and reconstruct “fragile and conflict-ridden countries” which “represent
a real and present danger, a danger that cannot be dealt with exclusively by staying at home.”[36] Likewise, neither
action conducted from afar or hurriedly on the ground is likely to produce benefits for Americans, Europeans, or those
communities needing assistance. Rebuilding nations requires patience too, as time is need to carefully create the
political, social, and economic conditions under which a society can flourish again.[37] Moreover, as in the case of
the recent British decision, U.S. and other Western administrations should realize that even relatively modest sums of
money expended early on, before a nation, society, or region has fragmented completely, can bring about
exponentially beneficial transformations and even stave off military interventions.[38]

Conclusions

Foreign nation rebuilding and building will continue to be an inescapable reality and a constant challenge to the U.S.
and its E.U. partners, just as it has been for other superpowers over the centuries including the Persian or
Achaemenid Empire. Those needs are not merely ideological experiments but necessary engagements for global
wellbeing.[39] The problems generated by failing nations may not be completely stoppable.[40] Yet outcomes can be
shaped favorably without letting new troubles compound old ones, as Cyrus demonstrated so long ago, through
timely intercessions utilizing appropriate assessments, approaches, resources, institutions, and partnerships.[41]

As the U.S and other Western nations face change, instability, and possible state failures in multiple countries of the
Arab Middle East and Sub-Saharan Africa, they would do well to exercise both caution and decisiveness while
balancing their own needs with those of the nations’ in which it chooses to intervene. American intervention in
particular would benefit as well, during both planning and implementation, from more integrated partnerships with
E.U. nations, especially Britain and France, whose governments have much longer and deeper connections to the
regions where stabilization is most necessary.

 

Carol E. B. Choksy is adjunct lecturer in Strategic Intelligence and Information Management at Indiana University.
She also is CEO of IRAD Strategic Consulting, Inc. She has served as the president of ARMA International. She
earned her BA, MA, and PhD from the University of Chicago. She is the author of two books on information
science.

 

Jamsheed K. Choksy is professor of Central Eurasian, Indian, International, Iranian, and Islamic Studies,
professor of History, adjunct professor of Religious Studies, and former director of the Middle Eastern Studies
Program at Indiana University. He also is a member of the National Council on the Humanities at the U.S. National

E-International Relations ISSN 2053-8626 Page 5/10



American Intervention in Failing Countries is Neccessary
Written by Carol E. B. Choksy and Jamsheed K. Choksy

Endowment for the Humanities. He earned his BA from Columbia University and his PhD from Harvard University.
He is the author of three books about the Middle East. 

 

The views expressed are their own. Research for this article was supported by the Indiana Complex Operations
Partnership (InCOP) through Indiana University, Bloomington.

 

 

[1]. James B. Pritchard, ed., Ancient Near Eastern Texts Relating to the Old Testament , 3rd ed. (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1969, reprinted 1992), pp. 315-316. For an on-line translation see Irving Finkel, “Translation of the
Text of the Cyrus Cylinder,” British Museum, 2010,
http://www.britishmuseum.org/explore/highlights/article_index/c/cyrus_cylinder_-_translation.aspx.

[2]. Stevenson, “AFRICOM’s Libyan Expedition: How War Will Change the Command’s Role on the Continent,”
Foreign Affairs (May 9, 2011), http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/67844/jonathan-stevenson/africoms-libyan-
expedition.

[3]. Paul Collier, The Bottom Billion: Why the Poorest Countries are Failing and What Can Be Done About It
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007), p. 3, http://books.google.com/books?id=xyKIteKMNXUC&printsec=frontcov
er&dq=paul+collier+bottom+billion&hl=en&src=bmrr&ei=ClfcTPjeFtvtnQfCzeAW&sa=X&oi=book_result&ct=result&r
esnum=1&ved=0CCgQ6AEwAA#v=onepage&q&f=false.

[4]. For example consult Tiffiany Howard, “Failed States and the Spread of Terrorism in Sub-Saharan Africa,”
Studies in Conflict and Terrorism , vol. 33 (2010), pp. 960-988, and “Revisiting State Failure: Developing a Causal
Model of State Failure Based upon Theoretical Insight,” Civil Wars, vol. 10, pt. 2 (2008), pp. 125-146.

[5]. Tim Reid and Michael Evans, “Obama Secretly Deploys US Special Forces to 75 Countries across the World,”
Times of London, June 5, 2010, http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/world/us_and_americas/article7144445.ece.

[6]. See William Pfaff, “Manufacturing Insecurity: How Militarism Endangers America,” Foreign Affairs, November-
December 2010, http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/66869/william-pfaff/manufacturing-insecurity. Also consult
Frank Langfitt, “Building an Army in Somalia, Teaching It to Fight,” NPR, October 5, 2010,
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=130326384; Adam Entous and Siobhan Gorman, “U.S.
Weighs Expanded Strikes in Yemen,” Wall Street Journal, August 25, 2010, http://online.wsj.com/article/SB1000142
4052748704125604575450162714867720.html?mod=rss_middle_east_news&utm_source=twitterfeed&utm_medi
um=twitter; and Jeremy Scahill, “The Secret US War in Pakistan,” The Nation, December 7, 2009,
http://www.thenation.com/article/secret-us-war-pakistan. On the WikiLeaks data see Elizabeth Dickinson,
“WikiFailed States,” Foreign Policy, December 14, 2010,
http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/12/13/wikifailed.

[7]. William M. Thackston, ed., The Gulistan of Sa’di (Washington, DC: IBEX, 2008), chap. 1, verse 10. President
Barack Obama cited the first line in his Nav Roz or New Year’s address to the Iranian people in March 2009, on
which see Jamsheed K. Choksy, “Engage Iran’s Citizens, Isolate Its Government,” Huffington Post, July 9, 2009,
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/jamsheed-k-choksy/engage-irans-citizens-iso_b_229159.html.

[8]. On the spread of fighters and ideologies from one region to another see Foreign Policy Research Institute, “The
Foreign Fighter Problem,” FPRI, July 14-15, 2009, http://www.fpri.org/research/nationalsecurity/foreignfighters/ and
“The Foreign Fighter Problem: Recent Trends and Case Studies, FPRI, September 27-28, 2010,
http://www.fpri.org/research/nationalsecurity/foreignfighters1009/; David Shinn, “Al-Shabaab Tries to Take Control in

E-International Relations ISSN 2053-8626 Page 6/10



American Intervention in Failing Countries is Neccessary
Written by Carol E. B. Choksy and Jamsheed K. Choksy

Somalia,” Foreign Policy Research Institute E-Notes , November 2010,
http://www.fpri.org/enotes/201011.shinn.somalia.html; Richard Spencer, “Terrorists Posing as Refugees in Yemen,”
Telegraph, November 21, 2010, http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/middleeast/yemen/8149993/Terrorists-
posing-as-refugees-in-Yemen.html; and Ahmed Rashid, “Tajikistan: The Next Jihadi Stronghold?”New York Review
of Books, November 29, 2010, http://www.nybooks.com/blogs/nyrblog/2010/nov/29/tajikistan-next-jihadi-stronghold/.
On the globalization of these problems consider not only the attacks in New York, Madrid, London, and Mumbai, but
also al-Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula’s (AQAP) attempts to bomb aircraft and institutions in the U.S., on which also
see Laura Rozen, “Intercepted Packages Addressed to Chicago Jewish Institution,” Politico, October 29, 2010, http:
//www.politico.com/blogs/laurarozen/1010/AP_Intercepted_explosive_package_addressed_to_Chicago_Jewish_ins
titution.html?showall#. More broadly on the issue of globalizing terrorism consult Daniel Byman, “Al Qaeda’s M&A
Strategy: Is Franchising a Successful Way to Build a Global Terror Network?” Foreign Policy, December 7, 2010,
http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/12/07/al_qaedas_m_and_a_strategy.

[9]. So it’s not just the “White Man’s Burden,” as infamously, arrogantly, and prejudicially claimed in the late 19th

century poem by Rudyard Kipling, http://www.online-literature.com/keats/922/, and appropriately critiqued as poorly
conceived, inadequately planned, and therefore often counterproductive by William Easterly,The White Man’s
Burden: Why the West’s Efforts to Aid the Rest Have Done So Much Ill and So Little Good (New York: Penguin,
2006), http://books.google.com/books?id=5Iw5IZCTh-kC&printsec=frontcover&dq=the+white+man’s+burden&sour
ce=bl&ots=7mXKUT6Xof&sig=thJtkqFsEQt5voXr1HFvW7S-hZM&hl=en&ei=UhToTKWBHYWlnged2pzyDA&sa=X
&oi=book_result&ct=result&resnum=7&ved=0CEoQ6AEwBg#v=onepage&q&f=false.

[10]. U.S. Government, “NSPDs, National Security Presidential Directives,” Federation of American Scientists ,
December 7, 2005, http://www.fas.org/irp/offdocs/nspd/nspd-44.html.

[11]. J. Boone Bartholomees, U.S. Army War College Guide to National Security Issues, Vol. II: National Security
Policy and Strategy, 3rd ed. (Carlisle, Pennsylvania: U.S. Army War College, 2008), p. 278,
http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/Pubs/display.cfm?pubID=871.

[12]. Committee on Foreign Relations, “Playing with Fire: Columbia, Ecuador, and Venezuela,” U.S. Senate
(Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office, 2008), http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-
bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=110_cong_senate_committee_prints&docid=f:41928.pdf. Whether a recent commitment to
good relations will translate into action remains to be seen, on which consult Anastasia Moloney, “Columbia,
Venezuela Solidify Improved Ties,” World Politics Review, November 5, 2010,
http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/6948/colombia-venezuela-solidify-improved-ties.

[13]. Judah Grunstein, “U.S. after Iraq: Africa as Strategic Priority,” World Politics Review, September 10, 2010,
http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/trend-lines/6372/u-s-after-iraq-africa-as-strategic-priority; and also reports at
http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/6896/special-report-africa, November 1, 2010.

[14]. Paul Miller, “If Afghanistan’s Failing Does that Mean Nation Building is Impossible? No,” Foreign Policy,
September 29, 2010,
http://shadow.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2010/09/29/afghanistan_doesnt_mean_nation_building_is_impossible.

[15]. James M. Dorsey, “U.S. Counterterrorism Strategy Boomerangs in Yemen, Somalia,” World Politics Review,
October 26, 2010, http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/6826/u-s-counterterrorism-strategy-boomerangs-in-
yemen-somalia.

[16]. “The Failed States Index 2010,” Foreign Policy, June 21, 2010,
http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/06/21/2010_failed_states_index_interactive_map_and_rankings.

[17]. Ryan Crocker, “Pakistan Is Not America’s Enemy,” Wall Street Journal, October 12, 2010,
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748703358504575544092642205742.html.

E-International Relations ISSN 2053-8626 Page 7/10



American Intervention in Failing Countries is Neccessary
Written by Carol E. B. Choksy and Jamsheed K. Choksy

[18]. John W. Dower, Embracing Defeat: Japan in the Wake of World War II (New York: W. W. Norton, 1999), p. 23,
http://books.google.com/books?id=hae0dC_NaiUC&printsec=frontcover&dq=dower+john+embracing+defeat&hl=en
&src=bmrr&ei=ZG_TTMPwIomZnAePp_mVBg&sa=X&oi=book_result&ct=book-preview-
link&resnum=1&ved=0CDwQuwUwAA#v=onepage&q&f=false.

[19]. Special Inspector General, “Applying Iraq’s Hard Lessons to the Reform of Stabilization and Reconstruction
Operations,” Special Inspector General for Iraq Reconstruction , February 22, 2010,
http://www.sigir.mil/files/USOCO/ApplyingHardLessons.pdf#view=fit.

[20]. Ellen C. Collier, “Instances of Use of United States Forces Abroad, 1798-1993,” Naval Historical Center,
October 7, 1993, http://www.history.navy.mil/wars/foabroad.htm.

[21]. Elizabeth Dickinson, “What It Costs to Run Somalia,” Foreign Policy, August 26, 2010,
http://blog.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2010/08/26/1000_to_be_central_banker_of_somalia; Douglas A. McIntyre,
“Somali Pirates are Getting Rich: A Look at the Profit Margins,” 24/7 Wall St., April 14, 2009,
http://247wallst.com/2009/04/14/somali-pirates-are-getting-rich-a-look-at-the-profit-margins/; USAID, “Somalia,”
USAID, July 22, 2010, http://www.usaid.gov/locations/sub-saharan_africa/somalia/; and USAID, “Congressional
Budget Justification, Foreign Assistance, Summary Tables,” USAID, 2010,
http://www.usaid.gov/policy/budget/cbj2010/2010_CBJ_Summary_Tables.pdf.

[22]. Special Inspector General, “Applying Iraq’s Hard Lessons;” and Amy Belasco, “The Cost of Iraq, Afghanistan,
and Other Global War on Terror Operations Since 9/11,” Congressional Research Service, September 2, 2010,
http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/natsec/RL33110.pdf.

[23]. USAID, “Congressional Budget Justification, Foreign Assistance, Summary Tables,” USAID, 2010,
http://www.usaid.gov/policy/budget/cbj2010/2010_CBJ_Summary_Tables.pdf; Adam Entous, Julian E. Barnes, and
Margaret Coker, “U.S. Pursues Wider Role in Yemen,” Wall Street Journal November 16, 2010, http://online.wsj.com
/article_email/SB10001424052748704658204575610623765564574-lMyQjAxMTAwMDEwNjExNDYyWj.html; and
Marisa L. Porges, “Saving Yemen: Is Counterterrorism Enough?” Foreign Affairs, November 16, 2010,
http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/67008/marisa-l-porges/saving-yemen. Overall U.S. assistance to Yemen in
2010 was approximately $300 million of which $130 million focused on non-military endeavors, on which see Laura
Rosen, “Clinton in Yemen: Relationship Not Just About Fighting Terror,” Politico, January 11, 2011, http://www.politi
co.com/blogs/laurarozen/0111/Clinton_in_Yemen_Relationship_not_just_about_fighting_terror.html?showall.

[24]. Jared A. Favole, “U.S. says Libya Costs at $550 Million,” Wall Street Journal March 29, 2011,
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704471904576230730743552642.html; Jamsheed K. Choksy and
Carol E. B. Choksy, “Libya’s Rebel Leaders and Western Assistance,” Small Wars Journal, March 27, 2010,
http://smallwarsjournal.com/blog/journal/docs-temp/717-chosky2.pdf.

[25]. On the failure of over $300 billion in Western aid to fundamentally transform African nations see further Ashraf
Ghani and Clare Lockhart, Fixing Failed States: A Framework for Rebuilding a Fractured World (New York: Oxford
University Press, 2008), p. 22, http://books.google.com/books?id=lGCqjHWhNq4C&printsec=frontcover&dq=ghani+
fixing+failed+states&hl=en&ei=gavyTJzHCoWjnQf4vdG0Cg&sa=X&oi=book_result&ct=result&resnum=1&ved=0C
CMQ6AEwAA#v=onepage&q&f=false. On a similar debacle in Pakistan in the wake of widespread flooding and
humanitarian disasters see Alejandro Q. Flores and Alastair Smith, “Pakistan’s Flood of Cash,” Foreign Affairs,
November 28, 2010, http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/67017/alejandro-quiroz-flores-and-alastair-
smith/pakistans-flood-of-cash.

[26]. Inspector General, “Special Plans and Operations: Assessment of U.S. Government Efforts to Develop the
Logistics Sustainment Capability of the Iraq Security Forces, Report No. SPO-2011-001,” Department of Defense,
November 17, 2010, http://www.dodig.mil/SPO/Reports/ISF10Nov10.pdf.

[27]. Peter R. Mansoor, “The Softer Side of War: Exploring the Influence of Culture on Military Doctrine,”Foreign

E-International Relations ISSN 2053-8626 Page 8/10



American Intervention in Failing Countries is Neccessary
Written by Carol E. B. Choksy and Jamsheed K. Choksy

Affairs, January-February 2011, http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/67051/peter-r-mansoor/the-softer-side-of-war.

[28]. Peter Bergen and Patrick Doherty, “Public Opinion in Pakistan’s Tribal Regions,” New America Foundation,
September 28, 2010,
http://counterterrorism.newamerica.net/publications/policy/public_opinion_in_pakistan_s_tribal_regions.

[29]. Alissa J. Rubin, “French General Mixes Formula for a Bit of Afghan Calm,” New York Times, October 13, 2010,
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/10/14/world/asia/14general.html?_r=1.

[30]. http://www.undp.org.ye/. See also Sarah Phillips, “Yemen Asks for Aid to Ward Off al-Qaida,” The Australian,
March 16, 2010, http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/opinion/yemen-asks-for-aid-to-ward-off-al-qaida/story-
e6frg6zo-1225841072141. 

[31]. http://www.so.undp.org/. See also Jamsheed K. Choksy and Carol E. B. Choksy, “Sanctions, Pirates, and
Decline of U.S. Influence,” Real Clear World, April 9, 2010, http://www.realclearworld.com/articles/2010/04/09/iran_
sanctions_somali_pirates_and_the_limits_of_us_authority__98910.html.

[32]. See also Brian Finlay and Johan Bergenas, “The West Must Expend Resources Wisely in Yemen,”World
Politics Review, October 12, 2010, http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/6671/the-west-must-expend-
resources-wisely-in-yemen.

[33]. Brain Finlay, Johan Bergenas, and Veronica Tessler, “Beyond Boundaries in the Middle East: Leveraging
Nonproliferation Assistance to Address Security/Development Needs with Resolution 1540,” Stimson Center and
Stanley Foundation, October 12, 2010, http://www.stimson.org/images/uploads/research-pdfs/MErpt910.pdf.

[34]. As noted recently for Afghanistan by Seth G. Jones, “It Takes the Villages: Bringing Change from Below in
Afghanistan,” Foreign Affairs, May-June 2010, http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/66350/seth-g-jones/it-takes-the-
villages, and Greg Mills and David Richards, “The Binds That Tie Us: Overcoming Obstacles to Peace in
Afghanistan,” Foreign Affairs, November 24, 2010, http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/67015/greg-mills-and-
david-richards/the-binds-that-tie-us?page=show. See also the broader analysis by Christopher J. Coyne,After War:
The Political Economy of Exporting Democracy (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2008), especially pp. 9-10,
22-28, 37-41, 121-130; and Robert Higgs, “An Economic Analysis of National Reconstruction at Gunpoint,”The
Review of Austrian Economics, vol. 28, pt. 4 (2008), pp. 341-347.

[35]. Carol E. B. Choksy, Jamsheed K. Choksy, Jonathan A. Plucker, and Eric D. R. Arnold, “How to Successfully
Rebuild Nations,” Forbes, August 31, 2010, http://www.forbes.com/2010/08/31/foreign-aid-infrastructure-
international-relations-opinions-contributors-jamsheed-choksy.html.

[36]. Paul Redfern, “UK to Redirect $11b Aid Kitty to Conflict States,” The East African, October 11, 2010, http://ww
w.theeastafrican.co.ke/news/UK%20to%20redirect%20$11b%20aid%20kitty%20to%20conflict%20states/-/2558/10
29710/-/bkfmp3z/-/index.html.

[37]. Paul D. Miller, “Finish the Job: How the War in Afghanistan Can Be Won,” Foreign Affairs, January-February
2011, http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/67028/paul-d-miller/finish-the-job.

[38]. Collier, The Bottom Billion, pp. 60, 114-116, 179. On this issue also see the review by Nicholas Kristof in
Foreign Affairs, November 1, 2010, http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/66842/nicholas-kristof/nicholas-kristof.

[39]. Contra Andrew Potter, “A U.S. Neo-Con Fantasy Gone Very Wrong,” Macleans (January 1, 2011),
http://www2.macleans.ca/2011/02/01/a-u-s-neo-con-fantasy-gone-very-wrong/.

[40]. Thomas P. M. Barnett, “The New Rules: Building Real States to Empower the Bottom Billion,”World Politics
Review, October 4, 2010, http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/6579/the-new-rules-building-real-states-to-

E-International Relations ISSN 2053-8626 Page 9/10



American Intervention in Failing Countries is Neccessary
Written by Carol E. B. Choksy and Jamsheed K. Choksy

empower-the-bottom-billion; Ghani and Lockhart, Fixing Failed States, p. 33.

[41]. Carol E. B. Choksy and Jamsheed K. Choksy, “Stabilization and Reconstruction of Nations: Where, When, and
Why Should the U.S. Intervene?” Small Wars Journal, October 31, 2010,
http://smallwarsjournal.com/blog/journal/docs-temp/589-choksy.pdf. See also Paul Miller, “Bush on Nation Building
and Afghanistan,” Foreign Policy, November 17, 2010,
http://shadow.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2010/11/17/bush_on_nation_building_and_afghanistan_0.

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

E-International Relations ISSN 2053-8626 Page 10/10

http://www.tcpdf.org

