US ENERGY POLICY: A DISTORTING FACTOR
FOR US STABILITY DOMESTICALLY AND INTERNATIONALLY
Maj Robert McDonald

JCSP 44

PCEMI 44

Exercise Solo Flight

Exercice Solo Flight

Disclaimer

Avertissement

Opinions expressed remain those of the author and
do not represent Department of National Defence or
Canadian Forces policy. This paper may not be used
without written permission.

Les opinons exprimées n’engagent que leurs auteurs
et ne reflètent aucunement des politiques du
Ministère de la Défense nationale ou des Forces
canadiennes. Ce papier ne peut être reproduit sans
autorisation écrite.

© Her Majesty the Queen in Right of Canada, as
represented by the Minister of National Defence, 2018.

© Sa Majesté la Reine du Chef du Canada, représentée par
le ministre de la Défense nationale, 2018.

CANADIAN FORCES COLLEGE – COLLÈGE DES FORCES CANADIENNES
JCSP 44 – PCEMI 44
2017 – 2018
EXERCISE SOLO FLIGHT – EXERCICE SOLO FLIGHT

US ENERGY POLICY: A DISTORTING FACTOR
FOR US STABILITY DOMESTICALLY AND INTERNATIONALLY
Maj Robert McDonald
“This paper was written by a student
attending the Canadian Forces College
in fulfilment of one of the requirements
of the Course of Studies. The paper is a
scholastic document, and thus contains
facts and opinions, which the author
alone considered appropriate and
correct for the subject. It does not
necessarily reflect the policy or the
opinion of any agency, including the
Government of Canada and the
Canadian Department of National
Defence.
This paper may not be
released, quoted or copied, except with
the express permission of the Canadian
Department of National Defence.”

“La présente étude a été rédigée par un
stagiaire du Collège des Forces
canadiennes pour satisfaire à l'une des
exigences du cours. L'étude est un
document qui se rapporte au cours et
contient donc des faits et des opinions
que seul l'auteur considère appropriés et
convenables au sujet. Elle ne reflète pas
nécessairement la politique ou l'opinion
d'un organisme quelconque, y compris le
gouvernement du Canada et le ministère
de la Défense nationale du Canada. Il est
défendu de diffuser, de citer ou de
reproduire cette étude sans la permission
expresse du ministère de la Défense
nationale.”

Word Count: 4859

Compte de mots: 4859

1

US ENERGY POLICY: A DISTORTING FACTOR
FOR US STABILITY DOMESTICALLY AND INTERNATIONALLY

Petroleum has been a critical resource that has been the focus of many decisions made by
states concerning national economy and security. Some states, such as those from the consortium
of the Organization of the Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC) including Saudi Arabia, and
Venezuela as well as non OPEC members such as Canada have an abundant oil supply.1 Most
other states, with little or no petroleum producing or refining capabilities, must develop
mechanisms to control petroleum use and match national consumption with a viable and
consistent supply. Often, petroleum is sourced from outside of states from such places as
Canada, and the Middle East including such countries as Saudi Arabia, and Kuwait.2 Interest in
the Middle East by western states has long been concentrated on leveraging power from a few
select Middle Eastern states such as Israel, and Saudi Arabia, but has not historically included
proximal states that do not hold desired Western resources including petroleum. Western apathy,
mainly the United States (US) towards other states has mainly been motivated by the desire for
petroleum resources. This has been created through long-term impacts of short-sighted foreign
policies as well as US domestic constancy in response to its energy policies has created
significant issues for the US in its international relationships.
US interests in the Middle East are multi-layered and include energy, influence and
security. Energy interest has long been shaped by US energy policy due to the direct links
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between US petroleum requirements and reliable access to them. Energy, along with other
critical resources such as water and agriculture, has and will continue to be a fundamental focal
point for US foreign policy. The importance of energy resources has also had significant impact
on the US and its level of external relevance. In 2004, Joseph Nye highlighted the importance of
both hard and soft power, US foreign policy and the ability to remain a powerful state in the
international arena; this influence can be directly linked to the control of vital interests.3 For
example, during the Iranian oil crisis of the 1950s, US access to oil was threatened, thereby
prompting the US to become highly interested in the region. (insert citation) After all, a lack of a
reliable oil supply would have serious consequences on the US’s ability to project power around
the world. (insert another citation) The US’s oil dependency drives, in no small part, its foreign
policy.4
This paper will examine how US energy policy has become a distorting and destabilizing
factor for access to oil both domestically and internationally. Arguments will focus on two
factors including: 1) an examination of US energy policy, the main actors who are involved in its
development and employment, and the problems associated with it; 2) an examination of how
US energy policies impacted strategic military decisions during the First Gulf War and how
those decisions resulted in both regional instability and, consequently, uncertain US access to oil.
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US ENERGY POLICY DEVELOPMENT, EMPLOYMENT, AND RISKS
Western interest in petroleum, particularly in the Middle East, continues to be argued by
both scholars and policy-makers. How will the US acquire and control oil? Many, such as R. C.
Eze, argue that Western interest in the Middle East region is motivated by hegemonic resource
power interest 5. Specifically, US ‘National Interest’, which in the case of the oil-rich Middles
Eastern region, is ensuring steady access to her greatly required Oil (Petroleum) at favourable
price.6 Some authors, such as Shibley Telhami, argue that China “requires” a presence in the
Middle East region. 7 Telhami et al. stat, “from the Chinese perspective, the Middle East is not
just where over 60 percent of the world's oil and 40 percent of its natural gas reserves are found.
It is also the strategic point where Asia, Africa and Europe converge.”8 Telhami further states
that “China is the fastest growing market for the region's oil and gas as well as energy-intensive
industries like cement, steel, fertilizer and other petrochemicals.”9 Telhami further explains that
the US has built a foreign policy shaped around its energy policies to counter Chinese and
Russian influence in the region.10 This would minimize Chinese and Russian influence to the
region and permit the US to have more power in the region and positively influence the access to
petroleum.
To understand how important consistent access to petroleum is for the US, examination
must be conducted regarding how petroleum is integrated into the US economy and security. In
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R. C. Eze, Phd, " Oil as the Fundamental Determinant of United Sates Foreign Policy Towards the Middle
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2007 US daily oil consumption was 9.7 million barrels.11 Further, as noted by Sebastian
Herbstreuth, “In 2012, President Obama claimed credit for taking the country’s import
dependency below 50 per cent of total domestic petroleum consumption for the first time since
the 1990s.”12 Although one can herald this as an achievement on lessening the US oil imbalance,
it also highlighted the degree of US dependency on access to nondomestic or foreign petroleum.
According to the Oil Daily, in 2008 Canada exported “just over 2 million barrels per day of
crude to the US in October, two years after it hit that level for the first time, data from the Energy
Information Administration (EIA).”13 However, although US oil consumption changes, the fact
remains that US oil consumption has exceeded domestic production and thus the US needs to
address the delta by either increasing domestic petroleum production, reducing consumption or
increasing foreign oil imports.
Since the turn of the twentieth century, the US has been interested in Middle Eastern oil.
This interest dates back to the 1920s when two US oil companies (Standard Oil of California and
Texao) won concessions for oil prospecting in Saudi Arabia.14 US involvement on oil resources
from the region created an environment in which the US has become a major power player in the
region. As well, Shampa Biswas detailed that since the end of the First World War the US has
emerged as a world power and to support that title, from a US perspective continued US
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influence has been needed both domestically and internationally to ensure continued access to
petroleum.15
Modern US energy policy was created in reaction to oil supply problems created in the
1970s by those in the Middle East.”16 Noel adds, “the United States has responded to the risk to
oil shortages with two different policy measures, both decided at the end of the 1970s and
implemented aggressively in the 1980s and 1990s.”17 Although an attempt was made to stabilize
US access to petroleum and how it was used domestically through US energy acts and policies,
US foreign policies were focused on the short-term and primarily concentrated on benefits to the
US. Contrarily, to promote sustainable long-term access to petroleum resources worldwide, the
US should have created a holistic plan to integrate US state survival and stability with interstate
cooperation that promotes mutual benefits to states with other countries thus creating long-term
cooperation built on shared interests and goals.
With a view to long-term survival based on the continual demand on natural resources,
namely oil, the US has created energy polices to meet the demands of the state both domestically
and externally. To properly create and manage effective policies these need to be generated
through official legislation. Energy policies are created as national strategy that include
individual states’ interests and policies within the large US state legislative framework. Some
individual states within the US produce oil and studies by Chandler in 2009 and Vasi in 2006
have shown that those states are likely to be less concerned about creating renewable energy
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policies.18 This observation is further corroborated by the observation by Daley and Garand in
2005 and Vachon and Menz in 2006, each of whom claiming that states that are more affluent
are more likely to create and enforce energy and environmental policies.19 This internal state
struggle with energy policy is also reflected at the US national level specifically with the passing
of the US Energy Act in 1992.20 Prior to 1992 individual states were permitted to create their
own energy policies but in an attempt to harmonize states in a common national policy the “1992
Energy Policy Act” and standard 90.1 were created.21 These were intended to create an effective
national policy focusing on the primacy that “economics would be used to establish the
[Standard] criteria.”22 The question that will be looked at later is whether or not this attempt to
nationally regulate an energy policy has helped to increase the short and long-term energy
policies to the benefit of the US, its internal states and to the regions around the world impacted
by the US Energy policy.
Dependence on natural resources by the US since the early 19th century has included
reliance on wood, coal, natural gas, petroleum and others.23 British Thermal Units (BTU)
consumption of wood peaked in 1860 at about 3 quadrillion BTU, coal has ranged between 15
and 23 quadrillion BTU between 1925 and 2000, natural gas in 2000 was similar to coal at about
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23 quadrillion BTU, and petroleum in 2009 was about 40 quadrillion BTU.24 The West, a large
section of the globe that generally includes the US, Canada and Europe, encapsulates a
population of 1 billion people or 14.6 percent of the world population.25 In contrast, although the
US is approximately five percent of the global population, it consumes approximately a quarter
of the world petroleum.26
Since 1944 and the signing of the Anglo-American pact with the Middle East, oil was the
main motivator for US interest in the region.27 Consistent access to relatively cheap petroleum
created a high degree of interest in the region by the US due to a desire to keep the petroleum
available as the US was expanding its global influence. US reliance on oil has created energy
polices to ensure the short and long-term survival and viability of its access to energy resources
and thus has become of major importance to the survival of the state. The larger analysis focuses
on balancing how states continue to operate and support transportation. The governance of the
US has determined that oil supply is of paramount importance and everything and everyone
outside of the US may be impacted in the quest for oil. As will be examined later in this paper,
the US dependence on foreign oil has not always been mutually befitting to all countries, such as
some in the Middle East.
US Middle East involvement was based on a desire to stabilize US interests in the region
that would focus on the survival of US “economics, politics [and] security.”28 Ultimately the
involvement of the US in Israel in 1973 would create long term issues for the US. In October
24
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1973 a group of Arab states went to war against Israel due to the land seized by Israel in the 1967
during the Six Days War.29 It was during Yom Kippur that the attack on Israel occurred.30 The
attack was repelled by Israel however this showed that there were possible risks for Israel in the
future. 31 The US did not want to lose such an important ally and, on 13 October 1973, started
shipping weapons and materials to Israel.32 Although the provision of weapons and material
support by the US enabled Israel’s survival, the overall result from US involvement in the region
came in the form of the oil embargo that severely impacted the US economy. This demonstrated
the direct link between a short-term focus by the US having a causal long-term negative impact
to both the Middle Eats region and the US economy.
The purpose for the 1977 Department of Energy Organization Act was to “provide for a
mechanism through which a coordinated national energy policy can be formulated and
implemented to deal with the short-, mid- and long-term energy problems of the nation.”33 The
US National Energy Act was written in 1978 in response to the issues facing the US in 1973.
This was following the oil embargo against the US by OPEC from the Middle East.34 The
concern was that in 1977 oil imports were more than 50 percent of US oil consumption and the
concern was that the “US energy situation had grown to crisis proportions.”35 Further, the oil
consumption delta was deeply concerning to the US thus the Ad Hoc Committee on Energy
formed regarding the National Energy Act since “moving toward greater energy self-sufficiency
29

Kylie Baxter et al, US Foreign Policy in the Middle East: The Roots of Anti-Americanism (New York:
Routledge Taylor and Francis Group, 2008), 56-57.
30
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32
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33
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34
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Environment 10, no. 1 (Summer 1995): 62.
35
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was seen as essential to national security.”36 This along with the 1977 Department of Energy
Organization Act helped to shape a modern-day US Energy policy addressing the need for
energy resources. However, the issue that would come back to cause future issues included a
destabilized region following war that was exacerbated by US such as the Gulf Wars and the
conflict in Lebanon.
Other acts also helped to shape US Energy Policies including those of 1992, 2005 and
2007. The 1992 policy was a landmark legislation because it embodied public policy decisions
favoring competitive electricity-generation markets and access by all wholesale electricity
customers to that competitive-generation market.37 However, this act also created an unintended
consequence due to the blurring of the lines between federal and state jurisdiction and “creating
substantial risks” not the least of which being an uncertain future due to the changing space of
legislative control.38 This “unintended consequence” would become an indicator for future
iterations of US Energy policies that would create long-term problems for the US both internally
and abroad.
Without access to Middle East oil, the ability of the US to maintain its hold as a hegemon
would be severely at risk, thus relationships must be built to include terms such as
interdependence between the US and the Middle East.39 Including the term “interdependence”
counters the issues brought by simply providing or taking the oil from the Middle East without
having input from that region. The interdependence must also be balanced with the reality that

36
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“critical constructivism would suggest a fairly clear answer: the dependence/independence
debates are discourses of danger that construct both a threat and a solution concerning the issue
of foreign oil.”40 This begs the question, what should the US do? The obvious answer might be
to increase domestic oil production within the US to offset its own oil demands while attempting
to lessen its dependency on foreign oil. But the larger question is, has this been viable in the past
and will it work in the future?
The US dependency on petroleum is closely tied to the US ability to influence its power
both domestically and abroad. The problem for the US is the ability to maintain the flow of
petroleum. As indicated earlier in this paper, in early 2018 the average daily petroleum
consumption by the US was approximately 20 million barrels but by contrast only produces
approximately 9.5 million barrels a day.41 The question is where would this supply of petroleum
come from? If the risk to the US is the supply then the US needs to look at how to stabilize the
“from where”. Currently the US is looking at expanding its own oil exploration in the borders of
the US however it is coming up against what can simply be described as bureaucratic
hamstringing. This comes in guise of the creation of the “US Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) published proposed regulations governing "Oil and Gas; Well Stimulation, Including
Hydraulic Fracturing, on Federal and Indian Lands."42 Within the article there was an
observation that:
complying with the rules is too complicated and costly. Producers can
realize a much faster and much better return on their capital investment by

40
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developing oil and gas reserves on adjoining private lands. Federal and
tribal lands hold large reserves of oil and natural gas. At a time when the
United States desperately needs to move toward, not away from, energy
independence, it makes no sense to let bureaucratic meddling effectively
place these valuable domestic reserves out of reach.43

The concern for the US in the imposing of too many constraints on the development of
lands internal to US, is that it creates issues regarding the long-term planning viability of the oil
production within the US. This internal US divide further reflects the issues that the US has
when it comes to international relationships. As experiences with the BLM have shown,
relationships between levels of government are extremely complex and, if the intent of the
organizations is not clear, then friction occurs and problems arise. This lesson needs to be
applied to the problem of sourcing oil resources and balancing that with US energy policies to
ensure the problems with the energy balance does not become a distorting and destabilizing
factor that could negatively impact the US and others.

US ENERGY POLICY, LEBANON, 1991 GULF WAR AND FRICTION.
The previous section looked at the evolution of US Energy Policies and how those
impacted the US in a domestic sense. This section will concentrate on how the US projected its
energy policies outside of the US and how this has created long lasting and complex issues for
the US. Whereas the first section also concentrated on the interaction between the states of the
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US regarding domestic energy policies, I will now examine how the relationships of the US in
regions such as the Middle East have created negative consequences for the US when it comes to
how it is perceived internally as a power state and its ability to influence other states as a
hegemonic power. This will show the relationship between US power and international influence
and how these have been eroded by the US failing to fully comprehend the long-term
implications of its decisions that it has made both domestically and abroad.
The difficulties confronting US Foreign policies as they relate to US Energy policies and
energy requirements has not been created in isolation. Rather the issues have been exacerbated
by an international challenge for Middle East petroleum and the US did not react in a manner
that would have created fewer issues for it in the future. Other countries such as China may have
learned from the US how not to attempt to reshape the Middle East. The risks for overtly
attempting to control another state “especially in light of the failure of the United States to
achieve some of the overly ambitious ‘‘transformational’’ objectives trumpeted during the Bush
administration.”44 This “soft” influence by China compared to the US attempt to strictly control
the Middle East by the use of “hard” power has garnered greater Chinese influence and trading
power in the region. Specifically, China has been able to increase arms sales and this trade helps
to “serve a wide array of Chinese foreign and even domestic policy purposes.”45 Pham further
explains that these purposes serve to improve “relations with particular countries, securing
access to desired resources, strengthening allies, gaining commercial opportunities, and, not least
of all, directly benefiting the People’s Liberation Army (PLA).”46 The difference in approach to
foreign policies including energy policies shows that states such as China are attempting to use
44
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“soft” influence in the Middle East, which has resulted in increase trade and increased access to
petroleum. Conversely, the use of “hard” power in the Middle East by the US as well as a
continual need to modernize the region into a democracy leaning area has created “a resentment
of US foreign policy” along with US foreign energy policies and interests.47 The impact of an
anti-US sentiment is an uncertain access to Middle East petroleum.
Since the 1940s the US has been accused of misusing power to achieve the short-term
goal of oil acquisition while not achieving the required long-term end-state. This was
demonstrated in the failure of the US to achieve influence in the region including Lebanon in
1982.48 The long-term desire of the US to stabilize its access to energy resources through the use
of foreign security and energy policies became an early focus of US efforts to stabilize regions
with war-fighting capabilities. Joseph Nye has been a leading authority on different forms of
power, mainly soft, hard and smart power. In 1990 he addressed the main concept of soft power
and how it can more effectively change perceptions and norms over time. 49 The use of hard
power was overused by the US in Lebanon due to the concerns that the US could lose its power
over the region. The US needed to support Israel since it was the state that allowed the US to
leverage its influence in the region. During the Lebanon War the West focused on exercising its
foreign policy to protect against perceived threats to its access to Middle East petroleum that
would impact US survival. Thus US energy policies focused on reliable and consistent access to
the petroleum resources of the Middle East. When access to these resources was threatened, US
foreign interests as relayed through its foreign policies would become very focused on the
region. This was exemplified when the US focused on the use of military hard power in Lebanon
47
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and the use of the Marine Expeditionary Unit by President Ronald Regan in an attempt to
stabilize the region.50 The messaging however was confused when the US attempted to control
Israel, which was a counter message to its interests in regional stability to the benefit of the US.
51

This confusing messaging through the use of military power, leveraged by both US foreign

and energy policies had a negative impact on the US through the “spill over effects on [its]
security.” 52 Had the US decided to look at building long-term relationships with the Middle East
to help benefit both regions, those decisions may have helped to create a long-term relationship
that would have provided access to trade between the US and the Middle East and a constant
stable source of Middle East petroleum. This concept was not new or unachievable.
On 2 August 1990 Iraq invaded Kuwait in retaliation for what it believed were actions
conducted by Kuwait against the oil supplies in Iraq.53 Other reasons identified by Iraq included
the amount of debt owed by Iraq to Kuwait that from a state-level were felt to be unreasonable
and unfair and supporting Western ideology.54 The world reacted to the situation through the
United Nations (UN) Security Council and called for Iraq to withdraw from Kuwait by 18
January 1991 under Resolution 678.55 Ironically, as with the US concern for access to and
control of energy, Iraq was motivated by the threat to its sovereignty and financial control by
another state. Threats came through the debt owed to Kuwait who purportedly was also attacking
Iraq by drawing oil under Iraqi borders underground into Kuwait. However, unlike the US,
Saddam Hussein directly invaded Kuwait, which provoked world condemnation, including the
50
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world’s largest oil producer, Saudi Arabia.56 The impact to the US and its access to petroleum
was now in jeopardy and this seriously threatened the viability of the US Foreign policy that
directly impacted its energy concerns identified through its energy policy. It was determined that
US action was needed, along with its coalition partners including Saudi Arabia and other Middle
East states and thus commenced Operation Desert Shield.57
The US missed the opportunity to influence the Middle East for the long-term that would
have created lasting relationships with the region thus improving foreign relationships and
improving access to petroleum in accordance with its energy policy. However the US focused
solely on hard power by shoring up Saudi Arabia and attacking Iraqi forces in Kuwait with the
view to reinforce US dominance in the region by securing petroleum to support its energy policy
and needs.58In 2014 OPEC exported “3.9 million barrels [of oil] a day” toward North America
with the majority heading to the US.59 Further, Saudi Arabia in the same time period alone
exported 1.5 million barrels a day to the US thus showing the strong dependence the US has on
access to Middle East oil.60 The 1990 Gulf War consisted of two phases: first, Operation Desert
Shield which mainly focused on the protection of petroleum resources in Saudi Arabia; and
second, Operation Desert Storm that was concerned on liberating Kuwait.61 President Bush
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argued for the use of hard power during Operation Desert Storm since it would liberate Kuwait
from Iraq.62
The use of hard power by the US in the Middle East is an interesting comparison to the
use of hard power by Iraq in the same region. Both focused on their own goals of state survival
and claims to petroleum and energy, and both used hard power to reinforce their positions. Iraq
claimed that Kuwait was stealing oil from Iraqi oilfields as well claiming that Kuwait was over
producing oil to lower oil prices.63 Using this as justification to act, Iraq invaded Kuwait to stop
the attack on the Iraqi economy.64 Similar to the problems the US has faced in the region if Iraq
had used other forms of power in the region then Iraq may have been able to rise from economic
turbulence it was experiencing in 1990. Iraq could have been able to retain power in the future as
a stable state, albeit a non-democratic state.65
Although President Bush supported the use of hard power in the region to shore up access
to Middle East oil, the decision to attack Iraq also resulted in the Iraqi use of a scorched earth
policy when Iraqi forces set over 700 Kuwaiti oil wells ablaze.66 The question to be asked is if
this would have occurred even without the involvement of the US, and the use of hard power
backed by US Foreign policy focusing on its energy policy to assure US state power and
survival. However the answer is not that simple. Iraq would have needed to take its concerns on
economic warfare to a higher authority, the purported actions of Kuwait stymied and the US
would have needed to concerns on access to Middle East petroleum addressed Any change to
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one of these could ultimately have created the same end state. The lack of long-term focus,
exacerbated by a US Energy policy, added to the destabilized Middle East region even following
the ceasefire agreement on 28 February 1991.67 The consequence was an overly-focused US
foreign policy resulting in negative short to mid-term impacts involving the people of the region.
Whether by design of happenstance, the Kurdish people of the region were negatively impacted
by the decisions of the US to not continue moving into Iraq to dismantle the Iraqi regime. The
Kurdish people, who are nomads of the region, prior to the end of the war, believed that the US
would liberate them. However the US did not see this as a matter of foreign policy at the time to
seize Iraq since it did not impact access to petroleum and thus not negatively impacting US
energy policies.68 The result was that Iraq was left unhindered to attack and destroy the Kurdish
people in the North.69
The resulting negative impact to the reputation of the US was due to the perceived
indifference by the US to the region and to its people. The US once again reinforced the
stereotype that the US allowed its foreign and energy policies to be solely focused on US needs
vice finding a more holistic solution to the world’s energy problem. This resulted in destabilized
access to petroleum and became a distorting and destabilizing factor within the US and abroad.

CONCLUSION
The US places tremendous importance on the supply of natural resources to supply its
energy needs. Over time, US energy policies have been shaped to continue applying pressure on
the international community to ensure that the supply of energy remains constant and readily
67
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available. Since the 1970s the US has created mechanisms including creating acts and enacting
laws to address supply and control of energy. These attempts were highlighted by the energy acts
of 1977 and 1978 as well as the acts introduced in 1992, 2005 and 2008 when controls were
presented to increase the long-term survival of the US through continually access and
consumption of petroleum. However, those agreements created long-term issues domestically for
the US as demonstrated by the problems created by the BLM and how expanding US oil
exploration and production has been hampered by self-imposed overregulation. The short-term
desire to regulate the exploration industry has created longer term problems for the US.
Internationally, the US, through its desire for control of petroleum, has applied a similar
short-term focused approach to seeking international access to petroleum. It has created shortterm foreign policies bolstered by energy policies that have solely focused on the primacy of the
US, instead of finding broader scope solutions that focus on creating long-term solutions to
global energy concerns. When there is a threat to the supply of oil, US foreign concerns have
focused on the use of hard power. The long-term failure of the sole use of US hard power was
demonstrated in the US involvement in Lebanon and both Gulf Wars. As shown throughout this
paper the long-term relationships between the US and the countries of the Middle East primarily
Iraq, Lebanon and Iran have been severely hindered by the failing of a properly scoped approach
to energy management for the US. Worse even, since the 1970s the US approach to energy
acquisition and conservation through a short-sighted energy policy has been an extremely
distorting and destabilizing factor for all involved countries. This has included the Middle East
when dealing with the US, and ironically the US has also been negatively impacted by its own
approach to dealing both internally and externally. The larger question, which although outside
of the scope of this paper could be used for future research, is to propose how to balance access
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to petroleum resources for all states and how to use those finite petroleum resources in a manner
that positively impacts the international community.
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