The US is currently pursuing a war that could lead to increased terrorism in the United States and abroad; a devastated educational system and economy.  Many are asking why The United States is actively pursuing such a war in Iraq, when Iraq has no possible technology that would put America or any of its allies at risk.  One theory not picked up by the mainstream media is that The United States is attempting to gain a foothold in South Eastern Asia and continue on a quest for world domination. 
President Bush seems to be a man on a mission.  The president answered the flurry of questions posed the other day of why, with a simple answer.  “Saddam is a menace. I must protect the country. Don't forget 9/11” (Kurtz, ’03.)  The true reasons for going to war are a bit more complicated than that.    Secretary of state, Colin Powell recently went before the UN and gave the UN and the world the United States’ reasons for going to war with Iraq.  He stated that for failure of Iraq to hold up to its side of the bargain outlined in UN resolution 1441, the US has no other choice but to invade Iraq.  Powell stated, “Everything we have seen and heard indicates that, instead of cooperating actively with the inspectors to ensure the success of their mission, Saddam Hussein and his regime are busy doing all they possibly can to ensure that inspectors succeed in finding absolutely nothing.” Colin Powell is advocating for a new war that could go on for years and that would cost billions of dollars (New York Times, ‘03.) The possibility of an Iraq war has also helped to send oil prices soaring to near $40 a barrel, pushing up the cost of gasoline, diesel fuel and electricity (Sixel, ’03.) 
Could there be anterior motives of the United States attacking Iraq?  Oil hungry SUVs are now taking up 25% of the nations roads.  These huge vehicles average “17.3 miles per gallon, and several large models — such as Chevrolet's Suburban and GMC's Yukon — get about 12 mpg” (Crary, ’03.)   The US is increasingly dependent on foreign oil for its own consumption.  The US currently imports half of its oil supply.  The foreign oil comes from predominantly from The Middle East and other countries in the western hemisphere (“FAQ,” api.org.)  America has a hungry appetite the for Iraq’s oil reserves which are worth an estimated $3 trillion and the second largest oil reserves in the world (Turkish Daily News, ‘03.)    It comes as no surprise that America has a plan to control Iraq’s oil reserves.
Recently the London Times has uncovered a plan spearheaded by UN Attorney General, Kofi Annan’s Canadian deputy, Louise Frechette.  The plan indicates that a U.N. Assistance Mission would be set up in Iraq and would aid in setting up a new government after Saddam is toppled.   According to the Times, the 60 page plan details that the United Nations should not take direct control of the country’s oil supply or selecting Iraqi officals for fear of being linked to staging elections during a U.S.-led military occupation (“U.N.’s Secret Plans,” Newsmaz.com.)   If the United States sets up a government in Iraq, the United States would be allowed to have access to its resources which include oil.  
India currently fears a war with Iraq.  The Indian Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee, has expressed serious concern with the escalating of the situation in the Middle East.  Vajpayee has stressed for diplomacy and letting the UN do its work.  He fears that America undermining the UN could have “disastrous consequences” for the world (BBC World, ‘03.)  In early February the Indian defense secretary ruled out any support for Washington’s plans in the region.  In the past few months there has been “a noticeable build-up in India's stridency against possible American action in Iraq” (Gupta, ’02.)  India has lost a significant amount of money due to the harsh sanctions imposed upon Iraq after the ’91 gulf war, it is estimated that India has lost $30 billion in oil imports, trade and exports (Gupta, ‘02.)
 India and the United States have been at odds ever since India conducted their latest nuclear weapons tests.  The nuclear tests were dubbed as the Pokhran II, named in homage to the first nuclear tests in India since 1974 dubbed the Pokhran (The Hindu, ’01.)  These newest sets of tests were conducted in May of 1998.  India by testing nuclear weapons was in breach of a rash of nuclear non-proliferation treaties. The world stood in awe of these actions.  After India had carried out the Pokhran II the United States and other western powers were at a crossroads with India.  America and its allies had chosen to impose sanctions against the Indian government in hopes that sanction efforts would stop India from expanding their nuclear capabilities.  
Since 1998 America has seen a drastic change in there sense of responsibility to the world.  President Bush has now taken on the charge of conquering terrorism and will stop at nothing.  The President waived the 1998 sanctions, and drastically trimmed the long “Entity List” which barred Americans from doing business with certain Indian companies from over 150 Entities to less than 20 (Blackwill, ’02.)  There was a time when the US conducted no joint militarily operations along side India, while today they have completed six major military training operations together. Today the two nations battle technology and nuclear power problems together (Blackwill, ’02.) This is odd considering the long history India and America has.  During the height of the Cold War the world had been fractioned into two opposing camps, American allies and Soviet Union allies.  India had decided to not choose sides and continue to be a “Non-aligned” nation. Also, Pakistan, India’s neighbor and enemy, has remained closely allied with America; Blackwill stating that India-US relations are “… a recent extraordinary development of encompassing strategic importance in this part of the world, and beyond.”   Today, India is closely allied with Russia and has met with Russian President Vladimir Putin about Iraq.   
Before President Bush even was elected his foreign policy was set in stone for him through the Project for a New American Century (PNAC.)  This group was founded in 1997 to combat Clinton.  The PNAC was headed by Richard Perle, a member of the Reagan administration, and currently the head of the defense Policy Board a pentagon think-tank.  Other members read like the starting line-up for the Bush Presidency, Jeb Bush, the man who arguably stole the election for his brother, Dick Cheney, the current vice-president, and Donald Rumsfeld, the current Secretary of Defense, there are a good ten to fifteen more people not mentioned that are currently aboard as well.
A report in the PNAC called “Rebuilding America’s Defenses” spells out the current foreign objectives as Bush is guiding them.  The report indicates four main objectives for the ‘New American Century.’

1. Homeland Defense,   during the nuclear age Mutually Assured Destruction (MAD) was the main deterrent to any attack on the United States soil.  While reconfiguring its own nuclear arsenal The United States must counteract the effects of the proliferation of ballistic missiles.
2. Large Wars.  The United States must retain sufficient forces to be able to rapidly deploy and win two major theater wars and be able to respond to unanticipated contingencies in regions where it does not maintain forward-based forces.  This resembles the “Two war” standard that the US has had over the last decade.  However, the standard needs to be updated to account for new realities.  

3. Constabulary Duties.  The pentagon must retain forces to preserve the current peace in ways that fall short of conduction major theater campaigns.  A decade’s experience and the policies of two administrations have shown that must be expanded to meet the needs of the new, long-term NATO mission in the Balkans, the continuing no-fly-zone and other missions in South East Asia, and other presence missions in East Asia.  These duties are today’s most frequent missions, requiring forces configured for combat but capable of long-term, independent constabulary operations.

4. Transform US Armed Forces. The Pentagon must begin now to exploit the so called “revolution in military affairs,” sparked by an introduction of advanced technologies into military systems; this must be regarded as a separate and critical mission worthy of a share of force structure and defense budget (PNAC, 2000.)
President Bush and his expansionist goals need to be stopped.  He is using the terrible events of September 11, 2001 as a rallying point for him passing his goals of world influence.  The strategic goal of the “New American Century” is a unipolar world and preserving Pax Americana (PNAC, 2000.)  India is merely a stepping stone in Bush’s ultimate drive for world domination.
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