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Why did US invade Iraq in 2003?
	 
“The 2003 invasion of Iraq is the largest and most expensive war since Vietnam. It was both the first post-Cold War U.S. military action taken and the first U.S. experience as an occupying power in a Middle Eastern country” (Daniel Lieberfeld). The War on Iraq, headed by the notorious Saddam Hussein, caused approximately 134,000 causalities to Iraqi civilians, almost 5,000 deaths to American citizens, and cost the United States over two trillion dollars. This amount does not even consider the post-war spending for American veterans.  However, this war was unavoidable. Suddam Hussein was suspected to have biological weapons capable of producing mass destruction, which therefore, caused an undeniable threat to the United States and countries all around the world. Due to the atrocities with which Saddam Hussein was associated with, the United States and other nations were forced to implement invasion in order to protect their civilization and ways of living. Had the United States not initiated the War on Iraq, Suddam Hussein could have taken reign over, not only his country, but also the United States by methods of torture and by using weapons of mass destruction to annihilate a large, and unknown portion of the world.
Operation Iraqi Freedom
	On March 17th, 2003, President George H.W. Bush announced the final ultimatum to Saddam Hussein: if the Iraqi government did not comply with the international request of disarmament, then the United States and its allies would seek disarmament under hostile conditions (NEWSINGER, 2015, p. 7). The war that is commencing in an attempt to dismount or defeat a perceived imminent offensive or invasion is the habitual historical association with which Saddam Hussein was closely involved. Knowing that he has used chemical agents on the Kurds and others was a violation of both humanitarian values and the Geneva Convention. 
	Another dysfunctional ideology in which Saddam Hussein gained notoriety was through the mass killings of his own people, decimating entire villages and heritages. In addition to slaughtering his own people, the unethical invasion into Kuwait was also a consideration as Saddam Hussein repealed the advice of the United Nations with the intention of capturing and killing in their pursuit of the Kuwaitis.
Iraq and Weapons of Mass Destruction
	In the first year after the invasion of Iraq, evidence showed that Saddam Hussein had no weapons of mass destruction (Cramer, Jane K.). One of the main purposeful actions in which the United States became involved was to protect the citizens of the United States from a threating attack involving chemical disbursement throughout the nation (Review, 2016). Another triggering event that gain the nations inspirational involvement was the inhumane treatment of displacing hundreds of thousands of individuals for the simplicity of testing chemical agents, an unhuman atrocity.  At the end of the Gulf War, Saddam Hussein’s military was still in power and with agents with the capabilities to process and produced enriched uranium and HMX high explosives used in nuclear weapons which America was seeking during the war in Iraq. 
Facts
	According to Amin 305 Hinnebusch, the invasion of Iraq was part of the grand strategy of the United States and the Bush administration to maintain the dominance of its global hegemony (2007, p.219). Prior to the invasion of Iraq, Saddam Hussein had been involved in numerous atrocities that included internal and external proportional communities from surrounding countries. Another factual concept that was also considered during the decision making process to invade Iraq was that we thought Saddam Hussein was giving refuge to the world’s most notorious and proliferated terrorist known as Osama Bin Laden. The American government also knew of the invasion in which Iraq took control of the oil fields in Iran. 
From the scholar Irrelevant or Indispensable, there's the hypothesis that Bush - especially his relationship to his dad - needed to make a mockery of his father for neglecting to take Baghdad in 1991. On the other hand, he tried to "complete the deployment" that his father had started in 1991; and/or retaliate for his father for Hussein's charged (however exceptionally faulty) death endeavor against Bush I in Kuwait after the war. 
Reasonable Assumptions
	Given the reasons that Saddam Hussein invaded Kuwait and the obtaining of chemical agents along with gaining the capabilities to continue their nuclear productions, it was pivotal that the United States become involved within the international partnerships to solicit treaties and agreements (UNODA, 2016). We have to also consider the biological weapons that were claimed to be stored in Iraq as these were said to be bulk production of the Botulinum toxin and Bacillus anthracis spores. Such said chemicals can be delivered through countless means and go undetected until the inflicted casualties rise to astronomical levels above normality.  
Alternative Motives
	As mentioned in the introduction, the doubled edge sword extended in what the public may have missed, that was to invade a country based on their ties with extremist groups that were also targeting Americans.  Although connections between Iraq and al Qaeda were not solicited by intelligence and ground activities, there was absolutely no recognizable connections given the intelligence that the United States was working with. We, along with the United Nations believed that Iraq was encouraging the training of individuals that were seeking to instill fear and terror through acts witnessed on September 11th 2001. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK7][bookmark: OLE_LINK8]Terrorism held taking a strong hold on the United States, including Britan, pre and post September 11th, 2001, therefore, the United Nations was keen on developing intelligence that would track many terrorist, including Osama Bin Laden, back to the country of Iraq. Perhaps the intentions of the United States were to target Saddam Hussein for his atrocities on humans, as well as Osama Bin Laden for providing the financial funding for Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction, if no one had invaded Iraq with the targeted mission instilled in the United States, the possibilities of more large-scale disruptions in communities and economies may have gone unchecked. The United Kingdom’s invasion was said to be a crucial and pivotal moment in history in which we all unite in the common good of humanitarian efforts, regardless of whom is wrong or right. Thus, the invasion into Iraq in March 2003 began to depict the missions and goals of war.
Conclusion
[bookmark: OLE_LINK9][bookmark: OLE_LINK10]	According to internal and external sources throughout the administration, George W. Bush was planning on invading Iraq and removing its government well before the terrorist attacks happened on U.S. soil on September 11, 2001 (Research, 2016). Given the nature and resulting outcomes of weapons of mass destructions, knowing that Saddam may have had some and was not willing to disarm, gave rise to the belief that Saddam was eventually going to use his chemical storage to destroy the American people. The atrocities and level of human destruction in which Saddam Hussein is associated with, warrants the invasion of the United States and others in order to protect their civilization and ways of living.
	From a personal perceptive, knowing the enormity that we have witnessed in the last two decades, I am glad that the United States and their allying partnerships invaded Iraq for two fundamental reasons. One, the weapons of mass destruction that Saddam Hussein was said to have, documented by the United Nations attempts to survey Iraqis bunkers, was enough to create a fearful and traumatic incident in which many people would have died. Secondly, giving the attacks of September 11th, Saddam Hussein may have not been housing the most wanted terrorist that the United States was looking for. By invading Iraq, the United partnership were able to create a presences and dismantle currently operating cells that were affiliated with Osama Bin Laden. It was inevitable that a country with a leader that creates genocides within his/her own country as well as those surrounding with resources that are considered as value, that an authoritative country invades to thwart the current threat, disarm these that cause fear, as well as create new ideologies for human behaviors. This was ultimately the subconscious goal that the war on Iraq had generated. Not only did we conquer and capture Iraq and their leader, but, we gave them a sense of hope that their futures were safer now than they were before we invaded. 
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