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“The Pentagon's Revenge” or
Strategic Transformation:
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The Bush administration recently published two strategic policy reviews regard-
ing US national security policy, the White House's "National Security Strategy" 
and the Pentagon's "Quadrennial Defense Review" (QDR). Both are the prod-

ucts of in-depth and extensive planning processes, which required considerable time 
and effort on the part of the national security machinery, including the administra-
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The New Strategic 
Environment: The Middle 
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sive domain of major powers, may 
make these players undeterrable and 
as such an unprecedented threat to 
the US and its allies. The new threats 
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emphasizes, without further elabora-
tion, that the success of diplomatic 
�4������������
����'������
���
�����
����
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its point of view, is that the adminis-
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concern over China's growing mili-
tary capabilities.

The Strategic Response: 
Continuity and Change
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������� �� ������ 
������ ��� ��
��
����#�
������������������������
���7����$��8�
homeland defense, defeating terror-
���'� %��$�
��
�� )*+� %�����������
'�
and developing cooperative agendas 
�����������5��
���������������%����'5�
primarily China, Russia, and India. 
���������

'������
��
�������
���$����
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approach:

The "Global War on Terror" re-
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land defense. Victory in both Afghan-
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ommendations of note are presented 
for achieving this goal beyond imple-
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House published several months ago 
and which is predicated on a broad 
and integrated series of military, eco-
nomic, and political measures.
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edges that the rise of Hamas poses a 
serious challenge to its approach, and 
its increasing awareness of the dif-
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ally more cautious and level-headed 
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mocratization has assumed an even 
more prominent role in its thinking.

Multilateralism resurgent – but a 
willingness to go it alone. The core of 
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sponding to threats after they have 
materialized and will be forced, in 
some cases, to take unilateral pre-
emptive action. This approach, which 
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decision to invade Iraq, aroused 
widespread opposition in the US 
and around the world, and was per-
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bility of preemptive action, but in the 
highly charged political atmosphere 
at the time, perception was more im-
portant than precision. In any event, 
�����
��
�������
��������
�������3��>�
�����$�
�
���
�����
����������#�)�����
��� 
���� ���J��� ���� ������ ��� ���� �
�-
laterally when necessary, the primary 
emphasis is now on multilateral ap-
%�������� ��� ��
����� ���������
� �

�

the management of relations with 
�
���
����
��� %������ �

� �
����-
���
�#�3

��
'������
��
�������
�����
begun practicing what it preaches, as 
evinced by the multilateral approach 
it has adopted together with the EU-3 
regarding Iran, France regarding Syr-
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primary vehicles for the promotion 
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from the realization that underde-
veloped countries and ungoverned 
regions provide fertile ground for 
�,���������

�������'������
��
����-
tion has been forced to reevaluate its 
�������� �$�����
� ��� 5
����
� ����
�
�5�
and devote considerable attention to 
��#� ���������'� ������&����
� �

� ����
-
�������
�������
�'����������������
-

�������
�	����
���
��

�3��>'�
���
play a central role in security plan-

�
���

�������$�
�
�(
�
�����
����
as being of equal importance to tradi-
tional military missions.

"Rumsfeld's Revolution" or 
"The Pentagon's Revenge"?
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reducing, the need for further major 
change at this point. On the other 
hand, lingering reservations, if not 

outright opposition, regarding some 
of Rumsfeld's changes and failure to 
heed some recommendations regard-
ing the war in Iraq that originated in 
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for major reforms and indeed prove 
well nigh impossible, as previous 
secretaries of defense have discov-
ered, much to their chagrin. In fact, 
Rumsfeld has enjoyed considerable 
success in implementing his reforms 
until now, but tough battles remain 
regarding the direction and pace of 
change, and protracted bureaucratic 
wars over responsibilities, doctrines, 
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the ability to intervene anywhere in 
the world.
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sion-based ORBAT to one based on 
independent and mobile brigades 
for rapid deployment abroad. From 
a doctrine based on the concentra-
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further improvement in command, 
control, intelligence, surveillance, 
and reconnaissance (ISR4) capabili-
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US bases abroad will be closed, as 
previously decided, and the forces 
redeployed back to the continental 
US. A small number of bases in the 
United States will also be closed.
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where. Similarly, greater resources 
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Cargo Security Initiative (CSI), de-
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and that its advantages are limited 

primarily to the planning methodol-
ogy, which requires assessment of a 
broader range of potential threats.
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Command and Strategic Command. 
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poses both advantages and dangers. The end of the 
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tegic agenda and relieves various US pressures, for 
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involved in terrorism (Hamas and Syria). On the 
other hand, it also leads to joint errors, such as ac-
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indeed prevent the US from thwarting Iran's nuclear 
aspirations, Israel's bottom line from the war in Iraq 
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tages so far. 

Israel's new government should initiate a dis-
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dented in depth and frankness, and consider adopt-
ing new approaches and modes of cooperation, 
including options heretofore considered unviable. 
These would include, inter alia, a coordinated joint 
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term agreement, contingent on a major international 
quid pro quo, as well as provision of American se-
curity guarantees to Israel vis-à-vis Iran's nuclear 
program. 

Conclusions and Implications for Israel


