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Introduction 

Saddam Hussein was a leader of the Iraq nation. Many would agree that the leader was 

responsible for bringing Iraq down on its knees due to his methods of ruling. In his time as a 

leader, Iraq went to war several times, with Saddam declaring wars on some nations like Iran and 

Kuwait. Many lives were lost during the time of his rulings because of the wars he triggered. He 

made Iraq gather enemies worldwide from powerful countries like the United States and the 

United Kingdom, who later ganged against him and his rule. Saddam Hussein was captured by 

the help of Iraq's international allies who wanted to end the reign of terror that Saddam Hussein 

had brought to the people of Iraq. After over two decades of crime, Saddam Hussein was tried 

and found guilty of crimes which he executed for. The capture and execution of Saddam Hussein 

have many implications for international relations from a realist theoretical perspective as 

addressed. 

The 2003 war of Iraq is among the most significant disasters to ever happen in the foreign 

policy of America in history. Many people, for a good reason, would agree with this statement. 

Other notions that have formed, which are less conventional pearls of wisdom, would state that 

the war was a liberalism product. The Iraq war was caused by impulses of foreign policies by 

liberal Americans, neoconservative circles, and liberal internationalists. The battle was a fraction 

of the liberalism expansionism of the Post-cold war. It caused America's military to intervene in 
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several places to enhance the promotion of democracy goals and a change in regime. The foreign 

policy of America tried to achieve liberal agendas that were longstanding such as the Wilsonian, 

which attempted to transform itself as an international system and regimes that were oppressive 

(Rayburn and Joel, 2004). They did this after noticing the Soviet Union fall and unipolarity 

emergence, which lacked constraints. The world required the power of the United States to be 

tamed as several realists argued like Stephen Walt. Instead, the world got a dangerous opening 

for United States liberal idealism in following a plan of revisionist, which was sure to cause the 

disorder. 

The perception of linking the Iraq war origin and Saddam Hussein’s capture to liberalism 

and realism is flawed. Threads of debates and justifications of what caused the war are there in 

the Iraq war as of any other war. However, the Iraq case from a straight forward argument was 

purely a result of the primacy of the United States' hegemonic pursuit. The origin of the war was 

from a prominent and ancient realist body that believes that international order is drawn from 

power concentration and not shifting of power balances. The plan was further amplified by the 

vulnerability experience of the Primacist to mass destruction weapons, deterrence that is 

potentially unrestrained, and this hardened their thoughts about interdependence and security.  

The people responsible for the war and capture of Saddam Hussein can be viewed as 

many things except international liberalists.  Their primary objective was the extension and 

preservation of the United States supremacy in a location that served America's interests.  Iraq 

was perceived by America as a state of regional revisionist which had chemical weapons-use 

records. America also viewed Iraq as having ambitions to acquire nuclear weapons for a long 

time and posed as threats to the American forces and allies in the area. For these reasons, from a 

realist perspective, the United States defeating Iraq demonstrated to what extent they were 
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willing and capable of defending their position globally from challengers such as Iran and South 

Korea. It dispelled the doubts that were present of the United States' willingness to use military 

force that was created during Clinton's era. Through capturing Saddam Hussein, they were 

showing their power to opposing force to their position and what might happen to their leaders. 

To some extent, the capturing of Saddam Hussein was partly liberal. The country had 

suffered for many years under the leadership of a reckless ruler who did not mind sacrificing his 

people for unnecessary wars. He had created many enemies against Iraq during his time of rule 

with his blood lust and lost millions of innocent lives. Saddam Hussein declared war on 

neighboring country Kuwait accusing them of stealing their oil. Iraqi invaded Kuwait and stayed 

there for seven months before the United Nations intervened for Kuwait by using military force 

from its coalitions led by America to drive the Iraq army out of Kuwait. It was the first Gulf war. 

The results were devastating for both countries. Iraq set over 600 oil wells of Kuwait on fire. 

Saddam Hussein, earlier on before the Kuwait war, had declared war on Iran, which had left the 

country broke (Chubin and Shahram, 400). The wars were drowning the economy of Iraq, so in 

some way, his capture was partly liberalism.  However, idealist humanitarianism and democracy 

spread in the case of the Iraq 2003 invasion was a strain of this international liberalism.  A 

significant number of international liberalists opposed the war in reality. They only offered 

support for the threat that was posed by mass destruction weapons to be neutralized. They also 

wanted to strengthen and maintain multilateral regimes for arms-control.  

Under the leadership of George Bush, the United States' main ideas of hegemony mainly 

focused on the superiority of their military and aggressive unilateralism. These ideas were 

applied more specifically in the September 11 events, where terrorism was focused as anew 

threat to the globe. The United States concentrated its foreign policy on the military forces based 
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on a realistic view of things. After the September 11 events, the influence of United States 

hegemony is seen in Iraq. The police force of Iraqi was developed by private companies of the 

American military, and all these constitute fictions of the United States' hegemony. The Kuwait 

ordeal and how it was treated by the Americans were closely watched by France, Egypt, Syria, 

Saudi Arabia, and Britain. The globe was following the United States' hegemony scenarios in 

attempts to control Kuwait's oil resources (Tripp and Charles, 36). Saddam Hussein was 

privileged by capturing Kuwait, but the foreign countries' economic interests were significantly 

jeopardized. The United States of America primarily focused on its benefit and was not acting 

with the purpose of liberation from a realistic perspective. They wanted to control the oil 

resources on the basis of interest maximization (Rayburn and  Joel, 2005). America showed that 

it would respond harshly to any country that might threaten its interest. They showed that the use 

of military power is an essential method of preventing threats. 

Realists believe in the international anarchy system. They believe that no nation has 

power over the other. The United Nations did not interfere with America's decision to attack 

Iraq, supporting this fact of international anarchy. The United States saw Saddam Hussein as 

aggressive, but in reality, he was trying to survive like any state leader would do. He was not a 

threat to the United States. Bush tried to show the United Nations that he was fighting for 

America and the rest of the world on the war against terrorism.  The United States, from a realist 

perspective, had a basis for invading Iraq. Saddam also had a basis for his doings from a realistic 

approach. The government of the United States attempted to link Al Qaeda to Iraq, but they tried 

in vain. The second gulf war is a good description of America's hegemony in this century. 

Saddam Hussein did not have connections with nuclear weapons, as claimed by the United 

States. The gulf war was not a fight for democracy where 3000 children died. These events were 
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America expressing its hegemony and how the world's course was subject to the decisions it 

made by itself as a rule. It presented the new world order. The efforts of America to preserve the 

influence it has made it possible for the nation to directly force the use of military and 

hegemony. 

In conclusion, the invading of Iraq and capturing of Saddam Hussein by United States' 

led coalitions had various implications for relations internationally. It remains a delicate subject 

since some of the accusations that were made by America were just accusations not proved, and 

they had invaded Iraq for them. The fact that the United Nations only watched from the sideline 

without interfering increases the delicacy of the situation. From a realist perspective, the whole 

subject can be justified from Saddam's side and also America's team. However, it can generally 

be agreed that it was more of a primacy act from the United States than a liberalist act from a 

realist theoretical view. The conflict perspective might help pinpoint areas of conflict between 

the realist views on justifying Saddam Hussein as a leader struggling for survival and America 

liberating actions on Iraq. 
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