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Abstract
Since the transition from the isolationist doctrine inspired by Monroe in 1823
to the interventionist doctrine (ideas of Alfred Mahan and Nicholas Spykman) and the
rise of the United States as the only superpower in the world, US military
interventions have increased in Areas of conflict. Africa is one of the main geopolitical
zones of a high degree of conflict and the presence of the United States is confirmed,
but still weak on the ground. Indeed, Africa is not a strategic priority area for the
United States, but after the Arab revolts and the rise of the terrorist threat, an
American strategic reorientation was recently begun.
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Introduction
Most US military interventions have been on Middle East ground. Indeed, this
zone has a very high rate of traditional (e.g. Israel-Palestine) and new conflicts
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(terrorism). It is also a strategic priority
for the United States, as it is about
preserving their strategic interests in the
first place and secondly, the traditional
ally Israel.
Another
geopolitical
zone
characterized by a high degree of conflict
is Africa. This continent has not been
considered as a strategic priority for the
United States, but the current
geopolitical situation has changed the
attitude of the American military doctrine
on this continent. In other words, the
change is about the Arab revolts against
regimes in North Africa (2011) and then
the terrorist threat. This attitude
transformation of the American doctrine
is characterized by the transition from
the installation of military sites, to
military interventions on the ground (the
case of Libya in 2011). The strategy of US
military interventions in Africa is
distinguished from other actors (France,
for example) by adopting an integrated
approach that encompasses both military
assistance and support for democratic,
economic and civil development. Before
turning to US military interventions in
Africa, two main questions must be
asked: First, what are the historical
conditions of the transition from an
isolationist doctrine to an interventionist
doctrine? Next, what are the forms of the
integrated approach that makes the
American specificity?

The US military doctrine: From
isolationism to interventionism.
In view of the new world order
marked by the emergence of the United
States as the only global superpower, US
military doctrine increasingly adopts
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military interventionism. In this context,
the US armed forces have been engaged in
numerous conflict-control operations all
over the world and on all continents,
which marks the very strong presence of
the United States. Among the bases of US
military power is the interventionist
doctrine which has evolved over time.
Historically, it is a passage from an
isolationist doctrine inspired by Monroe in
1823 to an interventionist doctrine,
subject of two thoughts: Admiral Mahan
and Nicholas Spykman.
James Monroe, the fifth President
of the United States at the time, used the
concept of isolationism. This concept was
part of the message to the US Congress on
December 2, 1823. Monroe announced
the non-American intervention in the
military operations conducted by the
European powers and the non-permission
to Europeans to intervene on the
American continent (library of Congress
www.loc.gov, accessed 09 apr 2016).
As Sy-Wonyu (2003, p. 114) argued,
the founding father of the isolationist
doctrine was John Quincy Adams, US
Secretary of State afterwards sixth
President of the United States. As for the
interventionist doctrine, it is first the
thought of Admiral Thayer Mahan (18401914), a naval strategist (Naval History and
Heritage Command, on line, accessed 07
apr 2016). He adopted a thought of
American military expansionism, asserting
that no modern nation can achieve
supremacy without having a maritime
force, a superior merchant fleet and
settlements (miller center, online,
accessed 12 may 2016). As Debabrata
(1975, p. 197) said, Nicholas Spykman
(1893-1943)
followed
the
same
geopolitical ideas as Mahan.
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Starting from this concept and since
the 19th century, the United States adopted
an advanced military doctrine known as
"interventionist" to ensure its supremacy on a
world scale. Since then, US military
interventions have continued within the limits
of UN or NATO peacekeeping military
operations. Then, the 21st century marked a

worth recalling here the invasion of
Iraq in 2003 and Afghanistan in 2002.
The first war had as its objective the
overthrow of a rogue / enemy regime,
while the second triggered to fight
against terrorism, after terrorist acts of
11 September 2001, in New York.

change in the doctrine of US military
interventions, especially with the arrival of
G.W. Bush in power. There has been a certain
qualification of friendly States and enemy /
rogue States, considered as regimes accused
of supporting terrorist groups and threatening
the interest of the United States in the world.
As Boulanger (2011, p. 56) argued, this
doctrine of national security has led the US
administration to initiate wars against these
regimes and to deploy its military forces in
those areas known as dangerous to the
security of the United States and the common
security of all the countries of the world. It is

US military interventions in
Africa: an integrated approach.
The principle of non-military
interference in Africa has always been
the subject of an American tradition,
adopted successively from one
president to the next. However, in the
era of Barack Obama, Africa was one of
the test grounds of the new approach
initiated by Donald Rumsfeld and
supported by Obama, the so-called
"Light Foot-Print". Indeed, in the
Strategic Defense Guide States:
3
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“Whenever possible, we will develop
innovative, low-cost, and small-footprint
approaches to achieve our security
objectives,
relying
on
exercises,
rotational presence, and advisory
capabilities” (USSOCOM, online, p. 2).
The "Light Foot-Print" concept comes as
part of the international financial crisis
that began in 2007, resulting in various
budget reduction measures, including
defense.
As Kandel (2014, p. 13) said, this
"inexpensive and innovative" concept
encompasses a variety of US operations
abroad, but discreetly, and in the use of
inexpensive military means such as
drones and Special Forces. In addition to
the "Light Foot-Print" concept, which is
the specificity of American interventions
compared to other Western and Russian
stakeholders, the integrated approach
also creates this specificity in Africa.
Indeed, former President Obama
announced in his speech at the Military
Academy of Westpoint in 2014 that the
approach of security cooperation in
Africa is dual / integrated: both civil and
military fields. In civil matters, he
enumerated the following measures,
namely:
- Health cooperation: the fight
against AIDS in countries where this
phenomenon is spread;
- Cooperation in the field of
agriculture: aid to farmers in order to be
able to market their products;
- Energy cooperation: assistance
to facilitate access to electricity in subSaharan countries, which would enable
them to integrate into the world
economy;
- Cooperation in education:
4

educational support, particularly in
Nigeria.
According to Obama (Obama
Speech at the military academy of
Westpoint, 2014), these economic and
social cooperation measures would
increase the number of partnerships with
African States and reduce the risk of
terrorism and conflict in Africa. In
addition, military cooperation between
the United States and African countries
requires respect for democracy and
capacity building for good governance
(Kandel, 2014). Military cooperation
between the United States and some
African States has been institutionalized
through the creation in 2007 of the United
States Command for Africa, called
"AFRICOM", under J.W Bush.
As Pham (2005, p. 1) argued, the
creation of AFRICOM had two objectives:
- Supporting African States in matters
of security and peace;
- Promote economic development,
health, education, democracy and human
rights.
And its role spans two periods (Kandel,
2014):
- In the short term: Fight against
terrorism;
- Long term: Training for African armed
forces.
In the context of bilateral military
cooperation, AFRICOM operates in all
regions of Africa (AFRICOM, online,
accessed 20 apr 2016): ( Table 1 below)
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The American intervention in the
framework of the bilateral cooperation
seems varied and covers political, sociocultural and military fields. At the
multilateral level, cooperation programs
concern specifically the military field. The
main objective is to strengthen the
military capabilities of the participating
States. Among the military cooperation
programs, we can cite Africa Contingency
Operations Training and Assistance
(ACOSTA).
The program is funded by the
State Department and is designed to
train the participating armed forces for
peacekeeping operations. AFRICOM's
cooperation programs continue under
Trump. Most recently, the annual military
exercise "African Lion" took place from
April 19 to 28, 2017, as part of bilateral
cooperation between Morocco and the
United States. 1300 soldiers from
different countries in Africa and Europe
participated in these military exercises
(www.alaraby.co.uk, accessed 03 may

2016), which aim to strengthen the
capacities of responding to transnational
crises and threats. The American
intentions are obviously beautiful, but as
Kandel (2014, p. 14) said, the first priority
of foreign policy is to protect the personal
and economic interests of the United
States in Africa.
Today,
as
Schneidman
(www.brookings.edu, 2017, accessed 02
apr 2016) said, Trump affirms the
adoption of this policy by highlighting the
following objectives, in a win-win deal:
( Table 2 below)
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Conclusion
Everything seems to say that US
military interventions in Africa are part of
an integrated approach that links trade to
security. The US presence is confirmed,
however, the integrated approach and
the consideration of human rights as a
necessary condition for cooperation,
contribute to the weakness of these
military interventions. On the other hand,
the reluctance of the US administration
to deal with security issues, particularly in
West Africa, could be explained in a way
by two factors: First, the weakness of
economic interests. Second, the presence
of other powers such as China, France ,
Russia and Germany which have more
economic interests in Africa and with no
consideration of human rights as
necessary for military cooperation.
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