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Abstract

Abstract

The thesis analyzes mainly the origins of Bush Doctrine, its impacts on
international society, and its tendency. The author compares Bush Doctrine with
Truman Doctrine and Nixon Doctrine, in order to find the historical traits of Bush
Doctrine.

The first part reviews the present studies on Bush Doctrine. It believes that
Bush Doctrine is the result of American foreign policy adjustment in the new
situation of post cold war. Its core at first is concentrated on striking terrorism and
maintaining the US domestic security. Then with the changes of world and
domestic political situation, it is becoming the security strategy of America, and
turning its focus to expand American power into any possible areas threatening
American security and fill the strategy vacuum in order to maintain its hegemony.

The second part expounds the causes of Bush Doctrine’s rising from two
perspectives. Strong national power, engrained idea of racial superiority, fortune
historical experience and the interests of parties and policy-makers are the internal
dynamics. While unclear world pattern and turbulent international situation,
particularly the rampant international terrorism and the expansion of
mass-destruction weapons, are the external elements. Both of them contribute to
the emergence of Bush Doctrine.

The third part analyzes the historical similarities by comparing Bush
Doctrine with Truman Doctrine and Nixon Doctrine.

The fourth part expounds the impacts of Bush Doctrine on the US and
international society.

The fifth part studies the present international political situation and predicts
the development of Bush Doctrine.

At last, it concludes that America will still focus on striking the terrorism and
preventing the expansion of mass-destruction weapons. When the national
security is in danger, America will still take unilateralism and preemptive strikes

even without the support of international society.

Key words: United States; Foreign Relations; Bush Doctrine.
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