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Abstract: After 9/11, the Bush administration initiated a new strategic vision on the Middle East with an
aim to transform the Middle East by democratization and thus to eliminate various threats and challenges
there. Nonetheless, this new strategic vision has at least three inherent dilemmas in identified objectives,
threat perceptions, and the balance between means and ends, which of themselves are pretty difficult to
overcome. Due to those dilemmas, the Bush administration’s new strategic vision on the Middle East does
not pledge any optimistic anticipation for its future success.
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