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Abstract: This article analyzes the impact of
neoconservative ideology on the formation of national
security paradigms in the United States and reveals the impact
of views and ideas put forward by U.S. neoconservatives
on the formation of public administration, especially
security goals in domestic and foreign policy. In particular,
the role of Albert Walstetter, a well-known proponent
of neoconservative views, in the formation of security
concepts is discussed. The role of political philosopher
Leo Strauss’s political-philosophical and military-strategic
approaches in the development of neoconservative ideology
and the conceptual basis of modern security problems are
theoretically analyzed.

It is emphasized that the assessment of the impact of
neoconservative ideology on the formation of security
policy in the development of political processes related
to public administration in the United States depends on
understanding the content of formed neoconservative
security concepts.

Based on the predominance of national interests
based on national security approaches in the ideology of
neoconservatism, the influence of neoconservatism on the
interpretation of international relations as a highly conflicted,
the anarchic environment is revealed in the formation of the
neoconservative paradigm of security.

In the following periods, the implementation of Albert
Walstetter and Leo Strauss’s military-strategic ideas under
the influence of neoconservatives in the US administration,
in particular, the practice of proposing to continue the
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foreign policy course on the use of military force as a factor
of national security.

Keywords: the US, neoconservatism, national
interests, security, national security, security paradigm,
U.S. foreign policy, neoconservative policy, security
threats, priorities of national security policy

AHHoTanusi: YOy Makojaaa HEOKOHCEPBAaTHB Ma(Ky-
panuHr AKIIna musunit xaBhCH3IIUK nmapaaurManapuHIUHT
IaKJDIaHUIIATA Tabeupu Taxmiin KumuauO, AKIL HeokoH-
cepBaropiiapy TOMOHHJIAH MJrapy CypwJIraH Kapauuiap Ba
FOSITAPHUHT J1aBjaT OOIIKApYBH INAK/UIAHUIINIA, aifHHKCA
MYKU Ba TalIKW cuécaraard XaB)CH3IMK MaKcaJJapy Iia-
KJUTAaHUIINTA TabCcupu odnb Oepmiaan. XycycaH, HEOKOH-
CepBaTHB KapalUIapHUHT TaHUKIM Tapadmopu Anpdept
YoucrerTep FOSIapUHUHT XaBPCU3IIMK KOHIICIIHSIIAPH 1a-
KIUTaHUIIUAATH YpHU Kypuod unkunanu. Cuécuii daitmacyd
Jleo IlItpaycuunr cuécnii-hancaduii Ba XxapOuii-cTpaTernk
€HIAIIYBIaPUHUHT HEOKOHCEpBaTU3M MadKypacu pPHBO-
KUJara YpHU XamJa 3aMOHaBHH XaB(CH3IMK MyaMMOoJa-
PUHUHT KOHIIENTYaJ acoCiapy Ha3apui KHUXATIaH TaXJIMI
KWJIAHAIH.

AKlllgarn naenat OomikapyBu OWIaH OOFJIMK CHUECHIA
Kapa€HIap PUBOXKUIA HEOKOHCEPBATH3M Ma(KypacHHHHT
XaB(CU3IUK CUECATH IAKIUIAHUIINTa TACUPHHH OaxoJianl
IHaKJIJIaHTaH HECOKOHCCPBATUB XaBCbCI/ISJ'II/IK KOHICTIIUAIapU
Ma3MyHHHH TYIIYHUIIra OOFJIHMK dKaHJIUTUra YbTHOOp Ka-
parunaau.

AKIII mHeokoHcepBaTH3M MadKypacuIa MHIUTHH XaB]-
CH3NHK EHIANIYBIAPUHUHT acoCHIa MUK MaH(aaTiap-
HM TabMUHJIALI MacaJlaCh YCTYBOPJIMK KHJIMIIN acOCJIaHuUO,
XaB(CU3IMKHUHT HEOKOHCEPBATHB MapagurMacH LIaKyia-
HUIIKA HEOKOHCEPBATH3M Ma(KypPaCHHHUHT XaJIKapo MyHO-
cabariapHu IOKOPH KOHQIHMKTIALITAaH, aHAPXUK MYXUT CH-
(aruna TanKuH STHIIHN OWilaH OOFIIUK Kapaluiapu TabCUPU
ound bepuiraH.

Keituarn naspnapga AKIL mabmypustugaru Heo-
KOHcepBaTopiap Tabcupuma Anpdept Yosicrerrep Ba Jleo
UltpaycnapHUHT XapOW-CTpaTeruK Foslapu Taa0HFH,
XyCycaH, MIUIHHA MaH(paaTIapHu TabMUHJIAINI Ba MUJUTHI
xaB(cn3nrK oMuiy cudatraa XapOouii Kydaad (o aaTaHuIl
Oyiinua Tamku cuécar KypCHHH AaBOM TTHPHII TaKIu(a-
pu amManuéTH 09ub Oepriaau.

Kanur cy3nap: AKIII, neokoncepsamusm, MUuiIuLL
Mangaamaap, xagpcuziux, MuiIull xXaegcusiuk,
xasgcusnux napaouemacu, AKII mawxu cuécamu,
HEOKOHCEePBAmuUE CUuécam, Xas@cuznuKka maxouoiap,
MUTLIUL XABPCUIIUK CUECAMUHUHE YCIY8OPIUKIAPU

AHHOTanusi: B 310l cTaThe aHaIM3UPYETCs BIUSIHUE He-
OKOHCEPBaTUBHOM MI€0JI0TMH HA (OPMHUPOBAHUE MTAPATUTM
HaroHapHON Oe3omacHocTH B CoenunaenHbix lllTarax u
pacKpbIBaeTCsl BIMSHUE B3IVISIOB U UJICH, BBIIBUHYTHIX He-
oxoncepsaropamu CIIA Ha ¢hopMupoBaHue rocyjapcTBeH-
HOTO YIpPaBJICHHUS, 0COOCHHO TIeTieil 6e30MacHOCTH BO BHY-
TpeHHeW ¥ BHEIIHEH nojuTuke. B wacTHOCTH, 00CY)XHaeTcs
pons Anpbepra Yosicterrepa, U3BECTHOIO CTOPOHHUKA He-
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OKOHCEPBATHBHBIX B3MVISAOB, B (POPMUPOBAHUY KOHIIEIIIINI
Oe3omacHOCTH. TeOpPEeTHUECKH aHAIU3UPYETCS POIIb IMOJIH-
THKO-(PHUITOCO(PCKOTO W BOEHHO-CTPATETHUECKOTO TIOXOI0B
nonutudeckoro ¢unocoda Jleo llrpayca B pasButuu He-
OKOHCEPBATHBHON HIICONOTHH M KOHIIETITYAIbHOW OCHOBBI
COBPEMEHHBIX MPO0IIeM GE30MaCHOCTH.

B crarbe moguepKuUBaeTCs, YTO OLEHKA BIMSHUS HEO-
KOHCEPBATHBHON HEOJOTHH Ha (OPMHPOBAHHE MOJIUTHKA
0€30MacHOCTH TPH Pa3BUTHH MOJUTHYECKHUX IPOILIECCOB,
CBSI3aHHBIX C TOCYIapCTBeHHBIM yrpaBienneM B CIIIA, 3a-
BUCHT OT TIOHUMaHHs COAEPKaHHs CHOPMHUPOBAHHBIX HEO-
KOHCEPBATHBHBIX KOHIIETIIINI 6E€30MacHOCTH.

Taxke W3ydeHO BIMSHHE HEOKOHCEPBATUBHOM HIIE0-
JIOTUU Ha I/IHTepHpeTaHI/IIO Me)KI[yHapO}IHBIX OTHOLHCHI/Iﬁ
Kak KpaiHe MpOTHBOPEUNBOM, aHAPXUUECKOW CPEIbl, UTO
nposiBisieTcs B (POPMUPOBAHMHM HEOKOHCEPBATHBHOM Tapa-
JIMTMBI OE30TIACHOCTH C YIETOM TPHOPUTETHOCTH HAIMO-
HAJBHBIX MHTEPECOB HA OCHOBE KPUTEPUEB HAIIMOHAIBHOMN
0€30MaCHOCTH B MIEO0JOIMH HEOKOHCEPBATH3MA,

W3yueHa mpakTHKa peann3alid BOECHHO-CTpaTernye-
ckux wuaei Asnpbept Yomcterrtepa u Jleo Illtpayca mox
BIMSIHAEM HeOKoHcepBaropoB B agmuuuctpaiun CIIA, B
YaCTHOCTH, TI0 BOMPOCY MPOJOJKEHHS BHEIIHEIIOIUTHYE-
CKOTO Kypca Ha HCIIOJIb30BaHNEe BOCHHOMN CHJIBI KaK (paKkTopa
HAIIMOHAILHON 6E30MaCHOCTH B MOCIIEYOIIHE TIEPUOJIBI.

Kuarwuesbie caoBa: CILIA, neoxoncepsamusm,
HAYUOHATIbHblE UHMepeCchl, De30NaACHOCMb, HAYUO-
HAIbHAS Oe30naAcHOCmb, napaouema 6e3onacHocmu,
enewnsnsi noaumuxa CIIA, neoxkoncepeamugnas
noauUmMuKd, yepo3vl O0e30NACHOCMU, NPUOPUNEHIbL
NONUMUKU HAYUOHATbHOU 6€30NACHOCU

INTRODUCTION

Historically, humanity has tried to protect itself
from various dangers. The fact that a society is free from
dangers or that its level of protection is an important
factor in its stability and development necessitates the
need for states to pursue security policies.

Security is a broad concept and different approaches
to its interpretation have been formed. But the main
idea that summarizes all views and interpretations is
that security is a state of protection from various levels
of threats.

The security issue did not arise yesterday or today.
This problem arose with the formation of humanity
and the state. Security theory has gone through several
historical stages. As a result of humanity’s desire for
security, a system of security was formed first in one
society, then in the state, and finally in the international
arena.

Atall levels, from international security to national
security, the impact of a particular threat and the state
of protection against it reflect the content of key views.
In particular, international security means the state of
international relations that ensures the stability of the
world community. In other words, international security
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is a situation in which the subjects of international
relations are no longer at risk of war or other external
aggression on their sovereign lives and independent
development. In general, security is an important
category of political science, and the processes
associated with it have become the main object of study.
In particular, ensuring national security is a priority of
every government. Security policy in all directions is
directly dependent on the influence of political ideology.
This or that political ideology influences the political
decisions of the authorities, which are the programmatic
basis, the formation of the domestic and foreign policy
of the state, in particular, security policy. First of all, the
task of ensuring internal political security will be solved
by focusing on internal security.

METHODS

Internal political security is characterized by the
stability and effectiveness of government institutions,
the ability of government structures to control political
processes, the existence of effective non-governmental
political institutions that ensure political stability in
society. The state of political consciousness of citizens
and the political culture of a society has a serious impact
on the safe political development of a society.

Assessing the impact of neoconservative ideology
on security policy development in the development of
public administration-related political processes depends
on understanding the content of the neoconservative
security concepts that have been formed. Approaches
to U.S. national security are dominated by approaches
such as external threats, the geostrategic position in
international relations, and the nature of world politics.
Given the leadership role of liberal-democratic principles
in domestic political processes in the United States,
the scope of influence of neoconservative ideology is
largely determined by international relations and the
foreign policy of the state. Therefore, the influence of
neoconservatism’s foreign policy goals on the formation
of US national security paradigms is obvious. The
influence of such principles of neoconservatism as civic
responsibility, high patriotism, elitism and meritocracy
in public administration can also be seen in ensuring
internal security.

RESULTS

In the ideology of U.S. neoconservatism, the
issue of ensuring national interests based on national
security approaches takes precedence. Specific
conservative views have been formed in the pursuit of
national interests, which serve as the basis for updated
conservative approaches. It should be noted that the
level of protection of national interests in the United
States is one of the important criteria of national security.
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In the United States, there are several approaches to
defining national interests. G. Morgenatau, the founder
of the realist school, distinguishes two levels of national
interests: vital and secondary.

No compromise and no restrictions on wars can be
tolerated to protect vital interests. Defining vital interests
is fairly simple: preserving U.S. independence and
freedom, protecting its core institutions and fundamental
values. At certain times, vital interests are understood
on a much broader scale, and all forces, primarily the
armed forces, must be coordinated and prepared to deal
with threats posed by any other state.

The system of national interests formed during
the Cold War was enriched with neoconservative
ideas of the new era. According to neoconservatism,
one of the main features of neoconservatism aimed at
supporting national interests is the focus on patriotism
and nationalism in society.

Neoconservative views in the formation of
security strategies based on historical experience are
close to realist approaches. Like political realism,
neoconservatism sees the nation-state as the main
subject.

In contrast, neoconservatism denies the “balance
of power” and the “de-ideology of national interests”,
which are important concepts of realism. What brings us
closer to the liberal paradigm is the strategy of spreading
democracy. But the difference is in the use of military
force. Unlike neoconservatism, in political realism,
national interests are democratized and based on rational
actions aimed at maintaining sovereignty and security.

Unlike realists who base the system of stability
and relations in international relations on a “balance of
power,” neoconservatives seek to articulate this issue
through the ideology of “America’s Choice” and the
universality of American socio-political principles. That
is, instead of trying to strike a balance against the U.S.,
a weak state should instead seek to unite with it.

However, it is emphasized that this proposal applies
only to democratic systems.

DISCUSSION

In the current era of globalization, interstate
relations are becoming more and more intense. But
such processes as turning the balance of relations to
their advantage, elevating their own national interests
above the interests of other nations (in the sense of
“trampling”) on their foreign policy principles not
only undermine the national sovereignty of individual
states but also the global problems facing humanity
are undermining the solution system of these problems.
In particular, the threat of interference in the internal
affairs and sovereignty of other states through the
“export” of democracy (the mask of democracy), which
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is a universal value, should be scientifically investigated
as well.

According to the neoconservative approach,
international law and institutions are ineffective tools
and can also play a negative role in advancing national
interests. Allied states are perceived by neoconservatives
as a situation where interests are matched. But still their
reliability is questionable, the main means of restraining
them is military force. Another characteristic aspect of
neoconservatism is its rigorous approach to evaluating a
state’s foreign policy with its political system. According
to neoconservatism, authoritarian regimes are more
aggressive subjects of international relations, and at the
domestic political level, they are not bound by certain
restrictions. Democracies, on the other hand, are more
peace-loving. Kirkpatrick also emphasizes that there is a
need for US power for the survival of liberal democracy.

Based on the analysis of official documents of state
policy and statements of Republican presidents, formed
under the influence of neoconservative ideology, it is
possible to highlight four priorities of national security
policy. In particular, the first priority is to ensure military
superiority and to adapt the armed forces to the fight
against transnational terrorist networks, which is directly
explained by the fact that it is aimed at ensuring U.S.
military superiority.

The views of the ideology of neoconservatism on
the interpretation of international relations as a highly
conflict-ridden, anarchic environment play an important
role in the formation of the neoconservative paradigm of
security. That is, according to this view, the decisive role
of the military power factor is recognized. According
to neoconservatives, humanity will always exist in the
“anarchic world of T.Hobbes”, where international legal
norms are ineffective, the promotion of security and
liberal order depends on the existing military force and
readiness to use it.

In international relations where anarchy reigns, the
power of a particular state is a more important factor for
neoconservatives. R.Kagan emphasizes that this rule has
been relevant since the time of the Roman Empire and
is still so today ... Despite the possible abuse, military
power remains a universal tool for resolving issues.

Many ideas of neoconservatives on political and
military-strategic changes in decision-making in crisis
were developed by two political scientists and political
philosophers Leo Strauss and military strategist-analyst
Albert Walstetter, whose political-philosophical and
military-strategic approaches are conceptually important
for neoconservatism ideology. They have had a major
impact on the political-military approach as well as
military-strategic thinking of the Pentagon and many
presidential administrations.
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Leo Strauss, a theorist of the philosophy of
neoconservatism, was one of the founders of one of the
basic principles of neoconservatism - the use of military
force as the primary means of solving problems. Such
views of his served as an ideological program for modern
neoconservatives. Albert James Wohlstetter is one of the
leading defense intellectuals of the twentieth century
and is one of the leading neoconservatives known as
a leading expert in areas such as strategic analysis of
national security problems, creating security systems for
high-tech applications, missile defense systems, virtual
warfare and nuclear strategy. He was the founder and
director of the Pan-Juristics Research Center, which
advises the U.S. Department of Defense on political-
military and military-strategic issues, and the founder of
the University of Chicago’s School of National Security
Strategic Analysis .

Walstetter’s views have had a significant impact on
the formation of the U.S. national security strategy over
the last quarter-century. In the context of the decline of
the ideological factor at the end of the Cold War, his
views played an important role in the development of
ideas of the new era of neoconservatism. In the context of
the possibility of new threats and the uncertain military-
strategic configuration, it has led to the formation of
several strategic concepts. The United States withdrew
from the international agreement reached in 1972 as
a result of his ideas for the development of a missile
defense system in December 2011. The neoconservative
strategist proposed a strategy of nuclear doctrine. In
particular, he was one of the lobbyists for the U.S.
nuclear doctrine, adopted in 2002 under the influence
of neoconservatives. In the area of military strategic
development, A. Walstetter advised the military on
the deployment of U.S. strategic air forces abroad.
His “Second Strike” strategy is still at the heart of the
concept of nuclear weapons in US policy.

Thus, it can be said that Albert Wohlstetter,
played an important role in the development of security
approaches to the ideology of neoconservatism, and in
recent years under the influence of neoconservatives in
the US administration, his military-strategic ideas were
put into practice. For example, proposals to pursue a
foreign policy course to ensure national interests and
the use of military force as a factor of national security
have been implemented.

The National Security Strategy was developed as
a form of accountability to the legislature to justify
defense budget expenditures and is today a key focus
in assessing the military-strategic views of the U.S.
leadership. Based on the analysis, it can be seen that
U.S. national security strategies were initially formed
during the presidencies of R.Reagan and J. Bush, when
the influence of neoconservatism was high. In particular,
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in the United States, by 1987, the first national security
strategy was adopted as an official document. Based
on this tradition, long-term national security strategies
were formed in the post-Cold War period. Early
security strategies (adopted in 1987, 1988, 1990, and
1991) emphasized that the military force factor was the
basis of security. That is, the main means of providing
security were found to be the armed forces. Nuclear
forces were seen by Republican ideologues as a key
means of ensuring the security of the United States
and its allies. For the first time in the party’s program,
steps have been taken to strengthen the nuclear shield.
The military strategy section of the 1991 document
noted that the main threat to security was regional
conflicts, and participation in regional military conflicts
was seen as a key criterion of military planning for
the U.S. military. For the first time, the issue of the
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction has been
taken seriously in a national strategy. U.S. economic
well-being has been officially included in the national
security definition system. After the end of the Cold War,
a serious approach to the preparation of the document
began, as the world was made up of many centers, there
were more threats, processes were accelerated, the
interdependence between the subjects of international
relations increased, new factors affecting national
security. This also required additional obligations for
the use of military force.

Under the influence of Wohlstetter’s ideas, two
U.S. national security strategies were adopted in 2002
and 2006, with warnings of new threats following the
end of the Clinton Democratic administration. It is
acknowledged that Walstetter’s ideas also influenced the
creation of a network of military bases in Eastern Europe
and the post-Soviet space based on claims of military
protection of national interests, as well as the adoption
of'a new national defense strategy in 2005 and military
strategy in 2004. His ideas were also the basis for the
formation of ideas such as the latest high-precision
weapons test against Iraq in 2003, the “Paralysis and
Hunting” - the sixth-generation war. As in the Cold
War, the emphasis was on victory, not ideological, but
military (Kristol W. Memorandum to:..)

Neoconservatives have been strongly opposed to
entering into several arms deals. This ranges from nuclear
test ban treaties to medium- and short-range missile
limitation agreements. In general, neoconservatives
believe that U.S. security, in turn, relies on the U.S.
armed forces, not on the mirage of arms control. That
is, in the anarchic context of international relations,
it makes no sense to reduce or limit U.S. military
power. In turn, U.S. neoconservatives support military
cooperation, particularly military blocs led by him. In
this regard, Churchill’s view that “in cooperation with
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the Allies, sometimes they have personal views” and
similar approaches are in full harmony with the views
of neoconservatism. According to neoconservatives,
NATO has the ability to perform many UN functions.
With the end of the Cold War, it became a central element
of'a community of nations that united common political
values (Schmitt, Memorandum...).

It can be said that the modern neoconservative
concept of the development of the U.S. armed forces was
formed by the 2000s. In the run-up to the presidential
election, the PNAC released a report entitled “Rebuilding
America’s Defense: Strategies, Forces, and Sources of
the New American Age.” The document was prepared
in collaboration with the US Armed Forces, military
academies and major corporations. The objectives of this
document are developed in line with the objectives of the
1992 Defense Planning Manual. The neoconservatives’
U.S. military success in the post-Cold War era and the
aftermath of the Gulf War suggest that now is the time
to forget “extreme caution”. To neoconservatives, this
military bloc is the guarantor of world order.

And in turn, it is emphasized that the syndrome
of the Vietnam War should be completely eliminated.

In the context of the ideology of neoconservatism,
the fact that the military force is the basis of national
security maintains its priority as a constant and
unchanging ideological and political element in the
development of neoconservative ideas. That is why the
neoconservatives have to increase the annual military
budget to maintain US global dominance, emphasize
that the US military power should be several times
greater than the threat of other countries, promote
patriotism and military values among the civilian
population, ensure “unity of people and army”, try to
ensure the performance of tasks such as attracting as
many volunteers as possible.

The second priority of national security policy is to
ensure internal security, combat the threat of terrorism,
border security and illegal immigration, drug trafficking,
information security, infrastructure security, emergency
response, combating the spread of dangerous epidemics
and mitigating the effects of bioterrorist attacks. covers
tasks in areas such as health system development. In
this regard, neoconservatives have focused mainly on
the fight against terrorism. It can be said that measures
have been taken to achieve widespread recognition
by neoconservatives as a priority of U.S. national
security. In particular, the U.S. administration, led by
the younger J.Bush, became at war in response to the
events of September 11, 2001. In terms of internal
security, Bush has implemented extensive institutional
reforms. In particular, it has taken comprehensive
measures to prevent bioterrorism, increase border
security, and ensure information and infrastructure
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security. Particular attention was paid to improving
the exchange of information between law enforcement
and intelligence agencies, as well as public authorities,
the private sector (which owns 85% of all important
infrastructure facilities) and international partners. In
the international arena, the United States has formed a
large-scale anti-terrorism coalition (military assistance
was offered to 136 countries, 89 countries were allowed
to use their airspace, and the financial assets of terrorist
organizations were frozen in 142 countries).

The United States has also begun providing military-
technical assistance to other countries fighting terrorism
and has emphasized cooperation in managing weapons
of mass destruction technology. Gradually, under the
influence of neoconservatism, the war on terror began
to turn into a war against the conflicting states. The
terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, called for an
immediate review of the country’s foreign policy and
the development of a precautionary strike strategy.

The third priority of the US national security
policy can be recognized as economic security factors
such as ensuring the global economy and financial
stability, energy security, openness of foreign markets.
While the open market principles of neoconservatism
provide opportunities for economic cooperation, there
have also been destructive views on energy security.
The intensification of competition for oil and gas, the
main energy sources, has further strengthened the
energy security factor. As the country’s development
and economic development depended directly on
hydrocarbon resources, it necessitated the need for
neoconservative views to influence the formation of
security approaches aimed at further enhancing U.S.
energy capabilities. In this regard, it has been concluded
that several military actions of the US administration in
the Middle East under the influence of neoconservatism
are mainly related to energy security interests.

In recent years, the concept of energy security has
historically been formed in the context of geopolitical
competition between the world’s major powers, and has
become even more relevant in the context of resource
disputes between Western energy importing countries
and OPEC (Organization of Petroleum Exporting
Countries).

The authors of the book “Energy and Security:
The Path to a New Foreign Policy Strategy” interpret
energy security as the provision of access to energy
resources necessary for the development of national
power. According to Lee Hamilton, president of the
Wilson International Science Center, “energy security
is the second most important component of the national
security policy after national defense. According to the
scientist, all countries of the world, including the United
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States, should be involved in strengthening energy
security.

One of the main skills of U.S. neoconservatives is
not to lose the advantage, especially in regions with high
energy potential, such as the Middle East and the Persian
Gulf. The growing demand for oil and gas resources in
the world has undoubtedly intensified the geopolitical
and geoeconomic competition in these regions. By
the beginning of the new century, an energy security
paradigm had emerged in the security system.

In general, the concept of energy security consists
of components such as energy resources, price, supply
and transport security, which should be approached in
terms of its components. Energy security is not only
determined by indicators such as the depletion or non-
availability of energy resources, rising prices. In this
context, the energy security of different states or groups
of states, regions can be defined differently. In particular,
the energy security of exporting countries is a state of
stable reserves, diversity of supply opportunities and
protection from internal and external threats to their
position in the world energy market.

The urgency of the issue of energy security is a
serious concern for countries that consume leading
energy sources, such as the United States. In recent
years, there has been a growing call from U.S. political
circles, particularly neoconservatives, to develop
sound strategies on the geopolitical and geoeconomic
importance of oil and gas-rich regions in times of high
influence.

The fourth priority of U.S. national security policy
is to include views on international security. In particular,
according to neoconservative views, US hegemony is the
basis of international security. In this regard, attention
will be paid to the prevention of regional conflicts that
negatively affect national stability, strengthening the
alliance of partner countries, promoting democracy in
the world, weakening the impact of non-democratic
regimes on international security and political change,
combating radical Islamic extremism.

The neoconservative approach to protecting
national security from threats through international
security includes ideas such as the priority of the United
States, its “choice,” and its unique “responsibility” for
deciding liberal-democratic values around the world.

Formed under the influence of the ideology of U.S.
neoconservatism, the formation of national security
policy during the presidency of J. Bush (2001-2009)
was influenced by various political-theoretical schools
and concepts. However, it was mainly influenced by
two political and ideological trends: neoconservatism
and neoliberalism, which emerged on the basis of the
development of the principle of liberal internationalism.
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In the 1990s, representatives of both directions brought
their positions closer together.

While the U.S. policy of international supremacy and
hegemony has traditionally had a negative connotation
in the United States, neoconservatives have sought to
prove that “American imperialism” benefits the world.
At the same time, they tried to legitimize the U.S.
national security policy. It should be noted that these
views, assessed by the elite of the U.S. community of
neoconservative experts, have influenced the formation
of national security. They not only provided a “scientific
basis” for the U.S.’s desire for global dominance, but
also suggested ways to strengthen it, legitimizing it in
the eyes of the public.

The main goal of U.S. national security policy
during the period under review was to strengthen its
dominant position in the global political system. The
basic tenets of national security policy were set out in the
September 2002 Bush Doctrine. It should be noted that
the authors of the strategy did not make a clear distinction
between internal and external security. As the U.S.
actively participates in world politics and economics,
it is not surprising that the concept of security has been
interpreted in terms of the sustainability of the existing
system of economic and political relations in which the
United States has a leading position. From an economic
point of view, the US project “for the whole world” was
based on the principles of neoliberalism, ideologically
- the idea of democracy, and politically - the idea of
combating terrorism. Attempts by other members of the
world political system to offer alternatives to democracy
and the free market, in particular authoritarianism,
radicalism and protectionism, have been identified as
a major threat to national security.

Supporting opposition movements and establishing
democratic regimes in other countries through direct
military intervention was seen as the most effective way
to ensure U.S. internal security.

Thus, after the Republican administration came to
power, neoconservatives began to argue that concepts
such as “stability”” and “norm” and “good neighborliness”
should not be given too much importance. At the same
time, they believe that in the modern world, mechanisms
such as “hold”, “restriction”, “realism”, “collective
security”, “confidence-building” and “consensus” no
longer work. In their view, all treaties and agreements
are aimed at limiting and controlling U.S. military
forces.

During the last Republican administration “the ideas
put forward by neoconservatives have been adequately
implemented. So the task now is not to complicate the
situation, but to lose the results. These results have
been important for both Republicans and Democrats.
Especially after the - Arab Spring”.
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In the system of neoconservative views aimed
at ensuring international security, the issue of radical
Islam and the behavior of non-democratic regimes play
an important role. Especially after the terrorist attacks
of September 11, 2001, there was a sharp change in
attitudes towards Islam. The 9/11 phenomenon is
changing U.S. attitudes toward threats.

In general, the influence of U.S. neoconservative
ideology on the formation of national security paradigms
is most evident during the presidency of presidents
elected by the Republican Party. In particular, security
approaches in the post-2000s have been shaped by
the political views of the junior Bush administration
and the neoconservative community. The principles
of neoconservatism demonstrated the foundations
of a unique integral security paradigm under the
influence of traditional realist and idealist approaches
to security. That is, in the structure of national interests,
neoconservatives combined and combined realistic
elements (power, intervention) with idealistic elements
(character of political systems, values, ideas, loyalty
to historical traditions, freedom). Idealistic elements
undoubtedly take precedence in their interpretation of
national interests. Pursuing an idealistic policy leads
to the application of double standards. In particular,
the United States has sometimes turned a blind eye to
violations of democratic values and human rights when it
is in its best interests. Moreover, the mere inculcation of
democratic ideas into the world through violence is not
in line with democratic principles. Paleoconservatives
R.Kirk and P.Buchanan, representatives of classical
conservatism, have drawn attention to this issue,
criticizing the behavior of neoconservatives. Hence, the
national security approaches of neoconservatism move
away from the value-ideological paradigm and show
the rejection of the traditional approach to the concept
of sovereignty. This is because the idea of exporting
liberal values, in turn, requires entering into a conflict
with national sovereignties.Thus, the ideology of
neoconservatism in the United States includes elements
of the classical paradigms in the theory of international
relations - political realism and liberalism.

However, US neoconservative initiatives today
caused negative results, first of all, the negative
attitude of the world community towards the United
States, a decline in the image of Democratic leadership.

Thus, the assessment of the role of neoconservative
ideas in ensuring national security is reflected in the
following principles: first, international relations are
anarchic, and historical experience shows that military
power remains a decisive factor in interstate politics.
As a means of ensuring security and foreign policy,
power must be used first, not last. Second, international
law cannot be effective in ensuring justice and security.
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International organizations cannot be an instrument
of regulation of foreign relations and foreign policy.
Third, the internal nature of a particular system of
government influences foreign policy, so it must
be based on liberal-democratic principles. Because
democracies around the world are less likely to clash,
and the tradition of democratic statehood is a guarantee
of international security. Fourth, the interdependence of
society and national interests in the form of governance
is important. A healthy society needs to understand and
comprehend its foreign policy goals. This encourages an
understanding of internal decay and external risks. Fifth,
the United States must rely on its universal values, the
principles of natural law, and strive to lead and survive
in a democratic world as a state with modern armed
forces and leverage.

Based on the discussion of this issue, the following
general conclusions can be made:

First, in the eyes of neoconservatives, national
interests are based on the U.S.’s commitment to
fundamental ideas and self-respect;

Secondly, in the views of the ideology of
neoconservatism on U.S. national security, approaches
such as external threats, the geostrategic situation
in international relations, the nature of world
politics predominates. Therefore, the influence of
neoconservatism’s foreign policy goals on the formation
of U.S. national security paradigms is evident;

Third, in the ideology of neoconservatism, security
is interpreted as a category of value, manifested as a
single system in which the factors of national interest,
national security and military power are integrated;

Fourth, the influence of neoconservative ideology
ideas on the formation of U.S. national security strategies
was observed during the Republican administration and
formed the theoretical basis of the security paradigm;

Fifth, the urgency of the energy security factor in
the U.S. national security system has begun to be seen
as one of the modern U.S. foreign policy directions,
influencing neoconservative foreign policy decision-
making. Neoconservative ideas served as the basis for
the realization of geoenergetic interests;

Sixth, the main foreign policy approaches of
neoconservatism served as a theoretical basis in the
formation of U.S. national security strategies.

In particular, skepticism about the effectiveness of
international norms in ensuring national security and
national interests, the threat of non-democratic states,
the need to combat international terrorism and “radical
Islamism” and the elimination of threats to national
security through international military force. based on
opinions.
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CONCLUSIONS

In general, the ideological foundations of

neoconservatism ideology were accepted as a
theoretical source for the newly formed U.S. national
security strategy. In particular, the anarchic nature of
international relations, the reliance on military force for
security, the ineffectiveness of international institutions
in combating security threats, authoritarian regimes and
the understanding of “radical Islam” as key threats,
the spread of democracy as a factor in global cultural
development and stability Such approaches have served
as the political and ideological basis of the U.S. national
security concept.
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