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How the Nixon Doctrine Blew Up the Persian Gulf,
Undermined US Security
Fifty years ago today the White House set off a regional arms race that
created a downward spiral for decades to come.

By David Wight
Global Research, June 01, 2022
Responsible Statecraft 31 May 2022

Region: Middle East & North Africa, USA
Theme: Intelligence

All  Global  Research articles  can be read in  51 languages by activating the “Translate
Website” drop down menu on the top banner of our home page (Desktop version).

To receive Global Research’s Daily Newsletter (selected articles), click here.

Visit and follow us on Instagram, Twitter and Facebook. Feel free to repost and share widely
Global Research articles.

***

“Protect me,” President Richard Nixon implored the shah of Iran 50 years ago. In asking
this,  Nixon initiated a  doctrine bearing his  name in  the Persian Gulf  that,  while  often
relegated as a relic of the 1970s, in fact continues to guide U.S. policy toward the region to
this day, despite being a strategic and humanitarian disaster.

On May 31, 1972, Nixon and the shah privately met at the Saadabad Palace in Tehran. For
the first time, Nixon agreed to sell F–14 and F–15 jet fighters and laser-guided bombs, some
of the most advanced weapons in the U.S. arsenal, to Iran. In return, Nixon asked the shah
that Iran use these weapons to protect U.S. interests in the Persian Gulf region.

With the ability of the United States to commit troops abroad constrained by the Vietnam
War, Nixon pressed allies around the world to accept a greater share of the military defense
burdens of the Cold War, a strategy dubbed the Nixon Doctrine. Nixon viewed Iran as the
ideal partner in the Persian Gulf to counter growing Soviet influence in neighboring countries
given the shah’s close ties with the United States and rising Iranian oil revenues.

The shah, who dreamed of establishing Iran as the unrivaled military power of the Persian
Gulf, embraced the Nixon Doctrine, initiating a massive arms export race in the troubled
region that continues to this day.

Earlier in the Cold War the United States had coordinated with the United Kingdom and
France to limit the sale of weapons to states in the Persian Gulf, including Iran. Through the
1960s the U.S. government restricted the number of arms it would sell to Iran out of concern
that the shah, if left unchecked, would spend too much on foreign weapons at the expense
of developing Iran’s economy, endangering Iranians’ support for the monarch.

After  his  meeting with the shah in  May,  1972,  Nixon ordered the U.S.  government to
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abandon its policy of arms sales restraint to Iran. From 1970 to 1974, U.S. arms and military
services and construction sales agreements with Iran increased twenty-three-fold. Into the
late 1970s the shah continued his expensive purchases, including scores of F–14s, four
state-of-the-art missile destroyers, and seven high-tech AWACS surveillance aircraft.

Iran’s massive military buildup spurred an arms race in the Persian Gulf. Iraq, responding to
Iran’s growing strength and its provision of weapons to Iraqi Kurdish rebels, increased its
acquisition of arms from the Soviet Union. Saudi Arabia, reacting to Iraq’s growing armed
forces,  rapidly  increased  its  purchases  of  U.S.  weapons,  including  60  F–15  jet  fighters  in
1978.

But in early 1979 the shah was overthrown in the Iranian Revolution, replaced by the
fiercely anti-American Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini. Many Iranians revolted against the shah
in large part due to their sense that he had spent lavishly on U.S. weapons (that were then
turned against them) but failed to invest in programs that would improve the quality of life
for most Iranians, a theme Khomeini regularly turned to in his revolutionary speeches. The
Nixon Doctrine had helped to change Iran from an ally to an adversary of the United States.

Despite the shah’s fall, the United States doubled down on the Nixon Doctrine, hoping arms
sales to Arab allies could contain Iran. Saudi royals likewise pressed hard for more U.S.
weapons to defend themselves against the new anti-monarchical government in Iran that
was armed to the teeth with U.S. weapons and promising to export Islamist revolutions
abroad.

While the Iranian Revolution at the start of 1979 had shocked Riyadh and Washington, the
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan at the end of that year triggered full on panic. In response,
President Jimmy Carter declared that “an attempt by any outside force to gain control of the
Persian Gulf region… will be repelled by any means necessary, including military force,” and
ordered a buildup of U.S. forces in and around the Persian Gulf.

This Carter Doctrine has often been characterized as the end of the Nixon Doctrine in the
Persian Gulf, as the Carter Doctrine emphasized the use of U.S. armed forces, rather than
the militaries of  local  allies as per the Nixon Doctrine,  to defend the region.  In  truth,
however, the two doctrines worked in tandem, with a heavy initial reliance on the Nixon
Doctrine. The deployment of U.S. forces in the Persian Gulf moved slowly in the first half of
the 1980s. In contrast, from 1979 to 1984 over a quarter of the value of all U.S. arms and
military services and construction sales agreements to other countries were made with
Saudi Arabia.

In 1980 the eight year-long Iran-Iraq War began, further destabilizing the Persian Gulf. The
enormous scale of the conflict’s violence was made possible by the arms buildups of the two
countries driven by the Nixon Doctrine during the 1970s. Furthermore, in a twist on the
Nixon Doctrine, Washington supported unprecedented arms sales from the Soviet Union and
France to Iraq to check the power of Iran. Iran, meanwhile, obtained U.S. weapons on the
black market. The war contributed to higher global oil prices, drew the U.S. military more
deeply into the Persian Gulf, and killed roughly 750,000 people.

The U.S. military’s interventions in the 1991 Gulf War and 2003 invasion of Iraq, with their
large deployments of U.S. combat troops, marked Washington’s furthest deviation from the
Nixon Doctrine in the Persian Gulf. Yet both wars increased the relative regional power of

https://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/2018-10/us_dscafacts_2016.pdf
https://oxford.universitypressscholarship.com/view/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199375691.001.0001/acprof-9780199375691
https://content.time.com/time/subscriber/article/0,33009,919695,00.html
https://www.cornellpress.cornell.edu/book/9781501715723/oil-money/#bookTabs=1
https://history.state.gov/historicaldocuments/frus1977-80v18/d19
https://history.state.gov/historicaldocuments/frus1977-80v18/d20
https://history.state.gov/historicaldocuments/frus1977-80v18/d45
https://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/2018-10/us_dscafacts_2016.pdf
https://www.penguinrandomhouse.com/books/241154/americas-war-for-the-greater-middle-east-by-andrew-j-bacevich/
https://www.penguinrandomhouse.com/books/241154/americas-war-for-the-greater-middle-east-by-andrew-j-bacevich/
https://www.hup.harvard.edu/catalog.php?isbn=9780674088634


| 3

Iran by degrading Iraq’s ability and willingness to counter Iranian power, and as the Iraq War
dragged on for  years,  American support  for  large-scale  deployments  of  U.S.  troops to
warzones  largely  dissipated.  These factors  led  Washington to  turn  again  to  the  Nixon
Doctrine, with the United States selling unprecedented numbers of weapons to Saudi Arabia
and the United Arab Emirates so they could independently counter Iran militarily.  This
included a record $60 billion arms sale package to Saudi Arabia in 2010.

Saudi  Arabia  and  the  United  Arab  Emirates  used  the  flow  of  U.S.  arms  to  launch  their
misguided invasion of Yemen, a country in which they aimed to preserve their influence at
the expense of Iran. The Obama and Trump administrations assisted them with a massive
resupply of weapons; from 2015 to 2019 Saudi Arabia received a quarter of all U.S. arms
exports. The Biden administration has also offered advanced U.S. weapons, albeit with some
new restrictions, to the Saudis and Emiratis.

Yet again, the Nixon Doctrine harmed U.S. interests and the people of the Middle East. The
war in Yemen has killed an estimated quarter of a million people and pushed more than half
of Yemen’s population into acute levels of food insecurity. The Saudi-led intervention has
actually  increased Iranian influence in  Yemen and inflamed anti-American sentiment  there
due to the many Yemenis killed by U.S. munitions.

The sale of countless advanced weapons to Persian Gulf countries under the logic of the
Nixon Doctrine has produced repeated humanitarian and strategic disasters. After 50 years,
it is critical that the United States end its role in the arms races of the Persian Gulf and to
instead recommit itself to negotiating multilateral agreements on reducing weapons sales
and regional military buildups.

*

Note to readers: Please click the share buttons above or below. Follow us on Instagram,
Twitter and Facebook. Feel free to repost and share widely Global Research articles.

Featured image: President Nixon chats with the Shah of Iran, Mohammed Reza Pahlavi in the Oval
Office, July 24, 1973 (Photo: Nixon library)

The original source of this article is Responsible Statecraft
Copyright © David Wight, Responsible Statecraft, 2022

Comment on Global Research Articles on our Facebook page

Become a Member of Global Research

Articles by: David Wight

Disclaimer: The contents of this article are of sole responsibility of the author(s). The Centre for Research on Globalization will
not be responsible for any inaccurate or incorrect statement in this article. The Centre of Research on Globalization grants
permission to cross-post Global Research articles on community internet sites as long the source and copyright are
acknowledged together with a hyperlink to the original Global Research article. For publication of Global Research articles in
print or other forms including commercial internet sites, contact: publications@globalresearch.ca

https://www.nytimes.com/2011/12/30/world/middleeast/with-30-billion-arms-deal-united-states-bolsters-ties-to-saudi-arabia.html
https://www.sipri.org/media/press-release/2020/usa-and-france-dramatically-increase-major-arms-exports-saudi-arabia-largest-arms-importer-says
https://www.sipri.org/media/press-release/2020/usa-and-france-dramatically-increase-major-arms-exports-saudi-arabia-largest-arms-importer-says
https://responsiblestatecraft.org/2022/05/17/emirs-funeral-becomes-bidens-hoped-for-reset-with-uae/
https://www.hrw.org/world-report/2022/country-chapters/yemen
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/order-from-chaos/2020/02/26/yemens-war-is-escalating-again/
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/10/31/magazine/yemen-war-saudi-arabia.html
https://responsiblestatecraft.org/2022/05/31/how-the-nixon-doctrine-blew-up-the-persian-gulf-and-undermined-us-security/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/david-wight
https://responsiblestatecraft.org/2022/05/31/how-the-nixon-doctrine-blew-up-the-persian-gulf-and-undermined-us-security/
https://www.facebook.com/GlobalResearchCRG
https://store.globalresearch.ca/member/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/david-wight
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca


| 4

www.globalresearch.ca contains copyrighted material the use of which has not always been specifically authorized by the
copyright owner. We are making such material available to our readers under the provisions of "fair use" in an effort to advance
a better understanding of political, economic and social issues. The material on this site is distributed without profit to those
who have expressed a prior interest in receiving it for research and educational purposes. If you wish to use copyrighted
material for purposes other than "fair use" you must request permission from the copyright owner.
For media inquiries: publications@globalresearch.ca

https://www.globalresearch.ca
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca

