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“With this book, Daniele Ganser has succeeded in conveying historical background knowledge in a compact form, making it easy to read, especially for young people. This is absolutely necessary in view of increasing skepticism toward US policy with uninterrupted transatlantic propaganda in the media.”


—Karl-Heinz Peil, FriedensJournal


“In his interesting book, Ganser describes in detail the role of the US war machine in enforcing the empire’s claims to power.”


—Tilo Gräser, Sputnik


“Dr. Phil. Daniele Ganser, Swiss historian and peace activist, is one of the outstanding contemporary thinkers who fight against “general memory loss” by profoundly reappraising historical events and making their findings available to the people in a clear and understandable language.”


—Afsane Bahar, Neue Rheinische Zeitung


“The great thing about Daniele Ganser’s books is that they provide solid facts that can be verified at any time, encouraging the reader to draw their own conclusions. In his journey through U.S. history, marked by numerous crimes against humanity, genocides, wars of aggression, and other abysses, the author always appeals to the principle of the human family that unites us all.”


—Richard-Heinrich Tarenz, Wild Magazin


“Daniele Ganser’s USA: The Ruthless Empire is interesting and worth reading—because the author does not practice one-dimensional criticism of the USA. He consistently appeals to principles and ideals: UN ban on the use of force, mindfulness and what he calls the human family.”


—Erich Gysling, Infosperber


“Every war begins with a lie, as Ganser’s many examples comprehensively demonstrate. But he also emphasizes that there have always been people guided by ethical values and that in the current peace movement, it is important to maintain these values. In my opinion, this book belongs in every school, university and city library.”


—Christiane Borowy on KenFM


“A book absolutely worth reading. It opens eyes, creates consternation and shows the only viable way: The path to the future must be a peaceful one!”


—Angelika Gutsche in Freitag
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I dedicate this book to all the people who reject war, terror, torture, and war propaganda from the bottom of their hearts and who are committed to peace.
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INTRODUCTION


I wrote this book with the intention of strengthening the peace movement. The peace movement includes all the people who reject war and terror and who oppose lies and war propaganda. Peace movements have always existed in countries around the world, including the United States. To prove this point, I frequently quote people of the US peace movement throughout this book. Among them is the African American civil rights activist and pastor Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., who called for nonviolent resistance against the oppression of African Americans and against the illegal war in Vietnam, and women’s rights activist Jeannette Rankin of Montana, who as a member of Congress voted against US participation in World War I and World War II, and former National Security Agency (NSA) employee Edward Snowden, who exposed citizen surveillance. Members of the peace movement have always oriented themselves according to their conscience and never just followed public opinion. They publicly rejected war and the lies therein, even when they held a minority opinion. Some members of the peace movement were shot and killed, like Martin Luther King. Others were defamed as “traitors” and “whores,” like Jeannette Rankin. Edward Snowden had to leave the US and now lives in Moscow. Their example has inspired other people to take a stand against war, terror, and war propaganda, even when doing so is difficult and takes courage.


The United States is the greatest danger to world peace. But with all criticism of the 300,000 superrich Americans who run the US empire, the peace movement must never be about fostering hatred among nation-states. Many of the 330 million US inhabitants are committed to peace and reject imperialism. They may not hold leading positions in the White House, nor do they dominate Congress, but they are passionately committed to a better and more peaceful world. They are teachers, artists, environmentalists, civil rights activists, yoga teachers, writers, gardeners, and much more. They are hardly known, but everyone in the peace movement has an influence because everything is connected to everything else.


In all of my research I am guided by the following three principles: the UN Prohibition of Violence, mindfulness, and the human family. The UN ban on violence was enacted in 1945 and prohibits the threat or use of violence in international politics. Unfortunately, this ban has been forgotten, and many people have never even heard of it. That is why I often mention it in my books and in lectures, because it is a very important instrument of the peace movement. The principle of mindfulness is also a gem for the peace movement, because humanity has been deceived and confused by war propaganda far too often. However, it needn’t be so. When we learn to observe our own thoughts and feelings from a calm distance by practicing mindfulness, we can gain clarity. There is no need to believe everything the media tells us. Mindfulness can help us realize that we are not our thoughts and feelings. We are clear consciousness in which these thoughts and feelings arise and later dissolve, just like clouds in the sky.


The principle of the human family was particularly important to me in writing this book. Unfortunately, throughout history we have repeatedly excluded and killed individual members. We have divided ourselves and devalued each other on the basis of nationality, religion, skin color, gender, and income. During the infamous witch hunts, women were accused of “sorcery” as they were excluded from the human family and burned. During the Indian Wars in North America, Indigenous people were excluded from the human family. They were labeled as “savages,” driven out, and killed. In the slave trade, Africans were excluded from the human family. They were labeled as “animals,” defamed, and exploited. During the Second World War, Jews were excluded from the human family—they were called “unworthy of life” and were put into concentration camps, where they were gassed. The Vietnamese people were called “termites” by US soldiers in the Vietnam War, during which they too were excluded from the human family and bombed with napalm. In the course of the so-called “war on terror,” Afghans were called “terrorists,” excluded from the human family, and killed.


The pattern is clear as it repeats itself: The principle of the human family continues to be violated by excluding and devaluing a particular group of people and then killing them. It is evident that our appearances differ, as do our faiths, nationalities, levels of education, languages, and income levels. In terms of those attributes we are not equal and we never will be, but that does not justify any use of violence. “Our world is definitely facing the problem of various hostilities getting out of control. Humans are specialists in marginalizing others,” explains Dutch zoologist Frans de Waal. “Humans demonize people of other nationalities or religions and this, in turn, generates fears and anger. We are quick to call them savages or animals and suddenly it is legitimate to eliminate the savages, because we no longer feel that they deserve sympathy.”1


In April 2004, the public learned that US soldiers had tortured Iraqis at the Abu Ghraib prison in Iraq. US war propaganda had instilled in American soldiers that Iraqis were bad people, which caused the soldiers to exclude the Iraqis from the human family, which had concrete consequences: US soldier Lynndie England had led a naked Iraqi inmate around the prison at Abu Ghraib. Another Iraqi prisoner was forced to balance on a crate while wearing a black hood and with wires attached to his body. The US soldiers threatened him with fatal electrocution if he were to fall off the crate. “For Europe, these horrific images depicting sex, torture and humiliation were shocking,” Die Welt commented. The Abu Ghraib scandal was a drastic illustration of what can happen when the people of an entire nation, in this case the Iraqis, are excluded from the human family.2


In the face of such violence and brutality, one must not conclude, however, that we humans are incapable of living together peacefully. We very well can, and we do so in millions of different places every day. “Let us first examine our attitude toward peace itself, for too many of us think of it as impossible,” President John F. Kennedy declared in one of his speeches. “Too many of us think it is impossible to achieve, but that is a dangerous and defeatist belief. It leads to the conclusion that war is inevitable, that mankind is doomed, that we are in the grip of forces we cannot control.” But this is not true, and Kennedy knew it. “Our problems are man-made. Therefore they can be solved by men. The greatness that the human mind can achieve is determined by man himself.”3


Inspirational figures outside the United States have also shaped the peace movement. In India, lawyer and pacifist Mahatma Gandhi, who is a great role model for me personally, repeatedly emphasized the principle of the human family. “All humanity is one family,” Gandhi said. He always used a calm and friendly tone in his protests, free from anger and hatred. Despite their brutal advance, Gandhi did not refer to the Indian police, the Indian government, or the British colonial power as enemies. “I never consider anyone my enemy,” Gandhi declared. “All of you are my friends. I want to enlighten and change hearts.”4


I firmly believe that the peace movement will be stronger in the twenty-first century if it is guided by the principles of the human family, mindfulness, and the UN Prohibition of Violence. Division on the basis of nation, religion, skin color, gender, educational degree, or level of income should be replaced by the insight that all people belong to one and the same human family. You as a reader belong to the human family, no matter where you come from or what your story is. I, the author of this book, also belong to the human family, as do all the people mentioned in this book, victims and perpetrators alike. Together we should learn not to kill each other, because all life is sacred.




CHAPTER 1


THE USA POSES THE GREATEST THREAT TO WORLD PEACE


The United States of America has been the empire since 1945. The term “empire” is used to describe the most influential and powerful country of a given time in terms of economic, political, and military power. The USA prints the US dollar, which is currently the most important world reserve currency. It is a nuclear power, has the highest military expenditures, is home to the largest defense corporations, and boasts the most military bases in foreign countries. The US is a veto power in the UN Security Council and thus can prevent itself from being condemned by the UN Security Council when it illegally bombs other countries and violates the UN ban on violence. Furthermore, the US is in command of NATO, the world’s largest military alliance, which currently includes twenty-nine European and North American member states.


Anyone interested in international politics, history, and peace cannot ignore the empire, because the US has had either a direct or an indirect influence on almost every major conflict of the last 100 years and is continuing to shape the wars of the present. An empire is easy to spot—just count the aircraft carriers. The US has eleven nuclear-powered aircraft carriers, more than any other country in the world. The cover of this book features the USS George Washington, a symbol for US military supremacy. The newest US aircraft carrier, the USS Gerald Ford, was inaugurated by President Donald Trump in 2017. Due to its propulsion by nuclear power, it can stay at sea for decades without ever having to refuel. At $13 billion, the USS Gerald Ford is the most expensive warship ever built. By contrast, China currently only has two aircraft carriers, while France, Great Britain, and Russia each have but one.1


Empires rise and fall; they do not last. The Roman Empire, the Spanish Empire, the Ottoman Empire, the French Empire, and the British Empire were once great and fearsome. Today however, they no longer exist. The US empire, too, will one day crumble and be replaced by a different power structure. When and how that will happen is currently unknown. When nations spend too much on armaments, “they are likely to overexert themselves,” warns British historian Paul Kennedy. “A nation then resembles an old man, trying to do a job that is beyond his strength.”2


Gallup Surveys 67,000 People in 65 Countries


“Which country poses the greatest threat to world peace today?” The US polling institute Gallup, headquartered in Washington, DC, posed this intriguing question as part of a global survey conducted in 2013. Gallup has been conducting annual global surveys on the state of the world since 1977, but it was not until the new millennium that the US pollsters dared to ask this loaded question, as a result of radio listeners requesting it be posed. The survey polled more than 67,000 people in 65 different countries during September–December 2013, while President Barack Obama was serving his term in office. The question was posed across the globe and the results were very clear.


Of those surveyed, 24 percent—in other words, about a quarter of the world’s population—considered the US to be the greatest threat to world peace. The BBC commented that this was “bad news for the US but not entirely surprising.” The second most dangerous country, the Muslim nuclear power Pakistan, ranked far behind the US with 8 percent of the votes. China placed third among the most dangerous countries. Merely 5 percent of respondents rated the world’s most populous country as the most dangerous. Communist Party–controlled China shared this third place with Israel (5%), North Korea (5%), Afghanistan (5%) and Iran (5%). The countries that followed were also considered major threats to world peace: India (4%), Iraq (4%), Japan (4%), Syria (3%), Russia (2%), Australia (1%), Germany (1%), Palestine (1%), Somalia (1%), South Korea (1%), and the United Kingdom (1%).3


The same Gallup poll also wanted to know: “If there were no national borders, which country would you prefer to live in?” With 38 percent, a clear majority of respondents answered that they would choose to live in the same country they currently live in. The majority of people do not want to emigrate, but would rather live close to their respective families. Almost all of them feel attached to the culture, language, landscape, and food of their native country. For those people who do want to emigrate, however, the United States was the most desirable destination country with 9% of respondents’ votes, followed by Australia (7%), Canada (7%), Switzerland (6%), France (4%), Germany (4%), the UK (4%), and Italy (3%).


For the US to be perceived as the greatest threat to world peace in 2013 was not an entirely new development. “I think to most Europeans, America currently appears to be the most dangerous country in the world,” British historian Arnold Toynbee had said as early as 1971, without having any empirical data from a survey to fall back on. “Considering that America is undoubtedly the most powerful country in the world, there is something very frightening about the transformation of the American image over the past thirty years,” Toynbee said, as he was writing while the Vietnam War was ongoing. “It is probably even more frightening for the great majority of the human population who are neither Europeans nor North Americans, but Latin Americans, Asians and Africans,” for time and again, he said, the United States has intervened in the domestic affairs of other countries with ruthless violence. Therefore, Toynbee said, the United States is “a nightmare.”4


After Donald Trump took office in January 2017, the perception of the US did not improve. “Concerns about US power and influence have risen in many countries around the world, while trust in the US president has plummeted,” US polling firm Pew found in August 2017. Pew had surveyed people from thirty different countries in North America, South America, Europe, Africa, Asia, and Australia. This global survey was first conducted in 2013 during the Obama presidency, and then again in 2017 while President Trump held office in the White House. The US was already considered a major threat to the world under President Obama, but after President Trump moved in, distrust in the US increased even further.


In 2017 Pew found that “In 21 of the 30 countries surveyed, the number of people who rate the US as a serious threat to their own country has increased,” with people from neighboring countries Mexico and Canada ranking the US as a greater threat than China or Russia. In other NATO countries like Germany, France, the UK, and Holland, participants of the survey in 2017 also rated the US as more dangerous than in 2013. What is more, Pew found that women in Australia, Canada, Japan, France, and the United Kingdom rated the US as a greater danger than men surveyed in those same countries. Similarly, the survey found that people who voted for left-wing parties in the UK, Sweden, South Korea, and Australia considered the US to be a greater danger than people who voted for right-wing parties in the same countries.5


Recent research from Germany confirms this critical view of the United States. According to a study conducted by Forsa Gesellschaft für Sozialforschung und Statistische Analysen (Forsa Institute for Social Research and Statistical Analysis) and published in 2018, “79 percent of Germans consider US President Donald Trump to be the greatest threat to world peace. Only 13 percent perceived Russian President Putin to pose a greater danger to the world. Eight percent of respondents found both equally frightening.” The US’s reputation in Germany has been steadily declining over recent years. “After our loss in World War II, the US went from being viewed as an admirable victor and protective power to being viewed more critically by Germans surprisingly fast,” the Augsburger Allgemeine Zeitung commented on the Forsa study. According to German study director Manfred Güllner, perception of the US took a major hit after George W. Bush entered the White House in 2001. “By the time of the Iraq war, he was seen as a far more dangerous warmonger than Putin. The Germans had still trusted Bush’s predecessor, Bill Clinton.”6


More recent surveys confirm this perception of the United States. “Germans see the US as the greatest threat to peace, ahead of North Korea, Turkey and Russia,” announced the Security Report 2019, which has been conducted annually since 2011. As part of this representative population survey, over 1,200 Germans aged sixteen and over were surveyed by the Center for Strategy and Higher Leadership in Cologne. Almost half of the respondents said they felt that they were living in particularly uncertain times. “The Security Report 2019 clearly shows: There is one central factor that scares German citizens. It is the USA under Donald Trump’s leadership,” study director Klaus Schweinsberg stated when commenting on the results.7


The survey found that more than 56 percent of Germans see the US as the greatest threat to world peace. In the previous year, 2018, it had been 40 percent. At that time, the majority considered North Korea to be the greatest threat. Study director Schweinsberg described the ascension of the US to the top of the list of greatest threats, and the ousting of North Korea, as a “sad career.” Other observers of this development were not entirely surprised. “There have always been Germans that viewed American politics and society critically. US culture is often perceived as superficial and their foreign policy as egotistical,” RTL commented. “In East Germany, this impression is felt even more strongly than in the West.”8


Since 1945 the US Has Bombed More Countries than Any Other Nation


Thousands of people in many different countries consider the US to be the greatest threat to world peace by far. Why is this so? The answer is obvious: it is because the US is the empire, and historically, the rise to imperial supremacy has always been based on violence. This belief in violence is reflected in the fact that, contrarily to almost all other Western countries, the death penalty is still carried out in the United States. More importantly, since 1945 no other nation has bombed as many countries as the Americans have. No other country has overthrown governments in as many countries as the US has. Since 1945, no other country has waged as many covert wars as the US and no other nation in the world maintains military bases in so many foreign countries, often despite the disapproval of local citizens. “It has become embarrassing to be American,” Paul Craig Roberts commented. He served in Ronald Reagan’s administration as Deputy Secretary of the Treasury and became a fierce critic of the White House after leaving politics. “Our country has had four criminal presidents in a row: Clinton, Bush, Obama, and Trump.”9


US historian Gabriel Kolko, who taught at York University in Toronto, Canada, correctly states that the US “is the country that fought the most wars in the second half of the twentieth century.” It is due to this repeated and constant use of force that the US is now classified as the greatest threat to world peace. Historical data reveals that the US has used force, overtly or covertly, against the following countries since 1945. It should be noted at this point, however, that this is not the complete list.
















	

Greece 1946


Korea 1950


Iran 1953


Guatemala 1954


Congo 1961


Cuba 1961


Vietnam 1964


Indonesia 1965




	

Cambodia 1969


Laos 1970


Chile 1973


Nicaragua 1981


Grenada 1983


Libya 1986


Panama 1989


Kuwait 1991




	

Sudan 1998


Serbia 1999


Afghanistan 2001


Pakistan 2001


Iraq 2003


Libya 2011


Syria 2014


Ukraine 2014
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Figure 1. Since 1945, the United States has waged the most wars against other countries.


Former president Jimmy Carter was correct in 2019 when he stated with regret that the United States of America is “the most belligerent nation in the history of the world.” Of its 242-year existence as a nation, a mere sixteen years have been spent without war, then ninety-four-year-old Carter observed critically during a church service in Georgia.10


Eisenhower Warns Against the Military-Industrial Complex


War is a business. Military expenditures include all expenses incurred when a country maintains armed forces and wages war. This includes the procurement and maintenance of weapons such as aircraft carriers, tanks, and landmines. The defense industry, in turn, profits from these expenditures because it manufactures the products. Military spending also includes expenditures for military research and development. Further included in the military budget are expenditures attributed to the intelligence services to surveil foreign militaries and increasingly also the domestic population. In addition, military spending, of course, also includes expenses for war operations in foreign countries and for training and equipping foreign soldiers in war zones.


A large part of military spending relates to personnel costs, such as wages and pensions for military personnel. At the time of the Vietnam War, all men between the ages of eighteen and twenty-five in the United States were subject to mandatory military service, and registration was compulsory. Many young men protested because they did not want to be deployed to Vietnam for war. To weaken these protests, conscription was suspended in the US in 1973 and a professional army was introduced on a voluntary basis. Much like Ikea employees have a contract with the furniture store, US soldiers today are paid contract workers for the Pentagon. This has greatly reduced the incidence of protests.


Dwight Eisenhower was the general who, during World War II, led the US forces against Adolf Hitler in Europe. He was subsequently elected president and moved into the White House in 1953. As an insider, he knew the military, as well as politics and the defense industry, from firsthand experience and warned against the so-called “military-industrial complex” in his farewell address. Eisenhower meant the tight network between the defense industry, intelligence agencies, Pentagon, lobbies, politics, and the media. The arms industry will always try to influence politicians in order to secure arms contracts and sell their products. Pentagon employees also have a vested interest in war because without war they are out of work.


Unfortunately, Eisenhower’s warning was not heard. “Jobs, jobs, jobs,” President Donald Trump tweeted after he had signed a massive arms supply deal worth some $350 billion with Saudi Arabia in 2017. After the US had sold F-15 fighter jets to the emirate of Qatar for $12 billion that same year, the Qatari ambassador to the US enthusiastically tweeted that this would create “60,000 new jobs across 42 US states.”11


In his farewell address on April 17, 1961, Eisenhower warned that the US has “a permanent arms industry of enormous proportions. This combination of a vast military establishment and a massive defense industry represents a new experience in the United States,” the outgoing president stressed, warning that the defense industry could gain a dominant influence over policy. “In the bodies of government, we must guard against unauthorized interference, solicited or not, by the military-industrial complex. The potential for catastrophic increases in misplaced power exists today and will continue to pose a problem.” Disarmament in mutual respect and trust is “still a valid imperative,” the former general said. “Together we must learn how to settle our differences with reason and honest intent, not with weapons.”12


The warning was correct, but it was ignored. During Eisenhower’s presidency, the Pentagon’s annual budget amounted to $50 billion. Nonetheless, after Eisenhower’s farewell address the Pentagon’s budget continued to increase year after year, and ties between the US military and the US defense industry continuously grew stronger as many high-ranking US officers moved into the US defense industry as consultants after their retirement from the armed forces. New wars continued to be waged and demand for new products continued to increase. In 1975, by the end of the Vietnam War in which the US suffered defeat, US military spending had already reached $100 billion per year, double the amount since Eisenhower’s warning.


During Ronald Reagan’s presidency, military spending exceeded $200 billion per year for the first time. This was even prior to the illegal invasion of the little Caribbean island of Grenada in 1983. Thus, the Pentagon’s annual budget had quadrupled since the Eisenhower era. It continued to increase sharply and reached the staggering level of $300 billion by 1986, six times more than during Eisenhower’s time in office. President Ronald Reagan fulfilled the arms industry’s wildest dreams, thereby strengthening the military-industrial complex. “As a result of America’s world power policy and its need for armaments, the Pentagon was considerably upgraded as an economic factor,” German political scientist Hartmut Wasser explains. “It is not only an employer in itself, it is also a client and employment guarantor for companies involved in armaments.”13


US Military Spending Sets World Record


After the fall of the Berlin Wall and the dissolution of the communist Soviet Union, millions of people in the peace movement hoped for a so-called “peace dividend,” that is, a reduction in the number of armed forces and a decrease in defense spending. After all, the Pentagon’s longtime enemy had now collapsed and a reduction in US military spending from $300 billion to $200 billion per year was at least conceivable, for as President John F. Kennedy had once wisely stated: “Mankind must put an end to war, or war will put an end to mankind.”14


However, even after the end of the Cold War, the military-industrial complex did not want any budget cuts and the US acted even more aggressively. “In the decade following the fall of the Berlin Wall . . . the US didn’t just use its military power to respond to crises,” says US historian Andrew Bacevich. “The military has been used to preempt, intimidate . . . and to control, and it did so routinely and persistently. In the age of globalization, the Department of Defense has definitively transformed itself into a ministry of power projection.” The Pentagon became a ministry of attack. The goal of the US, Bacevich recognized, consisted of “building a military, political, economic, and cultural empire of global reach.”15


It is a little-known fact that the Pentagon’s accounting practices are sometimes extremely opaque, which suggests corruption. On September 10, 2001, US Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld gave a remarkable speech at the Pentagon, declaring that the bureaucracy in the Department of Defense was too large and that too much money was being wasted. “In this building, money disappears into tasks that are duplicated and into a bloated bureaucracy,” Rumsfeld criticized. The Defense Department, he said, has 660,000 civilian employees and 1.4 million active-duty soldiers, plus a million militiamen in the National Guard. Every dollar that disappears into bureaucracy ought to go to the soldiers on the front lines, Rumsfeld complained. Savings of $18 billion a year were theoretically possible, he said, but implementing an austerity program would be difficult. “An institution built with trillions of dollars over the course of several decades cannot be changed on the fly,” Rumsfeld cautioned. “Some say it’s like turning around a warship; I believe it’s even more difficult.”16


A BBC report on Rumsfeld’s speech includes the following startling revelation: “We are unable to account for $2.3 trillion worth of transactions.” That is an extremely large sum and should have made headlines around the world. Two-point-three trillion dollars—or $2,300 billion—is several times the Pentagon’s annual budget. Presumably, Rumsfeld did not mean that this money had vanished into thin air. According to an internal audit at the Pentagon, many transactions were found not to meet the standards of clean accounting. Rumsfeld complained, “We can’t even share information among departments in this building because the information is stored on dozens of different technical systems that are incompatible with each other. We have about 20 percent more infrastructure than we need to support our forces, which costs the taxpayers about three to four billion dollars a year.”17


The day after Rumsfeld’s speech, the US sustained the terrorist attacks of September 11 and all talks about budget cuts were discontinued. What had happened to the $2.3 trillion was never clarified. Rather, military spending was further increased and justified under the “war on terror.” In 2001, the year of the terrorist attacks, military spending had amounted to $316 billion. In 2002, it climbed to $345 billion. In 2003, when the US attacked Iraq, the Pentagon budget exceeded $400 billion for the first time. Then in 2005, military spending rose to $478 billion. Every year, several billion dollars were added and the justification was always the war on terror. In 2006, spending was already at $534 billion, and by 2007, the magic mark of $600 billion was reached for the first time. Thus, within six years after 9/11, the Pentagon’s budget had doubled. For the military-industrial complex, 9/11 was a fortunate event.18


It is interesting to take a closer look at what the US empire spent the grand sum of $600 billion on in 2015. About ten percent of the annual budget, $64 billion, was spent on the so-called “war on terror” in Iraq, Syria, and Afghanistan. An equal amount was invested in research and development. Almost $100 billion was spent on new weapons systems for the Air Force, including thirty-eight new F-35 fighter jets from Lockheed Martin, eighty-six Black Hawk helicopters from Sikorsky, and nine P-8 Poseidon fighter jets from Boeing, which can be used to hunt submarines. Two nuclear-powered Virginia-class attack submarines were purchased for $6 billion, as well as new missiles, defense systems, and munitions worth $17 billion. Nearly $6 billion was spent on information and surveillance systems. Over $7 billion was invested in satellites and other space systems. $135 billion was spent on the payment and maintenance of military personnel. As for the remaining sum of $195 billion, the bureaucrats at the Pentagon simply attributed it to operations and maintenance.19


The peace movement knows that a lot of good could be done with $600 billion a year. Instead of spending it on war and weapons, the money could be allocated to education and raising awareness of the causes of war, or to the expansion of renewable energies, or to projects to clear plastic out of the oceans, or to alleviate hunger in poorer countries, or to alternative media outlets that expose war lies, or to overcoming fear and trauma, or to mindfulness seminars. All these investments would foster peace and an intact environment, which would be a valuable contribution to maintaining a world fit for grandchildren and future generations. It is a matter of conscience, especially for young people, to see that thousands of people die of hunger every day, even though this issue could be remedied “with just a small part of the resources that are taken up for ever more military expenditure,” says former German Chancellor Willy Brandt; he calls this “organized madness.”20


The money, however, continues to flow in the wrong direction. The same defense companies are awarded contracts over and over again, despite their rarely delivering the weapons systems by the contractual deadlines or at the cost and scope of services promised. President Donald Trump also increased military spending. According to the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), US military spending amounted to $649 billion in 2018. The US spent more money on their military than the next eight countries on the top ten list combined. China came in second with $250 billion. Next was Saudi Arabia with $68 billion, followed by India with $67 billion and France with $64 billion. In sixth place was Russia, which spent $61 billion in the same year, just over one-tenth the amount the United States had spent. The UK and Germany followed, each spending $50 billion a year. Currently, the US is pressuring Germany to increase its annual military budget to $80 billion for the coming years, which would place an enormous burden on taxpayers.21


[image: image]


Figure 2. The ten countries with the highest military spending (2018).


There is no turnaround in sight. In 2019 Trump increased the Pentagon’s budget to $716 billion for the first time. This equates to nearly $2 billion per day. “Like the sky, the earth and the sea, space has now too become a battleground,” Trump declared during the ceremony of signing the budget at a military base in upstate New York. To ensure US space dominance, he said, increasingly high military spending is necessary. The Pentagon and the military-industrial complex were thrilled, and when Trump promised more arms spending at the Pentagon on January 17, 2019, he received thunderous applause. “You’re only doing this because I gave you the largest, most comprehensive military budget in our entire history,” Trump replied as he thanked the military leaders for their applause. In December 2019, a majority of both Democrats and Republicans in the Senate and in the House of Representatives approved yet another increase in military spending: $738 billion for 2020. Never before in its history has the United States spent more money on war and armaments.


Critics of the military-industrial complex have repeatedly denounced the US’s astronomically high arms spending. Republican David Stockman, who represented the state of Michigan in the House of Representatives from 1977 to 1981, was the first to criticize the House of Representatives, calling the military-industrial complex in Washington the “swamp.” A reduced military budget of $250 billion a year is enough to defend the United States, Stockman said; there is no need for more. However, the swamp in Washington, which is composed of “arms dealers, intelligence officials, national security bureaucrats, NGOs, think tanks, lobbyists and lawyers,” is not interested in saving money, he said. “It is very clear that advocates of the empire don’t want this moving train to stop. That’s why threats to the American country are always invented and exaggerated. Moreover, vile wars are launched against distant countries in order to secure Washington’s global hegemony.”22


Lockheed Martin Is the Largest Arms Manufacturer in the World


As the US’s military spending is by far the highest, it comes as no surprise that the largest defense corporations are headquartered in the United States. US defense contractors benefit from a large domestic market and are represented in every state because members of Congress only vote for new defense programs if their constituency receives orders.


Every year, the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) publishes a list of the 100 largest arms companies in the world. According to this list, forty-two of them—nearly half—are headquartered in the United States. In 2017, these US defense giants boasted $226 billion in sales, which accounted for 57 percent of all arms sales among the 100 largest defense companies. In total, these 100 largest arms companies recorded nearly $400 billion in revenue from arms sales in 2017. War is a business, and no other country in the world dominates the global arms trade as much as the United States. “US companies directly benefit from the US Department of Defense’s continued demand for weapons,” SIPRI expert Aude Fleurant commented.23


US defense giant Lockheed Martin, with its 100,000 employees and arms sales worth $45 billion in 2017, is by far the largest arms manufacturer in the world. In second place follows US aircraft manufacturer Boeing, with more than 140,000 employees and $26 billion worth of weapon sales. Raytheon, the US corporation with more than 60,000 employees and arms sales worth $23 billion, ranked third on the list. As has been the case in previous years, the gold, silver, and bronze medals all went to the US in ranking the world’s largest arms companies in 2017. BAE Systems of the United Kingdom, which is Europe‘s largest defense contractor, placed fourth, with their sales totaling $23 billion. In fifth and sixth place among the world’s largest defense companies were more US corporations, namely Northrop Grumman and General Dynamics with sales worth $22 billion and $19 billion respectively.24


The dominance of US defense companies among the top 100 is overwhelming. By comparison, defense companies from Germany accounted for only 2 percent of the global arms business among the hundred largest corporations in the same year. The largest German arms companies in terms of sales were Rheinmetall (25th), Thyssen-Krupp (53rd), Krauss-Maffei Wegmann (56th), and Hensoldt (74th). In particular, tank manufacturer Krauss-Maffei Wegmann was able to increase its sales. “This figure is mainly due to arms exports to Qatar, in addition to deliveries made to the German armed forces,” the TAZ commented. RUAG (ranked 95th) was the only Swiss company among the world’s 100 largest arms manufacturers. Overall, the USA and European states sold the most weapons. These same states are also the main destination countries for refugees, but this connection is rarely discussed.25


The United States Is a Nuclear Power


Probably the most infamous product of the US arms industry is the devastating atomic bomb. On July 16, 1945, the US military detonated an atomic bomb for the first time in human history. It was code-named “Trinity,” and this test in New Mexico demonstrated what an incredible destruction an atomic bomb can cause. On August 6, 1945, president and commander in chief Harry Truman ordered the US military’s “Little Boy” to be dropped on Hiroshima. Three days later, on August 9, the US dropped the second atomic bomb, “Fat Man,” on Nagasaki. Both cities were completely destroyed. In the seconds following the detonation, at least 140,000 people died in Hiroshima and 70,000 in Nagasaki, including many women and children. According to US historian Howard Zinn, another 130,000 residents of the two cities died of radiation sickness within the following five years. The peace movement has always opposed the use of atomic bombs. British philosopher Elizabeth Anscombe, a lecturer in ethics at Oxford University, rightly called Truman a war criminal for dropping two atomic bombs on civilians.26


Immediately thereafter, other countries wanted nuclear weapons as well. By 1949, the Soviet Union was able to commence testing of their own atomic bombs. Britain has had atomic bombs since 1952, France since 1960, while China detonated its first atomic bomb in 1964. These five countries are permanent members of the UN Security Council and are the known nuclear powers. They would have preferred to prevent any further proliferation of nuclear weapons and thus created the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), which entered into force in 1970. It prohibits all signing states from building nuclear weapons and has been signed by almost every country in the world. However, India, Israel, and Pakistan never signed the Non-Proliferation Treaty and thus also possess nuclear weapons. So does North Korea, which withdrew from the NPT in 2003 and built nuclear bombs, bringing the total number of nuclear powers to nine nation-states today.27


For years, representatives of the peace movement such as the International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War (IPPNW) have been demanding the worldwide abolishment of nuclear weapons, because no one wants an international nuclear war. Article six of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty requires that all states begin negotiations “in the near future” that will lead to “complete disarmament.” This commitment, however, has not been honored, as not a single country has divested itself of its nuclear weapons. There are currently about 14,000 nuclear bombs in the world, most of which are stored in Russia and the USA, which have more than 6,000 nuclear bombs each—an enormous arsenal of destruction. The remaining nuclear powers, France, China, Great Britain, Pakistan, India, Israel, and North Korea, all have inventories of fewer than 300 nuclear bombs.28


The United States Has Over 700 Military Bases in Foreign Countries


In addition to possessing a vast amount of nuclear arms, the biggest military budget, and the largest defense contractors, the US empire also has more military bases than any other country. US troops stationed on military bases around the globe can be activated at any time. Civilians are prohibited from entering military bases. I personally tested this a few years ago in Qatar, where I took a cab to a US military base hoping I’d be allowed to visit. Needless to say, I was denied access. Accounting for only the larger military bases with a value greater than $10 million, the US military has over 500 military bases abroad, in addition to more than 4,000 domestic bases, for a total of over 4,500 military bases worldwide, according to the Pentagon’s own data.
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Figure 3. The United States maintains more than 700 military bases in the gray-colored countries.


With 194 US military bases, Germany is the country most heavily covered by American military bases, followed by Japan with 121 and South Korea with 83 respectively. The US also maintains military bases in Australia, the Bahamas, Bahrain, Belgium, Bulgaria, Cambodia, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Djibouti, Egypt, El Salvador, Greece, Cuba, Honduras, Iceland, Italy, Kenya, Kuwait, Holland, Norway, Oman, Peru, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Singapore, Spain, Turkey, the United Arab Emirates, the United Kingdom, and other countries.29


When studying the locations of US military bases on a world map, it is evident that China, Russia, India, Switzerland, Austria, Iran, and a few other countries do not allow US military bases on their soil. Many other countries, however, are occupied. In 2005, political scientist Chalmers Johnson, who taught at the University of California in San Diego, counted US military bases and concluded that the United States maintained 737 military bases outside the USA. According to Johnson, however, the Pentagon manipulates the data. “If you did an honest count,” Johnson explains, “the size of our military empire would probably exceed 1,000 bases abroad. But no one—probably not even the Pentagon—is certain of the exact number.” Johnson recognized that these military bases are a clear indication of US military dominance. “There was once a time when you could measure the spread of imperialism by counting colonies. The American version of a colony is the military base,” he astutely observed. “By tracking the worldwide distribution of our military bases, one can learn a lot about our ever-growing imperial footprint and the militarization of politics that accompanies it.”30


Because the US Air Force’s bases are spread around the globe, Washington can bomb almost any country in the world while at the same time US warships dominate the oceans. “The United States controls all the oceans. No other power has ever done that,” US strategist George Friedman said in Chicago in 2015. “Therefore, we can invade any country in the world and no one can invade us, and it’s a beautiful thing.”31


The United States Has More than 200,000 Troops Stationed Abroad


The United States has more than 200,000 US soldiers stationed at various military bases all over the world. No other nation has sent more of its own soldiers to foreign countries. Surely there would be more peace on earth if every country committed to maintaining a purely defensive army, stationing soldiers only within its own national borders. Currently, the most heavily occupied foreign country is Japan, with 39,600 US soldiers. The second most heavily manned country is Germany, with 34,400 US soldiers. There are 23,300 US troops stationed in South Korea, and there were about 10,100 US troops in Afghanistan in 2018. Over 6,000 US troops were stationed in Iraq, according to figures released by the Pentagon (2018).32
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Figure 4. Most US troops are stationed in Japan, Germany, and South Korea (as of 2018).


Various reasons are continuously given to legitimize the maintenance and stationing of troops. During the Cold War, the Pentagon declared that the Soviet Union had to be fought. After the collapse of the Soviet Union, however, the military bases still remained. Next, the Pentagon declared that they needed the military bases to hunt terrorists. “With the war on terror, US imperialism has finally found a doctrine that—unlike the limited geographical front lines of the Cold War—can legitimize a military presence literally anywhere in the world,” explains German journalist Knut Mellenthin. “In principle, terrorists can be anywhere and strike anywhere, at any time.” In fact and in truth, a military base does not protect against a terrorist attack. None of the 4,000 military bases in the US did anything at all to prevent the terrorist attacks of September 11 in 2001. Talk of fighting terror is war propaganda, and the US military bases serve—as was the case with ancient Rome—to secure US imperial dominance.33


The average American is unaware of the fact that the US maintains so many military bases around the world and that so many soldiers are stationed in foreign countries. “Most Americans don’t know that the United States dominates the world with its military power,” explains Chalmers Johnson, who himself served in the Korean War and later worked as an advisor for the CIA before becoming a fierce critic of the US empire. This ignorance is due to the fact that the US mass media rarely ever mentions the more than 700 military bases and over 200,000 soldiers stationed abroad.34


According to Johnson, influential politicians and military officials in Washington see the United States as “a new Rome. The most powerful empire in human history, no longer bound by international law, the interests of allies, or any other restrictions on the use of weapons.” The American elites consistently ignore the UN’s ban on the use of force in international politics because adhering to it would limit imperial power. There is a preponderance of officers and representatives of the arms industry in high government positions in the US. The glorification of war, power, and the military, combined with propaganda and fake news, will lead to the economic ruin of the country, Johnson predicts, because more and more resources will be put into ever more ambitious military projects.35


Occupied Countries Resist


In occupied countries, at least part of the population wants the US to withdraw their troops. Cubans have long demanded the closure of the US military base at Guantanamo, and President Barack Obama had actually promised to at least close the notorious torture prison there, but he did not keep that promise. His successor, President Trump, said he would never give up either the detention center or the US military base in Cuba. According to German historian Manfred Berg, who teaches at the University of Heidelberg, the problems of “imperial overstretch” and the limits of US power are becoming increasingly apparent in the multipolar world of the twenty-first century.36


In Japan—the most heavily occupied country by the United States—inhabitants of the island of Okinawa, in particular, continue to resist US troops. “Some residents of the archipelago say that for them, the war has still not ended to this day; they feel that the US continues to occupy their home and that the Japanese central government treats them as second-class citizens,” Die Welt reports. They complain about the noise of war planes, violent clashes, rapes and murders. Above all, many Japanese feel that the stationing agreement, which protects US soldiers involved in crimes from prosecution by the Japanese justice system, is unjust, and when US soldiers are not held accountable after raping Japanese women, it is very painful for the Japanese. The US, however, does not want to give up its military bases in Japan because from them, it can keep a close eye on the emerging economic power in China.37


In Germany, too, some citizens resist US troops and the storage of twenty US nuclear bombs at Büchel Air Base on the border of Belgium and Luxembourg. “The US military does not protect us. Rather, it will contribute to the total destruction of Europe in the event of war,” Lieutenant Uwe Schierhorn predicts in the German military magazine Loyal. “Wars that contradict the primacy of international law are supported from US bases in Germany.” This is unacceptable, Schierhorn said. Germany needs a friendly relationship with Russia and with all the other countries in the world. Therefore, he said, Germany must not participate in Washington’s wars of aggression and the US military should be withdrawn.38


Albrecht Müller, who served in the chancellor’s office under Chancellors Willy Brandt and Helmut Schmidt, also criticizes the American military presence in Germany. Chancellor Angela Merkel is too “closely tied to US policy,” Müller said. Therefore, Berlin doesn’t demand that Washington order the withdrawal of their troops. “The German government never utters a single word against the use of military bases in Germany for the West’s wars, not to mention the lack of criticism of the storage and modernization of nuclear weapons, or the use of Ramstein for drone coordination,” Müller observes in the Nachdenkseiten. Germany is “at the mercy of American war preparations,” he said.39


The German ZDF network reports that every year, Germany has to pay $1 billion for US military bases on German soil. This money has to be raised by German taxpayers. Thus, the occupied countries are asked to pay. Currently, the USA is considering whether countries with large US military bases, such as Germany, Italy, and Turkey, “should even be required to pay the salaries of American soldiers and the visits of US aircraft carriers and submarines,” ZDF reports. “Special discounts, on the other hand, could be available for countries that align their policies with US policies.”40


More and more people in Germany are rejecting the paternalism of the United States. Almost half of Germans are now in favor of withdrawing all US soldiers. A poll conducted in 2018 found that support for a withdrawal of US troops in Germany is particularly strong among voters from the Left (Die Linke, 67 percent), the Alternatives (AfD, 55 percent), and the Green Party (Die Grünen, 48 percent). Demonstrations have repeatedly taken place in front of the US military base in Ramstein, where the US operates drone strikes that kill people in Afghanistan and in other countries. I am also an opponent of the US drone war and support the demand for all US soldiers to leave Germany peacefully, as the Russians did. On September 8, 2017, I gave a speech at the “Stop Ramstein Air Base” demonstration at the Erlöserkirche (Church of Redemption) in Kaiserslautern to strengthen the peace movement. Before I spoke, the courageous theologian Eugen Drewermann spoke out and emphatically demanded that Germany should no longer participate in the wars of the US empire in any way. I share this view and am of the opinion that Germany should withdraw from NATO and—remembering its own history—should no longer send troops abroad. Instead, Germany should stand up for international law and peaceful conflict resolution as a neutral country. The German Bundeswehr should be stationed domestically as a purely defensive army.41




CHAPTER 2


THE USA IS AN OLIGARCHY


When the world speaks of “America” nowadays, whether in admiration or in fear, the territory of the United States of America is usually what is referred to and not one of the countries in South America, for example Chile or Brazil, though all the people who live there are undoubtedly Americans. For a precise analysis, it is crucial not to speak of “America” in general terms, but specifically of the USA and the 330 million US Americans that live there. Even that is not quite precise enough, for most US Americans have no influence whatsoever on international politics. It is only the superrich, a small group of about 300,000 US Americans, who control US foreign policy and profit from US imperialism. The USA is not a democracy but rather an oligarchy: a country in which the rich rule. Those who ignore the vast gap existing between the rich and the poor in the USA hide the fact that millions of US Americans, too, suffer from consequences of US imperialism because the government invests the money in armaments and war instead of providing a dignified life for the lower class as well.


300,000 Superrich Run the Empire


“Today’s inequality is almost unprecedented,” Noam Chomsky, one of the most influential intellectuals in the United States, who taught at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) in Boston for many years, protested in 2019. For decades, social and economic policy in the United States has consisted of giving advantages to the rich. This principle has dominated politics and as a result, real power is now concentrated “in a fraction of a percent of the population.” These “superrich,” as Chomsky calls them, run the empire. “They just get what they want, they basically determine what goes on.”1


This assessment is consistent with the findings of other US researchers. According to political scientist Jeffrey Winters, who teaches at Northwestern University in Illinois, the superrich use their money to control politics and the media in the United States. Winters further states that the superrich consist of only a tenth of one percent of the US population—about 300,000 people. These superrich either have their own seat in the White House or in Congress, which consists of the Senate and the House of Representatives, or they can call there, arrange for a meeting with the president or congressperson, and put forward their wishes. The poor, by contrast, cannot do so. The superrich can invest their money in politics, the media, and think tanks, which is unthinkable for poor Americans. “It is no longer plausible (if it ever was) to argue that politics in the US is controlled by the people in a democratic way, with each citizen having an equally powerful voice,” Winters explains. “Wealth and income play a significant role.”2


In domestic politics, representatives of the superrich have repeatedly cut taxes or created loopholes for the wealthiest citizens. The superrich do not care if the government accumulates immense debts that it cannot repay, as long as their own wealth is not at risk. During the financial crisis of 2008, when Lehman Brothers went bust, the government intervened on behalf of the superrich, spending billions of dollars to bail out several banks and investors, which in turn greatly drove up national debt. However, as is to be expected in an oligarchy, middle-class homeowners did not receive any help. Middle-class entrepreneurs whose companies go bankrupt cannot expect any help from the state either. Only the superrich can count on the state’s help when their investments suffer, because they control the key offices of the state.


In foreign policy, the superrich have secured markets for US products and access to cheap raw materials and labor. When the US empire overthrows the government in a foreign country, it is backed by the interests of the 300,000 superrich and their corporations, as they literally walk over dead bodies to secure their profits. US foreign policy has never been about democracy, freedom, or human rights. War serves the economy and satisfies the greed of the superrich. US governments have worked to secure access to oil, gas, and other raw materials, weaken rivals, and open markets for the products of US corporations. Imperial power serves the moneyed aristocracy. A critique of US imperialism is therefore not directed at the poor people in the US who spend their nights on park benches, but at the superrich.


These connections are well known in the US. “Throughout the twentieth century and into the early twenty-first, the United States has repeatedly used the power of its armed forces and its intelligence agencies to overthrow governments that refused to protect American interests,” explains US journalist Stephen Kinzer. “Each time, they disguised their interference under misleading claims, referencing national security and the fight for freedom and democracy. In most cases, however, their actions were based primarily on economic motives—above all, to underpin, promote and defend American business interests around the world and to keep any disturbance away from them.”3


In his research, US sociologist Peter Phillips, who has taught at Sonoma State University in California, also concludes that the superrich in the United States control the media, the government, and the military. The military alliance NATO, which includes Germany, France, Great Britain, and other European countries, is just a tool to protect the investments of the superrich, Phillips states. War is a business, and selling armaments can yield particularly high returns. Philips explains that the primary goal of the superrich is always to earn a return of 3 to 10 percent or more on their investments, no matter what damage is done to society in the process. The superrich will invest in anything that can generate these targeted returns, including farmland, oil, real estate, information technology, genetic engineering, war industries, and tobacco.4


The superrich use the services of banks and investment firms such as BlackRock, Barclays Bank, JPMorgan Chase, and Goldman Sachs to further increase their wealth, and they share the belief that capitalism is good not only for themselves, but also for the development of the entire world. While the superrich are aware of the consequences of their actions and the undesirable effects like environmental destruction, exploitation, and war, they do not really factor them into their investment decisions, because what counts primarily is the return on the capital invested. “This concentration of wealth has led to a crisis of humanity. Poverty, war, hunger, alienation, media propaganda and environmental destruction have increased to such an extent that the survival of the human species is endangered as a result,” warns sociologist Phillips.5


More and more people understand that imperial policies are never about values. Rather, they are about power and economic interests. This also applies to the deployment of the German Bundeswehr to Afghanistan. In 2010, the German president at the time, Horst Köhler, dared to say this openly. In an interview on his return flight from a visit to the Bundeswehr in Afghanistan, he said that a country like Germany, “with this foreign trade orientation,” must know that “in an emergency, even military deployment is necessary to protect our interests.” That statement cost him his office. “He verbalized what other Western politicians think and practice every day,” said German journalist Jürgen Todenhöfer. The German president violated the ironclad “hypocrisy commandment,” Todenhöfer explains, which has long been the basic consensus of Western civilization: Always think of one’s own interests, but never explicitly talk about them. Instead of “interests” and “foreign trade orientation,” Köhler simply should have spoken of “values.” Then he would have remained the federal president, Todenhöfer believes. “No matter whether Americans or Europeans, they were always concerned with power, markets and money. About their prosperity, their social achievements, their freedom. Never about the freedom of others.”6
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