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Introduction

For the how part of enemy constructions by Wespenmners, a theoretical framework is set up in
the next chapter in order to identify some of thaysvthrough which enemy images are
constructed by the ideological system: the mediagolarship, the schools, etc. Which mostly use
cultural racist discourse, since traditional racisas by and large become politically incorrect
(without being non-prevalent at least in attitudéspughout most parts of the “civilized” West.
The utility of enemy images for Western elites iscdssed mostly in Chapter 3. By so doing,
thereby demonstrating that enemy images are almabtgays constructed dishonestly, for
ideological purposes (to fuel the military indusknnachine), based on stereotypical images and
other parochial concerns, to sustain the interesfgower and privilege, rather than due to real
threats to national securitygroadly and seriously definedThe entirely predictable social
consequences that will be discussed have to dospihing out the implications of the dishonest
practice of enemy fabrications, so that elite valwan be revealed for what they are, and
challenged.

In Chapter 2, | start by denouncing traditionalisag after which a working definition
of cultural racism is given, followed by attempts dgismantling popular constructs of “the
enemy.”[L] Then | proceed to a discussion of how enemy irmage constructed generally, after
which a discussion of enemy images in the contéxuttural racist discourse follows (by using
Huntington’s “The Clash of Civilizations” as my frework). Partly in chapter 2 and partly in
chapter 3, a number of uncontroversial sources beéll used to challenge certain Western
assumptions so far as Soviet (during the Cold Veag Islamic (since the 1993 terror attempt
against the US) enemy images are concerned, btimational and domestic, but | put at least
as much emphasis on why enemy images are construsitee, again, the constructions have
virtually nothing to do with real threats. This will be ddmeexamining the Cold War period, in
the sense of what the Cold War really meant hisadlyi after which the newest threat to the
West: radical Islamic fundamentalisthfand its root causes, will be critically examinglereby
shedding light on the hidden, fraudulent mechanigmsugh which enemy images are generally
constructed.

One of the sources used in Chapter 3 is, for malgburposes, the most relevant parts
of a post-9/11 speech by President George W. Bssite those parts epitomize how
stereotypical enemy images (since 1993: “crazed®)aare constructed by the West, in total
disregard of historical, political and cultural texts. The type of theory adopted is Critical
Theory; the method/approach is unconventional; #@n@dmaterial used is eclectic, drawing on
both primary and secondary sources.

At the general level, the purpose of this papéo isaise matters of human significance
in a coherent way, and to shed light on the clamtesnachinations of power, thereby providing
some crucial insight into the hidden, rotten dymanaf statecraft and the private power interests
it enthusiastically serves and protects. Spedificthe main thrust of this work is that power
centers in general cannot sustain themselves eXgefabricating an endless series of enemies,
to control the domestic population, which has akvagen perceived by the powerful as the
primary enemy, since the traditional structures of powwt privilege are in fact illegitimate (as
will be demonstrated). Which, | would contend, manyjitical and business leaders are aware of,
at some level. Ultimately, it is hoped that the humconsequences aéalpolitik will be
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appreciated, so that the West’'s Pyrrhic victory barchallenged and denounced by those who
care about truth, social justice, and long-ternvisal.

Finally, the reasoa greater partof the efforts in this work are dedicated to cizting/
challenging Occidental policies and practices, eatthan (or more than) Oriental ones, is
because as a Westerner | (just like every othéenitin the West, regardless of ethnic and
cultural background) share responsibility for themes that my self-appointed lead&is|
commit in my name. In other words, more than angHi am acting as a moral agent in this
work, which is my right and my duty.



Chapter 2

With exceptions so rare that they are regardedi@si®s and freaks of nature,
successful...politicians are insecure and intimidaiet. They advance politically only as
they placate, appease, bribe, seduce, bambooathamvise manage to manipulate the
demanding and threatening elements in their coestiies. (Walter Lippmanfi)]

1.1. The Myth about Race

Fortunately, there seems to be a recognition, hewmnuous, in scholarship that most modern
nations, perhaps all, are a product of a far-reachacial mixture. This view has been captured
and elaborated in the most compelling terms by Charles Quist-Adade, who observed that
“there is no pure ‘race’ and all groups are ‘rdgiahixed... Race...does not exist, at least in the
scientific sense. It is a chimera, a phantom,” evhdicism “is a powerful reality, an invention that
is absurd, illogical, irrational, and nonsensicahe is a figment of the collective imagination.
The other manifests itself in a destructively pdwerway. Yet together the two are
interdependent, feeding upon each other. Yes, whe riotions of race and racism combine to
make a powerful concoction, poisoning human ratationaiming, kiling, and destroying people
everywhere in both hidden and open ways... What leas lgalled ‘race’ has no genetic basis.
Not one characteristic, trait or even gene disisiggs all the members of one so-called race
from all the members of another so-called race.eB#nthe skin, and beyond the few physical
features such as skin colour, eye and nose shapeallw— Aborigines, Asians, Africans,
Europeans and Native Americans — are the sameficglyespeaking.” The ultimate proof for
this hypothesis or claim lies in the fact that falxdoes not begat a bird. The crab and the bird
cannot cross breed, because they belong to endiffdyent gene pools, unlike all humans, of
whatever ‘race,” who all belong to the same gerd.{j@]

1.2. A Working Definition of Cultural Racism

Cultural racism is characterized by values, angbdtiticizes, which is done irrespective of
physical traits, since culture means in its broadesnse socially transferred habits and
fundamental values, which are relatively stablerdivee. According to cultural racists, culture is
essentialist. On the other hand, cultural optinuststend that culture is a social construction. In
any event, the differences between traditional amdtural racism are not substantially
significant, because both types of racism provideological justifications for belligerent or
otherwise dishonest policies. Apropos of the fornotaim, Marianne Gullestad has duly
observed that “culture’ now replaces the notiorirate’ in the rhetoric of the political right,” a
view justifiably endorsed by Peter HervBl[In this spirit, “Elie Kedourie hesitates whethers
possible to make a distinction between culturaismand ordinary racism.” (Ibid., p. 10) Since
it would be too embarrassing for most power-holdersopenly espouse traditional racist
attitudes, they conveniently resort to insidiousinthgton-style cultural racist discourse 4],[
understandably.



1.3. How Enemies are Constructed in a Cultural Rast Discourse

At the most general level, enemies are construdieddehumanizing the “other side.” In
abnormal psychology, this phenomenon is callede@ijcation,” a process through which the
human subject becomes an object of contempt oedhdtecause he or she fails to meet certain
established norms or criteria, of whatever natliteese norms or criteria can fall along gender
lines, class differences, racial, ethnic and/otucal dichotomies, sexually “aberrant” behavior
(ike homosexuality, bisexuality, trans-sexualitgtc.), physical and/or mental handicaps,
dissenting political convictions and opinions, elfc.brief, when the person’s personality trait,
socioeconomic status, race, ethnicity or cultudahtity, age, gender, sexual orientation, etc., are
perceived aglefining characteristics, then the person’s humanity besoseeondary, thereby
enabling the discriminator to rationalize his or l@stility toward the “aberrant” subject on
grounds that the subject is not fully human at lmesthe very personification of evil at worst,
meaning, at least in effect, that the person irsgole becomes expendable. In other words, the
enemy is always the person or group of people Widgroreasons outside their control or due to
willful and more or less purposeful resistancd, tiaiconform to the norms established by those
who chooseto dehumanize/demonize the person or group of lpemp question, i.e., the
“other(s),” the threats posed by the latter bemigcourse, almost always imaginary or due to
social-ideological constructs, rather than duertmutable laws of nature.

The construction of enemy images in a cultural stacliscourse takes place by
associating the “other side” with cultural backwaesds, by attributing to the Islamic or non-
Judaeo-Christian religions generally things likeraion for gender equality, religious pluralism,
universal suffrage, democratic governarigeffolerance towards sexual minorities, etc. In its
most extreme form, cultural racist discourse epitesitself in the manner advocated by people
like Huntington, who insists, almost against adlgen, that “Islam has bloody borders,” when in
fact it's the opposite that holds far more tr@g.[In his highly propagandistic work,
Huntington[/] puts forward the notion that the West (includthg Jewish state of Israel) stands
for everything that is scientific, modern, progressand good. Contrariwise, he caricatures
Islam and Arabism as standing for everything tsatinscientific, backward and unregenerate.
This clash is, according to him, intractable, dwe “tslam’s” inabilty to be a part of
“modernity.”[8] It's astonishing how the very people who conttéto the brutal oppression of
Arabs and Muslims should blame the ‘victims’ forsisting oppression, in the most extreme
case, through suicide bombings. Of course, thegaif another life should never be condoned,
but to explain and understandnist to condone. It's incumbent upon us to ask whylatively
small number of Muslims and/or Arabs are driverstich extremes. But first, it should be made
clear that religious fundamentalism, regardlesargf denomination, epitomizes a world of inane
abstractions and ideological distortions, causegelg by objective realities, specifically, in this
context, US Middle East policies, meaning the malif social and economigrievancesthat
underlie the desperate and retaliatory measures resortéyg smicide bombers and killers are
legitimate, even if the measures (the actual gdljhare illegitimate and should be condemned in
the strongestterms. But if the condemnation is based on legitimconcerns, it should be
coupled withaddressingthose grievances, regardless of any threats,alljuby excluding the
majority of Muslims.p] At any rate, Huntington’s aim is clear and singimded: to discredit
Muslims and Arabs no matter what, regardless ofhibtrical and documentary evidence. By
peddling such cheap propaganda and mendacioushéegpplarizes the world as if it can be
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polarized in terms of one civilization being infaridue to its allegedly regenerate culture and
religion. For him, everything that the West stafalsis pure: ivere inherently good no matter
what we dotheyre inherently bad no matter what they dére the enlightened civilizers of
mankind, andheyre bent on atavism for its own sake:" a sort ofquty of Hitlerian science. Of
course, his vulgar propaganda is highly serviceatélogically, because it conveniently
justifies the perpetual inflation of Western milita budgets, so that the very narrow
concentration of power and wealth can be furtherelecated, under the guise of “national
security.” Which, as Rune Ottosen duly points ouhis Enemy Images and the Journalistic
Process has nothing to do with national security in theetsense of the expressiés he notes,
“...the authority of the state [is] linked to a calize understanding of the border towards the
‘other.’ If the ruling class w[ere] unable to ke#ps division alive its authority could then be
challenged [...]. Heiki Luostarinen [...] has identifienemy images both as a reflection of the
actual tension and conflict between states and agaw of creating unity in a state and
legitimizing its rulers. There is no reason to @& that human beings feel a natural hostility
towards people from other ethnic backgrounds.” ¢&#h, 1995: 98) Not only that, but “the
Islamic threat has little to do with the supposédedt itself—Islam—and more to do with
Western thinking, with a lacuna in our identity disethe end of the Cold War(Hippler and
Lueg, p. 1) An even more frank statement by a hagiking USG official pertaining to the fact
that the primacy of the war machine renders acbugpotential threats irrelevant: “The new
[military preparedness] standard is to maintairitanyt superiority over all potential rivals and to
prepare now for future military rivalries even litely can not yet be identified and their eventual
arrival is only speculative... Military requiremeritave become detached from net assessments
of actual security threats. Generic wars and geneapabilities are proffered as the basis of
planning. Particularities of real threat scenahase become secondary to the generalized need
to show raw U.S. power across the globBJ[[

“An important element in war-reporting is to ‘denma#i the enemy and to portray him
as ‘an animal in human disguise.” Enemy imagestbas be linked to the journalistic process
itself,” leading to a more or less paradigmaticaticm of “stereotypes through which violent
actions can be legitimized.” (Ottosen, 1995: 99aphrased) All this makes perfect sense, given
the fact that Western industrial economies are Iyigtilitarized. “This reflects the power and
interests that benefit the uncontrolled arms rate status quo of domestic economic
arrangements, and the external system of multimatiexpansion and collaboration with the
Shahs, Suhartos, Marcoses in the contemporary kgavent” and sacking of the Third
World.”[11] In brief, the measures resorted to by discrinumatand oppressors against the
aberrant persons or groups of people is always tipeniat best (in the form of
exclusion/ostracism/marginalization/disenfranchisetmor other forms of social sanctions) and
destructive at worst (in the form of physical viade, terrorism, aggression, genocide, etc.).

Consistent with the norms of “democra-tatorship@ tvay power hungry leaders hold
on to power is through fear-mongering. Fear ispraftl, the most effective standard device for
population control, so that the “bewildered herdjedn’t depart from its spectator role and
apathy.L2] The owners and managers of US and other Westaneties are, in fact, fighting a
bitter class war against the general populationerofadopting vulgar Marxist rhetoric and
concepts, resorting to jingoist hysteria, fear aador, awe of great leaders and the other
standard devices of population control (the contelmpordinary citizens among elites is almost
unbelievable!) Suffice it to say that the inner Wings of Western intellectual and moral culture
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is something that we should all come to understaadhat the intellectually barren and morally
bankrupt foundation of elitist culture in the Westn be challenged, including the “pathology of
normalcy,”[L3] under which the truth of the matter, almost amstter, is buried under edifice
after edifice of lies upon lies.f]

Finally, the enemy image is, in fact, usually aronrimage of the very persons or
institutional forces creating that enemy image, cwhiis called projection in abnormal
psychology. What you know, at some level, you ariygof yourself, you blame others for, in
order to reduce anxiety about your own depravitye Enemy, whether real or imagined, does
the same thing, thereby creating a vicious cycléatfed on both sides, typically escalating the
familiar dynamics of violence from both sides, whihnocent civilians typically bear the brunt
of that violence, by paying for the cynical powdaypof their self-appointed leaders and their
real or imagined enemies in blood and tears, s@@eercent of victims of wars and armed
conflicts are indeed innocent civilians. In the d®of Ottosen, “Do we apply the same yardstick
to our own standards as we do to our ‘enemy’? Dajuestion the motives of our own acts as
well as those of our allies in the same way we ditn wur enemy?” If not, then we are total
hypocrites! Suffice it to say that “enemy image® an obstacle to analytical journalism”
(Ottosen, 1995: 97), to a proper understanding ofldvaffairs, to democratic goals and
aspirations, and ultimately to survival itself. Atbe question of religious fanaticism is, of
course, treated as dishonestly as almost any athe in the West, since Christian fanatics pose
a much greater threat to world peace than so-cditiedlists 1 5]



Chapter 3

There is no doubt that a prince’s greatness depemdhis triumphing over difficulties and
opposition. So fortune, especially when she wamtsuild up the greatness of a new prince, whose
need to acquire standing is more pressing tharoffeahereditary ruler, finds enemies for him and
encourages them to take the field against himhabhe may have cause to triumph over them and
ascend higher on the ladder his foes have provMady, therefore, believe that when he has the

chance an able prince should cunningly foster sppp®sition to himself so that by overcoming it he
can enhance his own stature. (Niccolld Machiay&]li)

1.1. The Utility of Enemy Images — Psychosocial Faurs

The fabrication of enemies by the powerful spurpusgitimizes discrimination and violence
against weak and powerless groups, the underlyyngmdics of which emanating from the fact
thatthe roots of discrimination, oppression and aggi@ssire to be found in our own irrational

fears[2]

1.2. The Institutional Imperatives of Enemy Fabricadions

“The U.S. military serves the strategic interedtproperty in the corporate form3] This means
that the so-called ‘capitalist’ system must rely walence to keep it in place, and Western
societies have created a global empire in whicitamjl and economic interests are inextricably
intertwined. Which is conceded even by mainstreaalyats and media pundits, like Thomas
Friedman for example, who said: “The hidden handhef market will never work without a
hidden fist. McDonald’s cannot flourish without MoBnell Douglass... And the hidden fist that
keeps the world safe for Silicon Valley's technadsgto flourish is called the US Army, Air
Force, Navy and Marine Corps. And these fightingcds and institutions are paid for by
American taxpayer dollars4] This is why it is misleading to call the prevadi politico-
economic system ‘capitalist,’ because in a pureit&@i|gd system investors and lenders must
subsidize their own risks and costs, as opposea@lyg on massive public subsidies through
the nanny state. Having a massively destructivéanyl apparatus at their disposal to protect
their economic interests globally is a radical aimin of free-market principles and democratic
norms.p] The status quo of domestic economic arrangem&msild be traced to one of the
founding fathers of American democracy, James Malisvho said: “the primary task of the
government is to protect the minority of the optl@mainst the majority.” This is done
essentially by socializing risk and cost while ptizing power and profit, meaning the military-
industrial complex (the Pentagon system) plays aciar role by coercively transferring
resources from the poor to the rich. As the Amerisacial critic H. L. Mencken succinctly put
it: “The whole aim of practical politics is to keépe populace alarmed (and hence clamorous to
be led to safety) by menacing it with an endlesteseof hobgoblins, all of them imaginary.”
This is why the US has been fabricating an endlesss of enemy since WWII, in order to force
the public to subsidize high tech industry, therenabling the concentration of power and
wealth to very narrow sectors. So the Pentagoeatlyra subsidy system for the rich and the
powerful, and the universities (particularly theywv eagues) are nothing more than a funnel for
high tech R & D under the aegis of the Pentagorother words, “the massive increase in the
state sector of the economy in the traditional Aoaer way, through the Pentagon system, [is] a
device to force the public to invest in high tedogy industry by means of the state-guaranteed
market for the production of high technology wa&emaments) and thus to contribute to the
program of public subsidy, private profit, callefdeé enterprise’; and a substantial increase in
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the US role in intervention, subversion, and indéional terrorism (in the true sense of the
expression). Such policies cannot be presentechéoptiblic in the terms in which they are
intended. They can be implemented only if the ganpopulation is properly frightened by
monsters against whom we must defend ourselvesstBimelard device is an appeal to the threat
of the Great Satan, John F. Kennedy's ‘monolithitl authless conspiracy’ bent on world
conquest, Reagan’s ‘Evil Empire’.5]

In brief, the corrupt practice of war profiteeridgfreflects an institutional need rather
than evilness per se on the part of the profiteansjmportant distinction, in order to avoid
dehumanizing the ruling class.

1.3. The Meaning of the Cold War

According to one of the leading figures in the p@stisionist school, John Lewis Gaddis, the
origin of the Cold War should be traced to 1917%duse that's when the communist powers
began to express their unwilingness and inabitity complement the Western industrial

economies, which was perceived as premary threat of communism. In other words, the

primary threat was never a military threat (sinceaverage the missile gap was about 10-1 in
favor of the US, a well-known fa@]) but aneconomioone.

1.4. Parade of Enemies

As a matter of fact, states cannot survive withdoinestic and international enemies. But the
primary enemy ofevery state is its own population, for which purposeeexal enemies are
necessary as a pretext for legitimating state paleanestically, while all along waging a bitter
class war against the domestic enemy, for, as E@oiman put it: “the war of classes
underlies all wars among nations.” The reference & of course, to the more powerful states,
since less powerful ones tend to be relatively lesligerent, hence less prone to concoct
external enemies to legitimate domestic statusagtengements, due to the fact that they are less
constrained in their power to resort to force ddmaly to control the population, whereas the
more affluent societies compensate for their mongeld capacity to coerce their population by
force with propaganda. To illustrate, if there ayewing domestic social and economic
problems (perhaps catastrophes) in any given cpumwre so in the more affluent and powerful
countries, no one in power will have any intentafrdoing anything about them, typically (since
states are profoundly anti-human institutions, witladers typically interested primarily in
maximizing their own power and status). In the W8, example, if one looks at the domestic
programs of officials in power, including the pragrs of the “democratic opposition,” there is
no serious proposal about what to do about thersgreblems of health, education, joblessness,
homelessness, crime, soaring criminal populatiaits, jdeterioration in the inner cities, etc. In
fact, there is a deep social crisis in the US (aoda lesser extent perhaps, throughout Western
Europe). There are about 40 million poor peopleeh&/3 of which are children, none of whom
have health care plans. Educational standardsemimidg, the debt is zooming, real wages have
been steadily declining for the past 3 decadeg, #ne now back to the level of about the late
1950s for most of the population, with nobody doamything about it. In circumstances such as
these, the “bewildered herd” have to be diverteztabse if they start to notice what's being
done to themthey are not likely to tolerate it, since theyttee ones suffering from it. Having
them watch professional sports and sitcoms is nough. They have to be whipped up into fear
of enemies. It's a well-established technique. Asrrhinn Goering put it, “Naturally, the
common people don't want war... [But] it is alwaysimple matter to drag the people along...
All you have to do is tell them they are being elted, and denounce the pacifists for lack of
patriotism and exposing the country to danger. lorkg the same in any country.”
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Correspondingly, in the 1930s Hitler whipped up people into fear of the Jews and Gypsies.
They had to be crushed in the name of “nationalirigc’ American leaders regularly resort to
this technique. With increasing regularity, somgomagre is constructed that Americans have
to defend themselves against. Now that the Russiengio longer a threat, now that they have
lost their attractiveness as an enemy, some nevg bage to be conjured up, to sustain
America’s “permanent war economy9][without which the economy cannot be kept aflaat f
elites. The importance of this fact cannot be aaphasized. WWII taught US business leaders
a very important lesson: WWII is precisely what ldad the US to come out of the Great
Depression—war is, after all, very good for big ibass; it's still a racket. So once the public
relations industry realized that the Soviet threatuld no longer be used for Machiavellian
purposes, the tune changed to Hispanic “narcoigkeffs,”[10] “crazed Arabs,” “international
terrorists,” and Satan Husselh]] who are going to conquer the world. The poputahas to be
frightened, terrorized, and intimidated, too afraidtravel and so on. Then, predictably, the self-
appointed leaders of the Free World achieve magnifivictories over defenseless Third World
armies that can be vaporized in no time. Then Asaes feel relieved, because they were saved
in the last minute. It works like a charm everydiniGovernments are willing to do everything,
and go to any length, to engender fear in the rsassebuilding up a chimerical monster, then
campaign to have it crushed, thereby disingenuokesping the bewildered herd from paying
attention to what’seally going on around them (i.e., to what’s being dan¢hem by their own
leaders), keep them diverted and controlled, wdlll@long fraudulently sustaining the interests
of power: con artistry at its best, always undee teceitful guise of threats to national
security.[L2]

Perhaps the greatest irony in all of these is hesterday’'s enemies become today's
friends, and vice versa, how the boundaries anmitiehis of Good and Evil not only blur but
bleed into each other to the point of becomingraftangeable, and, worse yet, feed off of each
other, symbiotically, both for the sake of expedierand unwittingly. Case in point: “What
would Good be without Evil? It's not just religiodianatics who need enemies to justify their
madness. The arms industry and the gigantic wahimaof the US also needs enemies to
justify its existence. Good and Evil, evil and gptite actors change masks, the heroes become
monsters and the monsters become heroes, in acgtihdthe demands of the theatre’s
playwrights. This is nothing new. The German scntVerner von Braun was evil when he
invented the V-2 bombers that Hitler used agairmtdon, but became good when he used his
talents in the service of the United States. Stals good during WWII and evil afterwards,
when he became the leader of the Evil Empire... Saddassein was good, and so were the
chemical weapons he used against the Iranianshendurds. Afterwards, he became eviL3]

Finally, power-holders cannot hold on to power sslethey deceive, frighten,
marginalize and make their subjects feel hopel@assause power is very fragile. If the state were
truly an organic entity, if it were necessarily thetural form of human or social organization,
then leaders would not need to hide behind statutavs, and they most certainly would not
need to resort to fear and other Machiavellianidagt 4] If states, churches and multinationals
were legitimate structures, they would be vindidaby the laws of nature, crucially without
fabricating enemies.

1.5. A Critical Examination of a Bush Anti-Terror Speech15]

“Tonight we are a country awakened to danger and deed to defend freedom. Our grief
has turned to anger, and anger to resolution. Whéer we bring our enemies to justice, or
bring justice to our enemies, justice will be doné.There is no evidence that the US is the
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defender of freedom. Quite the contrary: It is @adeng agent of international criminal
violence[16]

“On September the 11th, enemies of freedom commilean act of war against our
country... freedom itself is under attack... Al Qaeda is to terror what the mafia is to
crime. But its goal is not making money; its goal is remakg the world — and imposing its
radical beliefs on people everywhere.lt should be made clear that the 9/11 attacks were
horrifying terrorist crimes. There should be noatiseement about that. But the right way to
deal with 9/11 is to follow Nicaragua’s example,ieth after all, did not set off bombs in
Washington! Instead, it took its case to the Wa@xtdirt (which, after carefully studying the case,
ruled out any Cold War connections and ruled inofa@f Nicaragua), but to no avail. Then it
took its case to the Security Council at the UNsoalo no avail. So Bush’s statement is
outrageously dishonest, since he is convenientlgiatunningly concealing the fact that the US
government’s terror network is far more extensine aestructive than Al-Qaeda’s, including
the fact that the US is an empire that is impostsgadically anti-democratic political and
economic arrangements on the entire wqdd]

“The terrorists' directive commands them to kill Christians and Jews, to kill all Americans,
and make no distinction among military and civiliars, including women and children. To
the extent that this statement is true, every aatoors in it applies perfectly to the US as well,
since it has not made any distinction among myitand civilian targets, including women and
children, in its terror wars and wars of aggressismce at least WWII. So the very same
pathological ambition and actions can be attributed the US and its mercenary client
stateq,18] typically.

“There are thousands of these terrorists in more tan 60 countries. They are recruited
from their own nations and neighborhoods and brough to camps in places like
Afghanistan, where they are trained in the tacticof terror. They are sent back to their
homes or sent to hide in countries around the worldlo plot evil and destruction.” There are
very crucial omissions here. Who recruited Islathitadists to begin with, during the 80s, if not
the CIA and its clients? And doesn’t the US lealdigrplot evil and destruction around the
world, as it has done for decades, in its pursfiéoonomic interests? (see works cited in note
15)

“The leadership of al Qaeda has great influence iAfghanistan and supports the Taliban
regime in controlling most of that country” That was not a problem before 9/11. In fact, the
US also supported the Taliban regime in controllmgst of that country before 9/119] To
make matters worse, President Reagan even praigaddjahideen as freedom fighters while he
was in office[20] So this type of toxic omission reflects the headlitypocrisy.

“The United States respects the people of Afghane...” To the point that it murdered even
more civilians than were murdered in New York ahl9ivhile deliberately driving millions to
starvation[21]

“-- after all, we are currently its largest sourceof humanitarian aid...” Doublespeak. There
are 40 million poor people in the US who the Adsthaition could not care less about, 1/3 of
which are children. These people go to bed eveghtnvith an empty stomach and have no
health care planCharity always begins at home!

11



“tonight, the United States of America makes the filowing demands on the
Taliban: Deliver to United States authorities allthe leaders of al Qaeda who hide in your
land.” Glaring double standard, since the US would nedeso if India, for example, were to
demand the extradition of Warren Anderson of thédi&irman of Union Carbide), responsible
for the Bhopal gas leak that killed 16,000 peoplel 984, which was not likely to have been
accidental. In the words of Arundhati Roy, “The ibah’s response to U.S. demands for the
extradition of bin Laden has been uncharacteridljceeasonable: produce the evidence, then
we’ll hand him over.”

“These demands are not open to negotiation or dissesion. The Taliban must act, and act
immediately. They will hand over the terrorists, @ they will share in their fate.”
Threatening to use force and retaliation are bartgdinternational law, according to the UN
Charter[22]

...The enemy of America is not our many Muslim friend; it is not our many Arab
friends. Our enemy is a radical network of terrorists, and every government that supports
them. The US leadership and its clients constitute acabhetwork of terrorists, and the USG
supports and provides haven to many known ter®uisthin the U323]

Our war on terror begins with al Qaeda, but it doesnot end there. It will not end until
every terrorist group of global reach has been foumh, stopped and defeatedDoublespeak for
“the permanent war economy will perpetuate itselirfinitum,” since feeding the never-ending
war machine is of paramount importance for the \WMastaning human rights are subordinated
to the over-riding need for profit: that’s the remleaning of ‘neo-liberalism.’

Americans are asking, why do they hate us? They t@ what we see right here in this
chamber -- a democratically elected government. Tir leaders are self-appointed. They
hate our freedoms -- our freedom of religion, our ieedom of speech, our freedom to vote
and assemble and disagree with each othéiThis is a comforting picture, and the general
stance is not unfamiliar in intellectual historyy fact, it is close to the norm. It...has all the
merits of self-adulation and uncritical support foower. And it has the flaw that adopting it
contributes significantly to the likelihood of fher atrocities, including atrocities directed
against us, perhaps even more horrendous onesthtame of 9-11.[24]

They want to drive Israel out of the Middle East. They want to drive Christians and Jews
out of vast regions of Asia and AfricaSuch claims and accusations should be substadttate
the Boss Man. But even to the extent that theyraeg which is questionable, this extremist view
by Al Qaeda is certainly not representative of hsia and Arab societies in general, not by a
long shot[25]

We are not deceived by their pretenses to piety. ¥\have seen their kind before. They are
the heirs of all the murderous ideologies of the 28 century. By sacrificing human life to
serve their radical visions -- by abandoning everyalue except the will to power -- they
follow in the path of fascism, and Nazism, and totaarianism. And they will follow that
path all the way, to where it ends: in history's namarked grave of discarded liesEvery
accusation above applies perfectly to the Boss Rlahhis predecessors, as evidenced above.
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Our response involves far more than instant retaliion and isolated strikes.A rare moment
of honesty, since the Boss Man is admitting thaitisg Afghanistan is an act of retaliation,
which, again, is barred by international law. Thecend claim is proof that the US targets
civilians as indiscriminately if not more so thahQaeda.

...Every nation, in every region, now has a decisiot make. Either you are with us, or you
are with the terrorists. This is a classical case of spin, of emotional kfaail.

From this day forward, any nation that continues toharbor or support terrorism will be
regarded by the United States as a hostile regim&he UK has a long history of supporting
terrorism[26] So how com&’s not regarded as a hostile regime or government?

Our nation has been put on notice: We are not immue from attack. We will take
defensive measures against terrorism to protect Amieans. This is a very good example of
how enemies are constructed. “We will take defensieasures...to protect Americans,” while
the historical and documentary evidence provesttect opposite, i.e., the US has taken in the
past, and is now taking, very offensive measurds ipursuit of economic interests around the
world. And the part having to do with protecting émgans is nothing but lip service, since
within the framework of the reigning ideologicakiitutions, hegemony, with its short-term
benefits to elite interests, is ranked above sailvin the scale of operative values, meaning
security is at most a marginal concern of secyslgnners, because of the obsession with short-
term interests, like power and profit.

...what is at stake is not just America’s freedom. Tis is the world’'s fight. This is
civilization’s fight. Huntington’s paradigm.

This is the fight of all who believe in progress ash pluralism, tolerance and freedom.Pure
rhetoric, since these things are merely slogarh@West, as evidenced above.

The civilized world is rallying to America's side.Huntington’s paradigm again.

They understand that if this terror goes unpunished their own cities, their own citizens
may be next.Fear-mongering and deceit, since Western stat®tsm has gone completely
unpunished so far. Such skillful manipulation @frfes to be expected from power-mongers, but
it shouldn’t be toleratedt’s our duty as citizens to countermand our leadsharpened skills in
the rhetoric of fear, because living under feahighly inimical to social health and substantive
democracy.

Terror, unanswered, can not only bring down buildirgs, it can threaten the stability of
legitimate governments.Question-begging, since governments are legitimatgif they truly
represent the will of the majoritynly if they promote human welfare througbcially and
morally desirable means and endiarly not the case in the West, or virtuallyyahere else,
since corporate capitalism, which dominates mosth@idomestic and international economy, is
a zero-sum game.

I will not forget this wound to our country or those who inflicted it. | will not yield; I will
not rest; | will not relent in waging this struggle for freedom and security for the American
people.Doublespeak for slavery and insecurity for the Aaar people, per Orwell’s inverted
definitions.
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The course of this conflict is not known, yet its wicome is certain. Freedom and fear,
justice and cruelty, have always been at war, andevknow that God is not neutral between
them. Archetypical example of “we vs. them” dichotomytdxnatic assumption that God is on
the side of the US — such pretense to piety is tongethat the Boss Man accused the “other”
side of earlier. Of course, both sides have su@tgirses, but the struggle of Good against Evil
can only lead to disaster. What's at stake is noghess than the survival of the species.

1.6. Final Remarks

Cultural racist discourser ‘New Racism’ is highly functional for power intetes“It has to do
with conquest, with oppression. If you're robbingmebody, oppressing them, dictating their
lives, it's a very rare person who can say: ‘Lo6k) a monster. I'm doing this for my own
good.” Even Himmler didn’'t say that. A standardhieique of belief formation goes along with
oppression, whether it's throwing them in gas chemlor charging them too much at a corner
store, or anything in between. The standard remgsido say: ‘It's their depravity. That's why
I'm doing it. Maybe I'm even doing them goodZ2T] Suffice it to say that the secret of great
propaganda is that it is never seen as propagaviah is why President Bush (and leaders
generally) can deceive the majority of Americansdther peoples) so easily and with impunity,
coupled with fear-mongering techniques, the labesng an integral part of propaganda. In other
words, one should never “underestimate the capa€ityell-run propaganda systems to drive
people to irrational, murderous, and suicidal behd{28] since propaganda is to a formal
democracy what violence is to a totalitarian stAred “the resort to fear by systems of power to
discipline the domestic population has left a l@mgl terrible trail of bloodshed and suffering,
which we ignore at our peril.2Q] If we want to significantly diminish the threat terror, the
easiest way is for Western powers to stop particigan terrorism, but also to allow the Third
World to pursuendependentlevelopment, since poverty (much of it a by-prddofc\Western
hegemony) provides fertile ground for religious damentalism. Which is on the rise
everywhere, to the point of undermining moderategpessive secular movemeng€)]

Finally, the theory of enemy images should be wade Tambiah’'s accurate
observation that “the other side of the Westernehofithe secular nation-state is its aggressive
nationalism, and its imperialist expansion and fratien into what became its colonial
dependencies. So it would seem that the liberalodeswy at home in Western Europe and the
United States could assume the fierce shape obsaiahan rule abroad, the exploitation of
native labor and resources, and the inferiorizatiomot erosion, of the cultures of the colonized.
Marxists explained these processes in terms otalspn gaining a new lease on life through
colonial exploitation. This inferiorization and #at of culture extinction in large part impels the
rise of Islamic fundamentalism or Buddhist naticaml or Hindu nationalism and other such
reactions, and their taking a retaliatory attittdehe West — its exercise of economic affluence
and domination, its political supremacy, its alegmnsumerist values, its celebration of sexual
eroticism, its erosion of family values, and so’[p3il]
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Conclusion

In the struggle of Good against Evil, it's alwals fpeople who get killed. (Eduardo Gale4mp)

As we have seen, enemy images are almost alwagsedrelishonestly, based on stereotypes,
biases, irrational fears, power lust, greed, etendgally, enemy images are created in order to
mobilize domestic populations against a common gn@imost always concocted and surely
always embellished, in those cases when the enamgeseal enough without constituting as
serious a threat as elites would like us to be]&yethereby enabling elites to craftily sustain
the structural interests of power and priviegehwithich they have long been allied. This
practice has been honed to a fine art in the cqmeany period. Crucially and consequentially,
this is always done by tearing the purported ereifin@m their historical, cultural, and poliical
contexts and placing them within ideological systesupporting Western belligerence and fraud,
so that ethical concerns among Western populatinag not be activated, and so that the
purported enemies are perceived as not quite luligan at best and as the very personification
of evil at worst. To accept matter-of-factly thdi@él, propagandistic line spewed out by power
centers regarding the supposed enemies of the Westny other issue for that matter) is not
only dangerous, but could very well have absolutldyastating consequences in the not-too-
distant future, since the threats that Westerre glitograms pose to humanity cannot be
exaggerated. One such threat is that states hawered the capacity to obliterate humanity, a
capacity that they will exercise, sooner or latethe current social order evolves along its
present paths (that’'s inherent in the pervertedclod the system, since it’'s profoundly anti-
human, particularly in relation to the Third Worldh point of fact, the most ominous threat is
the militarization of space (outlawed by internatiblaw), which is being accelerated jointly by
the US, Western Europe, Israel and Japan undecaver of 9/11.8] The type of weapons in
guestion are laser weapons, probably nuclear-payerkich will be on hair-trigger alert and be
used, without forewarning, against countries thefuse to obey or misunderstand Western
orders. In other words, these weapons will be ueefibrce Third World countries to provide
unfettered access to cheap energy supplies, raeriaiat key markets and cheap labor, but also
to threaten countries that might entertain the idédreaking ideological ties with Western
elites, by striking an independent courdp.|

It is still not too late for constructive action byose who are interested in survival, but
the time to act isnow, and the need of the hour is much more than jus$edt, it is
denazification. Case in point: putting aside thé&rageously criminal fact that Hitler and his war
machine were propped up and supported by a clifji$Soindustrialists to begin witlg] there
was “a massive recruitment of Nazi war criminalg {lhe CIA] at the war’s end,d] in order to
adopt Nazi counterinsurgency programs: doublespeakinternational terrorism,” in the true
sense of the expression. This fact is highly refevar understanding international affairs, and
bears quite a lot on how and why enemy images @netaucted the way they are in the West.
The point is that in politics there are no permarfigands or permanent enemies; there is only
permanent power lust and greed. To illustrates letke the “war on terror.” What are the criteria
for this so-called war? Is it really identifyingettperpetrators and holding them accountable?
Certainly not. If that were the case, the US wddde followed Nicaragua’s honorable example
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and taken its case to the ICJ and UNSC (as Nicardglin 1986 after the US-directed terror
war through the contras that left the country Wtdevastated, perhaps beyond recovery, all in
the name of fighting a “war against terror,” witkieo 20,000 innocent civilians slaughtered and
many more displaced, traumatized and driven tordlzer edge of survival, in Nicaragua alone,
simply because the revolutionary Sandinista goventnihad instituted meaningful social and
agrarian reforms in the service of the poor majorivith very impressive results), since
retaliation is outlawed by international law. So awhare the criteria? The criteria are
subordination and service to power, which makes ®@fl sense, because those who have power
are interested in one thing alomeore power, for which purpose the skillful manipulatiohfear
becomes an indispensable political instrument foldihg on to power, since power is very
fragile, due to its illegitimate nature. To constrihe fetish of elections as democracy is a grave
mistake, since the few people who do vote do nehdinow what they are voting for][ Their
consent is manufactured, in accordance with thetdilofrealpolitik. So, dare we challenge and
disprove Walter Lippmann’s (“The manufacture of semt was supposed to have died out with
the appearance of democracy. But died out it has.rdnder the impact of propaganda, it is no
longer possible to believe in the original dogma daeimocracy”), Edward Bernays's (“The
conscious and intelligent manipulation of the orgath habits and opinions of the masses is an
important element in democratic society. Those whanipulate this unseen mechanism of
society constitute an invisible government whichthe true ruling power of our country...
[Cllearly it is the intelligent minorities which ad to make use of propaganda continuously and
systematically...”), and Harold Lasswell's (“More cée won by illusion than by coercion...
Democracy has proclaimed the dictatorship of [debatnd the technique of dictating is named
propaganda..We must not succumb to democratic dogmatisms apeaple being the best
judges of their own interests”) deeply anti-humaa @amoral contributions, to mention just a
handful of skillful manipulators? Given the factaththe stakes so far as information inequality
and its attendant, ever-widening and ever-deepesuc@l decay among the vast majority of the
world’s population are concerned simply cannot xeggerated, the answer to this question will
surely determine the fate of the human race, pigbaboner than later, since subjecting
humanity to the dictatorship of capital cannot léacany other outcome but a cataclysmic one,
given the fact thatirtually a hundred percent of our enemies are chimerashBugreatest irony
about fabricating enemies is what's called ‘seliling prophesy,” meaning in due time the
fabrications can become real enough. Case in piiat9/11 nightmare was a legacy and debris
of the Cold War, during which time the most faratkilers were recruited, armed, trained and
financed by the CIA and its allies, to drive thesBans out of Afghanistan, a fact duly noted by
Peter Hervik.8] Indeed, as one would expect, “...the whole histfrierrorism has a pedigree in
the policies of imperialists.Y]

In sum, the extent to which denazification is akalwandencouragedin Western
industrial economies will also determine the extémt which Western elites are seriously
committed to their idealistic slogans: ‘freedomdemocracy,” and ‘human rights.” Equally
important, the Manichean worldview sold to us by msecure and immature leaders should be
challenged seriously if there’s going to be a ckaat survival, because the struggle of Good
against Evil squeezes out the real debates negdssa vigorous democracy, the end result of
which can only be disastrous, as if the centuryrioebs wasn’'t horrible enough, one soaked in
blood and untold human suffering (largely as a ltestuunprovoked terror and aggression by
Western powers and their clients), but one thags/ \ikely to fade into comparison given the
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ominous prospects that we face as a species. Uldsibe our primary task not only to fight all
forms of racism (so that Western leaders can ngeomplicitly insist “on reserving the right to
bomb niggers,”L0] which has always been the bottom line in NorthiBorelations), but to
create strong bonds of solidarity across the boswodthat this profoundly anti-human system
that’'s oppressin@ll of us ‘Blacks’ and ‘Whites’ alike, can be dissolvedeavif the degree of
oppression is obviously not the same for the twaugs.

In this work, many compelling reasons have beerergito justify the need for
challenging and trying to undermine military-bass&tdte capitalism and the world system it
mercilessly exploits and dominates. Power beingrimhtly corrupting, it's highly incumbent
upon us to stop letting ourselves be mobilized hwy traditional and well-practiced device of
fear, to stop granting authority to centers of poa® a result of induced fear. Suffice it to say
that the worst enemy of all is not the “other” bl insecure and immature part of gedf the
part that’s filled with fears of powerlessness.
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Endnotes

Introduction

[1] Which, as Hippler and Lueg point out in “The N&ktreat,” is the prerequisite for serious critiqpe2).

[2] The phrase “fundamentalist religious zealoutry...iscade word for a particular form of ‘radical
nationalism’ that threatens ‘stability.” And we lgato understand ‘stability’ to mean maintenancsp#cific
forms of domination and control, and easy accesssmurces and profits.” (Noam Chomskgteful Triangle
MA: SEP, 1999, p. xiii.)

[3] | say ‘self-appointed leaders,” because the béknt is not about whether or not people want toubedr
but who will rule over them. So basically it's aasin, since consent is manufactured, as we’'ll sembel

Chapter 2

[1] In Clinton Rossiter and James Lare (edBlje Essential Lippmann: A Political Philosophy faberal
Democracy Harvard University Press, 1963, p. 465.

[2] New African December 2005, No 446, pp. 52, 55.

[3] “The core of this new racism is the shift of rhadrom ‘race’ to a focus on ‘culture’ — first utesl by
the political right but now used widely on the pichl spectrum. Rather than metaphorically extegpdin
‘biological’ markers to the intellectual and mortalpacity, the ideologies of the new racism dengy tigw and
unfold its rhetoric in terms of ‘culture’ and ‘theational order of things’ (Malkii 1992). People difverse
cultural backgrounds are explicitly acknowledgedbaisg of equal worth. The world is divided intcatinaal
territories to which ‘cultures’ belong ‘naturallylf members of a certain ‘culture’ are found ougsiils
‘natural’ place, the relations between native ar@iveomers (locals and migrants or refugees) will be
antagonistic. Racist discrimination is increasinghgtified by means of exclusive cultural differeac
(Hervik, “Anthropological Perspectives on the Nevad®m in Europe, p. 151; see also his The Danish
Cultural World of Unbridgeable Differences,” p. 268here he acknowledges the fact that subtle fayfns
discrimination are still racist, as does Andre Gictgin “Concepts of Race Vanishing,” p. 174)

[4] ...which is not as brazen and discernible to theritival eye, hence less susceptible to public
denunciation by culturally sensitive citizens dnetvise conscientious objectors, whether actupbtential.

[5] See notd5in chapter 3 of this work.

[6] Case in point: “between them, Europe and the USuemtdor by far the largest number of violent death
during the 20 century, the Islamic world hardly a fraction df fEdward Said, “The Meaning of Rachel
Corrie”) In brief, the institutional dynamics ofghWest can be summarized in geo-strategic term¢hen
grounds that the so-called capitalist system casootive except through force and fraud. Case iimtpo
“Because a capitalist society cannot change, irdétalings with the underdeveloped countries it oaty
dominate and exploit. It cannot emancipate and.’héossiter and Lare, op. cit., p. 81) Philip Ageéraner
CIA case officer, has expressed a similar fact: &fican capitalism, based as it is on exploitatibthe poor,
with its fundamental motivation in personal gresmmply cannot survive without force — without a reec
police force... Increasingly, the impoverished massesunderstanding that the prosperity of the dpesl
countries and of the privileged minorities in theivn countries is founded on their povertyliigide the
Company: A CIA DiaryPenguin Books, 1975, pp. 595, 96.) Ergo ‘it is $ftructure of Western society and
the rules of power in it that create poverty’ (DaegaTen Reasons to Abolish the IMF and W&': Seven
Stories, 2001, pp. 17-18), a fact that Huntingtomveniently glosses over.

[7] See nota in ibid.

[8] This was Berlusconi’s idiotic declaration shortitfea9/11. What he, Huntington and others sileptgs
over is that historically “the West drew on the tamnism, science, philosophy, sociology and histegpy of
Islam, which had already interposed itself betw&rarlemagne’s world and classical antiquity. Isl@m
inside from the start, as even Dante, great endrijobammed, had to concede when he placed the Breph
the very heart of his Inferno.” (Edward Said, “T@&sh of Ignorandg It's true that Islamic countries have
lagged behind in many ways in the contemporarnypoperut this observation shouldn’t be de-contexted|
since the US and UK havegaeatdeal to do with Islamic countries’ industrial asmkial backwardness.

[9] When | say ‘crucially by excluding the majorityf &luslims,” | mean that only those who are
demonstrably guilty of terrorism and crimes shol condemned with terrorism and crimes. This shbeld
an obvious truism, but it's barely recognized ashshy many media pundits in the West. Case in point
“...enemy images of Muslims do not distinguish betwéee individual Muslims behind [...] condemnable
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incidents and Muslims in general. On the contrémgy tend to link all such actions with Islam andate
oversimplified cause and effect models based gugtioe.” (Ottosen, 1995: 98)

[10] Charles Knight, Project on Defense Alternativesnel presentation at the Council on Foreign Reiati
New York, 14 June 2000, on “U.S. Military-Strategimbitions: Expanding to Fill the post-Soviet Vaou
The reason security is at most a marginal concegeaurity planners is that it is highly irratiorialthe scale
of operative values for elite interests, sinceogsh't contribute to power and profit.

[11] Chomsky and Herman, “After the Cataclysm.”

[12] If it does, that's not democracy butasis of democracin proper technical usage, a threat that has to be
overcome in one or another way: in the Third Woblg,death squads — at home, by more subtle ancbabdi
means, through propaganda and the fabrication efigs and the ensuing fear in the masses, which all
provide a Keynesian stimulus to the economy, thefetring the public to subsidize high tech R & $inte
people will not only give up their most basic righiut even support the most reactionary and oppeess
programs when they are properly frightened), inepotd protect and advance private power interastienthe
wings of the nanny state (so much for free entsebi

[13] One last illustration (for this chapter) of how hdimest Western leaders are: In contemporary cultura
racism, the so-called original or national cultisesaid to be of paramount importance, the valbes are
ostensibly cherished being democracy, the low lefatonflict, honesty, loyalty, equality, toleranaad the
welfare state. First, it's not possible to talkicesly about democracy as long as there’s privatgral over
the economic system (John Dewey) Internally, y&s,lével of conflict so far as direct violence @cerned is
low, even if structural violence is rather hightlire West (as Johan Galtung has compellingly demaipstin
his “Violence, Peace, and Peace Research,” 196@)esty? Fat chance! Loyalty? To elite interestselgu
but certainly not to the national interest, broadhd seriously defined. Equality? Western socictiage
always been extremely hierarchical, not based oritongacy but on racial and cultural supremacistions
and class power (case in point: “in practice [loGalvbo people] experience the workings of ineqyalnd
differences in terms of class, political power dadal belonging... the social good is not evenlyfairly,
distributed between different categories of persddslonging and equality are scarce resources.inKar
Norman, “Equality and Exclusion,” 2004: 224, 225plerance? Certainly not towards ethnic minoritasd
hardly so towards sexual minorities, who experiatiserimination and direct violence often enougtelfafe
state? For the rich, certainly, since virtually gvdynamic component of high tech industry reliespublic
subsidy. Welfare state for the poor and defensglésghe past, yes, to a degree, but the neolilpergéct
demands that the state significantly cuts back otiak spending while expanding military budgets and
maximizing power and profit for the private sector.

[14] Erich Fromm proposed that not just individuals, leatire societies “may be lacking in sanity.” He
argued that one of the most deceptive featuredélslife involves “consensual validation.” “It isaively
assumed that the fact that the majority of peopberes certain ideas or feelings proves the validityhese
ideas and feelings. Nothing is further from thehru Just as there is a ‘folie a deux’ there is @ief a
millions.” The fact that millions of people shaletsame vices does not make these vices virtuedachthat
they share so many errors does not make the éadre truths, and the fact that millions of pecgitare the
same form of mental pathology does not make thesplp sane.”The Sane SocietRoutledge, 1955, pp. 14-
15). He concluded that modern Western society wdseid insane and that this insanity threatensutivéval
of the species.

[15] E.qg., it's no secret that in the US “Christiam@gogues...fan the flames of race and sectariandhaitre
television and, illegally, pour church money intolifical campaigns,” (Gore VidalPerpetual War for
Perpetual PeacefForest Row: Clairview, 2002, p. 60), a phenomenlasit should cause alarm among
conscientious people who care about freedom anddeagy, at home and abroad, because it is Christian
fundamentalists who provide the ultra-right withe thationale for punishing evil and condemning whole
populations to submission and poverty in the 3rdl@&/alaiming to do God’s will and to fight his llats in
his name, indeed, a pervasive force in the wonrke ($0t&6), the leaders of which contribute in no small
measure to the concoction of enemies, while fegstird fattening on the misfortunes of ordinarysgolk

[16] As Edward Said has noted, at 60 million strongy tlepresent the single most powerful voting blatk i
US history. Surely, religious fundamentalism in th8& compares with that of certain West and Cem{sién
states, including Iran, Saudi Arabia and the togdlaliban regime in Afghanistan (the latter beimgodfshoot
of the former), that is, culture-wise, since thpasation between state and church seems to be intde US,
despite the comical insanity of “under God.” To makatters worse, the Christian coalition in the i8S
among the two or three strongest special interestipy and lobbyists, which partly explains why US
fundamentalism is so powerful, so much so thatyepelitician pretends to be a fervent religious wevar. To
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state the obvious and elemental, none of thesg faete well for human rights and freedom. But nofihis
should be construed to mean that the criterioriffer'war against terror” is religion; it is not. &leriteria are
subordination and service to power. That is whyréieeclared “war on terrorism” (which is over 2€ays
old) is sacrosanct, because it has so far yieldgdfisant ideological, sociopolitical and econontienefits,
primarily for the US (but, contrary to the fringéews in the White House, it won't do so for mucimder,
since we are living close to if not within the masg); because it is a violent perpetuation of nalofgalism
under the deceitful guise of “Holy Justice”: anathestimony to “the sacralization of war” (i.e.etmerger of
militarism and the Church), which is nothing netwlates back to the Old Testament era and is alidewell
even today, readily and effectively applied by thajor powers whenever they desperately seek tdyjssif-
serving fraud. Therefore, we should strongly ressemd condemn the alacrity with which the West tties
rationalize and prettify its cowardly monstrositiga any event, if the West is genuinely concerméth
mitigating religious fanaticism in all its ugly fms, at home and abroad, then the way to go abd@itdtraise
the level of hope at home and abroad, by seeing tteat prevailing anti-human (cultural and indtitual)
structures are replaced with viable, libertariaructires that meet human needs through socialliyadés
means and ends, on an egalitarian basis, basedatenable rights for all, without distinctions srace,
ethnicity, gender, sexual orientation, class, refigcreed, or other social-ideological constructs.

In regard to militant Islamic terrorism (whidf reality is not religiously motivated), we do iM® bear in
mind that “Terrorism is the logical consequenceAaferican and British “foreign policy” whose infisily
greater terrorism we need to recognize, and debate matter of urgency.” (John Pilger, “The Ri§¢he
Demaocratic Police Stdte see notel 7). No less crucially, the former heads of Isradlitary intelligence, Shin
Beth, have said: “until you treat the Palestiniawith respect, until you grant them their elementagpts,
you're never going to stop terrorism. That's theyw@a do it — they have grievances, the grievanceseal,
we're treating them with contempt and humiliatiomdadestruction, we're stealing their land and resesl”
(Chomsky, “Civilization versus Barbaris®i See notel8) In brief, “Violence is a powerful instrument of
control, as history demonstrates. But the dilemofadominance are not slight{Chomsky,” Dominance and
its Dilemmas”)And our apathy certainly compounds this dilemme (s&el9).

[17] Pilger cites the extensive study of Robert Papthe University of Chicago, which reveals that mos
suicide bombers are not mainly driven by “an estédlogy independent of other circumstances,” sthicdf
of them are not religious fanatics at all,” andy fact, over 95 per cent of suicide attacks aratedvorld [are
not about] religion, but a specific strategic pepe- to compel the US and other western countriebandon
military commitments on the Arabian Peninsula andhie countries they view as their homeland orepriz
greatly.” To gain valuable insight into some crli@apects of Islamic fundamentalism and the wajtipal
Islam is misinterpreted as religious fundamentalisrthe West, see Mahmood Mamda@&nod Muslim, Bad
Muslim, America, the Cold War, and the Roots ofdrer

[18] The situation is not substantially different wher turn to Afghanistan and Iraqg, since both invasi
(which wereunauthorizedby the UNSC) had a lot to do with the long-stagdgoal of controlling Central
Asia and Iraq’s large energy supplies. For detaitg PilgerThe New Rulers of the Woyldp. 111-13; and
ChomskyHegemony or Survivathapter 5.

[19] Of course, the shrewd can always argue, “Yes, bah €omponent in the imperial system is merely
acting in accordance with “Rational Choice Theohgsed on Stanley Milgram’s (specious) behaviodystf
obedience for example, due to the overbearing baratc structure that demands obedience and cuitjor
from all the active and passive individuals or mermsbwho, in one way or another, knowingly or
unknowingly, constitute and serve the imperial @ydt Well, international law has something to sépat
this: “Individuals have international duties whittanscend the national obligations of obedien@derefore
[individual citizens] have the duty to violate dastie laws to prevent crimes against peace and hiyrfeom
occurring” — Nuremberg War Crime Tribunal, 1950.

Chapter 3

[1] The Prince London: Penguin Books, 1999, p. 67.

[2] Space does not allow me to pursue this matter. droarticle that provides crucial insights intésth
guestion, see Anuradha Vittachi, “Roots of disaniation.” For an exhaustive treatment of this qoestsee
Paulo FreirePedagogy of the Oppresseistelle Welldon Sadomasochispas well as Erich FromnThe
Anatomy of Human Destructiveneasd The Heart of ManIn the former at least, Fromm presents very
compelling facts and arguments to support his hgsi$ that human destructiveness is neither innate
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purposeless (in sharp contrast to Konrad Loreradtyf premises), but has a lot to do with sharedrésts
among oligarchs or military plutocrats; and thatnam destructiveness is instrumental.

[3] Mike Ferner, “Why War? War, Incorporated.”

[4] Thomas FriedmarnThe Lexus and the Olive Traegndon: HarperCollins, 2000, p. 464.

[5 In reality, what's called ‘free-market’ is a euphiem for industrial feudalism and economic colorsiadi

[6] Edward Said and Christopher Hitchens (ed®laming the Victimspp. 136-37. To verify the seemingly
outlandish claim that the US is a leading terrastste, as are many of the countries that eagerigd the re-
declared “war on terror,” see Chomsl8x11, and sources cited in the bibliography. Needlessay, the
number of victims from direct assaults by Westeowgrs and their clients is colossal, well into tees of
millions since 1945 alone, and this has everythinglo with geo-strategic imperatives, meaning uibiitéd
access to strategic energy supplies, raw matekieysinarkets, and cheap labor, courtesy of corpafést. In
this the IMF and WB play a crucial role, because lttans that they offer to underdeveloped countréage
utterly destructive conditionalities attached terth through what are called structural adjustmeognams
(SAPs). These invariably have the following eleraeift) “radically reduce government spending onlthea
education and welfare; (2) privatize and deregusaste enterprise; (3) devalue the currency; (@réilize
imports and remove restrictions on foreign investitnand (5) cut or constrain wages and eliminateeaken
mechanisms protecting labor.” (Kevin Danali€y,Reasons to Abolish the IMF and World Bamdl1) Those
countries that reasonably and honestly refuse teeconder the sway of IMF's SAPs are punished slvere
with unilateral (meaning illegal) economic and &ahnctions by the US, Cuba and Nicaragua beinmtise
obvious examples, but by no means the only onewefify the claim about sanctions, see Someshwaglti
“Half The World Hit by US Unilateral Sanctions, TthiWworld Economics (Jan. 16-31, 2000).) See also Mark
Sommers, “Sanctions are Becoming ‘Weapon of Chdi€&SM Aug. 3, 1993.

[7] Perhaps the following explanation can help us sistghe temptation to demonize Western elites:r*Ou
economy is set on a wartime footing... We need wdrighout wars, the economy flakes and falls apart.
Without wars, the trillions of dollars spent on weas systems, military preparedness and a planatary
would dry up, dealing a deathblow to the economguasently constituted. Without wars or the thretitvars,
the populace is not so easily controlled and mdaipd... The “we” | speak of is that overwhelmingly
wealthy and powerful few who have wired their foits into the manufacture of weapons, the plumbirail,o
and the collection of spoils through political lasge. These are the people who need war. Theyitrteggile
up the contracts from the Pentagon, to enrich érking institutions that protect them, to pay theyers who
defend them, to pay the lobbyists who sustain thtenpurchase the politicians who champion them, @nd
buy up the media that hides them from sight... Thenemic need for war creates the required excuges fo
war... We build enemies with arms and money, and tielestroy them with arms and money, thus keeping
our wartime economy afloat...” (William Rivers Pitt,he Things We Don't Talk Abo)

[8] To quote from the Study Group of the Woodrow WilsBaundation and the National Planning
Association, the primary threat of communism wascdbed as the economic transformation of the
communist powers “in ways which reduce their wiless and ability to complement the industrial
economies of the West” (William ElliofThe Political Economy of American Foreign Poligy 42), “their
refusal to play the game of comparative advantageé ® rely primarily on foreign investment for
development. If the ‘developing nations’ chooseise their resources for their own purposes, oltoy®ut
internal social change in ways which will reduceiticontribution to the industrial economies of gtate
capitalist world, these powers must be prepareegnploy sufficient force to prevent such unreasomabl
behavior, which will no doubt be described as finé¢ aggression’ by agents of international comsmnmii
(Chomsky, “The Pentagon Papers and U.S. Imperialis@outh East Asia”Yo verify the claim about the
fraudulent missile gap, in the sense that it wagrgd by many in the US that the Soviet Union weesdne
with the upper hand, see Raymond Garthdffurneys through the Cold Wabaniel Ellsberg,Secrets
(Ellsberg was one of the high-level analysts wiszaliered the facts in 1960-61 by satellite imaging that
the actual ratio was 10-1 in favor of the US, desti@iing that Eisenhower was correct in his assesti
including his final State of the Union addresst tha missile gap was a myth), and McGeorge BuBay)ger
and Security In brief, “the Cold War provided the perfect excise Western governments to plunder and
exploit the South in the name of freedom,; to rigetections, bribe its politicians, appoint itsatys and, by
every sophisticated means of persuasion and irgede, stunt the emergence of young democracidésein
name of democracy.” (John le Carfighe Nation magazinépril 9, 2001, p.11) On the domestic front, the
Cold War helped the Soviet Union entrench its emiitbureaucratic ruling class in power, and it géneeUS
a way to compel its population to subsidize higiitendustry. It isn’t easy to sell all that to tHemestic
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populations. The technique used was the old stgHdar of a great enemy.” (ChomsKky-How the Cold War
Worked,” inWhat Uncle Sam Really Wapts

[9] “The term “permanent war economy’ is attributed Gharles Wilson, CEO of General Electrics, who
warned at the end of WWII that the US must notrreto a civilian economy, but must keep to a ‘pererd
war economy’ of the kind that was so successfulnduthe war; a semi-command economy, run mostly by
corporate executives, geared to military productidnChomsky, “The Savage Extreme of a Narrow Policy
Spectruni. The link for this interview is given in the biblicgphy, which the reader is urged to check out for
important details)

[10] This despite the fact that the US government isbiggest drug runner in the world. Actually, viriya
the whole establishment pushes dope, including EBsstior (at least in the past), the DEA and ClAwbom
drugs have long been a currency, just as they hese for Delta Force raids, US banks (including V8&tket
and the IMF) and chemical companies. In brief, dneg war is causing more harm than drug abusd, itsel
except of course tobacco, which causes 400,00b0islesery year in the US, for example, and among&iai
children under 20 today, 50 million will die of eigette-related diseases, courtesy of the US, wh@ree997 a
record 16,000 people succumbed to drug-relatechsléatthe US, that is, to hard drugs. (to verifig ttlaim,
see ChomskyRogue Stated ondon: Pluto Press, 2000, pp. 80, 150-51). Fanmaprehensive account of CIA
involvement in drug trafficking from Latin Amerida Southeast Asia to Afghanistan, from the 1950 sougat
least the 1980s, see Alfred W. McCafe Politics of Heroin: CIA Complicity in the Gloldarug Trade NY:
1991, reprinted in 2003 (this is theajorsource on the CIA’s post-war reconstruction of Media by the US
as part of its campaign to destroy the Europeanrlatovement). Alexander Cockburn & Jeffrey St. Clai
(eds.),Whiteout: The CIA, Drugs and the Preg®ndon & NY: 1998 Peter Scott & J. Marshdllpcaine
Politics: Drugs, Armies, and the CIA in Central Amoa, University of California Press, 1991; and sources
cited in these works.

[11] Ottosen refers to Sam Keen's analytical categadmabf enemy images within certain archetypes,
applying it to Saddam Hussein, per Western porsaghhim: “the enemy as a criminal,” ‘the enemy a
torturer,’” ‘the enemy as death,” ‘the enemy as staplesecrator of women and children’ and ‘the gnam
enemy of God' (Ottosen, 1995:9%Crucially with our supportis the part that's typically left out from
Western political discourse, but one that Ottoseanch to his credit, does not leave out (ibid, p9-100),
even if he understates the fact by saying “Ceaus®sd Saddam [...] both were used by the Westerrndviorl
a period when they were useful as allies in a bigrategic game, even when their lack of respmch@iman
rights was evident at that time as well.” (Ibid.hé were very honest, he would have said explicitl.their
gross, systematic violations of human rights andifio crimes, which we happily supported becauseyt
were obedient.”

Regarding the Gulf crisis in 1991 (which is wherd&am turned into an enemy), it bears mention ttieg “
whole dispute started because Kuwait was slariagyil. It was pumping out some $14-billion worth aif
from underneath Iraqi territory. Even the territahey were drillingfrom had originally been Iraqg’s. Slant-
drilling is enough to get you shot in Texas, argldertainly enough to start a war in the Mideadt's.hard to
avoida war when what you're doing is tryingpioovokea war.” (Mark Zepezauerhe CIA’s Greatest Hitp.

84) To make matters worse, there's credible evieldhat the US encouraged Saddam to invade Kuwait,
before which all offers for withdrawal and a diplatic settlement by Saddam were instantly and uiifopety
rejected by the US. To verify the former claim, &tslip Agee, www.addictedtowar.com/agee.htm. Tofye
the latter claim, see ChomsiBowers and Prospectpp. 213-14.

[12] Parts of the facts and observations in this pamgare an adaptation from “Vital Speeches of thg: B\
Message From Noam Chomsky,” available at http:tpimuniversitet.us/docs/Noam_Chomsky.pdf

[13] Eduardo Galenano, “The Theatre of Good and Evil,”"Roger Burback and Ben Clarke (eds.),
September 11 and the U.S. W&F: City Lights, 2002, p. 9. Even Mandela wasdeal a terrorist when he
fought against the Apartheid system in South Afrishich had full support from the UK, Israel aneé tdS.
When the system was finally brought down, Mandetes wailed as a hero in the West. As the saying: goes
“One man’'s freedom fighter is another man’s testgtiand vice versa. In point of fact, if you loait US
counterinsurgency programs, they “drew quite eiplicom the Nazi model, which was treated witlspect:
Wehrmacht officers were consulted and their manwadse used in designing postwar counterinsurgency
programs worldwide, typically called ‘counter-teison...” Given these conventions, even the very same
people and actions can quickly shift from “terrtgisto “freedom fighters” and back agaifChomsky,9-11,
pp. 90-1) Ottosen expresses a similar thought@g),.where he says, “It is remarkable how quickly image
of Ceausescu in the Western world changed from féiveurite member of the Warsaw Pact’ to ‘Satan,’
‘Dracula’ and ‘Hitler.” For years Ceausescu enjofaeburable loan and trading conditions, cultusadhange,
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etc., with the USA and EC as well as other Westentries. The Norwegian government even awarded
Ceausescu the order of St. Olav for honorable sera the ‘fatherland and mankind,” despite hisribte
human rights record. Ottosen goes on to say (p,109)he image of the enemy changed according to
historical developments, and ... the image of trenffican change accordingly. Basically, you arguuged

by your acts, but according to your place in thenfi/enemy picture. Acts that the media acceptgoorie
when ‘friends’ are concerned are condemned wheretiemy’ is involved.” He concludes by saying tlifa:
“way...the personified enemy image influence the fjalistic process” should be understood as “a sesieg
effect,” referring to Ceausescu, Khomeni and Sad#assein. To his credit, Ottosen also brings tdaser
“the hypocrisy of these enemy images [being] eviderhe case of Ceausescu and Saddam Husseinbsitite
were used by the Western world in a period whey Were useful allies in a bigger strategic gamenewhen
their lack of respect for human rights was evidahtthat time as well.” (Ottosen, 1995: 109-10) The
implication is clearcrimes are not of great consequence for the Wesipddience Is

Finally, Ottosen suggests that enemy imagedjgit of the journalistic shortcomings emanatingnir
ideological blunders, “weaken critical thinking amgp journalists in respect of choice of sources a&nd
drawing conclusions too hastily” (Ottosen, 19953 @hereby surely causing elite biases to spiéranto the
public mind, which in turn allows elites to manutae consent for their radically anti-democratiograms.

[14] The fact that they do resort to such dishonesicgai a strong indication, if not proof, that s&gre
illegitimate structures. For example, Tambian dplgints out that “Herder denounced every form of
centralization of political power and the coerceamd violence that went with it. ‘Nature’ creategiors, not
states, and the basis of the state is conquesrhifian, “The Nation-State in Crisis,” p. 133) Charfilly,
too, made a similar observation in his clagdercion, Capital, and European Stat®&d/ar Made States, and
Vice Versa.” The whole history of the pre- and pastion-state system is one of force and fraudexéreme
violence and bloodshed. The nation-state systeprady much a European invention. It was estabdige
force, through centuries of extremely bloody wagfaand was later imposed on the rest of the woyld b
extreme force. If it is necessarily the naturahfosf human or social organization, if it is an arigaentity
which isvindicated bythe laws of naturewhy so much terror and bloodshe€@his question has to be faced
squarely, because any structure of hierarchy atitbdty carries a heavy burden of justificatiodf..it cannot
bear that burden—sometimes it can—then it is illegite and should be dismantled. When honestlydose
and squarely faced, that challenge can rarely baimed.” (ChomskyPowers and Prospectp. 73.)

[15] Since my theoretical model has already been emafliritested in preceding pages and in different
contexts, this subchapter will expose and criticimey the most blatant and/or insidious cases i@l racist
diatribes by the Boss Man from Crawford, Texas.e(Parts of the speeches that are boldfaced arents
that are underpinned by cultural racist discourssimply blatant cases of lies and hypocrisy. Mynogents
are in italics) The Speech used here is from Sdmem20, 2001, and can be found at:
http:/www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2001/0912@2 0-8.html

[16] Of course, the detailed evidence that the US Imading terrorist state cannot be documented dere,
to lack of space. So just a few words: The US & @hly country in the world that was condemned for
international terrorism by the World Court at thadgde, in 1986, for the proxy terror war through @entras
that left about 20,00nnocent, unarmecivilians slaughtered and many more displacedjntetized and
driven to the razor edge of survival (and that'st in Nicaragua. The total death toll in Central Aiteris
about 200,000 in the 80s alone). Not surprisinglyen the ICJ ordered the US to immediately desidtzay
substantial reparations to the country, the UStedawith utter contemptevenescalatingthe terror war
against Nicaragua, which has still not recoveratirany never do so.

[17] Case in point: “the primary task of the statetdsprotect the minority of the opulent against the
majority.” (James Madison)Vinton Churchill, too, has been kind enough to tonfthis fact, albeit more
descriptively, in a paper submitted to his Cabiwleagues in January 1914, in which he obserwed: dre
not a young people witan innocent record and scanty inheritance. We have engrossed to ousselvean
altogether disproportionatehare of the wealth and traffic of the world. Wedagot all we want in territory,
and our claim to be left in the unmolested enjoyn@nvast and splendid possessiomginly acquired by
violence, largely maintained by forceften seems less reasonable to others than to(@kve Pointing,
Churchill, p. 132. The italicized phrases are Churchill's gwh!more contemporary example of the ferocity
of the anti-democratic thrust among Western elitgladern events have sharply reminded us thatidigion
depends on myth and violence (on faith and briggegas well as bargainirig(Harold Lasswell,Politics:
Who Gets What, When, Hpp. 8.) Another highly influential policymaker, @ge Kennan (whose view is
from the dovish, liberal, humanend of the spectrum), who was the head of thes Sd@partment policy
planning staff in the 1940s, responsible for shgginlicy for the post-war period, outlined his leatiinking
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in a document titledPPS23(a Top Secret Document from 1948): “We have alx@upercent of the world’s
wealth, but only 6.3 percent of its populationln this situation, we cannot fail to be the objetenvy and
resentment. Our real task in the coming periodidgdvise a pattern of relationships which will pigras to
maintain this position of disparity... . We need deceive ourselves that we can afford today thkeriuof
altruism and world-benefaction... . We should cdadealk about vague and ... unreal objectives sischuman
rights, the raising of the living standards, andnderatization. The day is not far off when we aoing to
have to deal in straight power concepts. The lesame then hampered by idealistic slogans, therfe@f
course, the idealistic slogans have to be congtaniimpeted by the ideological system: the media,
scholarship, the schools, etc., in order to patiéy domestic population. For more (mainstream)endd of
contempt for democracy among elites, see CrozientiHgton and WatanukiThe Crisis of Democragy
Edward BernaysPropagandaand William Elliot, The Political Economy of American Foreign Policy

[18] To verify these claims, see Chalmers John&orrows of EmpireWilliam Blum, Killing Hope and
Rogue StateMichael MandelHow America Gets Away with Murddtdward HermanReal Terror Network
and ChomskytHegemony or Survival.

[19] The best work on Al-Qaeda is Jason BukieQaeda: Casting a Shadow of Terr®hen it comes to
the claim that the U.S, too, supported the Talilsze, Arundhati Roy, “War is Peace,” in Roger Burband
Ben ClarkeSeptember 11 and the U.S. Wity Lights, 2002, pp. 101-10. An excerpt (p. XO0For some
years now, an American oil giant called Unocal h&en negotiating with the Taliban for permission to
construct an oil pipeline through Afghanistan tkiB&n and out to the Arabian Sea. From here, Urtaxaes
to access the lucrative “emerging markets” in Sant Southeast Asia. In December 1997, a delegafion
Taliban mullahs traveled to America and even m&.&tate Department officials and Unocal executines
Houston.” The facts in this quote bear very sigaifitly on the policies of the current incumbents in
Washington, since the most influential and hawkighres are mostly recycled Reaganites.

[20] To verify this claim, see Robert Pear, “Arming AfghGuerillas: A Huge Effort Led by U.S.New
York TimesApril 18, 1988, p. Al. See also Steve Coll, “Agray of a Victory: CIA’'s Covert Afghan War,”
Washington Postuly 19, 1992, p. Al. Steve Coll, in “CIA’'s Cové&fghan War, Where to Draw the Line
Was Key,” Washington PostJuly 20, 1992, p. AL. Tim Weiner, “Blowback Frahe Afghan Battlefield,”
New York Times Magazin®larch 13, 1994, p. 6: 53; and Ahmed Rashid, ‘Wlaking of a Terrorist,'Straits
Times(Singapore), September 23, 2001, p. 26.

[21] According to the UN, 7.5 million run a risk of stang to death during the course of the winter in
2001/2002. To make matters worse, Pakistan waseatdsy the US to close off its borders to the wnil§ of
Afghan refugees who were fleeing for their livesorgbver, relief agencies (the only life line foe trefugees)
were ordered to evacuate the country and Pakisi@ avdered to interrupt all relief programs alotgy i
borders. To verify these claim, see UN documentsraports summarized in Center for Economic andaboc
Rights, “Afghanistan Fact Sheet 3: Key Human Vudibdities,” available at http://www.cesr.org. Sdeca
Chomsky9-11, pp. 94-99.

[22] "When countries are attacked they try to defendndedves, if they can. According to the doctrine
proposed [by the self-appointed enlightened leaoketise West], Nicaragua, S. Vietnam, Cuba, anderous
others should have been setting off bombs in Washinand other U.S. cities. Palestinians should be
applauded for bombings in Tel Aviv, and on andlbis because such doctrines had brought Europttal
self-annihilation after hundreds of years of savagdleat the nations of the world forged a differentnpact
after World War 1, establishing—at least formallyke principle that the resort to force is barredepx in the
case of self-defense against armed attack untilSéaurity Council acts to protect international geeand
security. Specifically, retaliation is barred. Sintbe U.S. is not under armed attack, in the sehseticle 51
of the UN Charter, these considerations are ireglev-at least, if we agree that the fundamentalcjpies of
international law should apply to ourselves, ndy ém those we dislike.” (Chomsk9;11, p. 65-6)

[23] To verify this claim, see Chomsky, “How America Bretines Friends and Foes.” See also Pilgleg
New Rulers of the Worlgp. 137-41.

[24] Chomsky9-11, p. 31.

[25] This is important to point out because the Boss'Melaim can be construed to imply that it is aeyah
view. For a serious, honest and sober treatmetiiieofrab-Israeli conflict, see Finkelstelmage and Reality
of the Israel-Palestine ConflicChomsky,Fateful Triangle Edward Said;The End of the Peace Procgss
Roane Careylhe New Intifadaand Tanya Reinharsrael/Palestine: How to End the War of 1948

[26] For a comprehensive view of Britain’s real roletive world, including its support for terrorism, see
Mark Curtis,Web of DeceitThere’s probably no other historian who has minetigd foreign policy archives
as devastatingly.
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[27] Chomsky, “The Roots of Racism.”

[28] Chomsky9-11, p. 69.

[29] Chomsky, “Resort to Fear.”

[30] Hippler and Lueg mention this fact in th@ine Next Threafp. 3, in the quote by an Egyptian journalist
(last sentence). But this should not be constrwednéan that Jihadist terror isecessarilyreligiously
motivated — it can be, but most of the time it isa’s we've seen Chapter 2, ndt 82, and notel5 in the
same chapter.

[31] Tambiah, “The Nation-State in Crisis,” pp. 126Put more simply, the theory of enemy images should
be understood in terms of the ‘out-group’ or théhéw,” those differing from the ‘in-group’ or tha&s,’ in
insubstantial ways, of course, since people in gereae more commonalities than differences. So the
dichotomization is often self-serving. But so fa the theory goes, the other side is perceivedhbyin-
group’ as embodying all the negative charactesstitat one can expect enemies to embody (selfishnes
stupidity, deceitfulness, hostility, aggressivenesgen evilness), while ‘we’ stand for everythintgat is
virtuous. If or when the ‘we’ sideappensto display vices, shortcomings, moral failings;..ett is due to
naivety, good intentions gone awry, honest mistaketvidual moral lapses and weaknesses, ettierahan
reflecting ‘our’ national culture or characteristithe only way to solve the ‘inherent’ threat tlthe other’
side poses is to eradicate it, since ‘Evil' canbetappeased—it is, after all, wrong and immorahegotiate
and compromise with ‘Evil,” since the enemy is anitnal in human disguise” (Ottosen, 1995: 99).

Conclusion

[1] “The Theatre of Good and Evilih Burback and Clarke, op. cit.

[2] If the enemies do constitute a very serious thtkat;s not perceived as a problem for our leaders.

[3] For sober analyses of the ‘Star Wars II' prograse €homskyHegemony or Survival: America’s
Quest for Global Dominan¢@lY, 2003,chapters 6 & 9. Carl Boggs (edVasters of War: Militarism and
Blowback in the Era of American Empiteondon & NY, 2003, chapter 3. For official goverent documents,
see Air Force Space Commarfgirategic Master Plan FY04 and Beyorgebruary 9, 2000, Executive
Summary,www.thememoryhole.org/mil/space-command-plan-fy2p@# US Space Commandision for
2020 http://www.middlepowers.org/gsi/docs/vision_202G.pdAnd Gordan Mitchell, “Japan-U.S. Missile
Defense Collaboration: Rhetorically Delicious, Detoeely Dangerous, The Fletcher Forum of World Affairs
Vol. 25:1 Winter 2001www. pitt.edu/~gordonm/JPubs/JapanTMD.pdf

[4] According to self-serving American political tHegy, independent development is the mother of all
evils. Lesson? In Paulo Freire’'s words, “underdgyeient cannot be understood apart from the rekstiprof
dependency.”"Redagogy of the OppressedlY: Penguin Books, 1972, p. 75)

[5] “A clique of U.S. industrialists is hell-bent toihg a fascist state to supplant our democratic igouent
and is working closely with the fascist regime ier@any and Italy. | have had plenty of opportumityny
post in Berlin to withess how close some of our Aoam ruling families are to the Nazi regime... @@&r
American industrialists had a great deal to do witimging fascist regimes into being in both Gergnand
Italy. They extended aid to help Fascism occupystet of power, and they are helping to keep itethe
(William E. Dodd, U.S. Ambassador to Germany, 198doted in George Selddsacts and Fascisip. 122;
as well as in Charles Highamrading with the Enemyp. 167; this work documents the Bush family (tisat
grandpa Prescott Bush’s) financial support for il rise to power and the Nazi war machine). Forem
evidence of the unholy alliance between the WedtNazi Germany, see The National Security Archile;
link is provided in the Bibliography.

[6] Finkelstein, The Holocaust Industryp. 73. For detailed evidence of this claim, sdgisCSimpson,
Blowbackand Linda HuntSecret AgendaThese works reveal how over 1600 Nazi war crifsinaere
brought to the US and strategically placed in amitinstallations, universities and private corpiorss, aided
by the Pope, the Vatican and various elementseo€titholic Church.

[7] It's not without good reason thagilbert K. Chesterton wrote (in 1926): “You may kagecret
diplomacy; you cannot have secret democracy. Dengcis dead without information. If the people are
misinformed about the main facts, we cannot eventlzat they are voting wrong, but rather that tbeynot
vote at all. At best they are voting about somefhéise; something that does not exist. The oldndefes of
democracy never dreamed of defending this sorteoficdtracy. They assumed that public affairs would be
public.” (Quoted in Geoff Price, “This War Is Abo®o Much Moré) So Montesquieu’s advocacy of the
separation of the legislative, executive and jadigithe traditional English belief in checks aradamces, have
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not contributed to substantive democracy, only émakratic forms, which are basically meaninglesshan
long run.

[8] See his “Anthropological Perspectives on the Newistain Europe,” p. 154.

[9] Said, Culture and Resistange. 89. Not only that, but much like the Cold Wire ‘war on terror’ is
being used as a pretext for destroying independemtlopment in much of the Third World, and for
destroying the last vestiges of democracy in thestWe other words, the Orwellian term ‘war on d¢eism’
“...is the long-sought-after replacement for the ‘smdre,’ justifying a permanent war footing andapaia.”
(Pilger,The New Rulers of the World. 10)

[10] Statement by British Prime Minister Lloyd Georigel932, cited in V.G. KiernarEuropean empires
from conquest to collapse, 1815-190 200. The “niggers” George was referring to eviEngis, whom
England was then bombing with regular munitionsval as poison gas. Case in point: “l do not uncerd
this squeamishness about the use of gas. We hénéetle adopted the position at the Peace Contaresf
arguing in favour of the retention of gas a permameethod of warfare. It is sheer affectation tocetate a
man with the poisonous fragment of a bursting saetl to boggle at making his eyes water by means of
lachrymatory gas. | am strongly in favour of usgegs against uncivilized tribes. The moral effectdti be so
good that the loss of life should be reduced toimimum. It is not necessary to use only the mostde
gasses: gasses can be used which cause greaténmome and would spread a lively terror and yatldio
leave no serious permanent effects on most of thffeeted.” (Winston Churchill, 1919, at the tineetary
of defense; statement lifted from “Winston ChudthiBecret Poison Gas Memao”)
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