Conclusion
The Real Axis of Evil

GEORGE KATSIAFICAS

Long before North Korea announced, in October 2002, that it possessed nu-
clear weapons, Bush’s infamous “axis of evil” speech was a clear sign that his
administration had made North Korea a target.! In early 2002, the U.S. not
only labeled North Korea part of an “axis of evil,” it also threatened to use nu-
clear weapons against it.2 In the first year and a half of the Bush presidency,
there were no serious talks between the U.S. and North Korea. Moreover,
under pressure from right-wing congressmen, the Bush administration reeval-
uated the 1994 U.S. agreement with North Korea, known as “The Agreed
Framework.”> Although most Americans remain completely unaware of it, in
1994 the U.S. came very close to bombing North Korea unilaterally. “The
Agreed Framework” narrowly averted a new Korean War that, in the estima-
tion of the U.S. military commander in Korea, would have killed more than the
three million people who lost their lives from 1950-1953.4

Alongside its looming war against Iraq and hostile actions against North
Korea, Bush and Co. are today waging wars in Afghanistan, the Philippines,
and Colombia; they arm Israel and permit it to overrun and destroy Palestin-
ian towns and cities; they are encouraging the revival of German and Japanese
militarism; they are attempting to overthrow the Chavez government in
Venezuela; they have withdrawn from the International Criminal Court,
scrapped the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty and the Kyoto protocols, refused to
sign a new international protocol to the 1972 biological warfare treaty, and
have dramatically increased military spending. Most ominously, Bush adopted
a new “first-strike” strategic doctrine, replacing decades of U.S. policies based
on “deterrence” and “containment.” '

When I say Bush and Co., I do not refer only to one man and his adminis-
tration; it is the system that is the problem. No matter who sits in the White
House, whether George Bush or Bill Clinton or someone else, militarism has
long been and will surely remain at the center of U.S. foreign policy and eco-
nomic development. The U.S. Congress has been little better than Bush:
among other things, it rejected the nuclear test ban treaty signed by 164
nations and has fully endorsed Bush’s foreign policy on every issue. With Con-
gressional funding, the U.S. now has over 250,000 troops in 141 countries—
and it is seeking new bases and attempting to install more troops in places like -
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Uzbekistan and Tajikistan. In Northeast Asia, 100,000 U.S. troops are stationed
mdlerf:l zlslllzase, military madness defines the mentality of leading U.S.‘ c.lea—
sion-makers. It would therefore be irresponsible to regard recent military
threats emanating from the White House as empty ge§t'u¥es. Tl.le .world desper-
ately needs a viable peace movement capable of mobilizing m1111'0n§ of p.eople
across the globe in order to stop U.S. military madness befot"e it gives rise t(i
perpetual new wars. In the following remarks, I hope to clarify the historica
character of this disease and recommend a possible cure.

The Historical Pattern of Violence '

Before they became organized as nation-states, white European settlers‘ in
America committed genocide to steal the land of indig‘enous Peoples. B.egm-
ning in the sixteenth century, peripheral areas were rapld‘ly assn‘mlat‘ed into a
capitalist world system based in Europe. Whether in what is now Mexico, Per}l,
or the U.S., the pattern was generally the same: besides massacring ten.s .of mil-
lions of Native Americans, European colonialists enslaved tens of mllllops of
Africans to build up their new empires. Estimates of the number of Africans

millions more enslaved and harshly exploited. From its earliest days,.the uU.s.
practiced biological warfare. Lord Jeffrey Amherst, after whom towns in Mass-
achusetts, New York, and New Hampshire were named, was celebra.tec.l becau'se
he devised a scheme to rid the land of indigenous people without r.1sk1ng white
lives. He gave Native Americans blankets carrying.ﬂ?e smal'lpox virus, thereby
wiping out entire villages under the guise of prov@mg assistance. In the cen-
tury after the American Revolution, nearly all natwe. peoples were .systematl—
cally butchered and the few survivors compelled to hv? on reservations. Ha;/e
people in the U.S. apologized for and renounced such violence? Unfortunately,
the answer is no. Indeed, towns are still named for Amherst, and one Sf the
fanciest restaurants near prestigious Amherst College is today called the “Lord
Jefﬁ” . . . .
In 1848, the U.S. annexed almost half of Mexico with the aim of expanding
“Anglo-Saxon democracy” and “Manifest Destiny.” Even though dozens qf U.S.
soldiers were executed under orders of General Zachary Taylor for refusmg to
fight against Mexico, U.S. expansionism accelerated. /.\t the end of the ngles-
teenth century, as manufacturers looked for international marlfe.ts, jche S .
(led by men experienced in the Indian wars) conquered 'Fhe Phlhppmc?s. lg -
hundred thousand Filipinos perished from the war and dlS‘eaSC on the islan
of Luzon alone. William McKinley explained that “I }Ileartﬂy approve of the
employment of the sternest measures necessary.” The d1recto.r of all ]'Pr.e§byt.er-
ian missions hailed the slaughter of Filipinos as “a great step in th? c1Ylllzat10n
of the world’s For Theodore Roosevelt, the murders in thfa Phjhppmes were.
“for civilization over the black chaos of savagery and barbarism.” In 1900, Sen-
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ator Albert Beveridge of Indiana summarized the colonialist mentality: “We
are the ruling race of the world. . . . We will not renounce our part in the mis-
sion of our race, trustee, under God, of the civilization of the world” One can-
not help but wonder precisely what idea of “civilization” he had in mind.

Although Mark Twain and the Anti-Imperialist League stood in opposition
to U.S. policy; imperial ambitions were far too strong. Between 1898 and 1934,
U.S. Marines invaded Honduras seven times, Cuba four times, Nicaragua five,
the Dominican Republic four, Haiti and Panama twice each, Guatemala once,
Mexico three times, and Colombia four times. In 1915, over 50,000 Haitians
were killed when U.S. troops mercilessly put down a peasant rebellion.s
Marines were sent to China, Russia, and North Africa—in short, wherever the
masters of U.S. imperialism needed them.

With the Great Depression of 1929, militarism became more than an in-
strument of colonial conquest: it emerged as the primary solution to stagna-
tion in the world economy. Since 1948, the U.S. has spent more than $15
trillion on the military—more than the cumulative monetary value of all
human-made wealth in the U.S.—more than the value of all airports, facto-
ries, highways, bridges, buildings, machinery, water and sewage systems,
power plants, schools, hospitals, shopping centers, hotels, houses, and auto-
mobiles. If we add the current Pentagon budget (over $346 billion in fiscal
2002) to foreign military aid, veterans’ pensions, the military portion of
NASA, the nuclear weapons budget of the Energy Department, and the inter-
est payments on debt from past military spending, the U.S. spends $670 billion
every year on the military—more than a million dollars a minute.” The U.S.
military budget is larger than those of the world’s next 15 biggest spenders
combined, accounting for 36 percent of global military expenditures.

Although the main problem is obviously the U.S., nearly two-thirds of
global military spending today occurs outside the U.S. Japanese and German
militarism are being revived, while in South Korea the military budget has in-
creased by 12.7 percent for 2003 to more than $14 billion.

American Militarism and Asia

Bush’s “axis of evil” is entirely in Asia. This is no accident. Lest we forget his-
tory, it is in Asia where in the last half century the U.S. slaughtered over five
million people in regional wars so distant from the U.S. (and Russian) main-
lands that historians refer to this period as the “Cold” War. In just three years,
somewhere between three and five million people were killed in Korea, the vast
majority of them innocent civilians. Although thousands of civilian refugees
were massacred and the U.S. employed biological weapons,? it still will not
admit to nor apologize for these actions. Instead it moved the killing fields to
Indochina, where it used more firepower than had been used in all previous
wars in history combined, killing at least two million people and leaving mil-
lions more wounded or made refugees. Chemical warfare, euphemistically
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called Agent Orange, was systematic and deadly: over 20 million %ialclgﬁz :)nf
Agent Orange were sprayed on Vietnam. For every man, womanf, ?)n o
South Vietnam, the U.S. dropped more than 1000 pounds o Oor2 : (he
equivalent of 700 Hiroshima bombs), sprayed a gallon of Agenlt rﬁ ge ,Onl
used 40 pounds of napalm and half a t.0n of CS gas (9)n peo%e \: 01; thesz
wrongdoing was to struggle for national 1ndepend'ence. The ki ratio  [hese
two Asian wars was about 1000 times that of wars in ?éntral. Amenca. an (Ii)ur_
haps just as high for the more than 200 other U.S. military interventions
i “ War.” . '
mgI:::t :s?;li importance as a market for military goods has been hmcre;m(x:lti
dramatically. After the end of the Cold War, when demand for suc . prlc; Pon
leveled off in North America, Western Europe, and the former Sov1;t8 bfﬁion,
arms suppliers looked to other markets. U.S. arms exports rose frorln o (; o
in 1989 to $40 billion in 1991, while British arms e{cp'orts rose near| yl o p.li-
cent from 1975 to 1995 (when they reached $4.7 billion). In 2001,9 gb(')u.a ;n; p
tary spending (conservatively estimated) rose two percent to $8(3i h~11 dxc; n, t}.le
percent of world GNP or about $137 for every man, woman, and ¢ 't‘B on the
planet. According to the International Institute for St.rateglc Stuches.i Zl Wi "
'1990 and 1997, East Asia’s share of global defence imports by value fnlijoS
. tripled, from 11.4 percent to 31.7 percent. I.n 198§, only 10 percent o nt 5.
' arms exports went to the region. By 1997, this had 1ncrf:ase.d to 25 pei'zeg S~l_
Within East Asia, South Korea’s share of military spending in 199f7 §$d . Sila
lion) was nearly as large as the combined total spend.mg of In 1oneiSis,
Malaysia, Singapore, and Thailand.!! In th(f, wake of the Asian ﬁ??aaFcan};
military buildups were delayed, but Malaysia’s rec'e.nt purchase.o t r;e : ;S .
submarines for $972 million, South Korea’s decision to acquire flO - o~
$4.23 billion and its rapidly increasing militarx budget are 1nd1ca§ons o n:or
tary spending taking off in the region. According tO.K'Im Ifook un, :rEI liu;
general and director of the South Korean Defense Ministry’s arms con ot
reau, 7 of 17 countries in the world with nuclear weapons or weapons p su |
grams were in the Asia/Pacific region, as were }6 of. 28 V\Tlth missile prlg)gram
10 of 16 with chemical weapons, and 8 of 13 with blol'o‘glcafl weapons; i
Even more alarming is the revival of Japanese militarism. IaRan st aI;Ll:lﬁ
military spending is now second only to that' of the Q.S., amo;mtmgntom0 ,
five trillion yen (about $40 billion), and the international dep olyr;)i) A
ment of its military (banned since 1945) has rc?s'umed. In Apri 20 ; o :
Ozawa, leader of Japan’s second largest opposition party, stated thal Bz
could easily make nuclear weapons and eventually becc.)me str(l)n‘gee ' :thf-
China. Shinzo Abe, deputy chief cabinet secretary, pgbhcly e>;pa]e<ur(1l pter
Japan could legally possess “small” nuclear weapons, while Y?suo' " :n Ofnf -
secretary of the Japanese cabinet, said that T(?k.yo coulc? review 1t§ N
clear weapons. Rather than reaping a peace dividend with the end o 0l
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War, East Asia is poised for what could become a regional nuclear arms race
and massive buildup of conventional military forces.

The need for global peace movements is strongly indicated by the above
dynamics. Without massive and militant peace movements, political elites
cannot be kept from using military spending in order to prevent global stagna-
tion, aggrandize national power, and enrich large defense contractors. One
countertrend can be found in the Filipino example of expelling the U.S. from
its huge base at Subic Bay, an important trendsetter for anti-militarism move-
ments. But as we watch U.S. troops conducting military operations in the
Philippines today, we must reflect upon the urgent need to cure the disease of
military madness beyond temporarily addressing the symptoms. To be strate-
gically effective, popular movements will have to inject a longterm vision into
moments of crisis. Seemingly necessary for the dynamism of the existing
world system, militarism is a scourge that squanders humanity’s vast resources
and threatens to destroy hard-won popular gains and victories. The impetus
for militarism resides in the capitalist world economic system, and it is there
that peace movements must focus if a cure for the disease is to be found.

The Imperial Crusade

The key recognition here is that the real axis of evil is composed of the World
Trade Organization, the World Bank, and the International Monetary Fund.
Like their predecessors in the colonial world, these global institutions masquer-
ade as bringing people more freedom and rights. “Free” trade, IMF “bailouts”
and World Bank “assistance,” however, too often mean more poverty for people
at the fringes of the world system—not more freedom. Historically there is an
inverse relationship between the expansion of prosperity and democracy in the
core of the world system and the growth of poverty and dictatorship in the
Third World, a dialectic of enslavernent meaning that greater “progress” in Eu-
rope and the U.S. spells increasing misery in the periphery.

Conventional wisdom holds that increasing core democracy should mean
more enlightened policies towards the Third World and improvement in the
conditions of life for all human beings. One exponent of such conventional
wisdom is Francis Fukuyama, who argues that we have reached the “end of his-
tory”—that contemporary Buropean/American political institutions are the
desired endpoint of human development. Fukuyama believes that the battle of
Jena in 1806 (when Napoleon defeated the Prussian monarchy) marks the
consolidation of the liberal-democratic state, and that “the principles and
privileges of citizenship in a democratic state only have to be extended?” For
Fukuyama, “There is nothing left to be invented” in terms of humanity’s social
progress.1?

For Fukuyama, the spatial extension of the principles of the French Revolu-
tion means that the rest of the world will likewise experience human progress.
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Evidence abounds, however, that the extension of those principles 1}1:15 drii’ultlegl
in just the opposite—increasing dependency and poverty for the T lid otr m
The American and French revolutions helped prlopel the n?scept world sys et
centered in Europe into a framework of internatlor}al dommatlc:n, corllc}::r‘ltrtall1 é
ing military power in nation-states and accumulatm‘g the world s weaftt hme e
hands of giant corporations and banks. The worldexde penetration o l etv >
nomic and political system produced by the American and French refw; utio t
has, to be sure, resulted in rapid economic development an.d some of the rr'm:‘
important forms of political liberty that our species hfis en)oyec}.d P?rlil a :iria;)lce)c_
ity of its people, the U.S. is arguably the freest society in thfe world. The e
tical irony of history means that it is simultaneously a white Eurgzean se 5
colony founded on genocide and slavery as wel} ason freedqm a?n emocr t;};
But one must ask: what are the costs of living in s;ch a?s0c1ety. Slavery in
i ? Ecological devastation? Military madness? o
Thtlr“;il;/?;inic ofgincreasing political democracy in. the North comlad.mlg
with intensified exploitation in the South has a long history. French co1 ongl -
ists in Vietnam provided a particularly graphic example when theifl place d:
copy of the same statue of liberty that France gave to the U.S. ato;:i th el pat(;gc:i .
of Le Loi in Hanoi. Le Loi was the national leader who in %4]8' ha edpi1
feat the Mongols when they invaded Vietna.m. Today he is st1¥1 regarded as da
national hero, a man whose mythology 1nc11.1des Hoan. Kiem ((Illiturned
Sword) Lake, where the golden turtle that gave him the magu.:al sword he élse
to drive the Mongols out subsequently reappeared to reclaim .the sword—a
story not unlike that of King Arthur in British folklore. The plaFlng of a statue
of liberty on Le Loi’s pagoda certainly was an a'ffrc_mt to the Vletnarl?;se, olnc—a
symbolizing how the spatial extensioxll1 03 t\l}ve pl;maples of the French Revolu
i ly offensive to the Third World.
tlogliiit:geczizzil};sm was indeed brutal and deadly: Indochinese recall' that
dead human beings fertilize each tree in the country’s Yas‘t rubber Plantatlons.
During the great war against fascism, French explmtatpn of Vletnharilf Wa;
intensified. In a famine from 1944 to 1945, at le'flst a million and a tlf. an_
possibly two million Vietnamese starved to dea‘th in .the north (where the popé
ulation was less than 14 million), at the very time rice expor.ts 'Fo Franc?dwte(r) f
fueling its liquor industry—in blatant disregard for human life in t.}zle mi ]so o
the war against “fascism.” In American popular ”culture, Pre;l estf o
Kennedy is often associated with the word “Camelot ir%d ren}’em ere '(()1 -
beautiful wife. Tragically, it was he—one of the most ll‘bera‘I U.s. p;:snﬂérl &
in history—who ordered massive use of Agent Orange in V1et1.1a11n. ‘ 11;1“ r O}:
the strongest French imperial expansionists were st?unch anti-c erlllc; VE]
gressives” who regarded themselves as ideological heirs of the Frenc de P
tion. They were “enlightened” liberals, much tl}’e way John Kex;ne gthey
members of his administration were “enlightened” liberals who believed t
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were carrying on the tradition of the U.S, revolutionary heritage and Manifest
Destiny.
As minister of education, Jules Ferry defied the Catholic Church in France
by making education universal, secular, and obligatory, but he was later the
first French prime minister to make intensification of colonialism his overrid-
ing platform. Ferry believed that it was France’s duty to civilize inferior peo-
ple, and on May 15, 1883, 4 full-scale expedition was launched to impose a
protectorate on Vietnam.!* Conservatives in France objected to this colonial
expansion. As Vietnam disappeared, subsumed under the names of Tonkin,
Annam, and Cochin China, even the identity of the Vietnamese people was at-
tacked, as the French referred to them as Annamites. Here we can see the spa-
tial expansion of the liberal values of the Enlightenment and the French
Revolution—values that became the basis for France’s “civilizing mission”
(“mission civilisatrice”) just as the American Revolution was later turned into
“Manifest Destiny.” It was the same French troops, bringing with them “civi-
lization,” who in 1885 burned the imperial library at Hue, which contained
ancient scrolls and manuscripts and was a repository for thousands of years of
wisdom.
In 1831 Alexis de Tocqueville, a disciple of the French Revolution and author
of Democracy in America, watched in Memphis, Tennessee, the “triumphant
march of civilization across the desert,” as he put it. As he observed 3,000 or
4,000 soldiers drive before them “the wandering races of the aborigines,” that is,
those Native Americans who were lucky enough to survive “Jacksonian democ-
racy” (named after a man who ordered his men to exterminate “bloodthirsty
barbarians and cannibals”), Tocqueville was duly impressed that Americans
could deprive Indians of their liberty and exterminate them, as he put it, “with
singular felicity, tranquility, legally, philanthropically, without shedding blood,”
and most importantly “without violating a single great principle of morality in
the eyes of the world”—the European world, one should say. “It was impossi-
ble,” Tocqueville said, “to kill people with more respect for the laws of human-
ity”!s Fukuyama’s spatial extension of the liberal principles of the French and
American revolutions could not be more eloquently enunciated.

In the name of civilization and liberal democracy, the British destroyed the
communal ownership of village land in India, structures that had sustained
local culture for centuries, a communal tradition surviving invasions by Per-
sians, Greeks, Scythians, Afghans, Tartars, and Mongols but which could not,
as Fukuyama would insist, resist the perfection of the liberal principles of the
British state. Under British enlightenment, large estates developed and peas-
ants were turned into sharecroppers. In 1867 the first fruits of British liberal-
ism appeared: in the Orissa district of India alone, more than one million
people died in a famine. Such famines were hardly indigenous to India, with its
“backward” traditions (according to European values), but were brought by
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the “enlightened” liberalism of European de_mcl).cracy, through the spatial ex-
i inciples of “democratic” capitalism. .

tengzgeift:leecﬁgtt illjlﬂuence of its great revolut.ion, France pro.clau.ned. acru-
sade against Algerian slavery and anarchy and, in the name of 1nst1tlu;llrigso;f
derly and civilized conditions, was able to break up Ar’a:.b cmim‘lun; hf e
villages, including lands untouched by the “barbarm?s and unen 1g1 en ;
Ottoman rulers. As long as Islamic culture had‘prevalled, hereditary ¢ :113 ;n :
family lands were inalienable, making it impossible for the land to Pe sold. ud
after fifty years of enlightened French rule, the large estates had again appeare

and famine made its ugly appearance in Algeria.

Civilization or Barbarism? .
I have indicated how European capitalist “civilizatior}”——particularly its mgst
“enlightened” forms—systematically slaughtered native peoples a'nc.i creat.e a
centralized world system that demands militarism as a 1.(ey organizing pr1}111c1-
ple. If this were simply history, we could all breathe a sigh of .rehef. Bl:lt t ese
tendencies are today stronger than ever. According to the Umter:l Nations, in
the 1990s more than 100 million children under the age of ﬁye dle;l of ul}nec_—
“essary causes: diarrhea, whooping cough, tetanus., pneumonia, an 1meas eier
diseases easily preventable through cheap vaccines or simply ¢ ean fwa : .
"+ UNICEEF estimates that up to 30,000 children under the age of five die o ea:lsx. y
preventable diseases every day in the Third World.!¢ Kofi Annan decl}:itre in
2001 that as many as 24,000 people starve to dez‘ith every day.l? Altoge.t er ons
billion people are chronically malnourished whllle austerllty measures zlncllpols:i i
by the IMF have resulted in a drop in real wages in t.he Third Worldfarli eclld :
ing gross national products in many countries. Whlle 70 pf:rcent of the vls;m_r X
wealth is in the hands of 20 percent of its population, one in ten human being
ation and malnutrition. . .
Suffl;z;:erv—or more accurately, because of—the spatial‘ extension of (lilbe:‘}?i
values in the period after World War II, there were four times as marll)y fea e
from wars in the forty years after World War II than in the forty years -T- ore lsi,
While the world spends something like a trillion dollars ayear on its mi xtaru}el 2
one adult in three cannot read and write, one person in fou)r is hungirz:i ta
AIDS epidemic accelerates, and we are destroying the planet’s eFologéZ ! Vceni
pacity to sustain life. The absurdity and tragedy of such a x./vorld is ma o v
more absurd and tragic by the profound igno.rance.and 1nsen51t1v1tt’y'o o
wealthiest planetary citizens regarding the terrible plight of human being
theliegl[::l}:ezyworld, of course, there can be no lasting peace. As lonlg1 as ttlle
wretched of the earth, those at the margins of the world syfstem, are de u;r;aali
ized, branded as terrorists, and kept out of decision—.makmg, theyc}lla'weti I
ternative but to carry out insurrection and wage war in order to fin ]l;ls 1 o
order to remedy this irrational system, a crucial task is to redefine what civi:
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lization means. We know what it is not for the billion or more “wretched of the
earth” for whom increasing planetary centralization and dependence upon
transnational corporations, militarized nation-states, and the international
axis of evil mean living hell. With the passing of time it becomes more obvious
that this same “civilization” squanders humanity’s wealth, destroys traditional
cultures wholesale, and plunders the planet’s natural resources,
The structural violence of an economic system based upon short-term
profitability is a crisis that all peace and justice movements will have to ad-
dress. Even if some of the above irrationalities of the present system are re-
duced, the structural contradictions of the system will inevitably be displaced
to other arenas. As long as vast social wealth remains dominated by the “en-
lightened” and “rational” principles of efficiency and profitability, there will be
militarism, brutal degradation of human lives along with unbridied destruc-
tion of the natural ecosystem; there will be mammoth socially wasteful pro-
jects, for example tunnels in the Alps and Pyrenees, bridges connecting
Denmark and Sweden or Prince Edward Island and the Canadian mainland,
redundant World Cup stadiums—rather than constructive use of humanity’s
enormous social wealth. A few hundred multinational corporations today
control this social wealth through the most undemocratic of means and for
ends benefiting only a small minority. According to the logic of “enlightened”
neoliberal economics, these corporations must either grow or die. Only a fun-
damental restructuring of the world system can lead us toward an ecologically
viable life-world, one in which we decentralize and bring under self-manage-
ment the vast social wealth of humanity.
If we allow ourselves to indulge in a brief moment of utopian speculation—
today more difficult than ever in the aftermath of the carnage of September
I1—few people would disagree with the idea of totally abolishing weapons of
mass destruction—not just nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons but also
so-called conventional ones like fighter jets, bombers, landmines, artillery, and
economic sanctions. Acting strategically, global peace movements will have to
be directed toward the abolition (not just the reform) of military power
around the globe. In a world where even peaceful means of transportation are
turned into weapons of mass destruction, nearly everyone would consider
such a proposition foolish, but with major weapons systems in the hands of
governments, how else can the powerless fight back? Only through universal-
ization of the non-military forms of conflict resolution will humanity’s future
fate improve beyond the abysmal reality it currently faces. Of course the de-
struction of world military power would undoubtedly send the global eco-
nomic system into a calamitous depression—which is all the more reason for
people to discuss this issue as part of the need to develop a completely differ-
ent world system.
Popular strength resides in forging a new international civil society that can
delegitimize militarized nation-states and socialize predatory transnational
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corporations. The transformation of Eurocentri? capitalist civilizatu:? geg;lif:
nothing less than an international movement, with lessons from past libe atio
movements central to this project. A few years ago, Vo Nguyen .Glap, mil )_f
commander of Vietnamese forces against the French and Americans, sutn}llmsi
rized the reasons why the Vietnamese were able to defeat the U.S: Among tho ;
the anti-war movement that developed inside the U..S..was pro@lnent. For yez':ltrh
Vietnamese leaders cultivated this movement until 1t' gre:v into a force wi
which they were able to coordinate their battlefield tactics.!

Building an International Peace Movement

While the need for constraining U.S. military power has never been rn(;]re ur-
gent, many peace and anti-war movements around the world spp;.)olrt tfe w::
against “terrorism.” The German Greens, founded upon the princip e o Eat; -
fism, served a key role in legitimating the NATO war against Yugosle?wa Zn e
U.S. war in Afghanistan, to say nothing of end?r51n}g the first forelgr:) ef:p oyc1
ment of German combat troops since Hitler. Hxstor.lcal Parallels can be ogn.

in the German Social Democrats’ support of the Kaiser in World War I and in

progressives naively accept the Bush administration’s con’{p-arison of bl.n Laden
with Hitler, a distorted view that makes virtually any n’nhtary offensive scten?[
reasonable. Incredibly, the main U.S. opposition to Bu's.h s plar%s fo.r w;r agaxilas_
Iraq comes from the Joint Chiefs of Staff—the top military ehfes ’1’n the e?ion
gon who have waged “a determined behir.ld—t}{e-scenes. car?gpmgn to ques
“Iraq hysteria” among senior Bush admimstratlon. ofﬁc1a.ls. . e
The Bush administration now possesses a unique wmdf)w of opportuni (}ir
to have its way with the world. Not a single goyernment be.51des Iraq reglesteest:ea !
any opposition to the war in Afghanistan..Whﬂe. many nations do Oppos -
lation of the war to Iraq, it is likely they will fall in line once the U.S. c.ar.rlei1
its unilateral military actions. For eleven years th.e. U.S. and B}’ltalll)l ‘ av:
steadily bombed Iraq, and if their new levels of military aggression r;:lri%ed
quick and easy victory, it follows that Bush and CO: would becoline 0 e
with triumphal euphoria that taking on such. countneﬁ as North Or-eli mi sgm :
be a thinkable next step. Russia and China might acquiesce to U..S. militar nci
particularly since they would probably be lfeft untouched wh}lfe Japan a; ha:
South Korea (China’s main regional competltors.) would be' military tar{.;,iox;
Throughout the past century war has been the primary sol}ltlon to stagnan its.
in the world economy. With the high-tech sector appearing to have krli "
course, Japan and Germany in the econon'lic dold.rums, the stock ma:r ;Ctin
fering its biggest losses in deca}(lles, ?nd 1ndustirles ev:}:]r?ywhere con ;
ism besides war is there for renewed growth? o
Wh;thr:lejc.}::osuld have responded to September 11’ ina manner quite clllf‘fesrt(?ilfl..
than it has. Why not withdraw troops from Saudi Arabia and co}rlnp(?i 1];11 i
for Palestinians? Neither of these measures would create any great hards p
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the U.S. Could it be that the U.S. economy, dependent more than ever on war
for its health, demands military action? I am reminded of the Sean Connery
movie, The Rock: Taking over Alcatraz Island, a group of army officers aims
weapons of mass destruction at San Francisco, demanding $100 million for
destitute families of servicemen who sacrificed their lives in various secret
wars. Although millions of people might be killed, the authorities never even
discuss paying the $100 million (a relatively paltry sum). At the present histor-
ical juncture, it similarly appears that the U.S. government has never conde-
scended to take into account the grievances of others—despite the horrific
dangers a new war poses for people around the world.

It is no accident that peace movements in 2002 are strongest in Korea and
other regions of Asia. From their recent experiences, the Korean people under-
stand the urgent need for peace and the strategic importance of fighting mili-
tarism. A non-Islamic country with a citizenry deeply sensitive to issues of war
and peace, Korea has a voice that speaks to governments and activists everywhere.

Instead of relying on “liberal” governments to constrain U.S. militarism,
people can use extraparliamentary tactics to isolate the U.S.—just as earlier in-
ternational groups and movements turned the apartheid regime in South
Africa into an international pariah. Wherever in the world Bush or senior U.S.
officials travel, protests should be as militant and massive as possible. Grass-
roots rebellions in Argentina, Mexico, and Nigeria reflect the high level of con-
sciousness people in many countries have developed and are ready to act
upon.2 In this context, far-reaching protests can help unleash a global peace

offensive that will compel governments to stop war by raising their costs and
disrupting domestic tranquility.

In the U.S., where regime change is most desperately needed to prevent use
of weapons of mass destruction and fight militarism, an extraparliamentary
opposition was galvanized by the Seattle anti-WTO protests. Although reac-
tionary forces now command overwhelming majority allegiance, vital coun-
tertrends have appeared, as seen in the 200,000 or more people who marched
in Washington at the end of October along with the great popularity enjoyed
by such critics as Michael Moore and Noam Chomsky. Gradually breaking
with the ideological and organizational power of reaction will necessarily pro-
ceed from small steps to giant leaps.

Since 1968 the international character of popular movements has been rec-
ognized as a primary factor in their emergence and impact. Two more exam-
ples of the spread of movements across borders, involving a process of mutual
amplification and synergy, can be found in the disarmament movement of the
early 1980s in the U.S. and Europe and in the wave of democracy movements
in Asia in the mid and late 1980s.2!

From a handful of nuclear disarmament protesters in the 1970s, an enor-
mous peace movement changed world history in the 1980s, helping end the
Cold War and alter the global balance of power. Movements grew from years of




354 « Masters of War

grassroots initiatives in a variety of arenas,?? spreading rapidly al‘{d i:;lg;;g
hundreds of thousands of people into the streets of Nevtz York, P_ans, Similar,
Rome, Brussels, and Bonn. The situation in northeast Asia toda);{ls :/etlzned o
to that of Europe in the early 1980s, whenl the U..S. :ndi;hfh I:f:gi ;na ;lmh Linc
termediate range Pershing and SS-20 nuclear missiles .h e
issi ent meant that the U.S. and USSR could he%ve fought a im
iri]elziﬂrfuiifi(r));vn;r in Europe without either country being directly engaajzdt lir;
military hostilities. The emergence of the Green Party in C.%ermlz{i;lZSian the
presence of huge protest movemelrclits helpeil Gli)r::;lcr}rxlev aﬁ:;\f/il:;ethe e f{ >
rn Europe would not attac , USSR
Eixzjzgteh;;a\c/z;ztlfy, releaseI;ts East European buffer states, and take the initiative
ms race. - . .
° 65lr“z;i:l:xt)lrei::rnortheast Asia, a regional war could b.e waged w1th013t dliic(:)tli}rrl iz:
volving the U.S. In a worst-case scenario, U.S. policymakers coul I\/Ic‘)pimal e
ate a “limited” war in which Koreans would fight other Korear:xs. in el SO
casualties would make such a war more palatable to the Amerilcz;? pu nl:;.med
long as the U.S. exercises operational command.over t‘he Sout ) S;iezt_strike”
forces, the outbreak of war is more likely, especxally' given Bu‘s1 s :o Suke”
policy. (There are very few other nations that permit their x;n itary mﬂigtary
erned by a foreign power.) Demanding Korean control o 1tshc;zvn military
- forces could unite nearly all Koreans and Wodd encourage Nort t l(:r&:ij Jead
ers to reengage the South in dialg;gue while sending a message to the U.S.

i i ly unacceptable. .
Wal\-/\lfrll\i:i: ;;Lorttzflt;m demgnds peace activists make, popular movemen}is 12
Korea will inevitably have a significant intern'ati.onal role to play. Kor:;t;; t e;:r
long inspired other countries in Asia. In building the Korea.ltl m:(\)/ ment or
democracy in the 1980s, leaders sought tc.) find wa?fs to'ulmle ItJ nlz e
struggle—and the answer was to call for direct presidential e (;c 1(;9 .Onsecu._
1987, after hundreds of thousands of people took to the streets for i, onsecu
tive days, that demand was realized. Mov;;;gzn‘ccs;hfoi ;j;r;l;scgra;)ifb:z n e

i Asian countries: Burma in , Chin , > ’
:ir;;ie;ll?sr;};%, and Thailand in 1992. The§e strugg“les welre relate<)i’ t: teea;cmh’
other and today are all treated as manifestathns of peop ebpo:;rler,K - :
coined during the Filipino revolution of 198'6, itself inspired ¥1 eeCan el
Uprising in Korea in 1980. If there is sc?rr.xethmg pc?ople everyvlslf el;n i ééch
from prior waves of social movemlznts, it is that actions mutually amp

in different parts of the world. . :
Othlscr)rl;ing strateg%c goals means to insist upon outlawing we?porflisr;irg:
destruction, above all nuclear weapons, and to secure a pledge o no ol
by the U.S. As movements grow and mature, the role of cons.c1ous déaf_
within them must be to keep longterm goals at‘ the forefront.ha nu e an
world; a world free of weapons of mass destruction; a world w erIe1 (I:mie nd
justice can freely exist; demilitarization of the U.S. and other eco s

Conclusion ¢ 355

use of vast social wealth for human needs rather than for profits of giant
transnational corporations; development of autonomous regions where peo-
ple can freely choose how to use their resources. Together the people of the

world can accomplish these goals, but only on a foundation of international
solidarity and cooperation,
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