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“Battling Evils and Promoting the Ultimate Good”:
What would a Psychiatrist Call this? Delusions of
Grandeur?

By William Blum
Global Research, July 13, 2014
The Anti Empire Report

Region: USA
Theme: US NATO War Agenda

US Secretary of State John Kerry, July 8, 2014: “In my travels as secretary of state, I have
seen as never before the thirst for American leadership in the world.”

President Barack Obama, May 28, 2014: “Here’s my bottom line, America must always lead
on the world stage. If we don’t, no one else will.”

Nicholas Burns, former US Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs, May 8, 2014: “Where
is American power and leadership when the world needs it most?”

Mitt Romney, Republican Party candidate for President, September 13, 2012:  “The world
needs American leadership. The Middle East needs American leadership and I intend to be a
president  that  provides  the  leadership  that  America  respects  and  keep  us  admired
throughout the world.”

Paul Ryan, Congressman, Republican Party candidate for Vice President, September 12,
2012: “We need to be reminded that the world needs American leadership.”

John McCain, Senator, September 9, 2012: “The situation in Syria and elsewhere ‘cries out
for American leadership’.”

Hillary Clinton, September 8, 2010: “Let me say it clearly: The United States can, must, and
will lead in this new century. Indeed, the complexities and connections of today’s world have
yielded a new American Moment — a moment when our global leadership is essential, even
if we must often lead in new ways.”

Senator Barack Obama, April 23, 2007: “In the words of President Franklin Roosevelt, we
lead the world in battling immediate evils and promoting the ultimate good. I still believe
that America is the last, best hope of Earth.”

Gallup poll, 2013: Question asked: “Which country do you think is the greatest threat to
peace in the world today?”

Replies:

United States 24%
Pakistan 8%
China 6%
Afghanistan, Iran, Israel, North Korea, each 5%
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India, Iraq, Japan, each 4%
Syria 3%
Russia 2%
Australia, Germany, Palestinian territories, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, South Korea,
UK, each 1%

The question is not what pacifism has achieved throughout history, but what has war
achieved?

Remark made to a pacifist: “If only everyone else would live in the way you recommend, I
would gladly live that way as well – but not until everyone else does.”

The Pacifist’s reply: “Why then, sir, you would be the last man on earth to do good. I would
rather be one of the first.”

Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution, 1947, words long cherished by a large majority of the
Japanese people:

“Aspiring sincerely to an international peace based on justice and order, the
Japanese people forever renounce war as a sovereign right of the nation and
the threat or use of force as means of settling international disputes.

“In order to accomplish the aim of the preceding paragraph, land, sea, and air
forces, as well as other war potential, will never be maintained. The right of
belligerency of the state will not be recognized.”

This statement is probably unique amongst the world’s constitutions.

But  on  July  1,  2014  the  government  of  Japanese  Prime  Minister  Shinzo  Abe,  without
changing a word of Article 9, announced a “reinterpretation” of it to allow for military action
in conjunction with allies. This decision can be seen as the culmination of a decades-long
effort by the United States to wean Japan away from its post-WW2 pacifist constitution and
foreign policy and set it back on the righteous path of being a military power once again,
only this time acting in coordination with US foreign policy needs.

In the triumphalism of the end of the Second World War, the American occupation of Japan,
in the person of General Douglas MacArthur, played a major role in the creation of this
constitution. But after the communists came to power in China in 1949, the United States
opted  for  a  strong  Japan  safely  ensconced  in  the  anti-communist  camp.  For  pacifism,  it’s
been downhill ever since … step by step … MacArthur himself ordered the creation of a
“national police reserve”, which became the embryo of the future Japanese military …
visiting Tokyo in 1956, US Secretary of  State John Foster Dulles told Japanese officials:  “In
the past, Japan had demonstrated her superiority over the Russians and over China. It was
time for Japan to think again of being and acting like a Great Power.”… various US-Japanese
security and defense cooperation treaties, which called on Japan to integrate its military
technology with that of the US and NATO … the US supplying new sophisticated military
aircraft  and  destroyers  …  all  manner  of  Japanese  logistical  assistance  to  the  US  in
Washington’s frequent military operations in Asia … repeated US pressure on Japan to
increase its military budget and the size of its armed forces … more than a hundred US
military bases in Japan, protected by the Japanese military … US-Japanese joint military
exercises and joint research on a missile defense system … the US Ambassador to Japan,
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2001: “I think the reality of circumstances in the world is going to suggest to the Japanese
that they reinterpret or  redefine Article 9.”… Under pressure from Washington,  Japan sent
several naval vessels to the Indian Ocean to refuel US and British warships as part of the
Afghanistan campaign in 2002, then sent non-combat forces to Iraq to assist the American
war as well as to East Timor, another made-in-America war scenario … US Secretary of State
Colin Powell, 2004: “If Japan is going to play a full role on the world stage and become a full
active participating member of the Security Council, and have the kind of obligations that it
would pick up as a member of the Security Council, Article Nine would have to be examined
in that light.”…

In 2012 Japan was induced to take part in a military exercise with 21 other countries,
converging on Hawaii for the largest-ever Rim of the Pacific naval exercises and war games,
with a Japanese admiral serving as vice commander of the combined task force.And so it
went … until, finally, on July 1 of this year, the Abe administration announced their historic
decision. Abe, it should be noted, is a member of the Liberal Democratic Party, with which
the CIA has had a long and intimate connection, even when party leaders were convicted
World War 2 war criminals.

If and when the American empire engages in combat with China or Russia, it appears that
Washington will be able to count on their Japanese brothers-in-arms. In the meantime, the
many US bases in Japan serve as part of the encirclement of China, and during the Vietnam
War the United States used their Japanese bases as launching pads to bomb Vietnam.

The US policies and propaganda not only got rid of the annoying Article 9, but along the way
it gave rise to a Japanese version of McCarthyism. A prime example of this is the case of
Kimiko Nezu, a 54-year-old Japanese teacher, who was punished by being transferred from
school to school, by suspensions, salary cuts, and threats of dismissal because of her refusal
to stand during the playing of the national anthem, a World War II song chosen as the
anthem in 1999. She opposed the song because it was the same one sung as the Imperial
Army set forth from Japan calling for an “eternal reign” of the emperor. At graduation
ceremonies in 2004, 198 teachers refused to stand for the song. After a series of fines and
disciplinary actions, Nezu and nine other teachers were the only protesters the following
year. Nezu was then allowed to teach only when another teacher was present.

Yankee Blowback

The number of children attempting to cross the Mexican border into the United States has
risen dramatically in the last  five years:  In fiscal  year 2009 (October 1,  2009 – September
30,  2010) about 6,000 unaccompanied minors were detained near the border.  The US
Department  of  Homeland  Security  estimates  for  the  fiscal  year  2014  the  detention  of  as
many as 74,000 unaccompanied minors. Approximately 28% of the children detained this
year are from Honduras, 24% from Guatemala, and 21% from El Salvador. The particularly
severe increases in Honduran migration are a direct result of the June 28, 2009 military coup
that overthrew the democratically-elected president, Manuel Zelaya, after he did things like
raising the minimum wage, giving subsidies to small farmers, and instituting free education.
The coup – like so many others in Latin America – was led by a graduate of Washington’s
infamous School of the Americas.

As per the standard Western Hemisphere script, the Honduran coup was followed by the
abusive policies of  the new regime, loyally  supported by the United States.  The State
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Department  was  virtually  alone  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  in  not  unequivocally
condemning the Honduran coup. Indeed, the Obama administration has refused to call it a
coup, which, under American law, would tie Washington’s hands as to the amount of support
it could give the coup government. This denial of reality still persists even though a US
embassy cable released by Wikileaks in 2010 declared: “There is no doubt that the military,
Supreme Court and National Congress conspired on June 28 [2009] in what constituted an
illegal and unconstitutional coup against the Executive Branch”. Washington’s support of the
far-right Honduran government has been unwavering ever since.

The questions concerning immigration into the United States from south of the border go on
year after year, with the same issues argued back and forth: What’s the best way to block
the  flow  into  the  country?  How  shall  we  punish  those  caught  here  illegally?  Should  we
separate  families,  which  happens  when  parents  are  deported  but  their  American-born
children remain? Should the police and various other institutions have the right to ask for
proof of legal residence from anyone they suspect of being here illegally? Should we punish
employers who hire illegal immigrants? Should we grant amnesty to at least some of the
immigrants already here for years? … on and on, round and round it goes, decade after
decade. Those in the US generally opposed to immigration make it a point to declare that
the United States does not have any moral obligation to take in these Latino immigrants.

But the counter-argument to this last point is almost never mentioned: Yes, the United
States  does  indeed  have  a  moral  obligation  because  so  many  of  the  immigrants  are
escaping a situation in their homeland made hopeless by American intervention and policy.
In  addition  to  Honduras,  Washington  overthrew  progressive  governments  which  were
sincerely  committed  to  fighting  poverty  in  Guatemala  and  Nicaragua;  while  in  El  Salvador
the US played a major role in suppressing a movement striving to install such a government.
And in Mexico, though Washington has not intervened militarily since 1919, over the years
the US has been providing training, arms, and surveillance technology to Mexico’s police
and armed forces to better their ability to suppress their own people’s aspirations, as in
Chiapas,  and  this  has  added  to  the  influx  of  the  oppressed  to  the  United  States,  irony
notwithstanding.

Moreover, Washington’s North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), has brought a
flood  of  cheap,  subsidized  US  agricultural  products  into  Mexico,  ravaging  campesino
communities  and  driving  many  Mexican  farmers  off  the  land  when  they  couldn’t  compete
with the giant from the north. The subsequent Central American Free Trade Agreement
(CAFTA) has brought the same joys to the people of that area.

These “free trade” agreements – as they do all over the world – also result in government
enterprises being privatized, the regulation of corporations being reduced, and cuts to the
social budget. Add to this the displacement of communities by foreign mining projects and
the drastic US-led militarization of the War on Drugs with accompanying violence and you
have the perfect storm of suffering followed by the attempt to escape from suffering.

It’s not that all these people prefer to live in the United States. They’d much rather remain
with their families and friends, be able to speak their native language at all times, and avoid
the hardships imposed on them by American police and other right-wingers.

M’lady Hillary

Madame Clinton, in her new memoir, referring to her 2002 Senate vote supporting military
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action in Iraq, says: “I thought I had acted in good faith and made the best decision I could
with the information I had. And I wasn’t alone in getting it wrong. But I still got it wrong.
Plain and simple.”

In a 2006 TV interview, Clinton said: “Obviously, if we knew then what we know now, there
wouldn’t have been a vote. And I certainly wouldn’t have voted that way.”

On October 16, 2002 the US Congress adopted a joint resolution titled “Authorization for Use
of Military Force Against Iraq”. This was done in the face of numerous protests and other
political events against an American invasion.

On February 15, 2003, a month before the actual invasion, there was a coordinated protest
around the world in which people in some 60 countries marched in a last desperate attempt
to stop the war from happening. It has been described as “the largest protest event in
human history.” Estimations of the total number of participants involved reach 30 million.
The protest in Rome involved around three million people, and is listed in the 2004 Guinness
Book of World Records as the largest anti-war rally in history. Madrid hosted the second
largest rally with more than 1½ million protesters. About half a million marched in the
United States. How many demonstrations in support of the war can be cited? It can be said
that the day was one of humanity’s finest moments.

So what did all these people know that Hillary Clinton didn’t know? What information did
they have access to that she as a member of Congress did not have?

The answer to both questions is of course “Nothing”. She voted the way she did because
she was,  as  she  remains  today,  a  wholly  committed  supporter  of  the  Empire  and its
unending wars.

And what did the actual war teach her? Here she is in 2007, after four years of horrible
death, destruction and torture:

“The American military has done its job. Look what they accomplished. They
got rid of Saddam Hussein. They gave the Iraqis a chance for free and fair
elections. They gave the Iraqi government the chance to begin to demonstrate
that  it  understood  its  responsibilities  to  make the  hard  political  decisions
necessary to give the people of Iraq a better future. So the American military
has succeeded.”

And she spoke the above words at a conference of liberals, committed liberal Democrats
and  others  further  left.  She  didn’t  have  to  cater  to  them  with  any  flag-waving  pro-war
rhetoric; they wanted to hear anti-war rhetoric (and she of course gave them a tiny bit of
that as well out of the other side of her mouth), so we can assume that this is how she really
feels, if indeed the woman feels anything. The audience, it should be noted, booed her, for
the second year in a row.

“We came, we saw, he died.” – Hillary Clinton as US Secretary of State, giggling, as she
referred to the uncivilized and utterly depraved murder of Moammar Gaddafi in 2011.

Imagine Osama bin Laden or some other Islamic leader speaking of September 11, 2001:
“We came, we saw, 3,000 died, ha-ha.”
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