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| The difference between the United States and the European imperial-
ism of the nineteenth and rwencieth centuries is that the former prefereed
to rule indiectly, Even where they fonght major wars — Korea, Vietnam,
Angola, Afghanistan — they preferred to be defending local regimes under
threat from gevolutions rather than raling divectly, Military bases were fine.
Bur a whole appaeatus of civilian rule, like that perfected by the Bridish in
India, vas not Washingron style. When they did occupy a country and
administer it, they could be as brual 15 the French or the Spanish thoy were
replacing. Two examples suggest themselves: Cuba and the Philippines.

In Cuba, the US helped to defeat the Spaniards, stayed for four years,

Brought the ishndy cconomy under their own contrel and then departed,

lzaw

; pehind & semi-independent republic and the military base at Guanta-
namw Boy, currently being vsed as the Empire's prison and torture cenere,
Benedict Anderson tws provided a chilling account of the US ocecu-
pation and colonisation of the Philippines and its impact on local society!?
In 1898, President McKinley, encouraged by the press baron Hearst,
declared war on Spain in Cuba and the Pacific. The enfeebled Spanish
scld their Pacific property to the United States and, a5 the twentieth
coutiry dinwned, the "pacificarion’ of the Philippines began in earnest. The
cacve resistauce was not insubstantial, The colenisation cast the United
Seates 3,000 lives, which was all the more painful since the soldiers were
overwhelmingly white, Among the Filipinos 20,000 were killed and
200,000 died from starvatdon and the plague, General Jake Smith, in
comumand of ‘pacifying” Samar, gave an order of which General von
Trotha would have been proud: 'l want no prisoners. [ wish you to kill
and burn; the more yvou burn and kill the better it will please me” Cne

of his soldiers, a Sergeant Howard McFarkne, wrote to the Jowrsal in

17

Coueparisans, Landon and Mew York, 2000, pp. 192224,

184

Benedicr Anderson, 'Cacique Democracy in the Philippines’, in The Spectre of -
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Fairfield, Maine:'On Thursday, March 29 {1900] eighteen of my company
killed seventy-five nigger bolomen and ten of the migger punners ...
When we find one that is not dead, we have bayo nets. 18
The colonisation of the Philippines ended the semi-autonomy erj oyed
by some of the Pacific ishnds and brought Muslim Mindanao under the
control of Manila, with long-term repercussions, On the palitical frang the
United States created their own ‘oligarchy of tacketeers’ composed of
mestize landowners who were now given the opportunity to buy the
400,000 acres that had been confiscated from the Catholic Church. Yes,
when it suited colonial interests, expropriations were permissible, It was
all For the greater good, A restricted franchise enabled the cligachs to
dominate their local Conpress, and Filipino exports were allowed ftee,
untaxed access through the tariff walls surrounding the United States. The
oligarchy flourished, defended by its own private aruies, while the
majority of the population became even more impoverished. Many from
the middle and lower-middle classes, unable to survive or confront the
oligarchy, fled to the United States wa&m elsewhere. .
Decades Jater, Ferdinand Marcos mnm:&.na the collective political
power of the oligarchs and, with US backing, assumed absolute control,
veducing the Philippines to a kleptocracy run by a self-centrad, arbiteary,
and capricions First Couple. In the countryside a semi-Maoist rural guer-
rilla movement led by the New Humo_bw_m Army began to garaer support
and inspire urban disquiet. Their struggle reawskened a popular national
conscionsness: the depiction om?_npnnommum an American fulz (running dog)
became a commonplace on the walls mom Manila and in posters in other
parts of the country. The scale of n@nwcwaos and repression led to a

massive revolt from below, which ﬁém_ hurriedly commandeered by the-

113 Ibid. Quoted from Leon Wollt, Lirde waEm_ﬂ Brather, London, 1960, pp. 305 and 360
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arnyy and another oligarchic family, Cory Aquine, née Cojuanpeo, spoke
of ‘people’s power’ but was the danghter of the conntrys leading
eligarck. and the vickety coafition of Left and Right that m_.é@_un..fnnm her
sooxn collapsed. By 1990 the old pre-Marcos oligarchy of eacketsers was
firmly back in power. According to the Phifippie Daily Inqidirer sorvey
after the 1987 narional elections; ‘Out of 204 House representatives, 130
belong e the so-called “traditienat pelitical fumilies™, while another 39
are relatives of these families, Only 31 Congressmen have no electoral
recard prior to 1971, ... Of the 24 clected senators .. the cast is largely
made up of members of prowinent pre-1972 political families. 't

There was 2 symbolic, if unconscious, reference to the seatus of the
shateds whes in May 2003 the Pentagon announced that Filipino migrants
would be rransported tor nienial wsks o the US bases in Iragq, The locals,
paturally, have vetto earn cheir trust.

Which of these fates awaits [rag? Neither model is particularly suitable.
Is the Japanese variant any better? Jackal talk of Iraq becoming like post-
war Japan 1s bosh irrelevant and ignorant. The questton that is currently being

discussed by scholars is whether Hirohito of Japan was a war criminal. And

oW

wasn't e wried as sueh and why did WashingtonsViceroy, General
Douglas Machrthur, Insist on preserving the Chrysanthenum Throne after
19457 Abo, contrary o accepted beliefs, there is much evidence to show
taar hastility (o the Emperar-system existed in Japan throughout the 1920s.
This denunciation by Uchiyama Gud8,a young priest of the $6t9 Zen sect,
should have tanght samething to the occupying Americans:

The Big Bullock of the present govermment, the emperor, iz not the

son of gods as your primary school teachers and others would have

14+ Philippine Daity Tguirer, 29 Tanuaey 1988,
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you believe, The ancestors of the present emperor came forth from a
cornet of Kyushu, killing and robbing people as they did [so]. They
then destroyed their fellow thieves. ... Although this is well-knowm,
university professors and theiv students, weaklings as they are, refuse to
cither say or write anything about it. Instead, they atrempt to deceive

both others and themselves, knowing all along the whole thing is 2

pack of les.? 1%

Herbert Bix argues that the total invalvement of Hirohito with the
Japanese war machine and his obsessive desire For mmperial expansion was
always well known in Japan, A gigantic cover-up and sanitisation process
was necessary in order to keep him on the throne, Hirohite was busy

preparing his defence for the War Crimes Tribunal when he was tnformed

that this would not be necessary.''é

tNone of these examples would suit the recolonisation of Iraq. Time
could certainly be bought by a version of the Marshall Plan, which

N5 Quoted i Hirhite and the Makimg of Madern_fagan Ty Herbert B Bix, Londlon, 2000,
This insightfitl woiume by a leading scholar shoald be required reading fou bragi guislings wha
idealise this particular eccupation,
116 Ceneral MacActhur and his ealleagne Brigadier Genera] Fellers weeve derermined w
chisld Tirohice fiom the very moment their plane landsd n jipan. Both men were violently
anti-radlical, regozding President Roosevelr and the New Dreal in thedv own country as a o ypro-
commie plet. in addirion, Fellers was motarionsly anti-Semite, caltnly informing the Japanese
High Cotnenand that the top adviser to Secretary of Srace Tyrnes was 'Coben (a Jew and a
comumist) ... the mest influential advocate of un-Amer ean thowght in the United Srares’,

On 6 March 1946, Fellers summoned Admirat Yonai dMitsumas ard his intecpreter Mizot
Shuichi and informed them that the Sovier Union and seme ather Allied cowntries were
insisting that Hirohite be punished as a var criminal. Fellers suggested thas

“To counter this situatlon, it wonld be most convenient if the Japinese side could prove to
13 that the emperor is completely blameless, T think the forthcoming trials offer the best
oppevtunity to do that. Tojo, i particular, shonld be made to bear all the respomnsibility at Lis
weial. In other words, T want you 1o have Tajo say as follows: At the imperial conference prioy
1o the stact of wat, I bad already decided ta push for war even if His Majesty the Empercr
was against going ba war with the Ulnited States."" Thid.

: 159
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immediacely proceeds to rebuild the destroyed infrashoucture, provide sub-
acised housing and other facilities and permit the Tragi people to elect their
own parliamene. But the system of domination in force at the morment is not
the New Deal bur neo-libers] economics, which makes doing in Trag what
you dare not do ar howe a difficult operation, since it violates the rules of
rhe Werld Trade OrganisationsInternational Monerary Fund, which are
cruein] o mintaining rooth-and-claw capitalism in power elsewhere.
Demoeracy creates furcher problems as it did in Iran in 1953, %hat if the
Iragis clect a government that insists on keeping oil mnder Iragi control
and demiand the withdvawal of the ocenpation armies and US bases, It
might not happen inunediately, but the medium-term possibility s ahways
present. Thar would necessitate another regime change.

I'mese are the problems that new confront rhe Empire s they will
beceme even more pressing if the US moves in the direction of lran, The
wore intelhgent of the mainstream political anatysts in the Unived States
are much moee aware of this than the ostrich-liberals who refuse to
accept the reality of what confronts them.

In 2 recent book, Andrew J- Bacevich, a former militacy officer, now
Professor of Taternadonal ®elariens at Boston University, refusing to
zecepe that the Bush administration represents any serious breach with
the Clincon or Bush Sr years, raises 2 number of significant questions, The
“dirty little secret” of the Bush-~Clinton—Bush years is the refasal to admit
the scale of the imperial problern:

Hotding sway in not one but several regions of pivotal geapolitical
importance, disdaining che legitimacy of palitical economic principles
other than its own, declaring the existing erder to be sacrosanct,
asserting unquestioned militry supremacy with a globally deploved
torce coafigured not for self-defense but for coercion: these are the

actions of a nation engaged in the governance of empire. Continuing

150

EMPIRES AN RESISTANCE

to pretend otherwise — in the wourds of Teinhold MNiebulr, ‘frantically

. s .
avoiding recognition of the imperialism we in fact exercise’' — wonk
make America’s imperial problem any easier to manage and certainly

won't make it go away 77

Every empire has, sooner or later, provoked a H.mmnao.z. Whenever i
despot — indigenous or proconsular — realises that _._cn.r_:m .éoww.m amy
more, that the torture and misery he bas inflicted on his w:,Enn.m is not
enough to save him, he becomes more and more paranoid, The false
smiles of his advisers no longer deceive hin, Underneath the mask on
each and every face he can read the expectation of his aunm:n and doom,
That is why astrologers in the East ustally predicted :.:.awm.o:..:nn_ to all
those who entered the service of & tyrant. The armed Hmmu.wwnn in Irag
has been discussed eatlier, but what of the political oppasition to the
Empire?

For a whole decade the bien-pensanis and lefi-of-centre governments
have sought to aveid the reality of US power by wking cover mbn.ﬂ, ﬁw,m
flimsy umbrelta of the United Nations. The Empire was fing provided it
consulted the Securicy Council or, at the very minimum, MNATO. It was
imperial unilateralisin that was unacceptable, Or, as the B:nvlmwﬁmm:ﬁ”
German philosopher Jurgen Habermas wrote after the fall of mm.mw%ﬁ !
‘Let us not close onr eyes before this revolution in world affairs: the
normative authority of America lies shattered.”t™ |

The arguments deployed by Habermas and others are important

because they represent a significant sector of West European public

117 Andrew ]. Bacevich, Awerican Empire: The Bealities and Conssquences of US Diplonacy,

23—, ] .
ﬂMmﬁﬂmww_Mm%WvMEpr “Fhat does the felling of the momment mean?, Fraukfurter

Allpemeine Zeipng, 17 April 2003,
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opinion. This view can be summarised as follows, The imposition of
Western hiberal hegemony is only justifiable if it conforms with interna-
sional law. Pragmatists and opportunists in Europe, whe are now bowing
before accomplished €icts and accepuing the war in Jrag, are mistaken. The
‘:Eﬂﬁ.mu_.ﬁ core of democracy and the values attached 1o it contradist
imperial demands that impose uniformity, The only way ro curb unilateralist
excesses 5 throagh the ooly existing world vrganisation and o forther the
development of inecrnational lw, betore which all are equal, If this is not
done, the rule of law will suffer globally, and inside the United States it is
alrendy being undermined by the powers granted to the security services

A R ] T 3
And pro-empting comparisons with ehe Yugoslay war, Habermas svrites:

I'he compzrison with the intervention in Kosowo alko offers no
cxoneration. Lo is teue thar an authorisation by the Security Couneil
in thi case was net reached either, But the rerrospectively obrained
tegizimation could be based an three circumstances: on the prevention
- as iz seemed ac the time — of an ethnie cleansing in the process of
taking place, o the imperative — covered by international law — of
emergeny asstaace aolding erea onres fox this case, as well as the
mconreovertidly democratie and constitutional chavacter of all the

memoer states of the ad hoc wilicary ailiance 11*

In other words, the frag war of 2003 was completely different in
chavacter. In response to Jurgen Habermas, one could pose a set of
m:wH:.ﬂ:?..n questions. Given that US defiance of the UN censtituces the
maip argument against the war {this was the soft underbelly of the

Furape c A | i
pean peace movernent) and Security Counneil approval a sanction of

179 Habermas, op cit.

i,
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international law, let us see if we can unravel this problem. Does the
United Nations Secutity Council constitute the Supreme Court of inser-
national law? If so, how can it implement some resolutions and not
others. The UN and its predecessor, the League of Nations, wers created
ta instittionalise the new status quo arrived at after rwo bloody conflicts
— the First and Second World Wars. Both crganisations were founded
on the underssanding that they would defend the right of nations to
self-determinacion, In both cases theit charters outlawed pre-emptive
strikes and any attempts to occupy conneries or change regimes. Both
organisations suggested that the nation state had replaced empices. 120
The UN was created to police the Yalta Accords after the defeat of
fascisi, Ies charter expressly prohibits the violation of natienal sover-
eignty except in the case of ‘self-defence’. However, despite the

presence of the Soviet Union, the UN was unable to defend the newly

independent Congo against Belgian and US intrigue in the 1960s or w

- save the life of the Congolese leader Parice Lumumba, And in 1950 the

Security Council tock advantage of a temporary Soviet boycott to
aucherise a US war in Korea. Under the UN banner the Western armies
deliberately destroyed dams, power starions, and the infrastructure of
social life in North Korea, plainly in breach of international law. The
UM was also unable to stop the war in Vietnam, Its paralysis over the
tine has been wisible for over three decades. MNor
was this masterly inactivity restricted o Western abuses, The UN was
powerless to defend Hungary against the Soviet imvasion [1956] or

Crechosiovakia against the Warsaw Pact’s decision to change the regime

occupation of Pales

120 ‘The Lesguc of Nations colfapsed soon after the Etalian Enscists occupied Echiopia.
Mussalini defended his imvasion of Albanis and Abysinia by arguing thiat he was Ternoving
the ‘coreupt, feudal and oppressive regime’ of King Zeg/Haile Selassie and [talian news-
reels showed grateful Albanjans/Ethiop-eans applauding the entey of Tralian sroops. And of
Furopean civilisation? )
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af that counwry (1968). Both Big Powers were, in other words, allowed
to do their business in clear breach of the UN charter and without
INCUrring sanctions.

With the US as the only wmilitary-imperial state, the Security Couneil
taday bas become a venoe for teading not insults, bue a share of the loot,
The talian theorist mose feared by the fascists of the last century predicted
this tien of events with amazing prescience. “The "normal” exercise of
hegemeny,” wrote Antonio Gramscl,'is characterised by the combination of
torce and comsene, in variable equilibrinm, without Foxce predominating
too much over consent,” Thewe were, Gramsei elaborated, occasious when
1L WS oI appropriate to resort to a third variant of hegemony, because
Leraceen corsene and torce stands corraprion-frand, that is the enervalion
avd parabesing of the antagonist or antagonists’. 12t Here we have an exact
tescription of the process vsed to oy and win Russian support ar the UN
as revealed in a front-page headline i the Financial Times (4 October 2002):
“Putin drives hard bargain with US over Irag oil: Moscow wants high
commercial price for its support'.

European ablies shuffle their feer at excessive 1S ‘unilateralism’ —
ciscstinily this s o discomifiting failure to consule, which serves as a cover
tor Eurepean subordination. China and Russia bargain weakly in retorn
for their favours in the Security Council. If these are not forthcoming,
action is taken anywany.

The world has changed so much over the last two decades that the
UM has becone an anachronism, 4 permanent fig leaf for new imperial
ackventures, IF it was genuinely representative of the present world order,
it would have only one veto in the Security Council, that of the United
States. Bautros Boutros-Ghali was sacked on Madeline Albright’s insistence

121 Perry Anderson, Foree and Consent’, New Left Review 17, September/ October 2002,

194
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for challengimg the impexial will: he had insisted that it was the Rowandan
genocide that needed intervention. US interests required a presence in
the Balkans. He was replaced by the current incumbent. Kafi Amman is a

weak placeman whose sanctimonious speeches may sometimes deceive an

innocent Buropean public, but not himself, He knows who calls the shots.

He knows who provides the song-sheet. And the same United Natlons
provided retrospective sanction to the oceupation of Itaq,'%2 That is why
some (inclading the author} insisted that a UN-backed war wonld be
a5 immoral and unjust as the one that was plotted by the Pentagon,
because it would have been the same war Likewise, the character of
the Anglo-American occupation will not change simply because the
Security Council has given it approval. All that does is bring the EU E.:H.
some others (Lula in Brazil, Musharraf in Pakistan, Vajpayee in India,
etcetera) back into hne.

Jurgen Habermas and European public opinion was fully prepared
to accept chat the UN could be ignored in Yugoslavia becanse the
‘2d-hoc alliance’ which made war on that occasion consisted exclusively
of 'democratic states’. But surely the Anglo-American alliance that
captured Irag is equally democratic. Bush and Blair are elected leaders.
Even if doubt is cast on Bush’s own election, what is clear is that he had
the virtually unanimous suppert of both Senate and Congress as well as
the Democratic Party, whose two biggest draws, Mr and Mis Clinton,
played an important role in rallying public opinion in mﬂca__n_. of the
war, Why should the fact that important democratic states in Burope

132 Tn a posthumons, but prescient, texct, published in Hurperks ._.__muas_ﬁ in .Hm._,.:m__ EHWM#E
described the processes well: 'Mext the stabssmen will irvent cheap 'lies, pusing .a m_,_msm
upon the nation that is attacked, and every man will be m_“.& of those nou\umﬂﬁ_nm?ﬂuo ,_.ﬁm
talsities, and will diligently stady them, and cefase @ sxasinLe any Hmm:uﬂcumm_ nn.wnw .w==
thus he will by and by convince himse!f that the war Funm.r u:.n will thank Ged for she better
dleep he enjoys after this process of grotesque self~deceprion.
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ermany, France, Belgium) opposed the war before it took place
nuility the criteria,

The contrast wich Yugoslavia is not as profonnd as magined by
Habermas. In facr those who ‘inveke humanity” could argue that
Saddam Husseins regime was much worse than any of the post-19%0
Balkan outfits. Tene, there was nothing to see on the TV screen, no
bad images to mobilise the poblic, but that shonld not invalidate the
argument. The same surgical precision’ thar was applanded inYogoslavia
was deployed in Irag, Civilian casualdes were relatively low, And the
same Kanbao eeasening applied in this case. This time, of course, when
Bzeed wwith o Docked Secwrity Council’ and a blocked NATO, the
Limited Siaves decwded o go alwad anyway and would have done so even
weithout Hlaie, Thar mueh has become clear.'? In a recent intervention,
Habermas and Jacques Dernda have published a joint appeal for an
mdependent European foreign policy. What poliey? Which Europe?
Uniess the reality of US imperial power is understood it is difficult to
maount a political challenge. Within the United Staees itself there are
Emipire layalists whao fear isolation, For them institutions such as the
L and NATO ave vseful devices o maintain a consensual Western
hegemony and should not be treared in a cavalier fashion.’™ They have

been vsed in the past and will be again,

123 Danile Zalo, fuzulking Hueaniry: Hg Law end Slobal Ornler, Londor and New York,
332 This is one of the most effective critiques of Tmmanitarian interventionism’,

124 The most cecent version of this argument B provided by Joseph 5, MNye,“US Power and
Sexavegy After Iragq’, in Feedgn Affais, July/Angast 2003, INye acceprs the basic continuicy in
IS forsign policy since Woodrowr Wilson, bur has these words of advice: Both the neo-
Wilserdan and the Jacksonian steands of the new nnilatenlisn cend to prefer alliance i la carte
and to teat incerrational instinetions as toolboxes into which US policymakers can reach
when convenient. But this approach wneglects the ways in which institutons legitimize
disproportionace American power, When others feel ehey have been consulted, they are more
likeiy 1o be helptul.' ’
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And if Europe’s lefi-liberal intellectuals and philosophers still doube
that the wosld in which we live is dominated by a single empive and its
needs, one might suggest that they read Philip Bobbitt’s impassioned defence
of the US Pmpire. A Democrat himself, Bobbit is a wansatlantdc acadenic
with positions in Austin {Texas), Cxford, and Kings College, London, and
has served four US Presidents in various capacities: Carter, Reagan, Bush
the father, and Clinton, the last as Director of Intelligence on the
National Security Council, Prior to and during the war on Iraq, Bobbict
became a familiar figure in Blairite Britain, fited in the medha and a

‘ regular visitor to 10 Downing Street. In other words, this is 2 man with

some anthority. What does his latest book tell us?

Its message is upbeat, A Bismarckian revolution is underway in inter-
national relations and it was launched not by George W, buc by Rill
Clinton when he decided to intervene in the Balkans. Whatever the merits
or demerits of the case, this intervention overrode traditional actitudes to
national sovereignty in the name of humanity. In an interview with the
Cuartian after the occupation of {rag, Bobbitt boasted of how it was he
who had convinced Clintan of the need for a new doctrine 10 Justity

imperial policies in the post-commaist world:!

The US would intervene when the threat to our wiral strategic
interests was overwhelming and imminent; or when significant
srrategic nterests and humanitarian concerns coincided; or, when a
vital strategic interest was absent, humanitarian concerns were high

and strategic interests were low. 1%

125 Cuandiar, 7 June 2083, The book is The Shisld of Ackilles: Han, Peace, mnd Aﬁ Conrse of
History, by Philip Bobbitt, Mew York, 2002. For a devastating indictment of this ﬁ.ouw e
Gopal Balakrishnan, “chilles Shictd and the Market State’, in New Left Reviens 23,
Septembex/Ocrober 2003,
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This aggressive agenda is now in place and one imporant reason to
recogiise the 'disproportionate power’ of the American Empire is to aid
the develepraent of a political resistance and & proper alternative. The
wavement that is needed can only be effective if it is ghobal; and i it
understands that the neo-liberal legs on which the imperial giant walks

are not as strong as capitalist witch-doctors like to suggest,

198

APPENDIX:
CHRISTOPHER HITCHENS AND THE
FirsT GULF WAR

Once upon a time there was & radical English journalist. Despite harbouor-
ing a crush on Margaret Thatcher (his little secrex), he tired of life on the
sceptred isle, Whao can blame him? His huge talents, not to mention a
watermelon-sized ego, could not be confined to an increasingly provincial
medium-sized country in Northern Europe. He decided to shift continents.
When he arrived in New York in the 1980s, my old friend and comrade,
Alexander Cockburn, already established there as a writer and columnist,
sntroduced the new arrival to New York society. Cockburn has barred me
from writing of those early years. The maore delicious maorsels are being
saved for his own memoirs. The crumbs offered me are too tasteless for
2 book of this sort, which I hope will be read by many old people. So I
fast-forward.

Soon afterwards, Christopher H. began to write a regular column,
‘Minority Report’, for The Natfor, a radical MNew York weeldy. It appeared
every formight and was a good column, even when one disagreed with
its contents, It was often witty and unpredictable, except when the author
adopted an unpleasant tone (shades of the future) towards anyone even
mildly critical of George Orwell or Salman Rushdie, or anyone <lse -
Hitchens had positioned on his own private pedestal. Pity the columnist

who needs heroes,




