WATCH THE REPLAY: WikiLeaks Editor
Kristinn Hrafnsson, Michael Isikoff,
Pepe Escobar, As’ad AbuKhalil on CN
Live!
WikiLeaks editor-in-chief Kristinn Hrafnsson, journalists
Michael Isikoff and Pepe Escobar, political scientist As’ad
AbuKhalil and author George Szamuely on Episode 2 of
CNLive!

H rafnsson

joined CNLive! to speak on the latest about

imprisoned WikiLeaks publisher Julian Assange, including
CNN’s recent hit piece; Isikoff discussed his Yahoo! News
series on Seth Rich; Escobar gave keen insights into the
major scandal engulfing Brazil as well as his observations
of Italy after his recent trip there; AbuKhalil dissected
Middle East politics and war and Szamuely commented on the
lot with hosts Elizabeth Vos and Joe Lauria on CN Live!
Download and listen to the podcast.
Watch it here:

Trump Presides Over Dwindling Greatness
Russia and China are forging stronger ties, gaining ground
on the U.S. and rattling Washington, writes Dilip Hiro.
By Dilip Hiro
TomDispatch.com

P resident

Donald Trump was partly voted into

office by Americans who felt that the selfproclaimed greatest power on Earth was actually
in decline — and they weren’t wrong. Trump is
capable of tweeting many things, but none of those tweets
will stop that process of decline, nor will a trade war with
a rising China or fierce oil sanctions on Iran.
You could feel this recently, even in the case of the
increasingly pressured Iranians. There, with a single
pinprick, Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei effectively
punctured Trump’s MAGA balloon and reminded many that,
however powerful the U.S. still was, people in other
countries were beginning to look at America differently at
the end of the second decade of the twenty-first century.
Following a meeting in Tehran with visiting Japanese Prime
Minister Shinzo Abe, who brought a message from Trump urging
the start of U.S.-Iranian negotiations, Khamenei tweeted,
“We have no doubt in [Abe’s] goodwill and seriousness; but
regarding what you mentioned from [the] U.S. president, I
don’t consider Trump as a person deserving to exchange
messages with, and I have no answer for him, nor will I
respond to him in the future.” He then added: “We believe
that our problems will not be solved by negotiating with the
U.S., and no free nation would ever accept negotiations
under pressure.”
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pic.twitter.com/X3WzrKrHOa .????
— ?????? ???????? (@ar_khamenei) June 13, 2019

A flustered Trump was reduced to briefly tweeting: “I
personally feel that it is too soon to even think about
making a deal. They are not ready, and neither are we!”
While I very much appreciate P.M. Abe going to Iran to meet with Ayatollah Ali
Khamenei, I personally feel that it is too soon to even think about making a
deal. They are not ready, and neither are we!
— Donald J. Trump (@realDonaldTrump) June 13, 2019

And soon after, the president halted at the last minute, in
a distinctly humiliating retreat, U.S. air strikes on
Iranian missile sites that would undoubtedly have created
yet more insoluble problems for Washington across the
Greater Middle East.
Keep in mind that, globally, before the ayatollah’s putdown, the Trump administration had already had two abject
foreign policy failures: the collapse of the president’s
Hanoi summit with North Korean leader Kim Jong-un (followed
by that regime’s provocative firing of several missiles over
the Sea of Japan) and a bungled attempt to overthrow the
regime of Venezuelan President Nicolás Maduro.
America’s Global Standing at a Record Low
What’s great or small can be defined in absolute or relative
terms.

America’s

“greatness”

(or

“exceptional”

or

“indispensable” nature) — much lauded in Washington before
the Trump era — should certainly be judged against the
economic progress made by China in those same years and
against Russia’s advances in the latest high-tech weaponry.
Another way of assessing the nature of that “greatness” and
what to make of it would be through polls of how foreigners

view the United States.
Take, for instance, a survey released by the Pew Research
Group in February 2019. Forty-five percent of respondents in
26 nations with large populations felt that American power
and influence posed “a major threat to our country,” while
36 percent offered the same response on Russia, and 35
percent on China. To put that in perspective, in 2013,
during the presidency of Barack Obama, only 25 percent of
global respondents held such a negative view of the U.S.,
while reactions to China remained essentially the same. Or
just consider the most powerful country in Europe, Germany.
Between 2013 and 2018, Germans who considered American power
and influence a greater threat than that of China or
Russia leapt from 19 percent to 49 percent. (Figures for
France were similar.)
As for Trump, only 27 percent of global respondents
had confidence in him to do the right thing in world
affairs, while 70 feared he would not. In Mexico, you
undoubtedly won’t be surprised to learn, confidence in his
leadership was at a derisory 6 percent. In 17 of the
surveyed countries, people who lacked confidence in him were
also significantly more likely to consider the U.S. the
world’s top threat, a phenomenon most pronounced among
traditional Washington allies like Canada, Great Britain,
and Australia.
China’s Expanding Global Footprint
While 39 percent of Pew respondents in that poll still
rated the U.S. as the globe’s leading economic power, 34
percent opted for China. Meanwhile, China’s Belt and Road

Initiative (BRI) launched in 2013 to link the infrastructure
and trade of much of Southeast Asia, Eurasia, and the Horn
of Africa to China (at an estimated cost of $4 trillion) and
to be funded by diverse sources, is going from strength to
strength.
One way to measure this: the number of dignitaries attending
the biennial BRI Forum in Beijing. The first of those
gatherings in May 2017 attracted 28 heads of state and
representatives from 100 countries. The most recent, in late
April, had 37 heads of state and representatives from nearly
150 countries and international organizations, including
International Monetary Fund (IMF) chief Christine Lagarde
and United Nations Secretary-General Antonio Guterres.
Leaders of nine out of 10 Association of Southeast Asian
Nations attended, as did four of the five Central Asian
republics. Strikingly, a third of the leaders participating
came from Europe. According to Peter Frankopan, author of
“The New Silk Roads,” more than 80 countries are now
involved in some aspect of the BRI project. That translates
into more than 63 percent of the world’s population and 29
percent of its global economic output.
Still, Chinese President Xi Jinping is intent on expanding
the BRI’s global footprint further, a signal of China’s
dream of future greatness. During a February two-day state
visit to Beijing by Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman,
Xi suggested that, when it came to Riyadh’s overly ambitious
economic plan, “our two countries should speed up the
signing of an implementation plan on connecting the Belt and
Road Initiative with the Saudi Vision 2030.”

Flattered

by

this

proposal,

the

crown

prince defended China’s use of “re-education” camps for
Uighur Muslims in its western province of Xinjiang, claiming
it was Beijing’s “right” to carry out antiterrorism work to
safeguard national security. Under the guise of combating
extremism,

the

Chinese

authorities

have

placed

an

estimated one million Uighur Muslims in such camps to
undergo re-education designed to supplant their Islamic
legacy with a Chinese version of socialism. Uighur groups
had appealed to Prince bin Salman to take up their cause. No
such luck: one more sign of the rise of China in the 21st
century.
China Enters High-Tech Race with America
In 2013, Germany launched an Industry 4.0 Plan meant to fuse
cyber-physical systems, the Internet of things, cloud
computing,

and

cognitive

computing

with

the

aim

of

increasing manufacturing productivity by up to 50 percent,
while curtailing resources required by half. Two years
later, emulating this project, Beijing published its own 10year Made in China 2025 plan to update the country’s
manufacturing base by rapidly developing 10 high-tech
industries, including electric cars and other new-energy
vehicles,

next-generation

telecommunications,

as

information

well

as

technology

advanced

robotics

and
and

artificial intelligence, aerospace engineering, high-end
rail infrastructure, and high-tech maritime engineering.
As with BRI, the government and media then publicized and
promoted Made in China 2025 vigorously. This alarmed
Washington and America’s high-tech corporations. Over the
years, American companies had complained about China’s theft

of U.S. intellectual property, the counterfeiting of famous
brands, and the stealing of trade secrets, not to speak of
the pressuring of American firms in joint ventures with
local companies to share technology as a price for gaining
access to China’s vast market. Their grievances became more
vocal when Donald Trump entered the White House determined
to cut Washington’s annual trade deficit of $380 billion
with Beijing.
As president, Trump ordered his new trade representative,
the Sinophobe Robert Lighthizer, to look into the matter.
The resulting seven-month investigation pegged the loss U.S.
companies experienced because of China’s unfair trade
practices at $50 billion a year. That was why, in March
2018, Trump instructed Lighthizer to levy tariffs on at
least $50 billion worth of Chinese imports.
That signaled the start of a Sino-American trade war which
has only gained steam since. In this context, Chinese
officials started downplaying the significance of Made in
China

2025,

describing

it

as

nothing

more

than

an

inspirational plan. This March, China’s National People’s
Congress even passed a foreign direct-investment law meant
to address some of the grievances of U.S. companies. Its
implementation
promptly

mechanism

claimed

that

was,

China

however,

had

weak.

backtracked

Trump
on

its

commitments to incorporate into Chinese law significant
changes the two countries had negotiated and put into a
draft agreement to end the trade war. He then slapped
further tariffs on $200 billion in Chinese imports.
The major bone of contention for the Trump administration is
a Chinese law specifying that, in a joint venture between a

foreign corporation and a Chinese company, the former must
pass on technological know-how to its Chinese partner.
That’s seen as theft by Washington. According to Senior
Fellow at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace
Yukon Huang, author of “Cracking the China Conundrum: Why
Conventional Economic Wisdom Is Wrong,” however, it’s fully
in accord with globally accepted guidelines. Such diffusion
of technological know-how has played a significant role in
driving growth globally, as the IMF’s 2018 World Economic
Outlook report made clear. It’s worth noting as well that
China now accounts for almost one-third of global annual
economic growth.
The size of China’s market is so vast and the rise in its
per capita gross domestic product — from $312 in 1980 to
$9,769 in 2018 — is so steep that major U.S. corporations
generally accepted its long-established joint-venture law
and that should surprise no one. Last year, for instance,
General Motors sold 3,645,044 vehicles in China and fewer
than 3 million in the U.S. Little wonder then that, late
last year, following GM plant closures across North America,
part of a wide-ranging restructuring plan, the company’s
management paid no heed to a threat from Trump to strip GM
of any government subsidies. What angered the president, as
he tweeted, caught the reality of the moment: nothing was
“being closed in Mexico and China.”
What Trump simply can’t accept is this: after nearly two
decades of supply-chain restructuring and global economic
integration, China has become thekey industrial supplier for
the United States and Europe. His attempt to make America
great again by restoring the economic status quo of before

2001 — the year China was admitted to the World Trade
Organization — is doomed to fail.
In reality, trade war or peace, China is now beginning to
overtake the U.S. in science and technology. A study by
Qingnan Xie of Nanjing University of Science and Technology
and Richard Freeman of Harvard University noted that,
between 2000 and 2016, China’s global share of publications
in the physical sciences, engineering, and mathematics
quadrupled and, in the process, exceeded that of the U.S.
for the first time.
In the field of high technology, for example, China is now
well

ahead

of

the

United

States

in

mobile

payment

transactions. In the first 10 months of 2017, those totaled
$12.8 trillion, the result of vast numbers of consumers
discarding credit cards in favor of cashless systems. In
stark contrast, according to eMarketer, America’s mobile
payment transactions in 2017 amounted to $49.3 billion. Last
year, 583 million Chinese used mobile payment systems, with
nearly 68 percent of China’s Internet users turning to a
mobile wallet for their offline payments.
Russia’s Advanced Weaponry
In a similar fashion, in his untiring pitch for America’s
“beautiful”

weaponry,

Trump

has

failed

to

grasp

the

impressive progress Russia has made in that field.
While presenting videos and animated glimpses of new
intercontinental ballistic missiles, nuclear-powered cruise
missiles, and underwater drones in a March 2018 television
address,

Russian

President

Vladimir

Putin

traced

the

development of his own country’s new weapons to Washington’s

decision to pull out of the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile
(ABM) treaty with the Soviet Union. In December 2001,
encouraged by John Bolton, then under secretary of state for
arms control and international security, President George W.
Bush had indeed withdrawn from the 1972 ABM treaty on the
spurious grounds that the 9/11 attacks had changed the
nature of defense for America. His Russian counterpart of
the time, the very same Vladimir Putin, described the
withdrawal from that cornerstone of world security as a
grievous mistake. The head of Russia’s armed forces, General
Anatoly Kvashnin, warned then that the pullout would alter
the nature of the international strategic balance, freeing
up countries to restart arms buildups, both conventional and
nuclear.
As it happened, he couldn’t have been more on the mark. The
U.S.

is

now

engaged

in

a

30-year,

trillion-dollar-

plus remake and update of its nuclear arsenal, while the
Russians (whose present inventory of 6,500 nuclear weapons
slightly exceeds America’s) have gone down a similar route.
In that televised address of his on the eve of the 2018
Russian presidential election, Putin’s list of new nuclear
weapons was headed by the Sarmat, a 30-ton intercontinental
ballistic missile, reputedly far harder for an enemy to
intercept in its most vulnerable phase just after launching.
It also carries a larger number of nuclear warheads than its
predecessor.
Another new weapon on his list was a nuclear-powered
intercontinental underwater drone, Status-6, a submarinelaunched autonomous vehicle with a range of 6,800 miles,
capable of carrying a 100-megaton nuclear warhead. And then

there was his country’s new nuclear-powered cruise missile
with a “practically unlimited” range. In addition, because
of its stealth capabilities, it will be hard to detect in
flight and its high maneuverability will, theoretically at
least, enable it to bypass an enemy’s defenses. Successfully
tested in 2018, it does not yet have a name. Unsurprisingly,
Putin won the presidency with 77 percent of the vote, a 13
percent rise from the previous poll, on record voter turnout
of 67.7 percent.
In conventional weaponry, Russia’s S-400 missile system
remains unrivalled. According to the Washington-based Arms
Control Association, “The S-400 system is an advanced,
mobile, surface-to-air defense system of radars and missiles
of different ranges, capable of destroying a variety of
targets such as attack aircraft, bombs, and tactical
ballistic missiles. Each battery normally consists of eight
launchers, 112 missiles, and command and support vehicles.”
The S-400 missile has a range of 400 kilometers (250 miles),
and its integrated system is believed to be capable of
shooting down up to 80 targets simultaneously.
Consider it a sign of the times, but in defiance of pressure
from the Trump administration not to buy Russian weaponry,
President Recep Tayyip Erdogan of Turkey, the only Muslim
member of NATO, ordered the purchase of batteries of those
very S-400 missiles. Turkish soldiers are currently being
trained on that weapons systems in Russia. The first battery
is expected to arrive in Turkey next month.
Similarly, in April 2015, Russia signed a contract to supply
S-400 missiles to China. The first delivery of the system
took place in January 2018 and China test fired it in

August.
Expanding Beijing-Moscow Alliance
Consider that as another step in Russian-Chinese military
coordination meant to challenge Washington’s claim to be the
planet’s sole superpower. Similarly, last September, 3,500
Chinese
military
military

troops

participated

exercises

involving

vehicles,

80

in

Russia’s

300,000

ships,

and

largest-ever

soldiers,
1,000

36,000

aircraft,

helicopters, and drones. Codenamed Vostok-2018, it took
place across a vast region that included the Bering Sea, the
Sea of Okhotsk, and the Sea of Japan. Little wonder that
NATO officials described Vostok-2018 as a demonstration of a
growing Russian focus on future large-scale conflict: “It
fits into a pattern we have seen over some time — a more
assertive Russia, significantly increasing its defense
budget and its military presence.” Putin attended the
exercises after hosting an economic forum in Vladivostok
where

Chinese

trustworthy

President

ties

in

Xi

was

political,

his

guest.

security

“We

and

have

defense

spheres,” he declared, while Xi praised the two countries’
friendship, which, he claimed, was “getting stronger all the
time.”
Thanks to climate change, Russia and China are now also
working in tandem in the fast-melting Arctic. Last year
Russia,

which

controls

more

than

half

the

Arctic

coastline, sent its first ship through the Northern Sea
Route without an icebreaker in winter. Putin hailed that
moment as a “big event in the opening up of the Arctic.”
Beijing’s Arctic policy, first laid out in January 2018,

described China as a “near-Arctic” state and visualized the
future shipping routes there as part of a potential new
“Polar Silk Road” that would both be useful for resource
exploitation and for enhancing Chinese security. Shipping
goods to and from Europe by such a passage would shorten the
distance to China by 30 percent compared to present sea
routes through the Malacca Straits and the Suez Canal,
saving hundreds of thousands of dollars per voyage.
According

to

the

U.S.

Geological

Survey,

the

Arctic holds petroleum reserves equal to 412 billion barrels
of oil, or about 22 percent

of the world’s undiscovered

hydrocarbons. It also has deposits of rare earth metals.
China’s second Arctic vessel, Xuelong 2 (Snow Dragon 2), is
scheduled to make its maiden voyage later this year. Russia
needs Chinese investment to extract the natural resources
under its permafrost. In fact, China is already the biggest
foreign investor in Russia’s liquefied natural gas (LNG)
projects in the region — and the first LNG shipment was
dispatched to China’s eastern province last summer via the
Northern Sea Route. Its giant oil corporation is now
beginning to drill for gas in Russian waters alongside the
Russian company Gazprom.
Washington is rattled. In April, in its latest annual report
to Congress on China’s military power, the Pentagon for the
first time included a section on the Arctic, warning of the
risks of a growing Chinese presence in the region, including
that country’s possible deployment of nuclear submarines
there in the future. In May, Secretary of State Mike Pompeo
used a meeting of foreign ministers in Rovaniemi, Finland,
to assail China for its “aggressive behavior” in the Arctic.

In an earlier speech, Pompeo noted that, from 2012 to 2017,
China invested nearly $90 billion in the Arctic region.
“We’re concerned about Russia’s claim over the international
waters of the Northern Sea Route, including its newly
announced plans to connect it with China’s Maritime Silk
Road,” he said. He then pointed out that, along that route,
“Moscow already illegally demands other nations request
permission to pass, requires Russian maritime pilots to be
aboard foreign ships, and threatens to use military force to
sink any that fail to comply with their demands.”
American Downturn Continues
Altogether, the tightening military and economic ties
between Russia and China have put America on the defensive,
contrary to Trump’s MAGA promise to American voters in the
2016 campaign. It’s true that, despite fraying diplomatic
and economic ties between Washington and Moscow, Trump’s
personal relations with Putin remain cordial. (The two
periodically exchange friendly phone calls.) But among
Russians

more

generally,

a

favorable

view

of

the

U.S. fell from 41 percent in 2017 to 26 percent in 2018,
according to a Pew Research survey.
There’s nothing new about great powers, even the one that
proclaimed itself the greatest in history, declining after
having risen high. In our acrimonious times, that’s a
reality well worth noting. While launching his bid for
reelection recently, Trump proposed a bombastic new slogan:
“Keep America Great” (or KAG), as if he had indeed raised
America’s stature while in office. He would have been far
more on target, however, had he suggested the slogan
“Depress America More” (or DAM) to reflect the reality of

an unpopular president who faces rising great power rivals
abroad.
Dilip Hiro, a TomDispatch regular, is the author of “After
Empire: The Birth of a Multipolar World,” among many other
books. His latest book is “Cold War in the Islamic World:
Saudi Arabia, Iran and the Struggle for Supremacy” (about
which he has recorded this podcast).
This article is from TomDispatch.com.

RAY McGOVERN: Hope for a Breakthrough in
Korea
Donald Trump will ultimately have to remind his national
security adviser and secretary of state who is president if
there’s to be progress on North Korea, says Ray McGovern.
By Ray McGovern
Special to Consortium News

T here

is hope for some real progress in U.S.-

North Korean relations after Sunday morning’s
unscheduled

meeting

between

President

Donald

Trump and North Korean leader Kim Jong-Un,
largely because Russia and China seem more determined than
ever to facilitate forward movement.
Sitting down before the talks began, Kim underlined the
importance of the meeting.“I hope it can be the foundation
for better things that people will not be expecting,” he
said. “Our great relationship will provide the magical power

with which to overcome hardships and obstacles in the tasks
that need to be done from now on.”
Trump was equally positive speaking of Kim:
“We’ve

developed

understand

each

a

very

other

good

very

relationship

well.

I

do

and

we

believe

he

understands me, and I think I maybe understand him, and
sometimes that can lead to very good things.”
Trump said the two sides would designate teams, with the
U.S. team headed by special envoy Stephen Biegun under the
auspices of Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, to start work in
the next two to three weeks. “They’ll start a process, and
we’ll see what happens,” he said.
pic.twitter.com/ctb5YJL1Vb
— Donald J. Trump (@realDonaldTrump) July 1, 2019

New Impetus
Russian President Vladimir Putin and Chinese President Xi
Jinping, who met individually with President Trump at
the G20 in Osaka, have been singing from the same sheet of
Korea music — particularly in the wake of Xi’s visit to
North Korea on June 20-21. Putin’s remarks are the most
illuminating.
In an interview with The Financial Times, Putin pointed to
“the tragedies of Libya and Iraq” — meaning, of course, what
happened to each of them as they lacked a nuclear deterrent.
Applying that lesson to North Korea, Putin said,

“What we should be talking about is not how to make North
Korea disarm, but how to ensure the unconditional security
of North Korea and how to make any country, including
North Korea, feel safe and protected by international law.
…”
“We should think about guarantees, which we should use as
the basis for talks with North Korea. We must take into
account the dangers arising from … the presence of nuclear
weapons,” he said, adding that if a way can be found to
satisfy

North

Korea’s

understandable

determination

to

protect its security, “the situation may take a turn nobody
can imagine today.”
“Whether we recognize North Korea as a nuclear power or not,
the number of nuclear charges it has will not decrease. We
must proceed from modern realities …” And those realities
include fundamental, immediate security concerns for both
Russia and China. Putin put it this way:
”[W]e have a common border, even if a short one, with
North Korea, therefore, this problem has a direct bearing
on us. The United States is located across the ocean …
while we are right here, in this region, and the North
Korean nuclear range is not far away from our border. This
why this concerns us directly, and we never stop thinking
about it.”
Xi’s ‘Reasonable Expectations’
Last week in Pyongyang, Chinese President Xi Jinping
saidChina is waiting for a desired response in stalled

nuclear talks with the United States.
“North Korea would like to remain patient, but it hopes the
relevant party will meet halfway with North Korea to explore
resolution plans that accommodate each other’s reasonable
concerns,” he said.
A commentary in China’s official Xinhua news agency said
China could play a unique role in breaking the cycle of
mistrust between North Korea and the U.S, but that both
sides “need to have reasonable expectations and refrain from
imposing unilateral and unrealistic demands.”
There is little doubt that the Russians and Chinese have
been comparing notes on what they see as a potentially
explosive (literally) problem in their respective backyards,
the more so inasmuch as the two countries have become allies
in all but name.
On a three-day visit to Moscow in early June, President Xi
spoke of his “deep personal friendship” with Putin, with
whom he has “met nearly 30 times in the past six years.” For
his part, Putin claimed “Russian-Chinese relations have
reached an unprecedented level. It is a global partnership
and strategic cooperation.”
A Fundamental Strategic Change
Whether they are “best friends” or not, the claim of
unprecedented strategic cooperation happens to be true — and
is the most fundamental change in the world strategic
equation in decades. Given the fear they share that things
could get out of hand in Korea with the mercurial Trump and
his hawkish advisers calling the shots, it is a safe bet

that Putin and Xi have been coordinating closely on North
Korea.
The next step could be stepped-up efforts to persuade Trump
that China and Russia can somehow guarantee continued
nuclear restraint on Pyongyang’s part, in return for U.S.
agreement to move step by step — rather than full bore —
toward at least partial North Korean denuclearization — and
perhaps some relaxation in U.S. economic sanctions. Xi and
Putin may have broached that kind of deal to Trump in Osaka.
There is also a salutary sign that President Trump has
learned more about the effects of a military conflict with
North Korea, and that he has come to realize that Pyongyang
already has not only a nuclear, but also a formidable
conventional deterrent: massed artillery.
“There are 35 million people in Seoul, 25 miles away,” Trump
said on Sunday. “All accessible by what they already have in
the mountains. There’s nothing like that anywhere in terms
of danger.”
Obstacles Still Formidable
Trump will have to remind his national security adviser,
John Bolton, and Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, that he is
the president and that he intends to take a firmer grip on
reins

regarding

Korean

policy.

Given

their

maladroit

performance on both Iran and Venezuela, it would, at first
blush, seem easy to jettison the two super-hawks.
But

this

would

mean

running

afoul

of

the

Military-

Industrial-Congressional-Intelligence-Media-Academe-ThinkTank (MICIMATT) complex, in which the corporate-controlled

media play thesine-qua-non role today.
In a harbinger of things to come, The Washington Post’s
initial report on the outcome of the Trump-Kim talks
contained two distortions: “Trump … misrepresented what had
been

achieved,

claiming

that

North

Korea

had

ceased

ballistic missile tests and was continuing to send back
remains of U.S. servicemen killed in the Korean War.”
The Trump administration could reasonably call that “fake
news.” True, North Korea tested short-range ballistic
missiles last spring, but Kim’s promise to Trump was to stop
testing strategicnot tactical missiles, and North Korea has
adhered to that promise. As for the return of the remains of
U.S. servicemen: True, such remains that remain are no
longer being sent back to the U.S., but it was the U.S. that
put a stop to that after the summit in Hanoi failed.
We can surely expect more disingenuous “reporting” of that
kind.
Whether Trump can stand up to the MICIMATT on Korea remains
to be seen. There is a huge amount of arms-maker-arms-dealer
profiteering going on in the Far East, as long as tensions
there can be stoked and kept at a sufficiently high level.
Ray McGovern works with Tell the Word, a publishing arm of
the

ecumenical

Church

of

the

Saviour

in

inner-city

Washington. His first portfolio at CIA was referent-analyst
for Soviet policy toward China, Korea, Vietnam, and Japan.
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retirement

he
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Veteran
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JOHN KIRIAKOU: Adam Schiff—The Left Wing
of the Hawk
Adam Schiff, chairman of the House Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence, is as big a hawk as any member of the Trump
administration, says John Kirikaou.
By John Kiriakou
Special to Consortium News

Neoliberal,

fake progressive Rep. Adam Schiff (D-C)

showed his true colors yet again last week. He said in
response to President Donald Trump’s saber-rattling and
threats to attack Iran that,

“Iran is a thoroughly malign actor, a cause of deep instability

in the region, a profound contributor to the violence and misery
in Yemen, and one of the most dangerous regimes in the world.
Through the IRGC (Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps) and its
proxies, it is also a state sponsor of terror. The threat it
poses is real.”
That certainly wasn’t the position of the Obama Administration.
Schiff instead has decided to jump into the Trump foreign policy
with both feet. He’s made similar threatening statements about
Venezuela and China, too.
Let’s look at this one issue at a time. First, Schiff is the
chairman of the House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence.
That’s the committee that’s supposed to oversee the CIA and other
intelligence services, but which acts more as a clubhouse for CIA
cheerleaders.
Schiff has watched Trump tear up the Iran nuclear deal, or JCPOA;
he’s watched the U.S. send additional troops to the Middle East to

step up pressure on Teheran; he’s watched war-lovers John Bolton,
national security adviser, and Mike Pompeo, the secretary of state,
promise in public to violate international law by attacking Iran.
Schiff has also watched a naked U.S. coup attempt in Venezuela.
And what is his response? It’s to tell us, “I’ve read classified
documents. If you’ve seen what I’ve seen you would want to attack
Iran too. You would want to overthrow Venezuela too. Just take my
word for it.” Thanks, but no thanks. I know from first-hand
experience how much the CIA lies. I don’t believe a word they say.
Second, Schiff has indeed maintained just as hard a line on
Venezuela as he has on Iran. Just two months ago, he called
President Nicolas Maduro an “authoritarian” and a “disastrous
dictator,” and said he, Schiff, “stands with the opposition in
calling for free and fair elections and the restoration of
democracy. Maduro must refrain from escalating the situation
through violence, which will only further the suffering of the
Venezuelan people.”
What the esteemed chairman decided to utterly ignore was the fact
that Venezuela hadfree and fair elections that the opposition
boycotted in order to try to delegitimize them; Venezuela already
is a functioning democracy; and it was actually the Trump
Administration and the self-appointed “president,” Juan Guaidó, who
resorted to violence by initiating a coup attempt against Maduro
that failed. Schiff is either dangerously misinformed here or he’s
a tool of Bolton’s foreign policy.
Dangerous China
Third, Schiff is as staunchly anti-China as any Republican hawk. In
a recent on-the-record talk before the Council on Foreign
Relations, he said,
“ China’s

a

very

dangerous

and

influential

part

of

that

(antidemocratic) trend. It’s certainly true that, you know,

Russia has been undermining democracies in Europe and elsewhere.
But China has been undermining democracy in a very different way.
China’s

been

undermining

democracy

in

a—in

a

powerful,

technological way, with the promulgation of these so-called safe
cities and the safe-city technology where CCTV cameras are
ubiquitous. And Chinese citizens now are facially recognized by
the software in these cameras. That ties into a database that
includes information about their social scores, their credit
history, their use of social media. It is big brother come to
life. And this is obviously not only a grave threat to the
freedom and privacy of the Chinese people and their ability to
associate or communicate their freedom, but it also—to the degree
that

China

is

authoritarian

now

exporting

countries—allows

this
them

technology
to

to

other

perpetuate

their

autocratic rule. And this, under the masquerade of safety and
security.”
The funny thing is that Schiff never bothered to mention that it is
actually the UK that is the most surveilled country in the world,
with London having more CCTV cameras than any city, anywhere, in
any period of human history. He never brought up the fact that
China, in its entire history, has never promoted an imperialist
foreign policy, like the U.S. and U.K. It doesn’t invade other
countries, like the U.S. and U.K. It doesn’t interfere in foreign
elections, like the U.S., U.K., Russia, and others. But the
position does say a lot about Schiff. It says that he doesn’t care
about facts, relying instead on pseudo-patriotic stereotypes.
Remember, this guy is the chairman of the House Intelligence
Committee.
If there was any doubt at all that Schiff is in the grip of the
military-industrial complex, one doesn’t have to rely just on his
stated positions on Iran, Venezuela, and China to make the
situation any clearer. Just take a look at his donors. The defense
contractors love him. Northrop Grumman ($16,217), SAIC ($11,005),

Lockheed Martin ($10,298), Boeing ($10,208), Honeywell ($10,025),
Raytheon ($7,040), and General Dynamics ($7,038) are all among his
major donors.
The sad truth, though, is that we’re stuck with him. Schiff
represents Hollywood, California in the House. He usually runs
unopposed, and when he does have opposition, he wins with more than
75 percent every time. Another sad truth is that this is the
Democratic Party of 2019. Its leadership is neoliberal. It’s
interventionist. It ensures that, come election time, none of us
has a real choice.

John Kiriakou is a former CIA counterterrorism officer and a
former senior investigator with the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee. John became the sixth whistleblower indicted by
the Obama administration under the Espionage Act—a law
designed to punish spies. He served 23 months in prison as a
result of his attempts to oppose the Bush administration’s
torture program.
If you enjoyed this original article, please consider making
a donation to Consortium News so we can bring you more
stories like this one.

PEPE ESCOBAR: Brazilgate is Turning into
Russiagate 2.0
The Intercept‘s bombshell about Brazilian corruption is
being ludicrously spun by the country’s media and military
as a “Russian conspiracy,” writes Pepe Escobar
By Pepe Escobar
in Paris

Special to Consortium News

It

was a leak, not a hack. Yes: Brazilgate,

unleashed by a series of game-changing bombshells
published by The Intercept, may be turning into a
tropical Russiagate.
The Intercept’s Deep Throat – an anonymous source — has
finally revealed in detail what anyone with half a brain in
Brazil already knew: that the judicial/lawfare machinery of
the one-sided Car Wash anti-corruption investigation was in
fact

a

massive

farce

and

criminal

racket

bent

on

accomplishing four objectives.
Create the conditions for the impeachment of President
Dilma Rousseff in 2016 and the subsequent ascension of
her VP, elite-manipulated puppet, Michel Temer.
Justify the imprisonment of former president Lula
in

2018

–

just

as

he

was

set

to

win

the

latest

presidential election in a landslide.
Facilitate the ascension of the Brazilian extreme-right
via Steve Bannon asset (he calls him “Captain”) Jair
Bolsonaro.
Install former judge Sergio Moro as a justice minister
on steroids capable of enacting a sort of Brazilian
Patriot Act – heavy on espionage and light on civil
liberties.
Moro, side by side with prosecutor Deltan Dallagnol, who was
leading the Public Ministry’s 13-strong task force, are the
vigilante stars of the lawfare racket. Over the past four
years,

hyper-concentrated

Brazilian

mainstream

media,

floundering in a swamp of fake news, duly glorified these

two as Captain Marvel-worthy national heroes. Hubris finally
caught up with the swamp.
The Brazilian Goodfellas
The Intercept has promised to release all the files in its
possession; chats, audio, videos and pics, a treasure trove
allegedly larger than Snowden’s. What has been published so
far reveals Moro/Dallagnol as a strategic duo in synch, with
Moro as a capo di tutti i capi, judge, jury and executioner
rolled into one – replete with serial fabrications of
evidence. This, in itself, is enough to nullify all the Car
Wash cases in which he was involved – including Lula’s
prosecution and successive convictions based on “evidence”
that would never hold up in a serious court.
In conjunction with a wealth of gory details, the Twin Peaks
principle — the owls are not what they seem — fully applies
to Brazilgate. Because the genesis of Car Wash involves none
other than the United States government (USG). And not only
the Department of Justice (DoJ) – as Lula has been stressing
for years in every one of his interviews. The op was Deep
State at its lowest.
WikiLeaks had already revealed it from the start, when the
NSA started spying on energy giant Petrobras and even
Rousseff’s smart phone. In parallel, countless nations and
individuals have learned how the DoJ’s self-attributed
extraterritoriality allows it to go after anyone, anyhow,
anywhere.
It has never been about anti-corruption. Instead this is
American “justice” interfering in the full geopolitical and
geo-economic spheres. The most glaring, recent case, is

Huawei’s.
Yet Mafiosi Moro/Dallagnol’s “malign behavior” (to invoke
Pentagonese) reached a perverse new level in destroying the
national economy of a powerful emerging nation, a BRICS
member and acknowledged leader across the Global South.
Car Wash ravaged the chain of energy production in Brazil,
which in turn generated the sale – below market prizes – of
plenty of valuable pre-salt oil reserves, the biggest oil
discovery of the 21stcentury.
Car

Wash

destroyed

Brazilian

national

champions

in

engineering and civil construction as well as aeronautics
(as in Boeing buying Embraer). And Car Wash fatally
compromised important national security projects such as the
construction of nuclear submarines,
essential for the protection of the “Blue Amazon”.
For the Council of Americas – which Bolsonaro visited back
in 2017 – as well as the Council on Foreign Relations—not to
mention the “foreign investors”–to have neoliberal Chicago
boy Paulo Guedes installed as finance minister was a wet
dream. Guedes promised on the record to virtually put all of
Brazil for sale. So far, his stint has been an unmitigated
failure.
How to Wag the Dog
Mafiosi Moro/Dallagnol were “only a pawn in their game,” to
quote Bob Dylan– a game both were oblivious to.
Lula has repeatedly stressed that the key question – for
Brazil and the Global South – is sovereignty. Under

Bolsonaro, Brazil has been reduced to the status of a banana
neo-colony – with plenty of bananas. Leonardo Attuch, editor
of the leading portal Brasil247, says “the plan was to
destroy Lula, but what was destroyed was the nation.”
As it stands, the BRICS – a very dirty word in the Beltway –
have lost their “B”. As much as they may treasure Brazil in
Beijing and Moscow, what is delivering for the moment is the
“RC” strategic partnership, although Putin and Xi are also
doing their best to revive “RIC”, trying to show India’s
Modi that Eurasian integration is the way to go, not playing
a

supporting

role

in

Washington’s

fuzzy

Indo-Pacific

strategy.
And that brings us to the heart of the Brazilgate matter:
how Brazil is the coveted prize in the master strategic
narrative that conditions everything happening in the
geopolitical chessboard for the foreseeable future—the noholds-barred confrontation between the U.S. and RussiaChina.
Already in the Obama era, the U.S. Deep State had identified
that to cripple BRICS from the inside, the “weak” strategic
node was Brazil. And yes; once again it’s the oil, stupid.
Brazil’s pre-salt oil reserves may be worth as much as a
staggering $30 trillion. The point is not only that the USG
wants a piece of the action; the point is how controlling
most of Brazil’s oil ties up with interfering with powerful
agribusiness interests. For the Deep State, control of
Brazil’s

oil

flow

to

agribusiness

equals

containment/leverage against China.
The U.S., Brazil and Argentina, together, produce 82 percent

of the world’s soybeans – and counting. China craves
soybeans. These won’t come from Russia or Iran – which on
the other hand may supply China with enough oil and natural
gas (see, for instance, Power of Siberia I and II). Iran,
after all, is one of the pillars of Eurasian integration.
Russia may eventually become a soybean export power, but
that may take as long as ten years.
The Brazilian military knows that close relations with China
– their top trade partner, ahead of the U.S. — are
essential, whatever Steve Bannon may rant about. But Russia
is a completely different story. Vice-President Hamilton
Mourao, in his recent visit to Beijing, where he met with Xi
Jinping, sounded like he was reading from a Pentagon press
release, telling Brazilian media that Russia is a “malign
actor” deploying “hybrid war around the world.”
So the U.S. Deep State may be accomplishing at least part of
the

ultimate

goal:

to

use

Brazil

in

its

Divide

et

Impera strategy of splitting the Russia-China strategic
partnership.
It gets much spicier. Car Wash reconditioned as Leak Wash
could also be decoded as a massive shadow play; a wag the
dog, with the tail composed of two American assets.
Moro was a certified FBI, CIA, DoJ, Deep State asset. His
uber-boss

would

ultimately

be

Robert

Mueller

(thus

Russiagate). Yet for Team Trump, he would be easily
expendable – even if he’s Captain Justice working under the
real asset, Bannon boy Bolsonaro. If he falls, Moro would be
assured the requisite golden parachute – complete with U.S.
residency and talks in American universities.

The Intercept’s Greenwald is now celebrated by all strands
of the Left as a sort of American/Brazilian Simon Bolivar on
steroids – with and in may cases without any irony. Yet
there’s a huge problem. The Intercept is owned by hardcore
information-war practitioner Pierre Omidyar.
Whose Hybrid War?
The crucial question ahead is what the Brazilian military
are really up to in this epic swamp – and how deep they are
subordinated to Washington’s Divide et Impera.
It revolves around the all-powerful Cabinet of Institutional
Security, known in Brazil by its acronym GSI. GSI stalwarts
are

all

Washington

consensus.

After

the

“communist”

Lula/Dilma years, these guys are now consolidating a
Brazilian Deep State overseeing full spectrum political
control, just like in the U.S..
GSI already controls the whole intel apparatus, as well as
Foreign Policy and Defense, via a decree surreptitiously
released in early June, only a few days before The
Intercept’s bombshell. Even Captain Marvel Moro is subjected
to the GSI; they must approve, for instance, everything Moro
discusses with the DoJ and the U.S. Deep State.
As I’ve discussed with some of my top informed Brazilian
interlocutors, crack anthropologist Piero Leirner, who knows
in

detail

how

the

military

think,

and

Swiss-based

international lawyer and UN adviser Romulus Maya, the U.S.
Deep Stateseems to be positioning itself as the spawning
mechanism for the direct ascension of the Brazilian military
to power, as well as their guarantors. As in, if you don’t
follow our script to the letter – basic trade relations only

with China; and isolation of Russia – we can swing the
pendulum anytime.
After all, the only practical role the USG would see for the
Brazilian military – in fact for all Latin America military
– is as “war on drugs” shock troops.
There is no smoking gun – yet. But the scenario of Leak Wash
as part of an extremely sophisticated, full spectrum
dominance psyops, an advanced stage of Hybrid War, must be
seriously considered.
For instance, the extreme-right, as well as powerful
military sectors and the Globo media empire suddenly started
spinning

that

The

Intercept

bombshell

is

a

“Russian

conspiracy.”
When one follows the premier military think tank website–
featuring loads of stuff virtually copy and pasted straight
from the U.S. Naval War College – it’s easy to be startled
at how they fervently believe in a Russia-China Hybrid War
against Brazil, where the beachhead is provided by “antinational elements” such as the Left as a whole, Venezuelan
Bolivarians, FARC, Hezbollah, LGBT, indigenous peoples, you
name it.
After Leak Wash, a concerted fake news blitzkrieg blamed the
Telegram app (“they are evil Russians!”) for hacking Moro
and Dallagnol’s phones. Telegram officially debunked it in
no time.
Then it surfaced that former president Dilma Rousseff and
the current Workers’ Party president Gleisi Hoffmann paid a
“secret” visit to Moscow only five days before the Leak Wash

bombshell. I confirmed the visit with the Duma, as well as
the fact that for the Kremlin, Brazil, at least for the
moment, is not a priority. Eurasian integration is. That in
itself debunks what the extreme-right in Brazil would spin
as Dilma asking for Putin’s help, who then released his evil
hackers.
Leak Wash – Car Wash’s season two – may be following the
Netflix and HBO pattern. Remember that season three of True
Detective was an absolute smash. We need Mahershala Aliworthy trackers to sniff out patches of evidence suggesting
the Brazilian military – with the full support of the U.S.
Deep State – might be instrumentalizing a mix of Leak Wash
and “the Russians” Hybrid War to criminalize the Left for
good and orchestrate a silent coup to get rid of the
Bolsonaro clan and their sub-zoology collective IQ. They
want total control – no clownish intermediaries. Will they
be biting more bananas than they can chew?
Pepe Escobar, a veteran Brazilian journalist, is the
correspondent-at-large for Hong Kong-based Asia Times. His
latest book is “2030.” Follow him on Facebook.

PEPE ESCOBAR: The Unipolar Moment is
Over
The Russia-China strategic partnership, consolidated last
week in Russia, has thrown U.S. elites into Supreme Paranoia
mode, which is holding the whole world hostage.
By Pepe Escobar

Special to Consortium News

Something

extraordinary began with a short walk

in St. Petersburg last Friday.

After a stroll, they took a boat on the Neva River, visited
the legendary Aurora cruiser, and dropped in to examine the
Renaissance masterpieces at the Hermitage. Cool, calm,
collected, all the while it felt like they were mapping the
ins and outs of a new, emerging, multipolar world.
Chinese President Xi Jinping was the guest of honor of
Russian President Vladimir Putin. It was Xi’s eighth trip to
Russia since 2013, when he announced the New Silk Roads, or
Belt and Road Initiative (BRI).
First they met in Moscow, signing multiple deals. The most
important is a bombshell: a commitment to develop bilateral
trade and cross-border payments using the ruble and the
yuan, bypassing the U.S. dollar.
Then Xi visited the St. Petersburg International Economic
Forum

(SPIEF),

Russia’s

premier

business

gathering,

absolutely essential for anyone to understand the hypercomplex mechanisms inherent in the construction of Eurasian
integration.

I

addressed

some

of

SPIEF’s

foremost

discussions and round tables here.
In Moscow, Putin and Xi signed two joint statements – whose
key concepts, crucially, are “comprehensive partnership”,
“strategic interaction” and “global strategic stability.”
In his St. Petersburg speech, Xi outlined the “comprehensive

strategic partnership”. He stressed that China and Russia
were both committed to green, low carbon sustainable
development. He linked the expansion of BRI as “consistent
with the UN agenda of sustainable development” and praised
the interconnection of BRI projects with the Eurasia
Economic Union (EAEU). He emphasized how all that was
consistent

with

Putin’s

idea

of

a

Great

Eurasian

Partnership. He praised the “synergetic effect” of BRI
linked to South-South cooperation.
And

crucially,

Xi

stressed

that

China

“won’t

seek

development to the expense of environment”; China “will
implement the Paris climate agreement”; and China is “ready
to share 5G technology with all partners” on the way towards
a pivotal change in the model of economic growth.
So what about Cold War 2.0?
It was obvious this was slowly brewing for the past five to
six years. Now the deal is in the open. The Russia-China
comprehensive strategic partnership is thriving; not as an
allied treaty, but as a consistent road map towards Eurasia
integration and the consolidation of the multipolar world.
Unipolarism – via its demonization matrix – had first
accelerated Russia’s pivot to Asia. Now, the U.S.-driven
trade war has facilitated the consolidation of Russia as
China’s top strategic partner.
Russia’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs better get ready to
dismiss virtually everyday statementscoming, for instance,
from the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Gen. Joseph
Dunford, when he alleges that Moscow aims to use nonstrategic nuclear weapons in the European theater. It’s part

of a non-stop process – now in high gear – of manufacturing
hysteria by frightening NATO allies with the Russian
“threat.”
Moscow better get ready to dodge and counteract reams of
reports such as the latest from the RAND corporation, which
outlines – what else? – Cold War 2.0 against Russia.
In 2014, Russia did not react to sanctions imposed by
Washington. Then, it would have sufficed to merely brandish
the threat of default on $700 billion in external debt. That
would have killed the sanctions.
Now, there’s ample debate inside Russian intelligence
circles on what to do in case Moscow faces the prospect of
being cut off the CHIPS-SWIFT financial clearing system.
With few illusions about what may pass at the G20 in Osaka
later this month, in terms of a breakthrough in U.S.-Russia
relations, intel sources told me Rosneft’s CEO Igor Sechin
is prepared to send a more “realistic” message— if push
eventually comes to shove.
His message to the EU, in this case, would be to cut them
off, and link with China for good. That way, Russian oil
would be completely redirected from the EU to China, making
the EU completely dependent on the Strait of Hormuz.
Beijing for its part seems to have finally absorbed that the
current Trump administration offensive is not a mere trade
war, but a full fledged attack on its economic miracle,
including a concerted drive to cut China off from large
swathes of the world economy.
The war on Huawei – the Rosebud of China’s 5G supremacy –

has been identified as an attack on the dragon’s head. The
attack on Huawei means an attack not only on tech, mega-hub
Shenzhen, but the whole Pearl River Delta: a $3 trillion
yuan ecosystem, which supplies the nuts and bolts of the
Chinese supply chain for high-tech manufacturers.
Enter the Golden Ring
Neither China’s technological rise, nor Russia’s unmatched
hypersonic

know-how

have

caused

America’s

structural

malaise. If there are answers they should come from the
Exceptionalist elites.
The problem for the U.S. is the emergence of a formidable
peer competitor in Eurasia – and worse still, a strategic
partnership. It has thrown these elites into Supreme
Paranoia mode, which is holding the whole world hostage.
By contrast, the concept of the Golden Ring of Multipolar
Great Powers has been floated, by which Turkey, Iraq, Iran,
Pakistan, Russia and China might provide a “stability belt”
along the South Asia Rimland.
I have discussed variations of this idea with Russian,
Iranian, Pakistani and Turkish analysts – but it sounds like
wishful thinking. Admittedly all these nations would welcome
establishing the Golden Ring; but no one knows which way
Modi’s India would lean – intoxicated as it is with dreams
of Big Power status as the crux of America’s “Indo-Pacific”
concoction.
It might be more realistic to assume that if Washington does
not go to war with Iran – because Pentagon gaming has
established this would be a nightmare – all options are on

the table ranging from the South China Sea to the larger
Indo-Pacific.
The Deep State will not flinch to unleash concentric havoc
on the periphery of both Russia and China and then try to
advance to destabilize the heartland from the inside. The
Russia-China strategic partnership has generated a sore
wound: it hurts – so bad – to be a Eurasia outsider.
Pepe Escobar, a veteran Brazilian journalist, is the
correspondent-at-large for Hong Kong-based Asia Times. His
latest book is “2030.” Follow him on Facebook.

The Navy’s War Versus Bolton’s War
Michael T. Klare says the Pentagon is spoiling for a fight,
but with China, not Iran.
By Michael T. Klare
TomDispatch.com

T he

recent White House decision to speed the

deployment of an aircraft carrier battle group
and other military assets to the Persian Gulf has
led many in Washington and elsewhere to assume
that the U.S. is gearing up for war with Iran. As in the
lead-up to the 2003 invasion of Iraq, U.S. officials have
cited suspect intelligence data to justify elaborate war
preparations. On May 13, acting Secretary of Defense Patrick
Shanahan presented top White House officials with plans to
send as many as 120,000 troops to the Middle East for

possible future combat with Iran and its proxies. Later
reports indicated that the Pentagon might be making plans to
send even more soldiers than that.
Hawks in the White House, led by National Security Advisor
John Bolton, see a war aimed at eliminating Iran’s clerical
leadership as a potentially big win for Washington. Many top
officials in the U.S. military, however, see the matter
quite differently — as potentially a giant step backward
into exactly the kind of low-tech ground war they’ve been
unsuccessfully enmeshed in across the Greater Middle East
and northern Africa for years and would prefer to leave
behind.
Make no mistake: if President Donald Trump ordered the U.S.
military to attack Iran, it would do so and, were that to
happen, there can be little doubt about the ultimate
negative outcome for Iran. Its moth-eaten military machine
is simply no match for the American one. Almost 18 years
after Washington’s war on terror was launched, however,
there can be little doubt that any U.S. assault on Iran
would also stir up yet more chaos across the region,
displace more people, create more refugees, and leave behind
more dead civilians, more ruined cities and infrastructure,
and more angry souls ready to join the next terror group to
pop up. It would surely lead to another quagmire set of
ongoing conflicts for American soldiers. Think: Iraq and
Afghanistan, exactly the type of no-win scenarios that many
top Pentagon officials now seek to flee. But don’t chalk
such feelings up only to a reluctance to get bogged down in
yet one more war-on-terror quagmire. These days, the
Pentagon is also increasingly obsessed with preparations for

another type of war in another locale entirely: a highintensity conflict with China, possibly in the South China
Sea.
After years of slogging it out with guerrillas and jihadists
across the Greater Middle East, the U.S. military is
increasingly keen on preparing to combat “peer” competitors
China and Russia, countries that pose what’s called a
“multi-domain” challenge to the United States. This new
outlook is only bolstered by a belief that America’s neverending war on terror has severely depleted its military,
something obvious to both Chinese and Russian leaders who
have taken advantage of Washington’s extended preoccupation
with counterterrorism to modernize their forces and equip
them with advanced weaponry.
For the United States to remain a paramount power — so
Pentagon thinking now goes — it must turn away from
counterterrorism

and

focus

instead

on

developing

the

wherewithal to decisively defeat its great-power rivals.
This outlook was made crystal clear by then-Secretary of
Defense Jim Mattis in testimony before the Senate Armed
Services Committee in April 2018. “The negative impact on
military readiness resulting from the longest continuous
period of combat in our nation’s history [has] created an
overstretched and under-resourced military,” he insisted.
Our rivals, he added, used those same years to invest in
military capabilities meant to significantly erode America’s
advantage in advanced technology. China, he assured the
senators, is “modernizing its conventional military forces
to a degree that will challenge U.S. military superiority.”
In response, the United States had but one choice: to

reorient its own forces for great-power competition. “Longterm strategic competition — not terrorism — is now the
primary focus of U.S. national security.”
This

outlook

was,

in

fact,

already

enshrined

in

the “National Defense Strategy of the United States of
America,” the Pentagon’s overarching blueprint governing all
aspects of military planning. Its $750 billion budget
proposal for fiscal year 2020, unveiled on March 12, was
said to be fully aligned with this approach. “The operations
and capabilities supported by this budget will strongly
position the U.S. military for great-power competition for
decades

to

come,”

acting

Secretary

of

Defense

Shanahan said at the time.
In fact, in that budget proposal, the Pentagon made sharp
distinctions between the types of wars it sought to leave
behind and those it sees in its future.
“Deterring or defeating great-power aggression is a
fundamentally

different

challenge

than

the

regional

conflicts involving rogue states and violent extremist
organizations we faced over the last 25 years,” it noted.
“The FY 2020 Budget is a major milestone in meeting this
challenge,” by financing the more capable force America
needs “to compete, deter, and win in any high-end
potential fight of the future.”
Girding for ‘High-End’ Combat
If such a high-intensity war were to break out, Pentagon
leaders

suggest,

it

would

be

likely

to

take

place

simultaneously in every domain of combat — air, sea, ground,

space, and cyberspace — and would feature the widespread
utilization of emerging technologies, such as artificial
intelligence (AI), robotics, and cyberwarfare. To prepare
for

such

multi-domain

engagements,

the

2020

budget includes $58 billion for advanced aircraft, $35
billion for new warships — the biggest shipbuilding request
in more than 20 years — along with $14 billion for space
systems, $10 billion for cyberwar, $4.6 billion for AI and
autonomous systems, and $2.6 billion for hypersonic weapons.
You can safely assume, moreover, that each of those amounts
will be increased in the years to come.
Planning for such a future, Pentagon officials envision
clashes first erupting on the peripheries of China and/or
Russia, only to later extend to their heartland expanses
(but not, of course, America’s). As those countries already
possess robust defensive capabilities, any conflict would
undoubtedly quickly involve the use of front-line air and
naval forces to breach their defensive systems —which means
the acquisition and deployment of advanced stealth aircraft,
autonomous weapons, hypersonic cruise missiles, and other
sophisticated weaponry. In Pentagon-speak, these are called
anti-access/area-defense (A2/AD) systems.
As it proceeds down this path, the Department of Defense is
already considering future war scenarios. A clash with
Russian forces in the Baltic region of the former Soviet
Union is, for instance, considered a distinct possibility.
So

the

U.S.

and

allied

NATO

countries

have

been bolstering their forces in that very region and seeking
weaponry suitable for attacks on Russian defenses along that
country’s western border.

Still, the Pentagon’s main focus is a rising China, the
power believed to pose the greatest threat to America’s
long-term

strategic

interests.

“China’s

historically

unprecedented economic development has enabled an impressive
military buildup that could soon challenge the U.S. across
almost all domains,” Admiral Harry Harris Jr., commander of
the U.S. Pacific Command (USPACOM) and now the U.S.
ambassador to South Korea, typically testified in March
2018. “China’s ongoing military modernization is a core
element of China’s stated strategy to supplant the U.S. as
the security partner of choice for countries in the IndoPacific.”
As Harris made clear, any conflict with China would probably
first erupt in the waters off its eastern coastline and
would involve an intense U.S. drive to destroy China’s A2/AD
capabilities,

rendering

that

country’s

vast

interior

essentially defenseless. Harris’s successor, Admiral Philip
Davidson, as commander of what is now known as the U.S.
Indo-Pacific Command, or USINDOPACOM, described such a
scenario this way in testimony before Congress in February
2019:

“Our

adversaries

are

fielding

advanced

anti-

access/area denial (A2/AD) systems, advanced aircraft,
ships, space, and cyber capabilities that threaten the U.S.
ability to project power and influence into the region.” To
overcome such capabilities, he added, the U.S. must develop
and deploy an array of attack systems for “long-range
strike[s]” along with “advanced missile defense systems
capable of detecting, tracking, and engaging advanced air,
cruise,

ballistic,

azimuths.”

and

hypersonic

threats

from

all

If you read through the testimony of both commanders, you’ll
soon grasp one thing: that the U.S. military — or at least
the Navy and Air Force — are focused on a future war-scape
in which American forces are no longer focused on terrorism
or

the

Middle

East,

but

on

employing

their

most

sophisticated weaponry to overpower the modernized forces of
China (or Russia) in a relatively brief spasm of violence,
lasting just days or weeks. These would be wars in which the
mastery of technology, not counterinsurgency or nation
building, would — so, at least, top military officials
believe — prove the decisive factor.
The Pentagon’s Preferred Battleground
Such Pentagon scenarios essentially assume that a conflict
with China would initially erupt in the waters of the South
China Sea or in the East China Sea near Japan and Taiwan.
U.S. strategists have considered these two maritime areas
America’s “first line of defense” in the Pacific since
Admiral George Dewey defeated the Spanish fleet in 1898 and
the U.S. seized the Philippines. Today, USINDOPACOM remains
the most powerful force in the region with major bases in
Japan, Okinawa, and South Korea. China, however, has visibly
been working to erode American regional dominance somewhat
by modernizing its navy and installing along its coastlines
short- and medium-range ballistic missiles, presumably aimed
at those U.S. bases.
By far its most obvious threat to U.S. dominance in the
region, however, has been its occupation and militarization
of tiny islands in the South China Sea, a busy maritime
thoroughfare bounded by China and Vietnam on one side,
Indonesia and the Philippines on the other. In recent years,

the Chinese have used sand dredged from the ocean bottom to
expand some of those islets, then setting up military
facilities on them, including airstrips, radar systems, and
communications

gear.

In

2015,

China’s

President

Xi

Jinping promised President Barack Obama that his country
wouldn’t

take

such

action,

but

satellite

imagery

clearly shows that it has done so. While not yet heavily
fortified, those islets provide Beijing with a platform from
which to potentially foil U.S. efforts to further project
its power in the region.
“These bases appear to be forward military outposts, built
for the military, garrisoned by military forces, and
designed to project Chinese military power and capability
across the breadth of China’s disputed South China Sea
claims,” Admiral Harris testified in 2018. “China has built
a massive infrastructure specifically — and solely — to
support advanced military capabilities that can deploy to
the bases on short notice.”
To be clear, U.S. officials have never declared that the
Chinese must vacate those islets or even remove their
military facilities from them. However, for some time now,
they’ve been making obvious their displeasure over the
buildup in the South China Sea. In May 2018, for instance,
Secretary of Defense Mattis disinvited the Chinese navy from
the biennial “Rim of the Pacific” exercises, the world’s
largest multinational naval maneuvers, saying that “there
are consequences” for that country’s failure to abide by
Xi’s 2015 promise to Obama. “That’s a relatively small
consequence,” he added. “I believe there are much larger
consequences in the future.”

What those consequences might be, Mattis never said. But
there is no doubt that the U.S. military has given careful
thought to a possible clash in those waters and has
contingency plans in place to attack and destroy all the
Chinese facilities there. American warships regularly sail
provocatively within a few miles of those militarized
islands

in

what

are

termed

“freedom

of

navigation

operations,” or FRONOPS, while U.S. air and naval forces
periodically conduct large-scale military exercises in the
region. Such activities are, of course, closely monitored by
the Chinese. Sometimes, they even attempt to impede FRONOPS
operations, leading more than once to near-collisions. In
May 2018, Admiral Davidson caused consternation at the
Pentagon by declaring, “China is now capable of controlling
the South China Sea in all scenarios short of war with the
United States” — a comment presumably intended as a wake-up
call, but also hinting at the kinds of conflicts U.S.
strategists foresee arising in the future.
‘Showing the Flag’
The U.S. Navy sends a missile-armed destroyer close to one
of those Chinese-occupied islands just about every few
weeks. It’s what the U.S. high command likes to call
“showing the flag” or demonstrating America’s resolve to
remain a dominant power in that distant region (though were
the Chinese to do something similar off the U.S. West Coast
it would be considered the scandal of the century and a
provocation beyond compare). Just about every time it
happens, the Chinese authorities warn off those ships or
send out their own vessels to shadow and harass them.
On May 6, for example, the U.S. Navy sent two of its guided-

missile destroyers, the USS Preble and the USS Chung Hoon,
on a FRONOPS mission near some of those islands, provoking a
fierce complaint from Chinese officials. This deadly game of
chicken could, of course, go on for years without shots
being fired or a major crisis erupting. The odds of avoiding
such an incident are bound to drop over time, especially as,
in the age of Trump, U.S.-China tensions over other matters
— including trade, technology, and human rights — continue
to grow. American military leaders have clearly been
strategizing about the possibility of a conflict erupting in
this area for some time and, if Admiral Davidson’s remark is
any indication, would respond to such a possibility with
considerably more relish than most of them do to a possible
war with Iran.
Yes, they view Iran as a menace in the Middle East and no
doubt would like to see the demise of that country’s
clerical regime. Yes, some Army commanders like General
Kenneth McKenzie, head of the U.S. Central Command, still
show a certain John Bolton-style relish for such a conflict.
But Iran today — weakened by years of isolation and trade
sanctions — poses no unmanageable threat to America’s core
strategic interests and, thanks in part to the nuclear deal
negotiated by the Obama administration, possesses no nuclear
weapons. Still, can there be any doubt that a war with Iran
would turn into a messy quagmire, as in Iraq after the
invasion of 2003, with guerrilla uprisings, increased
terrorism, and widespread chaos spreading through the region
— exactly the kind of “forever wars” much of the U.S.
military (unlike John Bolton) would prefer to leave behind?
How this will all play out obviously can’t be foreseen, but

if the U.S. does not go to war with Iran, Pentagon
reluctance may play a significant role in that decision.
This does not mean, however, that Americans would be free of
the prospect of major bloodshed in the future. The very next
U.S. naval patrol in the South China Sea, or the one after
that, could provide the spark for a major blowup of a very
different kind against a far more powerful — and nucleararmed — adversary. What could possibly go wrong?
Michael T. Klare, a TomDispatch regular, is the five-college
professor emeritus of peace and world security studies at
Hampshire College and a senior visiting fellow at the Arms
Control Association. His most recent book is “The Race for
What’s Left.” His next book, “All Hell Breaking Loose: Why
the Pentagon Sees Climate Change as a Threat to American
National Security,” will be published later this year.
This article is from TomDispatch.com.

Congress Angered by ‘Escalated’
Ballistic Missile Program Amid Concern
of a Saudi Nuke
Rather than preventing ballistic missile proliferation in
the region, the U.S. seems more intent on seeing Saudi
Arabia strengthen its military muscle against Iran, explains
Giorgio Cafiero.
By Giorgio Cafiero
Special to Consortium News

T he

U.S. has obtained intelligence that the

Kingdom of Saudi Arabia “significantly escalated”
its ballistic missile program with Chinese help,
CNN reported on Wednesday. Beijing has enabled
the Saudis to expand their missile infrastructure and
technology at a time of escalating tension in the Persian
Gulf, CNN said, with both the Saudis and Iranians perceiving
a growing threat from each other.
The previously unreported classified intelligence has led
U.S. lawmakers to express concern about undermining decadesold efforts to limit the proliferation of missiles in the
Middle East.
The CNN report cited two former senior U.S. intelligence
officials who said it is “likely” that President Trump
received this intelligence in a Presidential Daily Briefing,
given the close monitoring of ballistic missile developments

and flows of material worldwide by U.S. intelligence.

Yet the Senate Foreign Relations Committee only acquired
this intelligence from a committee staff member who learned
about the ballistic missile activity in Saudi Arabia from a
“foreign counterpart” while on “an unrelated trip to the
Middle East.”
The news increased anger in Washington about a perceived
lack of congressional oversight on foreign policy matters in
the Trump era.
Senate Foreign Relations Committee Ranking Member Bob
Menendez, (D-NJ)

reprimanded Secretary of State Mike Pompeo

and blamed the administration for its “unacceptable” failure
to initially provide the committee with the classified

information. Menendez declared that the State Department
must “do a better job of engaging with us.”
Such

outcry

comes

against

the

backdrop

of

mounting

bipartisan criticism over the administration’s support for
the Saudi/Emirati-led campaign in Yemen and the cover that
Trump provided Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman (MbS)
following the CIA’s conclusion that he ordered Jamal
Khashoggi’s killing.
Most recently, the administration’s decision to sell

$8.1

billion in arms to Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates
(UAE), while overriding congressional opposition by citing a
national security emergency, highlighted how Saudi-related
issues are creating partisan flashpoints between lawmakers,
and conflict between Congress and the White House.
The Trump administration likely avoided disclosing the
intelligence because of its tacit approval of the Kingdom’s
ballistic missile activity. Based on the logic that if Saudi
Arabia strengthens militarily Iran will come under greater
pressure, the Trump administration may view China providing
ballistic missile technology to the Saudis as a positive.
The 1987 Missile Technology Control Regime restricts the
U.S. and other countries from providing Saudi Arabia with
such technology. Notably, China is not a party to this
multi-country pact.
Next Step: A Nuclear Warhead?
News of this recent intelligence must also be read within
the context of U.S. -Saudi nuclear cooperation, which is
another Saudi-related flashpoint pitting lawmakers against
the White House. Members of Congress have been accusing the

administration of recklessly authorizing U.S. firms to
provide sensitive nuclear power information to Riyadh, and
in an insufficiently transparent manner in the aftermath of
Khashoggi’s killing.
Some analysts worry that such information transfers could
help the Kingdom develop a nuclear weapon at a later point
if the Saudi government makes that decision.
Saudi Arabia’s ballistic missile production thus raises
important questions about a potential nuclear arms race in
the Middle East. As MbS articulated in March 2018, Saudi
Arabia will develop nuclear weapons if Iran pursues that
path.
China’s Foreign Ministry responded defensively, maintaining that
such cooperation between “comprehensive strategic partners” is no
violation of international law, nor a threat to efforts to thwart
the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. Not everyone
was soothed by Beijing’s words.
There are concerns that the technology that China has provided
Saudi Arabia could enable the Kingdom to possess ballistic missiles
capable of carrying nuclear warheads in the future if the Saudis
become a nuclear weapons state.

Such a move would indicate Riyadh’s declining trust in
Washington’s ability and willingness to continue serving as
Saudi Arabia’s security guarantor. Apparently, Saudi Arabia
believes it most prudent to hedge against a perceived
Iranian threat by investing in the missile program with help
from Beijing. It is not clear, of course, what the Saudi
end-game is.
With

the

U.S.

no

longer

a

signatory

to

the

Joint

Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) and Iran in reaction
scaling back on its commitments under the nuclear accord,
there are sharp increases in tensions between the U.S. ,
Saudi Arabia, and the UAE on one side and Iran on the other.
Concerns about a potential nuclear arms race in the Middle
East are valid.
To prevent such an escalation, the U.S. and China could use
their leverage to pressure Riyadh and Tehran to hold talks
and engage directly in bilateral discussions. It appears
instead that China is keener to exploit the lack of Saudi
trust in the U.S. and Riyadh’s perceptions of a rising
Iranian threat to capitalize on a new client, while making
Beijing of greater strategic value to the Kingdom.
Rather than preventing ballistic missile proliferation in
the Middle East, the Trump administration meanwhile seems
more interested in seeing Saudi Arabia strengthen its
military muscle as Tehran refuses to capitulate to U.S.
demands under “maximum pressure.”
Giorgio Cafiero (@GiorgioCafiero) is the CEO of Gulf State
Analytics

(@GulfStateAnalyt),

a

Washington-based

geopolitical risk consultancy.

PATRICK LAWRENCE: The US-China
Decoupling

The long, dense economic relationship appears to have passed
its peak, writes Patrick Lawrence.
By Patrick Lawrence
Special to Consortium News

President

Donald Trump’s trade war with China is

swiftly taking a decisive turn for the worse.

Step by step, each measure prompting retaliation, a spat so
far limited to tariff increases, now threatens to transform
the bilateral relationship into one of managed hostility
extending well beyond economic issues. Should Washington and
Beijing define each other as adversaries, as they now appear
poised to do, the consequences in terms of global stability
and the balance of power in the Pacific are nearly
incalculable.
The trade dispute continues to sharpen. Later this week
Beijing is scheduled to raise tariffs already in place on
$60 billion worth of American exports — the latest in a
running series of escalations Washington set in motion
nearly a year ago. Two weeks later the U.S., having
increased tariffs on $200 billion worth of Chinese products
earlier this month, is to consider imposing levies on an
additional $325 billion worth of imports from the mainland.
The fallout from these mutually imposed taxes on trade will
be considerable all by itself. Global supply chains will
inevitably be disrupted — a potential threat to worldwide
economic stability. U.S. importers are expected to start
shifting purchases away from China in favor of alternative

suppliers with lower cost structures. American investors are
likely to reconsider the mainland as a production platform,
in many cases diverting investment dollars elsewhere.
For its part, China is already rotating its gaze westward
toward the Middle East and Europe. As if to underscore the
point, the East Hope Group, a large Chinese manufacturer,
announced late last week that it plans to invest $10 billion
in Abu Dhabi’s industrial sector. Beijing is already drawing
Western Europe into its trillion-dollar Belt and Road
Initiative. In time, Europe could begin to replace the U.S.
as a source of the foreign investment capital China needs.
Decoupling
In

the

financial

markets,

this

process

is

termed

“decoupling.” The long, dense economic relationship between
the U.S. and China, the reasoning runs, appears to have
passed its peak.
With bilateral trade talks stalled, both sides have begun to
indicate — directly or by inference — that they are now
prepared to draw blood. Once the long-term damage begins, as
appears increasingly likely, it is difficult to see how
there will be any turning back from it.
Two weeks ago, the White House issued an executive order
barring purchases of telecommunications equipment from any
foreign company deemed to pose a threat to U.S. national
security. It also requires American companies to obtain
licenses before exporting U.S. telecoms technology to such
firms. While an administration official described the order
as “company and country agnostic,” it is all but explicitly
intended to damage the global position of Huawei, the highly

competitive Chinese company that is a leader in cellular
telephone sales and 5G telecommunications networks.
Huawei has long been in Washington’s sights. Chief among the
allegations against it, the company is accused of providing
China with a “back door” into its telecoms networks, so
allowing

Beijing

to

spy

on

any

entity

using

Huawei

equipment. The U.S. has never provided evidence of this, and
both

Huawei

and

Beijing

vigorously

deny

any

such

arrangement. The only known back door into Huawei systems
was created by the National Security Agency, which hacked
its servers at some point between 2010 and 2012; this was
revealed in the documents Edward Snowden made public in
mid–2013. In effect, the U.S. accuses China of doing what it
has already done.
“When it comes to policy caprice motivated by paranoia and
Deep State lies, the attack on Huawei is in a class all by
itself,” David Stockman, the former White House budget
director, wrote on his blog earlier this month. “The whole
case has been confected by Washington-domiciled economic
nationalists

who

think

prosperity

stems

from

the

machinations of the state and that state-sponsored ‘national
champions’

are

essential

to

winning

the

race

for

global economic and technological dominance.”
Contradictory Narrative
There is little question that freezing Huawei out of the
U.S. market and depriving it of U.S.–made components will do
damage, in all likelihood lasting, to the company. The
Eurasia Group terms the administration’s executive order “a
grave escalation with China that at a minimum plunges the

prospect of continued trade negotiations into doubt.” But as
it has on other policy questions, the Trump administration
is tripping over its own contradictory narratives at this
point.
Last week the president suggested that the Huawei dispute
can be negotiated as part of a broader agreement on trade.
At the same time, Dan Coats, the director of national
intelligence, has been crisscrossing the country to warn
U.S. companies, universities, and other institutions of the
perils of doing business with China. Coats’s focus is on the
high-technology sector.
There are two lessons to draw from this spectacle. Trump’s
position on Huawei gives the game away: If the company is
truly a national security threat, it makes no sense to offer
it as a chip to be bargained in trade talks with Beijing.
Equally, Coats’s barnstorming tour is a clear indication
that the national security apparatus is actively seeking to
cast China as a strategic threat to the U.S. — as the
Pentagon declared it to be in a defense review earlier this
year.
Beijing has so far shown restraint in its responses, but
there are signs it is stiffening its spine. On Friday it
issued a draft of its own set of tighter regulations
governing potential cyber-security breaches. Xi Jinping had
earlier visited a rare-earth processing facility in Jiangxi
Province — a move read as the Chinese leader’s subtle
suggestion that Beijing may consider blocking exports of
minerals that are essential components in a variety of hightech devices.

Turning off the supply of rare earths is not the “nuclear
option” China may consider it, as there are alternative
suppliers. At the same time, the mainland accounts for
nearly three-quarters of world supplies. When it blocked
sales to Japan during a diplomatic dispute in 2010, prices
rose precipitously and there was mayhem among manufacturers
dependent on Chinese supplies.
Xi made a remark in Jiangxi that is not to be missed. “We
are now embarking on a new Long March,” he said, referencing
the famous retreat Mao led after Chinese Nationalists
defeated the Red Army in 1934. “And we must start all over
again.”
With formal talks lapsed for the time being, there is now no
shortage of signaling from either Washington or Beijing. But
Xi, China’s most assertive leader since the Great Helmsman,
appears to understand the moment as larger than mere
gestures. U.S.–China relations have entered a decisive
phase. America cannot win in a long-term confrontation with
China. Unless Washington opens to a more cooperative
partnership with Beijing — an unlikely prospect — this could
be the moment China begins to displace the U.S. as the
preeminent power in the western Pacific.
Patrick Lawrence, a correspondent abroad for many years,
chiefly

for

the

International

Herald

Tribune,

is

a

columnist, essayist, author, and lecturer. His most recent
book is “Time No Longer: Americans After the American
Century” (Yale). Follow him @thefloutist. His web site is
www.patricklawrence.us.
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PEPE ESCOBAR: The Eagle, the Bear and
the Dragon
The eagle has conveniently forgotten that the original,
Ancient Silk Road linked the dragon with the Roman empire
for centuries – with no interlopers outside of Eurasia,
muses Pepe Escobar.
By Pepe Escobar
Special to Consortium News
Once upon a time, deep into the night in selected
campfires across the deserts of Southwest Asia, I
used to tell a fable about the eagle, the bear
and the dragon – much to the amusement of my Arab
and Persian interlocutors.
It was about how, in the young 21stcentury, the eagle, the
bear and the dragon had taken their (furry) gloves off and
engaged in what turned out to be Cold War 2.0.
As we approach the end of the second decade of this already
incandescent century, perhaps it’s fruitful to upgrade the
fable. With all due respect to Jean de la Fontaine, excuse
me while I kiss the (desert) sky again.
Long gone are the days when a frustrated bear repeatedly
offered to cooperate with the eagle and its minions on a
burning question: nuclear missiles.

The

bear

repeatedly

argued

that

the

deployment

of

interceptor missiles and radars in that land of the blind
leading the blind – Europe – was a threat. The eagle
repeatedly argued that this is to protect us from those
rogue Persians.
Now the eagle – claiming the dragon is getting an easy ride
– has torn down every treaty in sight and is bent on
deploying nuclear missiles in selected eastern parts of the
land of the blind leading the blind, essentially targeting
the bear.
All That Glitters is Silk
Roughly two decades after what top bear Putin defined as
“the greatest geopolitical catastrophe of the 20thcentury”,
he proposed a form of USSR light; a political/economic body
called the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU).
The idea was to have the EAEU interact with the EU – the top
institution of the motley crew congregated as the blind
leading the blind.
The eagle not only rejected the possible integration; it
came up with a modified color revolution scenario to unplug
Ukraine from the EAEU.
Even earlier than that, the eagle had wanted to set up a New
Silk

Road

under

its

total

control.

The

eagle

had

conveniently forgotten that the original, Ancient Silk Road
linked the dragon with the Roman empire for centuries – with
no interlopers outside of Eurasia.
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So one can imagine the eagle’s stupor when the dragon
irrupted on the global stage with its own super-charged New
Silk Roads – upgrading the bear original idea of a free
trade area “from Lisbon to Vladivostok” to a multiconnectivity

corridor,

terrestrial

and

maritime,

from

eastern China to western Europe and everything in between,
spanning the whole of Eurasia.
Facing this new paradigm the blind, well, remained blind for
as long as anyone could remember; they simply could not get
their act together.
The eagle, meanwhile, was incrementally raising the stakes.
It launched what amounted for all practical purposes to a
progressively weaponized encirclement of the dragon.
The eagle made a series
of moves that amount to
inciting

nations

bordering

the

South

China Sea to antagonize
the

dragon,

while

repositioning an array
of

toys

–

submarines,

nuclear
aircraft

carriers, fighter jets –
closer and closer to the
dragon’s territory.

All the time, what the dragon saw – and continues to see –

is a battered eagle trying to muscle its way out of an
irreversible decline by trying to intimidate, isolate and
sabotage the dragon’s irreversible ascent back to where it
has been for 18 of the past 20 centuries; enthroned as the
king of the jungle.
A key vector is that Eurasia-wide players know that under
the new laws of the jungle the dragon simply can’t – and
won’t – be reduced to the status of a supporting actor. And
Eurasia-wide players are too smart to embark on a Cold War
2.0 that will undermine Eurasia itself.
The eagle’s reaction to the dragon’s New Silk strategy took
some time to swing from inaction to outright demonization –
complementing the joint description of both the dragon and
the bear as existential threats.
And yet, for all the spinning crossfire, Eurasia-wide
players are not exactly impressed anymore with an eagle
empire armed to its teeth. Especially after the eagle’s
crest was severely damaged by failure upon hunting failure
in Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya and Syria. Eagle aircraft
carriers patrolling the eastern part of Mare Nostrum are not
exactly scaring the bear, the Persians and the Syrians.
A “reset” between the eagle and the bear was always a myth.
It took some time – and much financial distress – for the
bear to realize there won’t be any reset, while the dragon
only saw a reset towards open confrontation.
After establishing itself, slowly but surely, as the most
advanced military power on the planet, with hypersonic knowhow, the bear came to a startling conclusion: we don’t care
anymore about what the eagle says – or does.

Under the Raging Volcano
Meanwhile, the dragon kept expanding, inexorably, across all
Asian latitudes as well as Africa, Latin America and even
across the unemployment-infested pastures of the austerityhit blind leading the blind.
The dragon is firmly assured that, if cornered to the point
of resorting to a nuclear option, it holds the power to make
the eagle’s staggering deficit explode, degrade its credit
rating to junk, and wreak havoc in the global financial
system.
No wonder the eagle, under an all-enveloping paranoid cloud
of cognitive dissonance, feeding state propaganda 24/7 to
its subjects and minions, keeps spewing out lava like a
raging volcano – dispensing sanctions to a great deal of the
planet, entertaining regime change wet dreams, launching a
total energy embargo against the Persians, resurrecting the
“war on terra”, and aiming to punishlike a Bat Out Of Intel
Hell any journalist, publisher or whistleblower revealing
its inner machinations.
It hurts, so bad, to admit that the political/economic
center of a new multipolar world will be Asia – actually
Eurasia.
As the eagle got more and more threatening, the bear and the
dragon got closer and closer in their strategic partnership.
Now both bear and dragon have too many strategic links
across the planet to be intimidated by the eagle’s massive
Empire of Bases or those periodic coalitions of the
(somewhat reluctant) willing.

To match comprehensive, in-progress Eurasia integration, of
which the New Silk Roads are the graphic symbol, the eagle’s
fury, unleashed, has nothing to offer – except rehashing a
war against Islam coupled with the weaponized cornering of
both bear and dragon.
Then there’s Persia – those master chess players. The eagle
has been gunning for the Persians ever since they got rid of
the eagle’s proconsul, the Shah, in 1979 – and this after
the

eagle

and

perfidious

Albion

had

already

smashed

democracy to place the Shah, who made Saddam look like
Gandhi, in power in 1953.
The eagle wants all that oil and natural gas back – not to
mention a new Shah as the new gendarme of the Persian Gulf.
The difference is now the bear and the dragon are saying No
Way. What is the eagle to do? Set up the false flag to end
all false flags?
This is where we stand now. And once again, we reach the end
– though not the endgame. There’s still no moral to this
revamped fable. We continue to suffer the slings and arrows
of outrageous fortune. Our only, slim hope is that a bunch
of Hollow Men obsessed by the Second Coming won’t turn Cold
War 2.0 into Armageddon.
Pepe Escobar, a veteran Brazilian journalist, is the
correspondent-at-large for Hong Kong-based Asia Times. His
latest book is “2030.” Follow him on Facebook.
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