4 GlobalResearch

Center for Research on Globalizaticn

Neoconservative Ideology in the Trump White
House. U.S. Military Power, Torture and the Defense
of Israel

By Timothy Alexander Guzman Region: USA
Global Research, April 02, 2018 Theme: Intelligence, Militarization and

WMD, US NATO War Agenda

One of the most influential neoconservatives in Washington is Robert Kagan, the husband
of Victoria Nuland who was the Assistant Secretary of State for European Affairs under the
Obama administration (and one of the architects of the Ukraine’s civil war) describes himself
as a “liberal interventionist” who has been a foreign policy adviser to both U.S. Republican
presidential candidates to the Democratic administrations. Kagan is also one of the co-
founders of the neoconservative think tank, Project for the New American Century, a senior
fellow at the Brookings Institution and a member of the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR)
who pushed for the war on Iraq described the International order as the “domination of one
vision over others” meaning that America must maintain and defend its imperial ideals:

International order is not an evolution; it is an imposition. It is the domination
of one vision over others- in this case, the domination of liberal principles of
economics, domestic politics, and international relations over other, nonliberal
principles. It will last only as long as those who imposed it retain the capacity
to defend it

Between the 1950’s and the 1960’s, a political movement known as Neo-conservatism was
born under the liberal hawks of the Democratic Party in the United States. The liberal hawks
or the neoconservatives (also known as the neocons) essentially disagreed with the
Democratic Party’s stance against the Vietham War and their domestic policies such as U.S.
President Lyndon B. Johnson’s Great Society by eliminating poverty and racial injustice (An
important note: LB] was a racist and was forced to adopt his Great Society programs due to
Martin Luther King Jr. and public pressures from the Civil Rights movement). During the
same time period between the 1950s and the early 1960s, the neoconservatives supported
Martin Luther King Jr. and the civil rights movement.

Then came the Vietham war where the liberal hawks called for military action to prevent the
Communists from taking power in Vietnam. The neocons were also proponents of the Cold
War and supporters of Israel’s illegal occupation of Palestine. The American New Left (many
endorsed Marxist-Leninist policies) including the civil rights movement, feminists and the
Black Power movement were opposed to any war and Israel’s policies towards the
Palestinians and of course they were labeled as anti-Semites by the neocons (many were
and still are Jewish-Americans). The neocons made their way to the Reagan administration
with Eliot Abrams and company with wars in Central America including Nicaragua and El
Salvador.
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The neocons were also in both the George H.W. Bush and the George W. Bush
administrations with Dick Cheney, Paul Wolfowitz, Richard Perle and others with the war on
Irag. However, to be clear, the neocons were not only influential in the Republican Party,
they were and still are influential with the Democratic Party as well. In an article written by
the late Robert Parry on March 15, 2017 titled ‘The Kagans are Back; Wars to Follow’ on how
the neocons made its way to the Obama Administration with his Assistant Secretary of State
for European Affairs, Victoria Nuland. Parry wrote:

The Kagan family, America’s neoconservative aristocracy, has reemerged
having recovered from the letdown over not gaining its expected influence
from the election of Hillary Clinton and from its loss of official power at the
start of the Trump presidency. Back pontificating on prominent op-ed pages,
the Family Kagan now is pushing for an expanded U.S. military invasion of
Syria and baiting Republicans for not joining more enthusiastically in the anti-
Russian witch hunt over Moscow'’s alleged help in electing Donald Trump.

In @ Washington Post op-ed on March 7, Robert Kagan, a co-founder of the
Project for the New American Century and a key architect of the Iraq War,
jabbed at Republicans for serving as “Russia’s accomplices after the fact” by
not investigating more aggressively. Then, Frederick Kagan, director of the
Critical Threats Project at the neocon American Enterprise Institute, and his
wife, Kimberly Kagan, president of her own think tank, Institute for the Study of
War, touted the idea of a bigger U.S. invasion of Syria in a Wall Street Journal
op-ed on March 15.

Yet, as much standing as the Kagans retain in Official Washington’s world of
think tanks and op-ed placements, they remain mostly outside the new Trump-
era power centers looking in, although they seem to have detected a door
being forced open. Still, a year ago, their prospects looked much brighter. They
could pick from a large field of neocon-oriented Republican presidential
contenders or - like Robert Kagan - they could support the establishment
Democratic candidate, Hillary Clinton, whose “liberal interventionism” matched
closely with neoconservatism, differing only slightly in the rationalizations used
for justifying wars and more wars.

There was also hope that a President Hillary Clinton would recognize how
sympatico the liberal hawks and the neocons were by promoting Robert
Kagan’s neocon wife, Victoria Nuland, from Assistant Secretary of State for
European Affairs to Secretary of State. Then, there would have been a powerful
momentum for both increasing the U.S. military intervention in Syria and
escalating the New Cold War with Russia, putting “regime change” back on the
agenda for those two countries. So, early last year, the possibilities seemed
endless for the Family Kagan to flex their muscles and make lots of money
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Now, in 2018, the Trump White House is increasingly becoming a neocon enclave of
psychos and lunatics who want a war on Iran and other enemies that are on the
U.S. hit list. Has Trump proven himself to be outside the Democratic and Republican
establishment? Not really. In fact, Trump has proven to be a neocon who believes that the
U.S. military has to be strong to face major challenges (Iran, Russia and China). Trump even
suggested that the U.S. military should add a “Space Force” in recent weeks to dominate
space. Last year Trump tweeted “Our military is building and is rapidly becoming stronger
than ever before. Frankly, we have no choice!.”



Trump is basically Bush or Obama 2.0. When candidate Trump spoke about U.S. foreign
policy and its interventions worldwide in 2016, he seemed like a peace candidate just like
almost every Presidential candidate before him until they sit in that special chair in the
White House. When President-elect Donald Trump held a “Thank You” tour in Cincinnati
after his victory over Hillary Clinton he said that “We will pursue a new foreign policy that
finally learns from the mistakes of the past.” Well he extended the occupation of Iraq,
Afghanistan and Syria and has not closed any U.S. military bases stationed in more than 130
countries (for the record, Trump never promised to close down any US military base). “We
will stop looking to topple regimes and overthrow governments. ...In our dealings with other
countries we will seek shared interests wherever possible...” And if not possible, regime
change is back on the table. It all turned out to be a lie. Trump has been the total opposite
of what he promised his supporters, in fact, Trump has become a neoconservative
warmonger when it comes to America’s foreign policy objectives. So what are the
characteristics of being a neoconservative? Gerard Baker best described what is the
ideology behind neoconservatism in a column he wrote for The Times, a daily national
newspaper based in the UK in 2007:

It took, improbably, the arrival of George Bush in the White House and
September 11, 2001, to catapult [neoconservatism] into the public
consciousness. When Mr Bush cited its most simplified tenet—that the US
should seek to promote liberal democracy around the world—as a key case for
invading Irag, neoconservatism was suddenly everywhere. It was, to its
many critics, a unified ideology that justified military adventurism,
sanctioned torture and promoted aggressive Zionism

So let’s take a look at what Baker described as neo-conservatism in regards to President
Trump’s ideology when it comes to the U.S. war machine, torture and the defense of Israel.
Trump is replacing members of his administration with war hawks and neoconservatives
with the new Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, the former CIA Director who once said
that “Prime Minister Netanyahu is a true partner of the American people.” Pompeo gave a
speech at the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS) in 2017 and said that “It
is time to call out WikiLeaks for what it really is - a non-state hostile intelligence service
often abetted by state actors like Russia.” You can guess where all this is leading to.
Pompeo will be replaced with Gina Haspel, A CIA operative who oversaw torture and got rid
of the evidence of any wrong doing. If approved by congress, both Pompeo and Haspel will
be placed in positions of power and practically rubbing elbows with John Bolton was also just
appointed to be Trump’s National Security Advisor. Bolton is another neoconservative
psychopath who advocates for war on every nation on earth. Bolton is a pro-Israel supporter
and a former U.S. ambassador to the U.N. under the war criminal and former U.S. president,
George W. Bush Jr. So what is the endgame? A long war in the Middle East and beyond is on
the agenda.

Trump’s Military Adventures Around the World

First and foremost, Trump wants America to be an unchallenged superpower that can use its
military power anywhere and at anytime especially in their backyard, for example when he
made a comment back on August 2017 discussing a possible military option for Venezuela
and said:

“They have many options for Venezuela — and, by the way, I'm not going to



rule out a military option,..We have many options for Venezuela, this is our
neighbor, this is ..you know.. we’re all over the world, and we have troops all
over the world in places that are very, very far away. Venezuela is not very far
away, and the people are suffering, and they’re dying. We have many options
for Venezuela, including a possible military option, if necessary”

For Trump, it is a strong and powerful America that can achieve peace through its
leadership backed with a powerful military force, not international treaties. Sovereign
nations on Washington’s hit list includes Iran, China and Russia, Bolivia, Nicaragua, Cuba,
Venezuela, Yemen, Lebanon, Syria and the Palestinians (with more countries to follow,
especially those who do not directly obey the American Empire). Any sovereign state that
wants an independent domestic and foreign policy would be confronted by the U.S. military
that would be prepared to intervene on any given notice by Washington in the Middle East,
Africa, Latin America, in Central and Southeast Asia and beyond to spread “American
Democracy.” The defense budget under Trump has increased according to a recent Al
Jazeerareport ‘Trump to increase military budget above China, Russia’:

It is the biggest budget the Pentagon has ever seen: $700bn. That’'s far more
in military spending than the US’ two nearest competitors, China and Russia,
and will mean US army can foot the bill for thousands more troops, more
training, more ships and a lot else. And next year it would rise to $716bn.
Together, the two-year deal provides what US Defense Secretary James Mattis
says is needed to pull the military out of a slump in combat readiness at a time
of renewed focus on the stalemated conflict in Afghanistan and the threat of
war on the Korean Peninsula.

The budget bill that President Donald Trump signed Friday includes huge
spending increases for the military: The Pentagon will get $94bn more this
budget year than last - a 15.5 percent jump. It's the biggest year-over-year
windfall since the budget soared by 26.6 percent, from $345bn in 2002 to
$437bn the year after, when the United States invaded Afghanistan and Iraq,
and was expanding national defence after the attacks September 11, 2001

More U.S. taxpayer money will be going to the Military-Industrial Complex to prepare for
more unending and may | add, unwinnable future wars.

John Bolton, a Neoconservative Lunatic

John Bolton, a former U.S. ambassador to the United Nations under the George W. Bush
Administration and another member of the neoconservative think tank, The Project for the
New American Century (PNAC) and a cheerleader for the invasion of Iraq, and has been
advocating for the bombing of North Korea and Iran for quite some time. Back in 2002, John
Bolton was serving under U.S. President George W. Bush as undersecretary of state for Arms
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Control and International Security and said “We are confident that Saddam Hussein has
hidden weapons of mass destruction and production facilities in Iraq.” Despite the WMD lies
that the Bush Administration created that led to the invasion and to the destruction of Iraq,
Bolton has no regrets. In 2015, The Washington Examiner published an article on Bolton’s
hand in the Iraq Quagmire titled John Bolton: No regrets about toppling Saddam.’ Bolton
said the following:

“| still think the decision to overthrow Saddam was correct. | think decisions
made after that decision were wrong, although I think the worst decision made
after that was the 2011 decision to withdraw U.S. and coalition forces,” Bolton
said. “The people who say, oh things would have been much better if you
didn’t overthrow Saddam miss the point that today’s Middle East does not flow
totally and unchangeably from the decision to overthrow Saddam alone”

In 2016, during a debate with Jeb Bush, Candidate Trump said “We should have never been
in Iraq, we have destabilized the Middle East. They lied. They said there were weapons of
mass destruction — there were none. And they knew there were none.” Yet, Trump hires
John Bolton. The hypocrisy is evident. What is troubling about Bolton is that he is willing to
call for military action anywhere in the world. Here is what Bolton said about Cuba back in
2002 in a report by Judith Miller (The New York Times reporter who claimed that Irag had
Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMDs) nonsense) titled ‘Washington Accuses Cuba Of Germ-
Warfare Research’

In a speech yesterday at the conservative Heritage Foundation in Washington,
John R. Bolton, the under secretary of state for arms control, publicly alluded to
conclusions that American intelligence agencies have reached in recent
months after protracted internal debate.

"The United States believes that Cuba has at least a limited offensive biological
warfare research and development effort,” Mr. Bolton said, taking aim at the
Communist government of Fidel Castro. Cuba, he added, has also "provided
dual-use biotechnology to other rogue states.”

While the Clinton administration expressed concern in 1998 about Cuba’s
potential to develop and produce biological agents, this is the first time that an
American official has accused Cuba of developing germs for warfare

What is the most disturbing aspect to John Bolton's ideology is when it comes to Israel’s
defense concerning Iran. In 2009 Bolton gave a speech at the University of Chicago and said
that “Unless Israel is prepared to use nuclear weapons against Iran’s program, Iran will have
nuclear weapons in the very near future.” One thing Bolton’s statement confirmed in
regards to Israel’s use of nuclear weapons against Iran’s nuclear program is that a public
figure who has been around Washington for some time, admitted that Israel has nuclear
weapons. The danger Bolton poses to America’s adversaries throughout the world is
astounding.

Bolton as Trump’s National Security advisor clearly paints a path to numerous wars, perhaps
even a nuclear war with Iran, Russia and China. So will other Neocon lunatics be considered
for positions within the Trump White House including Paul Wolfowitz, Eliot Abrams,
David Frum or even Democrats who are neoconservatives who were Hillary Clinton
supporters such as R. James Woolsey, a former Director of the CIA from 1993 to 1995



under the Clinton administration and Chair of the Board at Foundation for the Defense of
Democracies (FDD) who basically told The Jerusalem Post in November 2017 that the U.S.
should destroy the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps infrastructure and Iran’s nuclear
facilities. Woolsey said that “the next time the IRGC looks cross-eyed at us... we should turn
loose six to 12 MOAB [GBU-43/B Massive Ordnance Air Blast] bombs on their facilities” and
“given what a source of terrorism the IRGC is... instead of talking and proportionality - the
hell with proportionality. We should destroy virtually everything we can that has to do with
the IRGC.” Sounds like Trump’s kind of guy.

So what does Trump have in common with the neoconservatives whether they are
Democrats or Republicans? The American Conservative published an article by Jack Hunter
in 2011 titled ‘What’s a Neoconservative?’ which explains the mindset of the neocons and
what they believe in:

The “neocons” believe American greatness is measured by our willingness to
be a great power—through vast and virtually unlimited global military
involvement. Other nations’ problems invariably become our own because
history and fate have designated America the world’s top authority. Critics say
the US cannot afford to be the world’s policeman. Neoconservatives not only
say that we can but we must—and that we will cease to be America if we don't.
Writes Boston Globe neoconservative columnist Jeff Jacoby: “Our world needs a
policeman. And whether most Americans like it or not, only their indispensable
nation is fit for the job.” Neocon intellectual Max Boot says explicitly that the
US should be the world’s policeman because we are the best policeman.

Sen. Marco Rubio (R-FL) heartily champions the neoconservative view. While
virtually every other recognizably Tea Party congressman or senator opposes
the Libyan intervention, Rubio believes the world’s top cop should be flashing
its Sherriff’s badge more forcefully in Libya—and everywhere else. New York
Times columnist Ross Douthat explains:

“Rubio is the great neoconservative hope, the champion of a foreign policy
that boldly goes abroad in search of monsters to destroy... His maiden Senate
speech was a paean to national greatness, whose peroration invoked John F.
Kennedy and insisted that America remain the ‘watchman on the wall of world
freedom”

In this year’s State of the Union address, Trump called for the funding of the U.S. military to
counter rogue regimes, terrorists and even mentioned China and Russia who challenge
Washington’s interests:

As we rebuild America’s strength and confidence at home, we are also
restoring our strength and standing abroad. Around the world, we face rogue
regimes, terrorist groups, and rivals like China and Russia that challenge our
interests, our economy, and our values. In confronting these dangers, we know
that weakness is the surest path to conflict, and unmatched power is the
surest means of our defense. For this reason, | am asking the Congress to end
the dangerous defense sequester and fully fund our great military.

As part of our defense, we must modernize and rebuild our nuclear arsenal,
hopefully never having to use it, but making it so strong and powerful that it
will deter any acts of aggression. Perhaps someday in the future there will be a
magical moment when the countries of the world will get together to eliminate
their nuclear weapons. Unfortunately, we are not there yet



| agree with Trump that the world is not ready to relinquish its nuclear weapons, especially
when his administration is calling for the modernization and the rebuilding of the U.S.
nuclear weapons arsenal.

Trump the Torturer

“Torture works. OK, folks? You know, | have these guys—"Torture doesn't
work!”—believe me, it works. And waterboarding is your minor form. Some
people say it's not actually torture. Let’s assume it is. But they asked me the
question: What do you think of waterboarding? Absolutely fine. But we should
go much stronger than waterboarding”

U.S. Presidential Candidate Donald Trump, February 17th, 2016

Gina Haspel was a former intelligence officer and a Deputy Director of the CIA is now a
nominee to head the controversial agency under Trump. Trump will also reinstate torture
which he made clear with his nomination of Gina Haspel. Haspel oversaw the use of
torture (or Enhanced Interrogation Techniques’ which is an Orwellian term for torture) and
then buried the evidence.

Torture is illegal under international law. During the Bush administration, Haspel was chief
of a black site or a CIA torture chamber which was located in Thailand. Alleged members of
Al Qaeda who were detained in the black site including Abd al-Rahim al-Nashiri and Abu
Zubaydah where tortured by waterboarding. Fast forward to June 7, 2017, the European
Center for Constitutional and Human Rights (ECCHR) called on the Public Prosecutor General
of Germany to issue an arrest warrant against Gina Haspel who should be considered a war
criminal. Trump’s choice for the directorship of the CIA only means that torture will be
secretly reinstated.

Under Haspel’s watch, it would be difficult to obtain any sort of evidence of torture. What is
also possible is the return of Forced Renditions or what is called “U.S. government-
sponsored abduction” which basically means kidnapping someone who is suspected of being
a terrorist whether they are in the street or in their home by a group of masked men and
then thrown into a van and then is transferred from one country to another to be tortured
under U.S. supervision. With the nomination of Gina Haspel, there seems to be a renewed
interest in torture, which is another element of neoconservative ideology.

Trump and Israel, A Match Made in Hell

The highly controversial decision that Trump has promised to Israel is to move the U.S.
embassy to Jerusalem from Tel-Aviv and the same time, cutting aid to the Palestinian
Authority shows how far Trump is willing to go to appease Israel. Trump recognized
Jerusalem as Israel’s capital early in his administration with his announcement that the U.S.
embassy was going to move to Jerusalem is a clean break from U.S. policy. Jerusalem has
been the main subject of any final-status negotiation that took place between the Israelis
and Palestinians who both claim that Jerusalem is their capital. Trump (who is clearly
ignorant about the Middle East in general) had mentioned that he believed that moving the
U.S. embassy to Jerusalem would allow the peace process to move forward, since the
Jerusalem issue would be taken off the table since it was always a subject of disagreement
between the Israelis and Palestinians. Trump’s announcement about the U.S. embassy move
going forward was condemned by the international community, especially in the Middle



East. In a U.N. General Assembly vote, 128 countries voted against the recognition of
Jerusalem as Israel’s capital for the Jews.

In terms of Israel’s expansions in regards to illegal settlements on Palestinian land under
Trump, Israel has been emboldened to build even more settlements according to a March
22nd, Bloomberg News article titled ‘Israeli Settlements”:

As the U.S., Israel’s most important ally, has softened its policy toward
settlements under President Donald Trump, the country has taken bold steps
to strengthen its claims to the West Bank. When Israel announced plans in
early 2017 to erect the first new settlement in a quarter-century, the Trump
administration affirmed that it does not view existing settlements as an
obstacle to peace, a reversal of decades-old U.S. policy. It added that fresh
construction “may not be helpful,” but that was a mild rebuke compared with
those of previous administrations. Israel’s parliament subsequently passed a
law that would extend government authorization to unofficial settlements built
on land privately owned by Palestinians
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Trump has been a staunch supporter of Israel (just like most of his predecessors) the second
he hit the campaign trail. When he was elected, he appointed Nikki Haley who attended the
last American Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC) event earlier this month and
said “When | come to AIPAC, | am with friends. And at the UN, we don’t usually have very
many friends.” Well, she was right about that, especially when Israel and the U.S. has
traditional ignored numerous U.N. resolutions that recognize the right of Palestinian self-
determination or for Israel to cease its repressive measures. Several resolutions also called
for U.N. observers to investigate Israel’s actions in the occupied Palestinian territories or to
impose sanctions against Israel if it did not follow the U.N. councils resolutions. The U.S. has
vetoed numerous resolutions put forth by the U.N. Security Council that have been critical of
Israel for decades. Trump has surrounded himself with people who are extremely pro-Israel
including his ambassador to Israel, David M. Friedman who told the Israeli
newspaper, Haaretz in 2016 that Trump would support Israel annexing parts of the West
Bank and that “Israel has to continue to build in the settlements because there is no reason
not to do so.” What makes matters worse is that Trump’s son-in-law, Jared Kushner was a
co-director of the Charles and Seryl Kushner Foundation from 2006 to 2015 that funded an
Israeli settlement that was considered to be illegal under international law.

If that is not what Gerard Baker described as one of the characteristics of neoconservative
ideology in regards to “aggressive Zionism”, then | don’'t know what is. Trump is clearly a
pro-lsrael Zionist like many in Washington whether they are Democrats or
Republicans (close to forty people in U.S. congress has dual US-Israeli citizenships). Former
U.S. Vice-President to Barack Obama, Joseph Biden once said “I am a Zionist. You don’t have
to a Jew to be a Zionist”and he is absolutely correct. Trump is preparing a war cabinet for a
major Middle East conflict that can spiral out of control. Trump and Israel’s Prime Minister,
Benjamin Netanyahu are on the same page when it comes to Israel’s neighbors in the
Middle East and with his appointment of John Bolton, a war against Syria, Hezbollah,
Lebanon and Iran is on the table.

So the Question Remains, Is Trump a Neoconservative?

Trump’s words, actions and his recent appointments of John Bolton, Mike Pompeo and Gina
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Haspel points towards a cycle of endless wars especially in the Middle East. With Iran in the
cross-hairs, World War Il will be in the foreseeable future but not before the U.S.
Presidential elections in 2020. It will most likely start in Trump’s second term if he is re-
elected or even if a Democrat who will most likely be in the pockets of the Israeli lobby
becomes the next U.S. President.

However, from now until 2020, anything can happen under Trump concerning the wild card,
Israel. Trump and Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu want to cancel Iran’s nuclear
deal. With Israel itching to attack Iran with its nuclear weapons arsenal and now with John
Bolton as Trump’s National Security advisor who advocates for the bombing of Iran and
North Korea, it can be possibility. But it is up to Iran, Russia and China to counter any U.S.,
Israeli and Saudi led aggression by showing their unity and their military strength which can
deter a major war.

Peace seems impossible with the Trump first giving the military full authority to conduct war
and covert operations around the world then filling the Whitehouse with extreme war hawks,
torturers and neocon psychos. Trump acts and talks like a neocon, perhaps he is a neocon,
but then again, maybe it's just plain old politics in Washington.
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