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CJ HOPKINS

The simulation
of democracy

Think we're living in a democratic society in which our votes and opinions
count? Well, think again, it's just a mirage created by our capitalist rulers

NE of the most complicated and frus-

trating aspects of operating a global

capitalist empire is maintaining the

fiction that it doesn’t exist. Virtually

every action you take has to be careful-
ly recontextualised or otherwise spun for public
consumption. Every time you want to bomb or
invade some country to further your interests,
you have to mount a whole PR campaign. You
can’t even appoint a sadistic torture freak to run
your own coup-fomenting agency, or shoot a few
thousand unarmed people you’ve imprisoned in
a de facto ghetto, without having to do a big song
and dance about “defending democracy” and
“democratic values”.

Naked despotism is so much simpler, not to
mention more emotionally gratifying. Ruling an
empire as a godlike dictator means never having
to say you're sorry. You can torture and kill any-
one you want, and conquer and exploit which-
ever countries you want, without having to ex-
plain yourself to anyone. Also, you get to have
your humongous likeness muraled onto the
walls of buildings, make people swear allegiance
to you, and all that other cool dictator stuff.

Global capitalists do not have this luxury. Gen-
erating the simulation of democracy that most
Western consumers desperately need in order
to be able to pretend to believe that they are not
just smoothly-functioning cogs in the machinery
of amurderous global empire managed by a class
of obscenely wealthy and powerful international
elites to whom their lives mean exactly nothing,

although extremely expensive and time-consum-
ing, is essential to maintaining their monopoly
on power. Having conditioned most Westerners
into believing they are “free”, and not just glori-
fied peasants with gadgets, the global capitalist
ruling classes have no choice but to keep up this
fiction. Without it, their empire would fall apart
at the seams.

This is the devil’s bargain modern capital-
ism made back in the 18th-century. In order to
wrest power from the feudal aristocracies that
had dominated the West throughout the Middle
Ages, the bourgeoisie needed to sell the concept
of “democracy” to the unwashed masses, who
they needed both to staff their factories and, in
some cases, to fight revolutionary wars, or de-
pose and publicly guillotine monarchs.

“Democracy” became the
rallying cry, and the official
narrative of capitalism

All that gobbledegook about taxes, tariffs, and
the unwieldy structure of the feudal system was
not the easiest sell to the peasantry. “Liberty”
and “equality” went over much better. So “de-
mocracy” became their rallying cry, and, even-
tually, the official narrative of capitalism. The
global capitalist ruling classes have been stuck
with “democracy” ever since, or, more accurate-
ly, with the simulation of democracy.

The purpose of this simulation of democracy
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is not to generate fake democracy and pass it off
as real democracy. Its purpose is to generate the
concept of democracy, the only form in which de-
mocracy exists. It does this by casting a magic
spell (which I'll do my best to demystify in a mo-
ment) that deceives us into perceiving the capi-
talist marketplace we Westerners inhabit, not as
a market, but as a society. An essentially demo-
cratic society. Not a fully fledged democratic so-
ciety, but a society progressing toward “democ-
racy” ... which it is, and simultaneously isn’t.
Obviously, life under global capitalism is more
democratic than under feudal despotism, not
to mention more comfortable and entertaining.
Capitalism isn’t “evil” or “bad”. It’s a machine.
Its fundamental function is to eliminate any and
all despotic values and replace them with a sin-
gle value, ie, exchange value, determined by the
market. This despotic-value-decoding machine
is what freed us from the tyranny of kings and
priests, which it did by subjecting us to the tyr-
anny of capitalists and the meaningless value of

the so-called free market, wherein everything
is just another commodity ... toothpaste, cell
phones, healthcare, food, education, cosmetics,
etcetera. Despite that, only an idiot would argue
that capitalism is not preferable to despotism, or
that it hasn’t increased our measure of freedom.
So, yes, we have evolved toward democracy, if
we’re comparing modern capitalism to medieval
feudalism.

The problem is that capitalism is never going to
lead to actual democracy (ie, government by and
for the people). This is never going to happen. In
fact, capitalism has already reached the limits of
the freedom it can safely offer us. This freedom
grants us the ability to make an ever-expanding
variety of choices ... none of which have much to
do with democracy. For example, Western con-
sumers are free to work for whatever corpora-
tion they want, and to buy whatever products
they want, and to assume as much debt as the
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market will allow to purchase a home wherever
they want, and to worship whichever gods they
want (as long as they conform their behaviour to
the values of capitalism and not their religion),
and men can transform themselves into women,
and white people can deem themselves African
Americans, or Native Americans, or whatever
they want, and anyone can mock or insult the
President or the Queen of England on Facebook
and Twitter, none of which freedoms were even
imaginable, much less possible, under feudal
despotism.

But this is as far as our “freedom” goes. The
global capitalist ruling classes are never going
to allow us to govern ourselves, not in any mean-
ingful way. In fact, since the mid-1970s, they’ve
been systematically dismantling the framework
of social democracy throughout the West, and
otherwise relentlessly privatising everything.
They’ve been doing this more slowly in Europe,
where social democracy is more entrenched,
but, make no mistake, American “society” is
the model for our dystopian future. The ruling
classes and their debt-enslaved servants, pro-
tected from the desperate masses by squads of
hyper-militarised police, medicated in their san-
itised enclaves, watching Westworld on Amazon
Prime as their shares in private prisons rise and
the forces of democracy defend their freedom by
slaughtering men, women, and children in some
faraway country they can’t find on a map, and
would never visit on vacation anyway ... this is
where the USA already is, and where the rest of
the West is headed.

The capitalist ruling classes
are never going to allow us
to rule ourselves

Which is why it is absolutely crucial to main-
tain the simulation of democracy, and the fiction
that we’re still living in a world where major
geopolitical events are determined by sovereign
nations and their leaders, rather than by global
corporations and a class of supranational elites
whose primary allegiance is to global capital-
ism, rather than to any specific nation, much

less to the actual people who live there. The glo-
bal capitalist ruling classes need the masses in
the West to believe that they live in the United
States of America, the United Kingdom, Germa-
ny, France, and so on, and not in a global market-
place. Because, if it’s all one global marketplace,
with one big global labour force (which global
corporations can exploit with impunity), and if
it’s one big global financial system (where the
economies of supposed adversaries like China
and the United States, or the European Union
and Russia, are almost totally interdependent),
then there is no United States of America, no
United Kingdom, no France, no Germany ... or
not as we’re conditioned to perceive them. There
is only the global capitalist empire, divided into
“national” market territories, each performing
slightly different administrative functions with-
in the empire ... and those territories that have
not yet surrendered their sovereignty and been
absorbed into it. I think you know which those
territories are.

But getting back to the simulation of democ-
racy (the purpose of which is to prevent us from
perceiving the world as I just suggested above),
how that works is, we are all conditioned to be-
lieve we are living in these imperfect democ-
racies, which are inexorably evolving toward
“real” democracy but just haven’t managed to
get there quite yet. “Real” being the key word
here, because there is no such thing as real de-
mocracy. There never has been, except among
relatively small and homogenous groups of peo-
ple. Like Baudrillard’s Disneyland, “Western
democracy” is presented to us as “imperfect” or
“unfinished” (in other words, as areplica of “real
democracy”) in order to convince us that there
exists such a thing as “real democracy”, which
we will achieve ... someday.

This is how simulations work. The replica
does not exist to deceive us into believing it is
the “real” thing. It exists to convince us that
there is a “real” thing. In essence, it invokes the
“real” thing by pretending to be a copy of it. Just
as the images of God in church invoke the “god”
of which they are copies (if only in the minds of
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the faithful), our imperfect replica of democracy
invokes the concept of “real democracy” (which
does not exist, and has never existed, beyond the
level of tribes and bands).

This is, of course, ceremonial magic ... but
then so is everything else, really. Take out a $20,
or a £20 note, or your driver’s license. They are
utterly valueless, except as symbols, but no less
powerful for being just symbols. Or look at some
supposedly solid object under an electron micro-
scope. Try this with a tablespoon. As that bald kid
in The Matrix put it, you will “realise that there is
no spoon,” or, rather, that there is only the spoon
we’ve created by believing that there is a spoon.

I- ook, I don’t mean to get all spooky. What that
kid (among various others throughout history)
was trying to get us to understand is that we cre-
ate reality, collectively, with symbols ... or we al-
low reality to be created for us. Our collective re-
ality is also our religion, in that we live our lives
and raise our children according to its precepts
and values, regardless of whatever other rituals
we may or may not engage in on the weekend.
Western consumers, no matter whether nomi-
nally Christians, Jews, Muslims, atheists, or of

any other faith, live their lives and raise their
children according to the values and rules of
capitalism. Capitalism is our religion. Like every
religion, it has a cosmology.

In the cosmology of global capitalism, “democ-
racy” is capitalist heaven. We hear it preached
about throughout our lives, we’re surrounded by
graven images of it, but we don’t get to see it until
we're dead. Attempting to storm its pearly gates,
or to create the Kingdom of Democracy on Earth,
is heresy, and is punishable by death. Denying
its existence is blasphemy, for which the punish-
ment is excommunication, and consignment to
the City of Dis, where the lost souls shout back
and forth at each other across the lower depths
of the Internet, their infernal voices unheard by
the faithful ... but, hey, don’t take the word of an
apostate like me. Go ahead, try it, and see what
happens. CT
CJ Hopkins is an American playwright, novelist
and satirist based in Berlin. His plays are
published by Bloomsbury Publishing (UK) and
Broadway Play Publishing (USA). His debut
novel, ZONE 23, is published by Snoggsworthy,
Swaine & Cormorant. He can reached at www.
cjhopkins.com or www.consentfactory.org
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Trump
drones on

Coming soon to terrorise innocent
citizens of a faraway foreign land:
How unpiloted aircraft expand
the US 'war on terror’

HEY are like the camel’s nose, lifting a cor-

ner of the tent. Don’t be fooled, though.

It won’t take long until the whole animal

is sitting inside, sipping your tea and eat-

ing your sweets. In countries around the
world - in the Middle East, Asia Minor, Central
Asia, Africa, even the Philippines -- the appear-
ance of US drones in the sky (and on the ground)
is often Washington’s equivalent of the camel’s
nose entering a new theatre of operations in this
country’s forever war against “terror.” Sometimes,
however, the drones are more like the camel’s
tail, arriving after less visible US military forces
have been in an area for a while.

AFRICOM, the Pentagon’s Africa Command,
is building Air Base 201 in Agadez, a town in
the nation of Niger. The $110-million installa-
tion, which officially opens later this year, will
be able to house both C-17 transport planes and
MQ-9 Reaper armed drones. It will soon become
the new centrepiece in an undeclared US war in
West Africa. Even before the base opens, armed
US drones are already flying from Niger’s capi-
tal, Niamey, having received permission from the
Nigerien government to do so last November.

Despite crucial reporting by Nick Turse and
others, most people in this country only learned of
US military activities in Niger in 2017 (and had no
idea that about 800 US military personnel were al-
ready stationed in the country) when news broke
that four US soldiers had died in an October am-

bush there. It turns out, however, that they weren’t
the only US soldiers involved in firefights in Niger.
This March, the Pentagon acknowledged that
another clash took place last December between
Green Berets and a previously unknown group
identified as ISIS-West Africa. For those keeping
score at home on the ever-expanding enemies list
in Washington’s war on terror, this is a different
group from the Islamic State in the Greater Sa-
hara (ISGS), responsible for the October ambush.
Across Africa, there have been at least eight other
incidents, most of them in Somalia.

What are US forces doing in Niger? Ostensibly,
they are training Nigerien soldiers to fight the in-
surgent groups rapidly multiplyingin and around
their country. Apart from the uranium that ac-
counts for over 70 percent of Niger’s exports,
there’s little of economic interest to the United
States there. The real appeal is location, location,
location. Landlocked Niger sits in the middle of
Africa’s Sahel region, bordered by Mali and
Burkina Faso on the west, Chad on the east,
Algeria and Libya to the north, and Benin and
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EXECUTION MACHINE: An MQ-9 Reaper sits on the flight line at Hurlburt Field, Fla.,
in 2014. The drone is, according to the military, "an armed, multi-mission, medium-
altitude, long-endurance remotely piloted aircraft that is employed primarily as
an intelligence-collection asset, and secondarily against dynamic execution
targets”.

Nigeria to the south. In other words, Niger has
the misfortune to straddle a part of Africa of in-
creasing strategic interest to the United States.

In addition to ISIS-West Africa and ISGS, ac-
tual or potential US targets there include Boko
Haram (born in Nigeria and now spread to Mali
and Chad), ISIS and al-Qaeda in the Lands of the
Islamic Maghreb (AQIM) in Libya, and Al Moura-
bitoun, based primarily in Mali.

At the moment, for instance, US drone strikes on
Libya, which have increased under the Trump ad-
ministration, are generally launched from a base
in Sicily. However, drones at the new air base in
Agadez will be able to strike targets in all these
countries.

Suppose a missile happens to kill some Niger-
ien civilians by mistake (not exactly uncommon
for US drone strikes elsewhere)? Not to worry:
AFRICOM is covered. A US-Niger Status of Forces
Agreement guarantees that there won’t be any re-
percussions. In fact, according to the agreement,
“The Parties waive any and all claims... against
each other for damage to, loss, or destruction of

US Air Force photo by Staff Sgt. John Bainter

the other’s property or injury or death to person-
nel of either Party’s armed forces or their civilian
personnel.” In other words, the United States will
not be held responsible for any “collateral dam-
age” from Niger drone strikes. Another clause in
the agreement shields US soldiers and civilian
contractors from any charges under Nigerien law.

The introduction of armed drones to target in-
surgent groups is part of AFRICOM’s expansion
of the US footprint on a continent of increasing
strategic interest to Washington. In the 19th-
and early 20th-century, European nations en-
gaged in the “scramble for Africa”, a period of
intense and destructive competition for colonial
possessions on the continent. In the post-colonial
1960s and 1970s, the United States and the Soviet
Union vied for influence in African countries as
diverse as Egypt and what is now the Democrat-
ic Republic of the Congo (DRC).

Today, despite AFRICOM’s focus on the war on
terror, the real jockeying for influence and power
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on the continent is undoubtedly between the US
and China. According to the Council on Foreign
Relations, “China surpassed the United States as
Africa’s largest trade partner in 2009” and has
never looked back. “Beijing has steadily diversi-
fied its business interests in Africa”, the Council’s
2017 backgrounder continues, noting that from
Angola to Kenya, “China has participated in en-
ergy, mining, and telecommunications industries
and financed the construction of roads, railways,
ports, airports, hospitals, schools, and stadiums.
Investment from a mixture of state and private
funds has also set up tobacco, rubber, sugar, and
sisal plantations... Chinese investment in Africa
also fits into Chinese President Xi Jinping’s devel-
opment framework, ‘One Belt, One Road’ .

More than half the world’s
supply of cobalt lies
underground in the DRC

For example, in a bid to corner the DRC’s cobalt
and copper reserves (part of an estimated $24-tril-
lion in mineral wealth there), two Chinese compa-
nies have formed Sicomines, a partnership with
the Congolese government’s national mining com-
pany. The Pulitzer Center reports that Sicomines
is expected “to extract 6.8-million tons of copper
and 427,000 tons of cobalt over the next 25 years.”
Cobalt is essential in the manufacture of today’s
electronic devices - from cell phones to drones -
and more than half of the world’s supply lies un-
derground in the DRC.

Even before breaking ground on Air Base 201 in
Niger, the United States already had a major drone
base in Africa, in the tiny country of Djibouti in
the Horn of Africa, across the Gulf of Aden from
Yemen. From there, the Pentagon has been direct-
ing strikes against targets in Yemen and Somalia.
As AFRICOM commander Gen. Thomas Wald-
hauser told Congress in March, “Djibouti is a very
strategic location for us”. Camp Lemonnier, as the
base is known, occupies almost 500 acres near the
Djibouti-Ambouli International Airport. US Cen-
tral Command, Special Operations Command, Eu-
ropean Command, and Transportation Command
all use the base. At present, however, it appears

that US drones stationed in Djibouti and bound for
Yemen and Somalia take off from nearby Chabel-
ley Airfield, as Bard College’s Center for the Study
of the Drone reports.

To the discomfort of the US military, the Chinese
have recently established their first basein Africa,
also in Djibouti, quite close to Camp Lemonnier.
That country is also horning in on potential US
sales of drones to other countries. Indonesia, Saudi
Arabia, and the United Arab emirates are among
US allies known to have bought Chinese drones.

From the beginning, the CIA’s armed drones
have been used primarily to kill specific individu-
als. The Bush administration launched its global
drone assassination programme in October 2001
in Afghanistan, expanded it in 2002 to Yemen, and
later to other countries. Under President Barack
Obama, White House oversight of such assassina-
tions only momentum (with an official “kill list”
and regular “terror Tuesday” meetings to pick
targets). The use of drones expanded 10-fold, with
growing numbers of attacks in Pakistan, Yemen,
Libya, and Somalia, as well as in the Afghan, Ira-
qi, and Syrian war zones. Early on, targets were
generally people identified as al-Qaeda leaders or
“lieutenants.” In later years, the Kill lists grew to
include supposed leaders or members of a variety
of other terror organisations, and eventually even
unidentified people engaged in activities that were
to bear the “signature” of terrorist activity.

But those CIA drones, destructive as they were
(leaving civilian dead, including children, in their
wake) were just the camel’s nose — a way to smug-
gle in a major change in US policy. We’ve grown so
used to murder by drone in the last 17 years that
we’ve lost sight of an important fact: such assassi-
nations represented a fundamental (and unlawful)
change in US military strategy. Because unpiloted
airplanes eliminate the physical risk to American
personnel, the United States has embraced a strat-
egy of global extrajudicial executions: presidential
assassinations on foreign soil.

Successive administrations have implemented
this strategic change with little public discus-
sion. Critiques of the drone program tend to fo-
cus — not unreasonably — on the many additional
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people (like family members) who are injured or
die along with the intended targets, and on civil-
ians who should never have been targets in the
first place. But few critics point out that executing
foreign nationals without trial in other countries
is wrong and illegal under US law, as well as that
of other countries where some of the attacks have
taken place, and of course, international law.

How have the Bush, Obama, and now Trump
administrations justified such killings? The same
way they justified the expansion of the war on
terror itself to new battle zones around the world
- through Congress’s September 2001 Authorisa-
tion for the Use of Military Force (AUMF). That
law permitted the president “to use all necessary
and appropriate force against those nations, or-
ganisations, or persons he determines planned,
authorised, committed, or aided the terrorist at-
tacks that occurred on September 11, 2001, or har-
boured such organisations or persons, in order to
prevent any future acts of international terrorism
against the United States by such nations, organi-
sations or persons”.

Given that many of the organisations the United
States is targeting with drones today didn’t even
exist when that AUMF was enacted and so could
hardly have “authorised” or “aided” in the 9/11
attacks, it offers, at best, the thinnest of coverage
indeed for such a worldwide program.

G eorge W. Bush launched the CIA’s drone assas-
sination program and that was just the beginning.
Even as Barack Obama attempted to reduce the
number of US ground troops in Iraq and Afghani-
stan, he ramped up the use of drones, famously
taking personal responsibility for targeting deci-
sions. By some estimates, he approved 10 times as
many drone attacks as Bush.

In 2013, the Obama administration intro-
duced new guidelines for drone strikes, suppos-
edly designed to guarantee with “near certainty”
the safety of civilians. Administration officials
also attempted to transfer most of the operational
responsibility for drone attacks from the CIA to
the military’s only-slightly-less-secretive Joint
Special Operations Command (JSOC). Although
the number of CIA strikes did drop, the Agency

remained in a position to rev up its program at
any time, as the Washington Post reported in
2016: “US officials emphasized that the CIA has not
been ordered to disarm its fleet of drones, and that
its aircraft remain deeply involved in counterter-
rorism surveillance missions in Yemen and Syria
even when they are not unleashing munitions.”

President Trump has no
qualms about the CIA’s
involvement in drone Killings

It’s indicative of how easily drone Kkillings have
become standard operating procedure that, in all
the coverage of the confirmation hearings for the
CIA’s new director, Gina Haspel, there was copi-
ous discussion of CIA torture programme, but not
a public mention of, let alone a serious question
about, its drone assassination campaign. It’s pos-
sible the Senate Intelligence Committee discussed
it in their classified hearing, but the public has no
way of knowing Haspel’s views on the subject.

However, it shouldn’t be too hard to guess. It’s
clear, for instance, that President Trump has no
qualms about the CIA’s involvement in drone kill-
ings. When he visited the Agency’s headquarters
in Langley, Virginia, the day after his inaugura-
tion, says the Post, “Trump urged the CIA to start
arming its drones in Syria. ‘If you can do it in 10
days, get it done,” he said”. At that same meeting,
CIA officials played a tape of a drone strike for
him, showing how they’d held off until the target
had stepped far enough away from the house that
the missile would miss it (and so its occupants).
His only question: “Why did you wait?”.

You may recall that, while campaigning, the
president told Fox News that the US should ac-
tually be targeting certain civilians. “The other
thing with the terrorists”, he said, “is you have to
take out their families, when you get these terror-
ists, you have to take out their families. They care
about their lives, don’t kid yourself. When they
say they don’t care about their lives, you have to
take out their families”. In other words, he seemed
eager to make himself a future murderer-in-chief.

How, then, has US drone policy fared under
Trump? The New York Times has reported ma-
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jor changes to Obama-era policies. Both the CIA’s
and the military’s “kill lists” will no longer be
limited to key insurgent leaders, but expanded
to include “foot-soldier jihadists with no special
skills or leadership roles”. The Times points out
that this “new approach would appear to remove
some obstacles for possible strikes in countries
where Qaeda- or Islamic State-linked militants
are operating, from Nigeria to the Philippines”.
And no longer will attack decisions only be made
at the highest levels of government. The require-
ment for having a “near certainty” of avoiding ci-
vilian casualties — always something of a fiction
- officially remains in place for now, but we know
how seriously Trump takes such constraints.

He’s already overseen the expansion of the
drone wars in other ways. In general, that “near
certainty” constraint doesn’t apply to officially
designated war zones (“areas of active hostility”),
where the lower standard of merely avoiding un-
necessary civilian casualties prevails. In March
2017, Trump approved a Pentagon request to iden-
tify large parts of Yemen and Somalia as areas
of “active hostility”, allowing leeway for far less
carefully targeted strikes in both places. At the
time, however, AFRICOM head General Thomas
D. Waldhauser said he would maintain the “near
certainty” standard in Somalia for now (which,
as it happens, hasn’t stopped Somali civilians
from dying by drone strike).

Another change affects the use of drones in
Pakistan and potentially elsewhere. Past drone
strikes in Pakistan officially targeted people be-
lieved to be “high value” al-Qaeda figures, on
the grounds that they (like all al-Qaeda leaders)
represented an “imminent threat” to the United
States. However, as a 2011 Justice Department pa-
per explained, imminence is in the eye of the be-
holder: “With respect to al-Qaeda leaders who are
continually planning attacks, the United States is
likely to have only a limited window of opportu-
nity within which to defend Americans”. In other
words, once identified as an al-Qaeda leader or
the leader of an allied group, you are by definition
“continually planning attacks” and always repre-
sent an imminent danger, making you a perma-
nent legitimate target.

Under Trump, however, US drones are not only

going after those al-Qaeda targets permitted un-
der the 2001 AUMF, but also targeting Afghan
Taliban across the border in Pakistan. In other
words, these drone strikes are not a continua-
tion of counterterrorism as envisioned under the
AUMTF, but rather an extension of a revitalised US
war in Afghanistan. In general, the law of war al-
lows attacks on a neutral country’s territory only if
soldiers chase an enemy across the border in “hot
pursuit.” So the use of drones to attack insurgent
groups inside Pakistan represents an unacknowl-
edged escalation of the US Afghan War. Another
corner of the tent lifted by the camel’s nose?

A 2016 executive order requires that the federal
director of national intelligence issue an annual
report by May 1st on the previous year’s civilian
deaths caused by US airstrikes outside designated
“active hostility” zones. As yet, the Trump admin-
istration has not filed the 2017 report.

This March, Fox News reported that the Marine
Corps is planning to build a fancy new drone,
called the MUX, for Marine Air Ground Task
Force Unmanned Aircraft System-Expeditionary.
This will sport quite a set of bells and whistles, as
Fox marvelled: “The MUX will terrify enemies of
the United States, and with good reason. The air-
craft won’t be just big and powerful: it will also be
ultra-smart. This could be a heavily armed drone
that takes off, flies, avoids obstacles, adapts and
lands by itself — all without a human piloting it”.
Between pulling out of the Iran agreement and
moving the US embassy in Israel to Jerusalem,
Trump has made it clear that — despite his base’s
chants of “Nobel! Nobel!” — he has no interest
whatsoever in peace. It looks like the future of the
still spreading war on terror under Trump is as
clear as MUX. CT
Rebecca Gordon teaches at the University of
San Francisco. She is the author of American
Nuremberg: The US Officials Who Should
Stand Trial for Post-9/11 War Crimes. Her
previous books include Mainstreaming Torture:
Ethical Approaches in the Post-9/11 United
States and Letters from Nicaragua. This essay
first appeared at www.tomdispatch.com
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TRUST US. WE'RE AMERICAN: US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo (second left) poses for a photo with
National Security Advisor John Bolton, President Donald Trump and Vice President Mike Pence before

his swearing-in ceremony in Washington, on May 2.

Photo: US State Department

Iran and sanctions:
A prelude to war?

The United States seems determined to steer itself into another
unwinnable Middle East quagmire

HE question is: has the Trump admin-
istration already made a decision to go
to war with Iran, similar to the deter-
mination of the Bush administration to
invade Iraq in the aftermath of the 2001

attacks on New York and Washington?
Predictions are dicey things, and few human
institutions are more uncertain than war. But
several developments have come together to
suggest that the rationale for using sanctions to
force are-negotiation of the Joint Comprehensive

Plan of Action (JCPOA) is cover for an eventual
military assault by the US, Israel and Saudi Ara-
bia aimed at regime change in Teheran.

As clueless as the Trump administration is
on foreign policy, the people around the White
House - in particular National Security Advisor
John Bolton — know that sanctions rarely pro-
duce results, and unilateral ones almost always
fail.

Sanctions aimed at Cuba, North Korea, Iraq
and Libya did not dislodge any of those regimes
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and, in the case of North Korea,
spurred Pyongyang into producing
nuclear weapons. Iragq’s Saddam
Hussein and Libya’s Muammar
al-Qaddafi were eventually over-
thrown, but by American firepow-
er, not sanctions.

The only case in which sanctions
produced some results were those
applied to Iran from 2010 to 2015.
But that embargo was multi-lateral
and included China, India, and one
of Iran’s major customers, the Eu-
ropean Union (EU). When the US
unilaterally applied sanctions to
Cuba, Iran and Libya in 1996, the
move was a conspicuous failure.

This time around, the White House has made
no effort to involve other countries. The Trump
plan is to use the power of the American econ-
omy to strong-arm nations into line. Back our
sanctions, threatens the administration, or lose
access to the US market. And given that the
world uses the dollar as its de-facto international
currency, financial institutions may find them-
selves barred from using the Society for World-
wide Interbank Telecommunications (SWIFT),
the American-controlled network that allows
banks and finance centres to transfer money
from country to county.

Those threats have not exactly panicked the
rest of the world. China and India, which between
them buy more than 1 million of Iran’s 2.1 million
barrels per day production, say they will ignore
the sanctions. According to Federica Mogherini,
the EU’s foreign affairs minister, “The European
Union is determined to act in accordance with
its security interests and protect its economic
investments.”

Adding up all the countries that will go along
with the sanctions - including South Korea and
Japan - will cut Teheran’s oil exports by 10% to
15%, nothing like the 50% plus that Iran lost un-
der the prior sanctions regime.

In short, the sanctions won’t work, but were
they really meant to?

GREEN LIGHT:Israel foreign
minister Avigdor Lieberman.
Photo: Michael Thaidigsmann

Itis possible that the White House
somehow thinks they will — delusion
is a characteristic of the Oval Of-
fice these days — but other develop-
ments suggest the administration is
already putting in place a plan that
will lead from economic sanctions to
bombing runs.

For starters, there is the close co-
ordination between the White House
and Tel Aviv. Israeli Prime Minis-
ter Benjamin Netanyahu’s April
30 speech shortly before Trump
withdrew from the Iran agreement
was tailored to give Washington a
casus belli to dump the agreement.
Virtually all of what Netanyahu
“revealed” about the Iranian nuclear program
was old news, already known by US, Israeli and
European intelligence services.

Four days before Netanyahu’s speech Israeli
defence minister Avigdor Lieberman met with
his American counterparts and, according to Al
Monitor, got a “green light” for any military ac-
tion Tel Aviv might take against Iran.

The same day Lieberman was meeting with
the Pentagon, US Secretary of State Mike Pom-
pao told Saudi Arabia to end its campaign against
Qatar because the Americans wanted the Gulf
Cooperation Council (GCC) to be united around
a campaign against Iran.

Each of these moves seems calculated to set
the stage for a direct confrontation with Iran in-
volving some combination of the US, Israel and
the two most aggressive members of the GCC,
Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates
(UAE). The latter two are currently waging war
on the Iranian-supported Houthis in Yemen.

It is almost impossible to imagine what the
consequences of such a war might be. On pa-
per, it looks like a cakewalk for the anti-Teheran
axis. Iran has an antiquated air force, a bunch of
fast speedboats and tanks that date back to the
1960s. The military budgets of the US, Israel and
the GCC are more than 58 times those of Iran.
But, as the Prussian military theorist Karl von
Clausewitz once remarked, the only thing one
can determine in war is who fires the first shot.
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Military might does not translate into an au-
tomatic win. After almost 17 years of war, the
US is still bogged down in Afghanistan, and it
basically left Iraq with its tail between its legs.
Indeed, the last time the American military won
a war was in Grenada. As for the GCC, in spite
of more than two years of relentless warfare in
Yemen, the monarchs are no nearer victory than
they were when the war started. And Hezbollah
fought Israel to a stalemate in 2006.

While Iran does not have much in the way
of military force, it has 80 million people with a
strong streak of nationalism who would certain-
ly unite against any attacker. It would be impos-
sible to “win” a war against Iran without resort-
ing to a ground invasion.

But none of Iran’s antagonists have the capac-
ity to carry that out. The Saudis have a dismal
military record, and the UAE troops are stale-
mated in their campaign to take Yemen’s capital,
Saana from the rag-tag Houthi militia. The Israe-
lis don’t have the troops — and, in any case, would
never put them in harm’s way so far from home
—and the Americans are not about to send in the
Marines. Most likely this would be a war of air-
craft and missiles to destroy Iran’s military and
civilian infrastructure. There is little that Tehe-
ran can do to stop such an assault. Any planes it
put up would be toast, its anti-aircraft weapons
are obsolete, and its navy would not last long.

But flattening Teheran’s military is not win-
ning a war, and Iran has other ways to strike
back. The Iranians, for instance, have shown
considerable skill at asymmetric warfare in Iraq,
Syria and Yemen, and it does have missiles.

The real damage, however, will be the fallout
from the war. The price of oil is already on the
rise, and hostilities in the middle of one of the
world’s largest petroleum repositories will likely
send it through the roof. While that will be good
for the GCC, high oil prices will put a dent into
the economies of the EU, China, India, and even
the US.

What a war will almost certainly do is re-ig-
nite Iran’s push to build a nuclear weapon. If that
happens, Saudi Arabia will follow, and the world

will be faced with several new nuclear powers in
one of the most volatile regions of the world.

Which doesn’t mean war is inevitable.

The Trump administration hawks broke the
JCPOA because they hoped Iran would then
withdraw as well, giving the anti-Iranian axis an
excuse to launch a war. Iranians are divided on
thisissue, with some demanding that Teheran re-
startits uranium enrichment program, while oth-
ers defend the agreement. Europe can play a key
role here by firmly supporting the Joint Agree-
ment and resisting the American sanctions, even
if it means taking a financial hit. Some European
firms, however, have already announced they are
withdrawing their investments.

The US Congress can also help stop a war, al-
though it will require members — mostly Demo-
crats — to put aside their anti-Iranian bias and
make common cause with the “stay in the pact”
Iranians. This is a popular issue. A CNN poll
found that 63 percent of Americans opposed
withdrawing from the agreement.

It will also mean that the Congress — again,
mainly Democrats — will have to challenge the
role that Israel is playing. That will not be easy,
but maybe not as difficult as it has been in the
past. Israel’s brutality against Palestinians over
the past month has won no friends except in the
White House and the evangelical circuit, and
Netanyahu has made it clear that he prefers Re-
publicans to Democrats.

Lastly, Congress should cut the arms pipeline
to the GCC and stop aiding the Saudis in their
war on Yemen

If war comes, Americans will find themselves
in the middle of an unwinnable conflict that will
destabilise the Middle East and the world’s econ-
omy, and pour more of this country’s resources
into yet another quagmire. CT
Conn Hallinan is a columnist for Foreign Policy
In Focus. He has a PhD from the University of
California, Berkeley and oversaw the journalism
programme at the University of California
at Santa Cruz for 23 years. A winner of a
Project Censored Real News Award, he
lives in Berkeley, California and blogs at
dispatchesfromtheedgeblog.wordpress.com
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High CEO pay leaves
workers in the dust

US bosses get rich as their workers become poorer,
writes Sam Pizzigati

0 single statistic, in isolation, tells us

particularly much. Numbers only gain

real meaning when we compare them.

Take, for instance, the figure for the in-
crease in CEO pay last year at major American
corporations. A statistic for this increase — 6.4
percent — appears in the just-released 2018 edi-
tion of the AFL-CIO’s annual PayWatch report
on corporate compensation.

Does that 6.4 percent increase rate as a big
deal - or nothing to get worked up about? We
can’t reasonably answer that question without
putting the 6.4 percent figure into some sort of
broader perspective. The new PayWatch report,
thankfully, provides that context: Average work-
er pay in the United States last year increased
just 2.6 percent.

In other words, as the PayWatch study notes,
“the imbalance in our economy between the pay
of CEOs and working people is worsening”. And
that rates as a big deal.

But to really understand how staggering
America’s CEO-worker pay imbalance has be-
come, we need to widen our field of comparative
vision, from domestic to global.

And what do we find when we take that step?
Simply this: CEOs in the United States make sig-
nificantly more than their counterparts in our
peer nations, and American workers make sig-
nificantly less.

Researchers at Bloomberg have conveniently
reduced global CEO pay trends down to a simple
index. These researchers have looked at major

corporations in 22 nations around the world.
CEO pay for all these nations combined last year
averaged $3.55 million. Bloomberg gives this av-
erage an index value of 100.

CEOs in Canada turn out to take home almost
twice this global CEO pay average. Their aver-
age $6.49-million take-home gives them an index
value of 183. UK CEOs make a little bit more than
twice the global average. They average $7.95-mil-
lion in pay, enough for a 224 index value.

What about CEOs in the United States? They
top the Bloomberg global CEO charts. US CEOs
average over quadruple the global major corpo-
rate CEO average, with $14.25-million in annual
pay and a 401 index value.

The next highest nation for CEO pay? Switzer-
land. Swiss chief execs average $8.5-million, not
much more than British CEOs.

G lobal comparisons like these make apologists
for American corporate executive compensation
nervous, and for good reason.

These defenders of our unequal status quo
like to claim that CEO pay in the United States
simply reflects the value that the “market” plac-
es on the labor of chief executives. But US CEOs
compete in the same global marketplace as CEOs
from Great Britain, Canada, and Switzerland.
How can the same marketplace value the labor
of US CEOs so much more highly than the labor
of CEOs from other nations?

America’s corporate cheerleaders have an an-
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swer: US CEOs must be the world’s best CEOs! In
one sense, that claim rates as true. US CEOs cer-
tainly do deliver the best results for themselves.
They certainly do not, on the other hand, deliver
the best results for average people in their na-
tions.

Analysts at HowMuch.net have just crunched
data from the OECD, the official economic re-
search agency of the world’s developed nations,
to chart how much workers take home in the
world’s top national economies.

US CEOs do not deliver the
best results for ordinary people,
but they do for themselves

US workers labour under the world’s highest-

paid bosses. These workers turn out to have
smaller paychecks than wage-earners in 11

other major nations. Average workers in Swit-
zerland made $70,835 in 2017. Average workers
in the United States made $52,988.

Swiss corporate CEOs, remember, make less
than 60 percent of what US CEOs earn.

The Swiss, by the way, happen to feel that
their own CEOs are grabbing much too much,
well more than their fair share. Voters in Swit-
zerland have actually passed a national refer-
endum designed to moderate top executive pay.
What might those Swiss voters feel, we can only
wonder, if they lived in the United States? CT
Sam Pizzigati co-edits Inequality.org. Among his
books on maldistributed income and wealth: The
Rich Don’t Always Win: The Forgotten Triumph
over Plutocracy that Created the American
Middle Class, 1900-1970. His latest book, The
Case for a Maximum Wage, will appear in June.
Follow him at @Too_Much_Online
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Other people’s
money

Careless bosses must be forced to pay for the disasters
they cause, writes George Monbiot

NCE more, they walk away. The senior

bosses at Carillion, like those at RBS,

Northern Rock and a host of other cor-

porate zombies, went home to count

their undiminished millions. The pain
they inflicted was felt by others. Reckless greed
paid out again.

Last month’s UK House of Commons report
on this fiasco is one of the most damning as-
sessments of corporate behaviour parliament
has ever published. But it’s still pathetic. While
it scorches the company’s executives and board
and laments the weakness of the regulators, it
scarcely touches the structural causes that make
gluttony a perennial feature of corporate life.

The problem begins with an issue the report
does not once mention: the extreme nature of
limited liability. To allow the owners of a limited
company torisk nothing but the money they have
spent on shares is to grant them free, uncapped
indemnity against the risks they impose on oth-
ers. It’s the equivalent of permitting drivers to
take to the roads without buying insurance,
knowing that if they cause a crash they will car-
ry no more than the cost of replacing their own
car, regardless of the expense, injury and death
they might impose on others.

The current model of limited liability allowed
the directors and executives of Carillion to rack
up a pension deficit of £2.6-billion, leaving the
27,000 members of its schemes to be rescued by
the state fund (which is financed by a levy on
your pension — if you have one). This indemnity

permitted the owners of the company to walk
away from the £2-billion it owed to its suppliers
and subcontractors. The same free pass landed
the cost of rescuing the public services so fool-
ishly entrusted to this company back on the gov-
ernment.

A recent study exposes a direct link between
the generosity of the limited liability regime and
the corporate incentive to dump costs on other
people. In 1998 the US Supreme Court ruled that
parent companies were liable for only narrowly
defined harms caused by their subsidiaries. The
study reveals that in the aftermath of this deci-
sion, toxic emissions by subsidiary companies in
the US rose by an average of 10 percent, as they
cut investment in abatement technologies.

Limited liability not only allows companies to
act recklessly with regard to the interests of oth-
ers — it obliges them to do so. Directors have a
fiduciary duty to use all legally available means
to maximise shareholder value. Limited liability
compels them to externalise risk.

There is no way that fossil fuel companies
could pay for the climate breakdown they cause.
There is no way that car companies could meet
the health costs of air pollution. Their business
models rely on dumping their costs on other peo-
ple. Were they not protected by the extreme form
of limited liability that prevails today, they would
be obliged to switch to clean technologies.

Various estimates put the cost that business-
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es dump on society at some-
where between 4percent and
20 percent of GDP. In other
words, it exceeds the rate
of economic growth. Were
such costs internalised, the
economy would have to be
run on an entirely different
basis. Human health and the
survival of the natural world
would come first; corporate
greed would come last.

Executive incentives also
conflict with the interests of
society. Even as Carillion spiralled down, pay
and bonuses spiralled up. The UK Corporate
Governance Code recommends that directors
who fail in their duties should forfeit some of the
pay they would otherwise have received, but the
details are left to the discretion of their compa-
nies. In Carillion’s case, the remuneration com-
mittee defined the terms so narrowly that even
total failure did not trigger a clawback of the ex-
ecutives’ vast bonuses.

Its long-term incentive plans were useless.
The finance director, Richard Adam, had a stack
of performance shares that were held back for
three years, ostensibly to prevent reckless be-
haviour. But the Commons report alleges that
his “accounting tricks” propped up the value of
the shares until the day they became payable,
whereupon he sold them. Within two months,
their value had fallen by three quarters. Even
when they work well, such incentives protect
only the interests of the corporation, rather than
the interests of society.

Company executives should
pay for any disasters they
impose on others

So what is to be done? The first step, I believe,
is a radical reassessment of limited liability. A
recent paper by the US law professor Michael
Simkovic proposes that companies should pay
a fee for this indemnity, calibrated to the level
of risk they impose on society. Why, after all,

IMPROVING THE IMAGE OF CONSTRUCTION?:
Sign at a Carilion building sit at Sheffield.

should this insurance be
free? As numerous leaks
show, companies tend to
be far more aware of the
risks they inflict than either
governments or the rest of
society. The fees they are
prepared to pay for limited
liability will reveal their
own assessment of the costs
they currently externalise.
Antisocial practices could
be progressively priced out.

As for the executives, I
have a tentative proposal of my own. Any man-
ager earning more than a certain amount - say
£200,000 — would have half their total remunera-
tion placed in an escrow account, which is con-
trolled not by the company but by an external
agency. The deferred half of their income would
not become payable until the agency judged that
the company had met the targets it set on pension
provision, workers’ pay, the treatment of suppli-
ers and contractors and wider social and envi-
ronmental performance. This judgement should
draw on mandatory social and environmental
reporting, assessed by independent auditors.

If they miss their targets, the executives
would lose part or all of the deferred sum. In oth-
er words, they would pay for any disasters they
impose on others. To ensure it isn’t captured by
corporate interests, the agency would be funded
by the income it confiscates.

Are these the right solutions? I'm not yet sure.
So please support them, oppose them or suggest
better ideas in the comment thread. I know that,
at best, they address only part of the problem.
Should corporations in their current form exist
at all? Is capitalism compatible with life on earth?
Radical as they sound, the ideas in this column
are small steps. But by comparison to the timid
measures in the Commons report, they’re giant
strides. CT
George Monbiot's latest book, How Did We Get
Into This Mess?, is published by Verso. This
article was first published in the Guardian.
Monbiot’s web site is www.monbiot.com
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A brief history
of lion taming

The world's first lion tamer shocked, and delighted, Big Top audiences almost
200 years ago. Now, changing attitudes to animal cruelty have resulted in
the last British trainer losing his licence, writes Helen Cowie

RITAIN'S last lion tamer, Thomas Chip-

perfield, was recently refused a licence

to continue performing with his two li-

ons and one tiger. The decision — which

Chipperfield intends to appeal - marks

the end of a long tradition of lion taming in Brit-

ain. It reflects a gradual shift in public attitudes

towards circuses and a growing sense that mak-

ing wild animals perform unnatural tricks is
both dangerous and cruel.

While it has taken nearly 200 years for such

views to result in a formal ban, these sentiments

have been around for a long time. From its origin

ﬂliﬂi q'

Hiimh

ﬂ"

ILD THINGS: Edwin Landseer, Isaac Van Amburgh and
his Animals, 1839. Art: Wikimedia Commons

in the early 19th-century, lion taming has elic-
ited both awe and horror. It has also attracted a
socially diverse range of tamers, whose perform-
ances have been both praised and condemned.

The first lion tamer to make it big in the UK
was Isaac Van Amburgh. Born in Fishkill, New
York State, Van Amburgh toured Europe be-
tween 1838 and 1845 and achieved notoriety for
his performances with big cats. His act included
introducing a lamb into the lions’ cage and in-
serting his head into the mouth of his largest
lion. Queen Victoria, a big fan of Van Amburgh’s,
commissioned a famous portrait of the lion tam-
er by the artist Edwin Landseer.

Though many were impressed by Van Am-
burgh’s bravery, his performances also elicited
criticism. When the American floated the idea of
taking his largest lion up in a hot air balloon, the
authorities banned the venture, persuaded that
“if loss of life” were to occur without “even the
shadow of a scientific pretext, it will certainly
entail responsibility of a heavy kind upon all the
parties concerned in so absurd an exhibition”
(Morning Chronicle, September 24 1838).

Reviewing one of the lion tamer’s perform-
ances in 1838, meanwhile, a journalist for The
Examiner objected to “the thrusting of his head
within the lion’s jaws”, which was “at once a piece
of gratuitous impertinence towards the animal,
avery disagreeable exhibition for the spectators,
and above all a highly hazardous proceeding for
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the exhibitor”. Some level of peril was accept-
able, and gave lion taming its thrill value, but
excessive risk drew public condemnation.Soon
a new trend swept the menagerie business: the
phenomenon of the female lion tamer. Eager to
ratchet up the tension of the lion-taming specta-
cle, menagerists searched for innovations in per-
sonnel and homed in on the idea of a “lion queen”.
The first lion queen, a Miss Hilton, had entered
the lions’ den at Stepney Fair in 1839, and was
soon followed by others. By the late 1840s, hav-
ing a female tamer on the staff was virtually a
necessity for any self-respecting menagerist.
Needless to say, not everyone was comfortable
with the idea of letting a woman perform with
wild animals, and the lion queen craze subsided
in 1850 when tamer Ellen Bright was killed by
a tiger in Kent. According to witnesses, the ac-

cident happened when Bright, who was only 17,
was coming to the end of her final performance
of the evening.

The first lion queen, a Miss
Hilton, entered the lions’ den
at Stepney Fair in 1829

The Daily News reported that wanting to
perform a trick with the lion, she pushed the
tiger out of her way, striking it “slightly with a
small whip that she carried in her hand”. The
animal “growled, as if in anger”, and immedi-
ately tripped the girl with its paw, “seizing her
furiously by the neck, inserting the teeth of the
upper jaw in her chin, and in closing its mouth,
inflicting frightful injury in the throat”.
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VICTORIAN DEVIL: 'Hyena’, lllustrated London News,
November 211868. lllustrated London News

This shocking incident precipitated a flurry of
impassioned protests against lion queens. One
commentator, a journalist from the Stamford
Mercury, eulogised “the graceful attractions of
Miss Bright” and deplored “the folly of allowing
so perfect a form to be thus exposed to ruthless
hazard” through her “ill-advised tampering”
with “caged monsters”. Another, writing in The
Morning Chronicle, denounced lion taming as a
futile and brutalising spectacle that “degrades
both the exhibitor and the spectator and hardens
the nature while steeling it to fear and to pity”.
Once again, the motives of both performers and
spectators were under scrutiny, triggering a bout
of national soul searching.

A nother common critique of lion taming — even
in the 19th century - was the cruelty it inflicted
on animals. Van Amburgh used violence against
his big cats, hitting them with a crowbar to make
them submissive. Rumours also circulated that
he declawed his lions and had their teeth filed.
Writing in 1881, the RSPCA denounced all lion
taming performances as “an exhibition of suc-
cessful cruelty” in which “big animals are pun-
ished into sulky obedience or are made to howl

with anger”.

One particularly shocking case of animal cru-
elty occurred in Leeds in 1874, when, as the Leeds
Mercury reported, keeper Frederick Hewitt
forced a group of hyenas to jump through a fiery
hoop “saturated with naptha and then lighted”.
Many of the animals were “severely burned”.
Others exhibited “raw wounds ... from which
blood oozed”. The RSPCA prosecuted Hewitt for
the abuse, calling for an end to such perform-
ances. Though the case was dismissed on a legal
technicality it paved the way for other successful
prosecutions involving circus animals.

Outrage ensued when a
one-armed trainer was
killed by lions at Bolton

Nor was it just animals that showmen were
accused of exploiting. In addition to women, non-
European, underage and disabled people also
acted as tamers, drawing criticism from con-
temporaries. In 1866 magistrates in Nottingham
denounced the performances of a five-year-old
boy, Daniel Day, who entered the lion’s den in his
father’s menagerie. And in 1870 concern was ex-
pressed for “a dwarf named Tommy Dodd”, who
performed with lions in Aberdeen. Then in 1872,
outrage ensued when one-armed tamer Thomas
McCarty was Kkilled by lions in a menagerie at
Bolton.

While the chance to perform with lions may,
in some respects, have been a liberating (and
financially rewarding) experience for socially
disadvantaged tamers, many saw the practice
as voyeuristic and exploitative and called for its
end. But despite surges of anger following seri-
ous accidents and deaths, the lion taming act
survived public opposition, attracting large audi-
ences well into the 20th century. It has only been
in recent decades that its popularity has faded,
thanks, in large part, to a rise in animal welfare
activism. CT

Helen Cowie is a lecturer in early Modern
history at the University of York. This article was
first published at www.theconversation. com
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When the poor
sponsor the rich

Filip Reyntjens tells how one of the world's poorest countries
came to sponsor one of the Britain's richest soccer teams

WANDA keeps surprising. Recently the

Rwandan Development Board signed

a sleeve sponsoring deal with London

Premier League club, Arsenal. Over a

three-year period, the 200 sq centime-
tre ad “Visit Rwanda” will cost the country US
$39-million.

President Paul Kagame is known to be a com-
mitted Arsenal fan. Recently, he even tweeted
that the club needed a new coach after Arse-
nal’s once invincible league and cup winning
manager Arsene Wenger’s poor record over the
past number of seasons. One may suppose that it
is a coincidence that the deal was struck just af-
ter Wenger’s retirement at the end of the 2017/18
season.

Rwanda is the 19th poorest country in the
world with a per capita income of around
USD#$700. Arsenal is one of the richest football
clubs in the world. It’s not surprising therefore
that the nearly USD$40 million has upset quite
a few people.

Dutch lawmakers, including some from the
governing coalition, immediately reacted an-
grily to the news that such a poor country re-
ceiving a great deal of aid from The Netherlands
would sponsor one of the world’s richest soccer
clubs. Similar reactions could be heard in the
UK, Rwanda’s second largest bilateral donor. An
MP described the deal as “an own goal for for-
eign aid”.

In addition, those concerned with democra-
cy and human rights think the deal is sending

the wrong message about a country that has a
strong authoritarian streak running through it.

The question is: Is Kagame entering into a
deal with his favourite club to promote tourism
or has he done it to enhance his image and shield
him from criticism? He appears to have made
the decision off his own bat: the contract appears
not to have been discussed in the cabinet and the
money does not figure in the budget approved by
parliament.

For the Rwandan government, the deal is part
of a broader strategy to develop tourism, which
in 2017 accounted for about 12.7% of GDP and
USD$400 million of revenue. The country sees
upmarket leisure and convention tourism as an
important growth sector. It has a lot going for it:
lush green landscapes, the mountain gorillas of
the Virunga volcanos, the Akagera wildlife park,
the tropical Nyungwe forest, idyllic Lake Kivu,
and even genocide memorials — all compressed
into a space of just 26,000 sq kms.

This strategy is integrated and makes sense
on paper. The state has invested heavily in its
national airline RwandAir and built the Kigali
Convention Centre and high-end hotels. And the
development of the new Bugesera International
Airport, designed to become a major regional
hub, is underway.

But there are doubts about the profitability
of these ventures. For instance, RwandAir has
yet to break even 14 years after it was launched.
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splashing out sponsorship cash to Arsenal, one of the world's richest soccer teams.

The government keeps it afloat with an annual
grant of USD$50 million just for operations.

Investments in a constantly expanding fleet
to cater for an ever growing network of conti-
nental and intercontinental destinations require
considerable borrowing at a high cost. The fis-
cal risk involved in the government’s strategy is
high, and economists wonder how sustainable
these outlays will be in the medium term.

Calculations like these are for the Rwandan
government to consider. But has Arsenal con-
sidered the signal it’s giving in light of Kagame’s
human rights and democracy records?

Rwandais a de facto one-party
state with no meaningful
political opposition

Canadian investigative journalist Judi Rever
recently recorded in a book, “In Praise of Blood:
The Crimes of the Rwandan Patriotic Front”,
that the Rwandan regime has massacred tens if
not hundreds of thousands of innocent civilians,
particularly in the 1990s.

And last year Human Rights Watch issued

worrying reports about human rights abuses.
These included the rounding up and arbitrary
detention of poor people in “transit centres”
across the country, widespread repression in
land cases, extrajudicial killings and unlawful
detention and torture in military facilities.

In October 2017 the United Nations subcommit-
tee on Prevention of Torture suspended its visit
to Rwanda because of “a series of obstructions
imposed by the authorities”. It was only the third
time in 10 years the subcommittee has done
this.

On top of this there has been widespread anal-
ysis and commentary on the state of democracy
in Rwanda. The country is a de facto one-party
state with no meaningful political opposition, no
press freedom and no independent civil society.

Kagame’s grip on power is absolute and in
August last year he was reelected with over 98%
of the vote. A referendum on a constitutional
amendment in 2015 gave him the right to stay of-
fice until 2034.

Realising that battles are fought in the media
as much, if not more than on the ground, Kag-
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ame’s party, the Rwandan Patriotic Front (RPF)
has developed a formidable information and
communication strategy stretching back to the
civil war it launched in October 1990.

Kagame once said: “We used communication
and information warfare better than anyone. We
have found a new way of doing things”.

This has involved paying those who can help
promote the right image, including public rela-
tions firms.

True, political ethics and sports don’t match
well. Until recently FC Barcelona agreed to a Qa-
tar sponsorship that saw the country featured on
the team’s jerseys. Qatar has a very chequered
political record. Due to host the 2022 World Cup,
it’s known for its notorious human rights abuse,
especially when it comes to the rights of migrant
workers and women.

Another example is Atlético Madrid which

Sprmgtlme

n

Re

;,

was controversially sponsored by Azerbaijan,
where the Euro 2020 football tournament will
take place. This east European country has
been flagged by Amnesty International for its
“crackdown on the right to freedom of expres-
sion, particularly following revelations of large-
scale political corruption”.

Not that it should make any difference, but
these two countries are very rich, while Rwanda
is very poor.

And I nearly forgot: Many Arsenal fans
were opposed to the deal, not because of Rwan-
da’s human rights and democracy records, but
because they didn’t like the design of the sleeve
print. CT
Filip Reyntjens is professor of law and
politics, in the Institute of Development Policy
and Management (IOB) at the University
of Antwerp. This article first appeared
at wwww.theconversation.com
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INFORMATION
DOMINANCE

The Philosophy of
Total Propaganda Control

DAVID MILLER
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Lifting
the vell

There's something surreal
about visiting a shopping
mall in which the women
on advertising hoardings
and posters have their
faces, hands and feet
digitally removed
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OUGIE WALLACE made waves in Saudi
Arabia when he recently published
Harrodsburg, a book of photographs
showing the outrageous consumer av-
arice of some of the kingdom’s richest
citizens as they shopped the streets of Knights-
bridge in London.

Then, in an unexpected twist, Reem al Faisal,
a Saudi Princess, invited Wallace to exhibit im-
ages from the book in the Saudi Arabian Red Sea
city of Jeddah. While there, he discovered that
there are few entertainment options in the king-
dom, which has no cinemas, bars, or nightclubs.
Instead, residents spend their leisure time in
giant, upscale, shopping malls.
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Blurred faces
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While browsing these malls, Wal-
lace saw how major international stores
struggled to combat strict religious laws
that only allow women to be seen in
public as shapeless forms under black
burkas that cover everything but their
faces, feet and hands - although there
are fewer restrictions on men and chil-
dren. And mannequins, both male and
female, can’t have heads, in case you
worship them!

In Behind the Veil, the new project
developed during his Saudijourney, Wal-
lace shows how Western corporations
adapt their sales campaigns to laws that
are so harsh that the sight of a strand of
hair or a jeans-clad leg in an advertis-
ing poster can result in a visit from the
religious police or mutaween, the Com-

IT'S A MAN'S WORLD: Women's faces are pixilated into unrecog-
nisability (above), but those of the men are clear and unaltered
(below)

o
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GHOSTLY VISION: A headless, footless woman follows her
man (above). Fathers and baby, but no place for mother
F (left). Home, sweet home, but where's the wife? (below).
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BENEATH THE BURKA: Sexy underwear and flimsy nightwear are fine, but faces and hands are forbidden.

mittee to Promote Virtue and Prevent Vice. Those
marketing efforts have led to the creation of an
eerie advertising netherworld, where women in
displays in Marks & Spencer stores have their
faces erased, and the models in Zara are ghostly
apparitions; where Ikea billboards convey homo-
eroticism: solitary, bare-chested men luxuriating
in sumptuous white bed linen; and neither Victo-
ria’s Secrets nor Top Shop have a woman in sight.

“Strangely”, Wallace notes, “this same reli-
gious logic seems unmoved by the display of pert-
nippled dummies, dressed in lascivious lingerie
and outfits dreamed up for kinky sex that appear
in abundance in the malls. No faces, no hands, no
feet, so allis well ...”

Aware of the contradictions and the heavy-
handed reputation of the country’s religious po-

lice, Wallace says, “I decided to shoot empty shops
with a small, fast and discrete camera, being care-
ful not to include anyone in the images. Even so,
I always expected a tap on the shoulder and then
having to explain my photos of women’s undergar-
ments. I had a story ready thatI was a fashion blog-
ger, interested only in the clothes. But I thought,
‘That will last about 10 minutes under interroga-
tion’, and had a couple of meltdown moments when
I wondered if, perhaps, it would be more sensible if
I formatted my memory card.”

Reflecting on the “humiliation of women in the
multinationals’ advertising”, Wallace says, “It
seems to me that high street stores such as M&S
and Zara are accomplices in this humiliation of
women. In the West, we protest about companies
that objectify and sexualise women by selling
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over-revealing clothes to girls. Yet, surely, a similar message
is implied when females accept that they must cover up so
that men can control their desires.

“Islamic fashion is one of the industry’s fastest growing
sectors, expected to be worth more than £200-billion by 2020,
which explains why greedy high street chains see nothing
wrong in indulging women in one wealthy market, while pro-
moting the imprisoning of women’s bodies in another. Is there
any line big business won'’t cross in order to cash in?”

I think he already knows the answer to that question. CT

Tony Sutton

® Dougie Wallace's book Harrodsburg is published by
Dewi Lewis — www.dewilewispublishing.com - price £30
® Watch a 30-minute BBC TV video of Harrodsburg at
https://vimeo.com/194869208

@ See more of Wallace's work at www.dougiewallace.com
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JAMES HAMILL

Remembering South
Africa’s catastrophe

The 1948 election that launched an apartheid state

MID extensive media coverage of the

70th anniversary of the founding of

the state of Israel - commemorated by

Palestinians as the nakba (catastro-

phe) - it’s important that the 70th an-
niversary of South Africa’s own tragedy should
not pass unnoticed. That is the election of May
1948 which brought the National Party to power
on a platform of apartheid.

That both events should fall in the same month
is a neat coincidence given the close Israel-South
Africa relationship from 1967. This was docu-
mented in detail by Sasha Polakow-Suransky in
his 2011 book “The Unspoken Alliance: Israel’s
Secret Relationship with Apartheid South Af-
rica”.

Added to thisis the contemporary view among
Israel’s critics that the country increasingly re-
sembles an apartheid state. This comparison
was given added weight by the recent Kkilling of
60 Palestinians by the Israeli army, which evoked
memories of the Sharpeville massacre of 1960.

May 1948 continues to cast a long shadow over
South African life. Apartheid has been removed
from the statute book for almost three decades.
But there is widespread recognition that a de
facto apartheid endures both economically and
socially. After 24 years of democracy, millions of
South Africans still await change.

The country may no longer be the two distinct
nations - “one white and wealthy, the other black
and poor” — captured in the words of former pres-
ident Thabo Mbeki. The last two decades have

witnessed a growing black middle class, but the
disparities are still grotesque.

Black South Africans continue to be disadvan-
taged by unemployment, homelessness and inad-
equate provision of such basic services as water
and sanitation. They have a lower life expect-
ancy, and higher levels of absolute poverty com-
pared to their white compatriots.

True, apartheid should not become an all-
purpose alibi for failure and poor governance.
And the record of the African National Congress
(ANC), in power since 1994, has been distinctly
chequered. But, it was always inevitable that
such a pervasive ideology would live on after its
formal legislative demise.

Even beyond the area of acute socio-economic
disadvantage, apartheid retains a capacity to
contaminate South African life. Voting is still
heavily skewed by race and a polarised racial
discourse continues around key issues such as
land redistribution, affirmative action, educa-
tion and even, on occasion, foreign policy.

In fact, apartheid itself remains the subject of
dispute across racial lines as to the scale of its
crimes and how best they might be atoned for.

What remains bizarre about the May 1948
election is that it was surrounded by all the trap-
pings of a supposedly democratic society. There
were discussions of marginal seats, manifestos
and campaigns. Yet it was all aimed exclusively
at a narrow, racially defined, white segment of
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NOT-S0-GREAT: Black commuters line up to board a 'Non-Whites Only’ bus in Johannesburg during the mid-

1970s, just before the Soweto schoolkids' riots of 1976 signalled the beginning of the final push in the strug-

gle to eliminate apartheid.

the population.

The overwhelming majority of South Africans
were excluded on grounds of their skin colour.
Black Africans, then over 70 percent of the pop-
ulation, were passive onlookers at an election
which would shape their lives for generations.
The National Party, led by Daniel Malan, cam-
paigned on the platform of apartheid (apartness),
which at that point was principally a slogan to
mobilise white, particularly Afrikaner, voters.

Passive onlookers at an election
that would shape their lives
for generations

It was unashamedly racist and played on white
insecurities by raising the spectre of the “swart
gevaar” (“black peril”); amid growing black ur-
banisation, bringing with it the triple threat of
economic competition, demands for political
rights, and the likelihood of racial mixing.

An almost Nazi-like emphasis on preserving

Photo: Duncan Mangham

the “purity of the white race” was central to the
NP campaign message in 1948. This was coupled
with the view that their opponents, the United
Party led by Prime Minister Jan Smuts, had no
“big idea” to place before the white electorate to
rival the apartheid slogan.

There was also a class factor at work. The Na-
tionalists argued that the United Party could af-
ford to indulge in racial liberalism as its support-
ers were generally more affluent and cossetted
than its core base of small farmers, blue-collar
workers and “poor whites”. These groups found
themselves at the sharp end of competition with
black Africans and, in the Nationalists’s view,
required statutory racial “protection” in the job
market.

Much of this was grossly exaggerated to the
point of outright fabrication. Smuts was never a
racial liberal, still less an integrationist. He be-
lieved firmly in white supremacy which, in his
political credo, was uncontroversial. But, cru-
cially, Smuts recognised that the total separa-
tion of the races was a practical impossibility. It
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POVERTY OF APARTHEID: Crippled and homeless, a
man holds out his hat out as passers by ignore him
in a Johannesburg street during the days of apart-
heid in South Africa. Photo: Duncan Mangham

was this point which distinguished him from the
delusional politics of the National Party.

He believed that the white-run economy, and
the white population more generally, would al-
ways depend on black labour for their well-be-
ing. The flow of black Africans to the cities, so
troubling to the National Party, could perhaps
be regulated, to some degree contained, but it
could never be reversed. As he said in a much
quoted 1942 comment, one might as well try to
sweep the ocean back with a broom.

Smuts would eventually be vindicated when
four decades later in the early 1980s, the National
Party abandoned this central pillar of apartheid
doctrine and formally accepted the permanence
of the urban black population. This, while seek-
ing to build a new “reform” policy around that
reality.

But in 1948 the Smuts position was charac-
terised as weak and indecisive and the National

Party made political capital from such apparent
uncertainty, so much so that Smuts even lost
his own seat at Standerton in the then Trans-
vaal. While the National Party victory of 1948
was undoubtedly a political earthquake, para-
doxically it was no electoral landslide. In terms
of share of the popular vote the party was in
fact defeated. The United Party and its allies
secured 50.9 percent of the popular vote and
the National Party and its allies 41.2 percent,
a significant disparity. But, due to the vagar-
ies of an electoral system heavily weighted in
favour of rural seats where the National Party
was dominant, the party emerged with 79 seats
to the UP’s 71.

When all the parliamentary arithmetic was
concluded, the National Party and its allies
emerged with an overall majority of five. This
outcome was viewed by the party as a triumph
in two distinct areas.

First, it was considered a triumph over the
English-speaking electorate and the British, from
whom Afrikaners had supposedly reclaimed the
country to become, once again, masters in their
own house. Second, and more significantly, it
was considered a triumph over the black popu-
lation. It allowed the National Party to begin to
address the so-called “native question”.

This was the prelude to four decades of racial
fanaticism, ethnic cleansing, systematic discrim-
ination and oppression, which made South Afri-
ca an international outcast and left a devastating
legacy for the post-apartheid government.

It is a tragedy and one of history’s supreme
ironies that such a malign ideology and system
- one with calamitous long-term consequences -
should have been launched on so flimsy, indeed
non-existent, a mandate. CT
James Hamill is lecturer in politics and
international relations at the University of
Leicester in England. This article was first
published at www.theconversation.com

See more of Duncan Mangham's photographs of South Africa under apartheid at
www.coldtype.net/Assets.14/pdfs/0314.Mangham.Africa.singles.pdf
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The 