Editorial
Super Floods 2022
Flooding in Pakistan, caused by the heaviest rainfall in more than three decades,
has killed more than 1,200 people including 400 children since June and caused
more than $10 billion in damage. The extreme weather following some of the
hottest temperatures in South Asia is a climate disaster. Many neighborhoods are
starting to look like they are part of the ocean. Pakistan received almost
190% more rainfall than its 30-year average in the June-August quarter of this
year, totaling 390.7 mm (15.38 inches). July was the region's wettest month
since 1961. The province of Sindh, with a population of 50
million, was the hardest hit, with 466% more rainfall than the 30-year
average. Large rivers like the
Indus flooded,
turning
the
lowlands around them into swamps. Satellite images show that part of the state
looks like an inland sea, with only trees and elevated roads visible. Rising surface
temperatures across Asia over the past 100 years have resulted in more intense,
more frequent, and longer-lasting heat waves. Pakistan experienced record
high temperatures this year after a series of heatwaves in April and May. The
prolonged melting
of Himalayan
glaciers, already exacerbated by this
year's record heat wave, has caused flash floods in Pakistan as more water flows
down
hills throughout
the summer,
contributing to massive
flooding.
Pakistan has more than 7,200 glaciers, as said, more than anywhere outside
the polar regions. These sources of river water supply about 75% of
the country's water reserves. Melting glaciers is another effect of global warming.
When
climate
change
reduces snowfall
and warms summer temperatures, glaciers are unable to regain their lost mass
and shrink. With over 220 million people, Pakistan faces arguably the greatest
humanitarian crisis. Monsoon rains began in her mid-June, and by the end
of August, had killed nearly 1,200 people. More than a third of her land is
still under water, affecting at least 33 million of her people. The National Disaster
Management Agency (NDMA) puts the number of affected districts at 72 out
of 160 total
of
700,000 animals, often the only livelihood
for
people.

The southern state of Sindh remains the worst affected. On August 30, the NDMA
said at least 405 people, including 160 children, had died there. More than 14
million people in the state are 'severely affected', of which only 377,000 currently
live in camps. Pakistan has sought help from the international community
including the IMF. A $1.16 billion injection could help free up enough money to
weather the country for years to come, but the floods themselves caused more
than $10 billion in damage and the return from this loan will be negligible as it will
only end up increasing Pakistan’s debt to $255 billion. One begins to wonder if
this calamity could have been contained and if reliance on debt is the only
solution. The state of affairs in Pakistan is a result of years of mismanagement,
corruption, and neglect. The world's largest irrigation system, the Indus Valley is
another monument to massive investments with roots dating back over 4,000
years. However, like its backbone, Pakistan, the Indus, and its tributaries lack the
investment needed to effectively manage natural disaster risks. Some of the key
lines of defense against flooding are colonial projects like the massive Sukkur
Dam. The Sukkur Dam is a system of dams and canals that divert water from the
Indus to irrigate the southern arid He Sindh province. Many are in poor condition
due to a lack of investment in maintenance over the years. There is a dispute
between the four provinces in Pakistan over the allocation of water and funds.
The Tarbela and Mangla reservoirs on either side of Islamabad are so clogged with
silt runoff from the Himalayas that they lose their ability to absorb floodwaters
and prevent flooding further downstream. Only 57% of Tarbela's storage capacity
is currently available and can become completely clogged with increased silt. The
underinvestment that has led to this situation is chronic. Of the 20 largest
economies in the world by population, only Egypt has a lower total investment
rate than Pakistan. This shows that the country is unable to build the necessary
infrastructure to support its growing population. With the rising costs of climate
change impacts, more and more money is being spent simply on recovery and
post-disaster recovery rather than the long-term investments needed to protect
the nation from future natural disasters.
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Cataclysmic floods in Pakistan
killed 1,300+ including 380 children, Wounded 12,600 Relief Operations
Underway More than half of Pakistan affected by floods, millions homeless There
has been $10 billion of damage and an estimated 1 million homes wrecked
Pakistan is going through its Eights(8) cycle of monsoon; normally the country has
only three to four cycles of monsoon rain and het another cycle may come in
September A rapid needs assessment conducted by IRC and
Medical Emergency & Resilience Foundation (MERF) in Pakistan found that:
87% of respondents reported that women and girls don't have safe latrine
facilities and 84% don't have access to necessary hygiene supplies
71% reported their community does not have access to sufficient and clean
drinking water
63% reported that pregnant and lactating women were extremely vulnerable
60% of respondents said their community is not safe
30 to 40% of respondents said they do not have access to critical healthcare
Pakistani authorities say this year's devastation is worse than in 2010, when
floods killed 1,700 people. Gen. Qamar Javed Bajwa, the country's military chief,
said that his country may take years to recover. He appealed to Pakistanis living
abroad to generously donate to the flood victims.
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------International aid reaches Pakistan
So far, Pakistan has received aid from China, Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Turkey,
Uzbekistan, the United Arab Emirates and a number of other countries. The
United States announced it would provide $30 million (€29.9 million) in aid for
flood victims. The United Nations has warned that Pakistan's floods could put
significant pressure on efforts to get food into neighboring Afghanistan. The UK
government announces humanitarian support of up to £15 million to help
Pakistan's flood response. Islamabad, Pakistan, August 29, 2022 —The country
has received nearly 190% more rain than the 30-year average in the quarter
through August this year, totalling 390.7 millimetres (15.38 inches). Sindh
province, with a population of 50 million, was hardest hit, getting 466% more rain
than the 30-year average. The International Rescue Committee (IRC) is
responding to devastating floods in Pakistan which have hit almost 33 million
people and killed more than 13000+. Since mid-June, the monsoons have
destroyed 3,000 kilometers of road, 130 bridges and 495,000 homes. Sindh and

Balochistan provinces have seen 784% and 500% more rains than average with
even more Monsoon rains anticipated in the coming weeks. With more than 4
million acres of crops damaged and almost 800,000 livestock killed, the IRC is
anticipating a sharp increase in food insecurity and a severe impact on the
economy.AP,AFP,DPA,Reuters

'IMF approves revival of Pakistans EFF programme, to release $1.17bn loan
tranche
(29-Aug. 2022) The International Monetary Fund's (IMF) executive board has
approved the revival of Pakistan's Extended Fund Facility (EFF) programme after
which the country will receive the 7th and 8th tranche of $1.17 billion, Finance
Minister Miftah Ismail said. “Alhamdolillah the IMF Board has approved the
revival of our EFF program. We should now be getting the 7th & 8th tranche of
$1.17 billion,” he tweeted. The minister went on to congratulate the nation and
thanked Prime Minister Shehbaz Sharif for “taking tough decisions” and “saving
Pakistan from default”. Separately, in an interview with Geo News anchorperson
Shahzeb Khanzada, Ismail said that all the executive directors had supported
Pakistan's request for the loan approval and extension except India. Meanwhile,
PM Shehbaz commended the finance minister, his team and other stakeholders
for their hard work. “The formal resumption of an IMF program is a major step
forward in our efforts to put Pakistan's economy back on track. It is outcome of
an excellent team effort,” the premier said. The IMF will now immediately
disburse about $1.2 billion to Pakistan and may provide up to $4 billion over the
remainder of the current fiscal year, which began on July 1.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------CPEC laying foundation for sustained economic modernization: PM
News Desk August 17, 2022
ISLAMABAD: In an interview with the Global Times, he said over the past 10
years, the construction of CPEC projects has helped Pakistan reduce the
bottlenecks caused by past power shortages and weak infrastructure. PM
Shehbaz said the government will continue to work closely with China to enhance

the momentum of cooperation between the two countries. Regarding Pak-China
friendship, he said the all-weather strategic partnership between Pakistan and
China is deeply rooted in people&#39;s hearts, covering all areas of bilateral
cooperation. PM Shehbaz further said that the two countries support each other
on the issue of mutual core nterests. Pakistan has always firmly supported the
One China Policy and believes that Taiwan is its inalienable part, he added.
Moreover, the premier stated that Pakistan-China relations are an important
factor for peace and stability in the region and the world. Furthermore, PM
Shehbaz said in order to stabilize the economy, we urgently need to lay the
foundation for the long-delayed structural reforms, adding that the government
also needs to deepen economic and trade relations with friendly countries. In his
concluding remarks, the prime minister said that public policy transformation
from geopolitics to geo-economics represents a consensus that we should realise
the potential of to accelerate Pakistan&#39;s development. He added that the
core of our development strategy remains to safeguard the well-being of the
Pakistani people and make Pakistan a self-reliant state.

Strengthening Pak-China economic relations: Chinese Consul General, Li Bijian
ByNews Desk | 13 August 2022
Pakistan and China have a long economic history which is still continued, and both
the countries have agreed to strengthen the business and economic relations and
industrial cooperation for joint ventures. The agreement was achieved during a
meeting in Karachi between the Board of Investment delegation led by Additional
Secretary and the Chinese Consul General, Li Bijian. The Consul General, Li Bijian,
praised the BOI for meeting with Chinese and Pakistani associations in Karachi
and overcoming the gap between the two nations' private sectors. Moreover, he
lauded the BOI's initiatives toward attracting high-quality FDI through concrete
steps. One example is the BOI's initiative, in collaboration with the All-Pakistan
Chinese Enterprise Association and the Chinese Embassy, to establish the Pakistan
Business and Investment Forum, which was praised by President Xi Jinping during
the Pak-China joint statement. The Consul General stated that this forum would

help to resolve the problems of Chinese companies, while also promoting
engagement between Pakistani and Chinese enterprises. He appreciated the B2B
CPEC investment conferences organized by BOI in Karachi, Lahore, and Peshawar.
He also invited the BOI to take these endeavors to China as well for promoting the
bilateral investments. The BOI's Additional Secretary informed that the
Government of Pakistan has proposed establishing a G2G SEZ in Pakistan in
conjunction with China to assist the influx of Chinese industries relocating to
Pakistan. He also highlighted that BOI had eased the work visa process and visit
visa and persuaded the Chinese investors and companies to apply for the work
visa. The Project Director of CPEC-IC said that the BOI has presented a list of 30
Chinese projects open for investment in Pakistan to the local chambers.The CG
was pleased, and he offered to push Chinese firms to be even more forthcoming
in disclosing collaborative potential. Thus, with the assistance of the BOI, Chinese
missions in Pakistan, and the PCBIF, meaningful joint ventures between
companies from both sides may be formed.

News In Brief International
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------China says 'mission accomplished' around Taiwan
Beijing has announced the successful completion of assignments around the
island, but added that regular patrols will continue China has announced an end
to the unprecedented military exercises around Taiwan, which were launched
following the controversial visit by US House Speaker Nancy Pelosi to Taipei. The
People's Liberation Army (PLA) said on Wednesday 10th August, that it had
“successfully completed various missions during recent drills around Taiwan
island and effectively tested the troop's joint operation combat capacity,” as
reported by the Global Times. China said it will continue “military training and
preparation,” and organize patrols in the Taiwan Strait in order to “resolutely
defend national sovereignty and territorial integrity,” Eastern Theater Command
spokesperson Colonel Shi Yi said. The announcement comes shortly after Beijing
released a White Paper refusing to rule out the use of force in its efforts to unify

Taiwan with the mainland, noting, however, that it will strive for a peaceful
unification. “We will work with the greatest sincerity and exert our utmost efforts
to achieve peaceful reunification. But we will not renounce the use of force, and
we reserve the option of taking all necessary measures,” the document read.
Beijing noted that this contingency was needed to prevent “external interference
and separatist activities” and accused “anti-Chinese forces in the US” of
deliberately escalating tensions between China and Taiwan. China considers
Taiwan an inalienable part of its territory and views visits such as Pelosi's as an
attack on its sovereignty and a violation of the 'One China' principle, under which
most countries refrain from diplomatic recognition of Taiwan.(Source: RT NEWS)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Chinese defense minister stresses PLA's courage, capabilities to defeat intruders
By Zhang Han | Global Times China
Chinese State Councilor and Defense Minister Wei Fenghe said, the Chinese
military has the confidence and courage to defeat any intruders, and stressed
staunch determination, firm will and strong ability to safeguard national
sovereignty and territorial integrity, after some Western lawmakers smeared
China's appropriate, necessary military operations as an "overreaction" to US'
constant provocations over Taiwan question.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------U.S. Warships Sail Taiwan Strait, Defying Chinese Pressure
By Austin Ramzy | Aug. 28, 2022
HONG KONG — The U.S. Navy said that two of its guided-missile cruisers
warships sailed through the Taiwan Strait on Sunday, the first such passage by
American ships since China began large-scale military exercises in response to a
visit to Taiwan by Speaker Nancy Pelosi early this month. The guided-missile
cruisers Antietam and Chancellorsville were conducting what the Navy's Seventh
Fleet called “a routine Taiwan Strait transit.” American officials said this month
that the Navy would continue to operate around Taiwan, despite China's claims to
control the waterway. China has warned the United States against sailing
warships in the Taiwan Strait and said that it would respond to what it considers

threats to its sovereignty. The Chinese military said on Sunday in a statement that
it had monitored the ships' passage but did not indicate any additional response.
“Eastern theater forces remain on high alert, ready to thwart any provocation,” it
said.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Japan marks end of World War-II
(15-8-2022) Prime Minister Fumio Kishida in his address largely focused on the
damages Japan suffered on its turf, including the US atomic bombings on
Hiroshima and Nagasaki and massive firebombings across the country. Japan's
Prime Minister Fumio Kishida has renewed Japan's no-war pledge at a sombre
ceremony to mark his country's 77th anniversary of its World War II defeat. In his
first address as prime minister since taking office in October, Kishida said that
Japan will “stick to our resolve to never repeat the tragedy of the war." Kishida
did not mention Japanese aggression across Asia in the first half of the 20th
century or the victims in the region. Kishida largely focused on the damages
Japan suffered on its turf the US atomic bombings on Hiroshima and Nagasaki,
massive firebombings across Japan and the bloody ground battle on Okinawa. He
said the peace and prosperity that the country enjoys today is built on the
suffering and sacrifices of those who died in the war. Some 900 participants
observed a minute of silence at noon during the ceremony held at the Budokan
arena. (Source: AP)

Rohingya mark five years since the exodus to Bangladesh
(25 Aug 2022) Rohingya refugees say they have no future in camps in Bangladesh,
but the situation in Myanmar prevents their return home, As the United States,
the European Union and other Western nations pledged to continue supporting
their pursuit of justice in international courts. At a sprawling camp in Bangladesh’s
Cox’s Bazar district, thousands of refugees gathered to commemorate what they
term Genocide Remembrance Day, with speakers demanding safety from
persecution inside Myanmar so they can return to the country. Bangladesh tells
UN that Rohingya refugees must return to Myanmar UN High Commissioner for
Human Rights Michelle Bachelet arrived to Bangladesh's capital Dhaka and visited

Rohingya camps in Cox's Bazar district near the border with Myanmar. “The
Rohingya are nationals of Myanmar and they have to be taken back,” Hasina was
quoted as saying by her press secretary, Ihsanul Karim. She added that many
refugees were fearful for their safety due to the activity of armed groups and
criminal gangs. Bangladesh said that Myanmar has dragged on its promises to
start the repatriation process, “meanwhile here *Bangladesh+ the environment is
getting increasingly hostile towards the Rohingya refugees,” Chowdhury added.
Bangladesh asks China for help in repatriating Rohingya refugees Earlier ,
Bangladesh sought cooperation from China in repatriating Rohingya to Myanmar
during a visit by Chines Foreign Minister Wang Yi. China had brokered a
November 2017 agreement with Myanmar aimed at sending refugees back. Wang
Yi arrived in Dhaka and met Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina and Foreign Minister
AK Abdul Momen. They discussed bilateral and global issues before his departure
on Sunday, said Shahriar Alam, Bangladesh's junior minister for foreign
affairs.(SOURCE: APN/ AL JAZEERA AND NEWS AGENCIES)
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------UN chief says killing of Palestinian children 'unconscionable’
(11 Aug 2022) The UN human rights office has confirmed that among the 48
Palestinians killed in the three-day onslaught from Friday to Sunday, at least 22
were civilians, including 17 children and four women. Nearly two-thirds of the 360
Palestinians reported injured in the Israeli offensive were civilians, including 151
children, 58 women and 19 older people, the UN human rights law, UN High
Commissioner for Human Rights Michelle Bachelet said. The United Nations rights
chief issued a statement expressing “alarm” at the large numbers of Palestinians
particularly children who have been killed and injured by Israeli forces in
occupied Palestinian territory so far this year. Nineteen Palestinian children were
killed in occupied Palestinian territory in the last week alone in August, bringing
the death toll of children since the start of the year to 37, according to the
statement. Israeli forces launched their bombardment of Gaza, flattening
buildings and striking refugee camps across the territory, saying the onslaught
targeted members of the Islamic Jihad armed group, including the group's senior
commanders. Palestinian officials said the majority of those killed were civilians.

The toll of civilian casualties in the Israeli attack on Gaza “was heavy”, the UN
rights chief said. “International humanitarian law is clear. Launching an attack
which may be expected to incidentally kill or injure civilians, or damage civilian
objects, in disproportionate manner to the concrete and direct military advantage
anticipated, is prohibited. Such attacks must stop,” Bachelet said. Israeli
authorities said that a total of 70 Israelis were injured during weekend fighting.
(SOURCE: AL JAZEERA)
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------70% of Western Weapons sent to Ukraine don't reach troops-CBS.
(August 9, 2022) Report suggests US appears to be repeating the mistakes of
Afghanistan, Iraq, and Syria. According to a CBS investigation, despite the West
providing Ukraine with unprecedented amounts of military aid, less than a third of
it makes it to the front lines. Instead, when aid shipments disappear after passing
a complex web of “power lords, oligarchs *and+ political players,” the illegal
market for weapons is flourishing. There is no information about where they are
headed at all, said Donatella Rovera, senior crisis adviser at Amnesty
International. A US intelligence source told CNN in April that Ukraine is a major
black hole for weapon shipments, and Canadian sources stated they had “no idea
where their weapons are going,” echoing prior (and perhaps less publicized)
official concerns. According to Europol, these missing weapons will ultimately
wind up in the hands of organized crime, but Russia claims they will end up in the
Middle East. Many western weapons were being sold on dark web marketplaces
for a quarter of their original cost, according to a June RT investigation. This,
however, is nothing new. US troops frequently encountered their weapons in
Afghanistan and Iraq, and organizations like ISIS are believed to have taken
control of arms supplies in Syria. Col. Andy Milburn, a retired US Marine,
explained that the surprise is not that things aren't reaching where they need to
go, but rather that people thought they would.
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------A new European gas pipeline link could be ready in 9 months as support builds
to bypass Russian supplies
Phil Rosen | Aug 12, 2022

A new European gas pipeline link could be ready in less than a year as the
continent moves to minimize its reliance on Russian supplies amid a worsening
energy crisis. On Friday, Spain's energy and environment minister told local media
that a segment of pipeline from Spain to France could be ready in nine months
and boost gas export capacity by 20% to 30%, according to a Financial Times.
German Chancellor Olaf Scholz voiced support for a new pipeline, adding that he
had discussed it with leaders from Spain, Portugal, and France, as well as
European Commission president Ursula von der Leyen. Meanwhile, Portuguese
Prime Minister António Costa tweeted his backing "Germany can count 100 per
cent on Portugal's commitment to the building of a gas pipeline." The flurry of
enthusiasm for the new vehicle for gas deliveries comes as Europe faces its most
dire energy crisis in decades. Russia has slashed gas supplies to Europe and most
recently reduced flows via the Nord Stream 1 pipeline to just 20% of capacity. The
Iberian peninsula could serve as a key conduit for alternative gas supplies as it
harbors much of Europe's liquefied natural gas import capacity. Germany's Scholz
also said Thursday there should be "other connections between north Africa and
Europe that will help us to diversify our [energy] supply." Before Moscow's
invasion of Ukraine, Russian supplies accounted for roughly 40% of Europe's
energy demand. Now, other nations, including the US, have ramped up LNG
exports to Europe to help plug the gap. (Source: Business Insideer)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Ethiopia completes third filling of Blue Nile mega-dam reservoir
(Fri, 12 Aug 2022) The announcement on Friday comes a day after Ethiopia said it
had launched power production from the second turbine at the Grand Ethiopian
Renaissance Dam (GERD). “Today as you see behind me, the third filling is
complete,” Abiy said in images shown on state television from the dam site.
“Compared to last year, we have reached 600 metres (1,968 feet) which is 25
metres (82 feet) higher than the previous filling,” he said. “The Nile is a gift of God
given to us for Ethiopians to make use of it,” he added. The enormous $4.2bn
dam has been at the centre of a regional dispute ever since Ethiopia broke ground
on the mega project in 2011. Egypt and Sudan view the dam as a threat because
of their dependence on Nile river waters, while Ethiopia deems the dam essential

for domestic electrification and development. Egypt, which depends on the Nile
for about 97 percent of its irrigation and drinking water, last month protested
Ethiopia's planned third filling of the dam to the UN Security Council. Addis Ababa
contends the dam is essential saying it will enable the distribution of electricity to
its population of more than 110 million. The Renaissance Dam is also the
centrepiece of Ethiopia's bid to become Africa's biggest power exporter, with a
projected capacity of 6,500 megawatts.
Nile water
The Nile which at some 6,000km (3,700 miles) is one of the longest rivers in the
world is an essential source of water and electricity for dozens of countries in
East Africa. The Nile Basin river system flows through 11 countries. The Blue Nile
and White Nile merge in Sudan before flowing into Egypt and onto the
Mediterranean Sea. The 145-metre (475-foot) high GERD straddles the Blue Nile
in the Benishangul-Gumuz region of western Ethiopia, near the border with
Sudan.(SOURCE: AL JAZEERA AND NEWS AGENCIES)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------41 killed in Egypt church fire, including many children
At least 45 people were also injured including policemen involved in the rescue
effort in Giza city in Greater Cairo. Several people trapped inside facing thick black
smoke jumped from upper floors of the Martyr Abu Sefein church to try to escape
the intense flames, witnesses said. “Suffocation, suffocation, all of them dead,”
said a distraught witness who only gave a partial name, Abu Bishoy. “There are
children, we didn’t know how to get to them,” said Abu Bishoy. Forty-five people
were injured including four policemen involved in the rescue effort. The blaze
erupted at the church in Giza city in Greater Cairo in the working-class
neighbourhood of Imbaba, where about 5,000 people had gathered. Giza, Egypt’s
second-largest city, lies just across the Nile from Cairo. In a statement, the interior
ministry said a forensic examination showed the fire began in the second floor air
conditioning as a result of an electrical malfunction.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Chinese spy ship 'Yuan Wang 5' docks in Sri Lanka despite India, US concerns
16 August 2022| AFP/ Hambantota

The Yuan Wang 5 entered the Hambantota deep sea port after securing
permission to enter Sri Lankan waters on the condition it will not engage in any
research, port officials said. Shipping analytics websites described the Yuan Wang
5 as a research and survey vessel, but according to Indian media, it is a dual-use
spy ship. New Delhi is suspicious of Beijing's increasing presence in the Indian
Ocean and influence in Sri Lanka, seeing both as firmly within its sphere of
influence. But, after intense negotiations, Colombo announced a U-turn, saying
permission had been granted for the ship to dock at Hambantota and remain for
six days. The Hambantota port is run by China, which leased it for 99 years for
$1.12 billion, less than the $1.4 billion Sri Lanka paid a Chinese company to build
it. According to Indian reports, the Yuan Wang 5 could be employed for space and
satellite tracking and has specific uses in intercontinental ballistic missile
launches. The Indian government has expressed concern that the ship could spy
on its activities, lodging a complaint with Colombo. The United States also
expressed concern about the ship. On August 5, President Ranil Wickremesinghe
"reiterated Sri Lanka's firm commitment to the one-China policy" after US House
Speaker Nancy Pelosi visited Taiwan, warning against "non-interference in the
internal affairs of countries".

INS Vikrant: Inside India's newly-commissioned aircraft carrier
(Fri. 2nd September 2022) India has commissioned its first indigenously-built
aircraft carrier, Vikrant, at a ceremony in the southern state of Kerala. The BBC's
Jugal Purohit took a tour of the vessel ahead of its induction into the Indian navy.
On Friday morning, the 45,000-tonne Vikrant got the prefix INS (Indian Naval Ship)
at a formal commissioning ceremony, attended by Prime Minister Narendra Modi.
It is a moment that was 13 years in the making. The vessel - 262m (860ft) long and
almost 60m (197ft) tall - is the first aircraft carrier India has designed and built on
its own. It has the capacity to hold 30 fighter planes and helicopters. Mr Modi
called the carrier "a floating city" and the "symbol of indigenous potential". "With
INS Vikrant, India has joined the list of countries which manufacture huge aircraft
carriers with indigenous technology. It has filled the country with a new
confidence," he said at the commissioning ceremony. Vikrant, which cost around

200bn rupees ($2.5bn; £2.1bn), was expected to be inducted into the navy by
2017. But the second phase of its construction was beset by delays. After Friday's
commissioning, the new Vikrant will sail across both Indian and international
waters, accompanied by a fleet of frigates, destroyers and submarines to protect
it. The big picture Madhu Nair, chairman and managing director of Cochin
Shipyard, says the ship's construction - even though hit by massive delays - has
made them more confident. With 76% of the ship's parts sourced indigenously around 500 Indian firms were roped in - both the navy and the Cochin Shipyard
say the Vikrant's cost is an investment in boosting India's defence capabilities.
(Courtesy : BBC NEWS)
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Indian Air Force says will retire all squadrons of MiG-21 by 2025
On Thursday 28 July evening, a MiG-21 Type 69 Trainer aircraft crashed in Barmer,
Rajasthan killing both the pilots. Amid recent crashes involving its vintage Russian
combat aircraft fleet, the Indian Air Force is now going to retire one more
squadron of the MiG-21 Bison aircraft by September 30. "The 51 Squadron based
out of Srinagar air base is being number plated on September 30. After this, only
three squadrons of the planes would be left in service and would be phased out
by the year 2025," sources in the IAF told ANI. Now every year, one squadron
each of these planes would be number plated, they said. The 51 squadron is
famous for thwarting Pakistan's aerial attack on India on February 27, 2019, and
taking out an F-16 in an aircraft flown by Wing Commander (now Group Captain)
Abhinandan Varthaman.This is the only instance when a MiG-21 aircraft brought
down an F-16 in air-to-air combat, the sources said. The IAF has been replacing
the MiG-21 fighter jets with more capable aircraft like the Su-30 and the
indigenous Light Combat Aircraft (LCA). The MiG-21s were supposed to be retired
a long time ago but delays in induction of the LCA Tejas aircraft have forced the
IAF to continue flying these planes.

About General Asif Nawaz Janjua COAS Pakistan 1991- Jan.93
By: Nusrat Mirza

Great professional general to whom behind the scene I helped to raise to the
office of COAS. One article and one meeting with President Ghulam Ishaq khan to
Convince to raise him as COAS by saying he is a professional one and shall not
impose Martial Law. Ghulam Ishaq Khan after quit good discussion asked me that
he should meet Nawaz Sharif and convince him to put General Asif Nawaz name
in the list. I convinced General Asif Nawaz then Lt. General and Corp Commander
V Karachi to meet Nawaz Sharif, then Prime Minister. Asif Nawaz reluctantly
agreed to go to Nawaz Sharif and said that his family has served several years in
army and he may be considered for the post of COAS. Nawaz Sharif as described
to me by Asif Nawaz said that he will consider him. But Asif Nawaz hurriedly said
to NS that he has already promised to some one else for this position. NS in return
told Asif Nawaz “well we are politician we have to satisfy or give hope as we have
to run the government but I will also consider you as well for the post of Chief of
Army Staff”.
NS sent his name too in the list of possible COAS but below the top three.
Ghulam Ishaq khan approved the name of Asif Nawaz by tick mark at his name as
was indication given to me by the president. Nawaz Sharif informed Asif Nawaz so
he was grateful to him. But one incident revealed that he was Ghulam Ishaq Khan
that appointed him as Chief and not NS. I narrated this story in my article
published in daily Nawaiwaqt on page 3 with the title juz barasti sukhan guftan. I
took this title from Shaikh Saadi:s hikayat from his book Gulistan. That means that
never speak except truth.
Anyhow I pay great compliments to General Asif Nawas. His death was in
mysterious conditions.
I still believe it was more than natural death as I met him in last days of December
1992 and whatever he said to me is enough to believe that it was not natural
death.
Allah bless his Soul in Heaven. ( Ameen.)

About General Rahimuddin Khan Ex-Governor Baluchistan and Sindh
By: Nusrat Mirza

He was a great person. I had the opportunity to work with him in 1988 as per
agreement with General Ziaul Haq and Mohajir Rabita Counsel. When he became
Governor as per agreement with General Zia I attached with him as a Provincial
Minister (to be notified at later stage). So I started working with him. He started
meetings with different delegations in Karachi, Hyderabad and Nawabshah and I
had to be present in some of those meetings. He was very good administrator and
had been assigned to clean up the mess in Sindh. He was state forward man and
used to talk to the point. I remember a meeting with the Vaderas (Land Lords) of
Nawabshah district when he ordered the district administration that each and
every vadera must be present at Nawabshah Airport Lounge, I had to reach there
by car. He came by air and said two sentences to the elites of Nawabshah “Well
gentlemen there should no theft and no crime in your area of influence here
after. I shall not run after shadows and shall held responsible to Vadera, (the
Elites) of that area. Thank you” He left the room after saying these words and left
Nawabshah by air.
He was thorough gentleman and man of action. He meant business to maintain
Law and Order..
I met him on the funnel of General Ziaul Haq. He was sad and silent. After my
insistence he said “nothing left.” Understanding his intension to resign, I ask him
to wait couple of days till I talk to COAS then General Mirza Aslam Beg. He
remained silent. I met General Mirza Aslam beg on 24 and 25 August 1988 and
requested him to let General Rahimuddin to continue as governor Sindh. General
beg replied how far I have to go on pursuing him. That meant that he has already
asked general Rahimuddin to continue as Governor but he declined. Thus he
resigned. He was very good general and person and rendered great service as
Governor Baluchistan. He also helped in building tunnel in Chagi which was used
for detonation of Atomic Bomb in 1998, as per unconfirmed sources.
His sad demise has filled many including me with grief and we pray that his soul
rest in Heaven. And to his friends and relatives may Allah give them Saber Jamil.
(Amen.)

Center for International Strategic Studies Sindh (CISSS) “Physics and Mechanics
of Nuclear Technology and Its Applications”
by Dr Ansar Parvez ---- 1- 4 August 2022
Dr Ansar Parvez, Advisor (Nuclear Power) National Command Authority, former
Chairman of Pakistan Atomic Energy Commission, conducted a four-day workshop
at CISSS from 1 to 4 August on “Physics and Mechanics of Nuclear Technology and
Its Applications”. CISSS is a non-profit, non-partisan, non-commercial, multidisciplinary research-oriented organization. 14 Research Officers and Research
Assistants of CISSS attended the Workshop. The Workshop included modules on
nuclear radiations, nuclear reactions, nuclear reactors, nuclear safety and
security, uranium fuel cycle, and nuclear safeguards. The focus of the Workshop
was on the peaceful uses of nuclear technology and the benefits of its civilian
applications to the people of Pakistan in various fields including energy, health,
agriculture, and Industry. The Workshop concluded with a certificate award
ceremony for the participants. It was attended by Advisor Development National
Command Authority Lt General Khalid Ahmed Kidwai, NI, HI, HI (M), (Retd),
Executive Director CISSS Ambassador Qazi M. Khalilullah (Retd), and senior faculty
members of CISSS.

ARTICLE
PAKISTAN
Pakistan, back to bad old days
By Babar Cheema
It is abundantly clear that Pakistan has decisively re-joined the American camp
after a brief interregnum. It is the same old transactional relationship now.
Pressure was piling up on Pakistan because of dire economic straits. Confronted
with the prospect of imminent default, the economy was reeling. Financial
institutions of the world were ominously unresponsive to repeated requests.
Pakistan was quickly sliding towards the precipice, with time running out.
Pakistan's arms were twisted so hard that it was brought down to knees, begging

for a bailout. The highest security office in the country made a frenetic phone call
to a lowly placed undersecretary of state in the United States. The doors
immediately swung open which had been slammed shut before. The outlook
suddenly became rosy and slide of the Pakistani rupee stopped. Quick on the
heels of this development, the Al Qaeda chief in Kabul was killed by an unmanned
drone strike. In a seeming quid pro quo, Umar Khalid Khorasani, a hardline
militant of TTP was killed in an IED blast close to Pakistani border with
Afghanistan. Interestingly, TTP was engaged with Pakistan in peace talks lately.
China, meanwhile is locked in a bitter dispute with the United States over Taiwan.
Chinese officials and diplomats have dropped broad hints at there being
uncomfortable with this latest twist in the security situation. Russia obviously
would not be amused by these developments. Pakistan and United States have a
long and chequered history of a love/ hate relationship with both sides accusing
each other of infidelity. Pakistan has felt, repeatedly, being used and then
abandoned in the past. Over the past couple of years, Pakistan has been trying to
shift its policy eastward. Imran Khan came to a conclusion that United States is no
more willing and ready to engage with Pakistan on the long-term and in a
meaningful relationship. Ignominious defeat and exit from Afghanistan left the
United States very bitter, angry and even revengeful. Considering United States as
weak and vulnerable, President Vladimir Putin found it opportune to invade
Ukraine and thus Plunge the whole world into chaos. Imran Khan paid the
ultimate price for the audacity to act against the wishes of United States and its
Western allies. It would be interesting from academic point of view to understand
the dynamics and the reasons behind Imran Khan's attempts at this policy shift.
Imran Khan is of a long held view that Pakistan has been selling its soul too quickly
and cheaply in the past. The major reason behind this is the inherent weakness of
various leaders, especially dictators who had been trying to seek legitimacy for
their military rule from the West. Pakistan has fought several proxy wars resulting
in colossal losses for the country. And when the American interests were served,
they lost interest and conveniently turned their backs on Pakistan. Imran Khan
would rather like Pakistan to use its geopolitical significance to its great
advantage. Pakistan should avoid making firm alliances and instead should look
after its own interests. Pakistan should deal with each and every country strictly
keeping Pakistan's short, intermediate and long-term interests. This is what all the
countries in the world do. Pakistan's policies should be dictated by the dictates of
its own interests and nothing else. Imran Khan thinks that Pakistan should use its
position, location and significance effectively, courageously and intelligently.

Imran wanted to diversify Pakistan's options by engaging with Russia. He wished
to lift Pakistan to a position, where it could buy Iranian gas, Russian oil or
Ukrainian wheat if needed. He even tried hard to renegotiate the terms of CPEC
projects in Pakistan's favour. Such a brave initiative required a strong leadership.
Imran was fit and ready to provide that with steely determination. Ironically,
some very powerful people had very weak knees. They wilted under pressure.
Now, there we are, back to our old and familiar bad days, through our old and
familiar bad ways. How unfortunate that we are having a sigh of relief on the
receding danger of a default, while sinking in the quicksands of own self-created
mess.

Guarantor of peace in Pakistan
By Barkat Ullah
Pakistan is located in a region that is constantly impacted by the rivalries of
regional and major powers such as China and India border disputes, the China-US
trade war and Russia and the US political tensions, etc. Keeping all of the above
facts in mind, it is stated that Pakistan has a number of economic and political
opportunities in the region. Geo strategically, Pakistan is located in such a region
which provides both challenges and opportunities for it. For instance, it is the
shortest possible route for China toward the Middle East and central Asian
Republics. China has a major part in economic globalization in the shape of the
Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) thus, both regions hold immense importance for
raising global economic power. Similarly, Pakistan is located in a region that is
constantly impacted by the rivalries of regional and major powers such as China
and India border disputes, the China-US trade war and Russia and the US political
tensions, etc. Keeping all of the above facts in mind, it is stated that Pakistan has a
number of economic and political opportunities in the region. However, despite
all these opportunities, there are several constant issues and challenges to
Pakistan which greatly impact foreign policy, economy and national security of
the country, over the years. The long conventional rivalry with neighbors like
India, unstable Afghanistan and security challenges on the Iranian Border in
Baluchistan have brought Pakistan into trouble, the majority of the time. For
instance, after the incident of 9/11, the United States of America invaded
Afghanistan, which provoked a series of insurgencies in the western areas of
Pakistan, as the latter shares a long border with Afghanistan.
Understanding the matter better

Several terrorist groups came into being in the former FATA region and especially
in the Malakand division, which presented drastic security challenges to the
country. Such insurgencies not only weakened the already struggling economic
conditions of the country but brought severe security, social, psychological and
political hurdles as well.Throughout these years, the security forces irrespective
of caring for their lives; greatly fought in these regions, in order to eradicate the
evil of terrorism. For instance, back in 2007-10, the Malakand Division and Swat
valley greatly suffered due to the presence of insurgents. The late Fazlullah and
his followers managed themselves under the umbrella of TTP and kept control in
the Swat valley for several years. These terrorist outlets not only imposed their
strict self-interpreted laws in swat but also extended their activities to the other
parts of Malakand Division such as Dir Lower and Upper, Bunir and Bajour, etc.
During these years from 2007-2010, these terrorists kept hostile to the whole
region of the Malakand division and targeted almost every sect of those who
opposed their way of doing things. In the meantime, the local administration and
even provincial government writ were Paralyzed and surrounded by the Taliban.
The extremist elements not only negatively impacted the governance of the
region but produced immense hurdles in other sectors such as health and
education. They prevented young children especially girls from getting modern
knowledge. Similarly, they constantly targeted women staff of various hospitals as
a such staff was behind the anti-polio campaign. Who can forget the attempt of
assassination of Malala Yousafzai, a young girl who openly criticized the Taliban's
behavior towards education and raised her voice for women's education in the
valley? At the time when there was a blood game, a lack of law and order a sort of
chaos in the Malakand division, the security forces launched several successful
military operations in the region; in order to secure peace in the region. For
instance, operation Rah-e-Haq and Rah-e-Rast was conducted between 2007 and
2009 in order to eliminate the outlawed Terrorist groups. Such military operation
was launched at a very critical time as Pakistan was facing high hostility on the
eastern border with India and upraising insurgency in Baluchistan. But the armed
forces showed great enthusiasm, professionalism and unity; and they not only got
rid of terrorism in the Malakand division but also kept both borders with Iran and
India secured. The armed forces lost hundreds of their personnel in order to fulfill
such a huge responsibility of restoration of peace. More importantly, the more
difficult task was to sustain the reestablished peace and restoration of people's
confidence. In this regard, the security forces played a tremendous role. For
instance, they not only made arrangements for meeting the needs of the public

but organized recreational activities for the local population as well. For instance,
activities like Kalam sports Festival, Malam Jaba skiing competition and sports
gala were arranged time to time in the post-insurgency era, due to the support
and sacrifices of the armed forces. This region was famous for its tourist
attributes and greenery. Moreover, local economy and development are greatly
linked to tourism which was reduced to a large extent due to the terrorism in the
region. Once the security forces have restored peace and stability in the region,
the economic condition and development of the region is again climbing, which
shows an indirect but major role of the armed forces in this sector as well. Thus,
it can be concluded that despite all economic limitations and hurdles, the armed
forces show great professionalism and a sense of responsibility to preserve peace
in the country in general and in the Malakand division in particular. The writer
currently works as a Research Associate at the International Parliamentarians'
Congress Islamabad. He has a wide experience in writings for various newspapers
and can be reached at barkatullahbarakaat@gmail.com.

Assassination of Pakistan's top Generals and the President - 17 August 1988
By Zaid Hamid
The crash of the C130 of Pakistani president General Zia in 1988 was one of the
greatest tragedies to befall on the Muslim world in the 20th century. This man
was so dangerous for Israel & India that CIA, Mossad, RAW & KGB jointly plotted
to assassinate him & his team. 11 General officers were assassinated that day....
Including the president and chief of army staff, DG ISI and their entire staff. The
Americans blocked all attempts to investigate the crash. There was a complete
cover up both in Pakistan and abroad. Singlehandedly, General Zia had led the
charge to stop the Soviet Union in Afghanistan and ultimately dismembered it.
Simultaneously he brought India to its knees by supporting the freedom struggles
of khalistan and Kashmir. And right under the American's nose built the A bomb!
General Zia-Ul-Haq fully exploited the American panic and fear over the Soviet
invasion in Afghanistan to build Pakistani defences. He rejected the initial
American aid as "peanuts" & forced the Americans to fund Pakistan's entire
nuclear program....& Got 40 F-16s too. General Zia-ul-Haq negotiated strategic
agreement with China, which gave Pakistan total access into the Sinkiang Muslim
majority province.... Allowing the Uighur Muslims to go to hajj through Pakistan
for the first time ...This was an incredible relief for the Uighurs... General Zia-UlHaq played a strategic role in ending the Iran Iraq war. He was also central in

bringing unity within the ranks of the Arabs when Egypt had been boycotted by
the Arab League and OIC for its Camp David accord. He represented the entire
Muslim world in the UN. From China to North Africa, he was the most respected
Muslim leader in the entire world at that time. Turks loved him to such an extent
that five official Turkish delegations came on his funeral, representing various
arms & the government. This Pakistani general had become too dangerous for the
global Zionists. He was assassinated and replaced by the Mafia cabal of Zardari
and Benazir. Immediately all support to khalistan and Kashmir freedom
movement was blocked. Afghan jihad was abandoned. Uighurs blocked. The
political narrative in Pakistan is dominated by the secular and liberal political
parties.....Who project general Zia-Ul-Haq as a demon of a sort? But for an
objective observer what general Zia achieved in his decade of rule is nothing short
of a Geopolitical miracle. During his time Pakistan was the force to be reckoned
with. Chief of German intelligence sent a piece of a Berlin wall to ISI with their
inscription "to the one who delivered the first blow". General Zia ul Haq began
the liberation of Eastern Europe & Central Asian republics. USSR had invaded
Afghanistan in 1979. CIA had written Afghanistan off as a lost case. It was general
Zia-Ul-Haq who decided to engage and stop the Soviet bear in the mountains of
Afghanistan. Americans joined later by 1981. Enter resistance strategy & control
was with ISI. This is how brilliantly Zia negotiated with the Americans. Entire
global support for Afghan jihad was only to be conducted through ISI. No
American to be seen on the west side of Indus.....Let alone interact, engage or
train the Afghans. Americans were kept in their place. Entire Muslim world
mourned his death. His funeral prayers in absentia were held in Kaaba and the
Masjid of the Prophet in Madina. His funeral prayers in absentia were held all
across the Muslim world. All across Afghanistan mujahideen mourned his death.
He is still their hero. American ambassador to India John Gunther Dean later on
publicly acknowledged that Zia has been assassinated by Mossad CIA and RAW.
Poor chap was thrown out of diplomatic service for spilling the beans. Pakistan
and the Muslim world has never recovered from that loss ever since.

CHINA
China is issuing the same “Red Line” warnings about Taiwan that Russia issued
about Ukraine
By Caitlin A. Johnstone

House Speaker Nancy Pelosi has continued to pour gasoline on the foreign policy
dumpster fire that is her planned visit to Taiwan next month, now reportedly
encouraging other members of congress to come along for the ride. “Speaker
Nancy Pelosi, D-Calif., has invited a small group of lawmakers on her official trip to
Taiwan, including the top Democrat and Republican on the House Foreign Affairs
Committee,” NBC News reports. This trip, which Beijing perceives as an egregious
transgression of Washington's longstanding one-China policy, is already so
incendiary that the Pentagon is now planning to send in fighter jets and other war
machinery to protect Pelosi's plane in case of attacks by the Chinese military.
AP reports:
While U.S. officials say they have little fear that Beijing would attack the U.S.
House speaker's plane, they are aware that a mishap, misstep or
misunderstanding could endanger her safety. So the Pentagon is developing plans
for any contingency. Officials told The Associated Press that if Pelosi goes to
Taiwan still an uncertainty the military would increase its movement of forces
and assets in the Indo-Pacific region. They declined to provide details, but said
that fighter jets, ships, surveillance assets and other military systems would likely
be used to provide overlapping rings of protection for her flight to Taiwan and any
time on the ground there. This risk alone would be reason enough to cancel the
trip, but adding to the concern is the fact that the Chinese government has begun
warning against it using the same “red line” language that Russia was using in the
lead-up to its invasion of Ukraine. “We have repeatedly made clear our our firm
opposition to Speaker Pelosi's potential visit to Taiwan. If the US side insists on
making the visit and challenges China's red line, it will be met with resolute
countermeasures,” China's Foreign Ministry spokesperson Zhao Lijiang said
Wednesday. “The U.S. must assume full responsibility for any serious
consequence arising thereof.” China has been using this same language since
news first broke about Pelosi's planned trip, with Chinese state media Global
Times saying last week that “visiting Taiwan is definitely a red line that Pelosi
must never cross.” During the lead-up to the invasion of Ukraine, Russia was
issuing similar warnings using the same phrase. Putin warned over and over again
that the west was taking Moscow's “red lines” on Ukrainian neutrality too lightly,
and Washington brazenly dismissed those warnings while continuing to float the
possibility of future NATO membership for Ukraine.N“I don't accept anybody's red
lines,” President Biden told the press in December of last year when asked about
the warnings. Weeks later Putin made good on his threat, launching a horrific war
that has killed thousands and which could easily have been prevented with a few

low-cost concessions. “This is that red line that I talked about multiple times,”
Putin said. “They have crossed it.” Was it worth it? Of course not. Failing to learn
from history is one thing; failing to learn even from the last five months is quite
another. Pelosi and whoever's orchestrating her trip should abort those plans
immediately, because the dangers that are being toyed with here are not worth
the moral victory of being able to say that China didn't make you swerve in the
stupidest game of “chicken” that has ever been played. And that's exactly what's
happening here. China's “red line” warnings make it clear that Pelosi landing in
Taiwan will at best kick up brinkmanship between the two nations another notch,
while Republicans are aggressively pushing the narrative that if the trip doesn't
happen it will mean that “Communist China is winning.” The political pressure is
on the side of escalation, with even progressive Democrats supporting Pelosi's
move and calls for de-escalation and detente becoming increasingly relegated to
the sidelines. We shouldn't have to deal with this. We shouldn't be watching a
whole new country added to the potential flashpoints for nuclear armageddon
just because some octogenarian in congress is too old to care if her plane gets
shot down. We shouldn't be risking another deadly conflict which stands to
benefit no ordinary person over what amounts to nothing more than petty egoic
chest-pounding. We shouldn't have to hope that the world's most powerful
people don't take some idiotic risks for no good reason which could hurt us all or
even end up getting us all killed. We should not have systems in place which can
allow the worst things imaginable to happen if the tyrants who rule over us don't
happen to make the wisest decision on any given day. Our futures shouldn't
depend upon the better angels of the worst monsters. Those with power have far
too much of it, and the ordinary people of this world have not nearly enough.
Caitlin A. Johnstone is a rogue journalist; bogan socialist; anarcho-psychonaut;
guerilla poet; utopia prepper. You can read Caitlin's articles on Medium, Steemit
and at her website. Caitlin is proudly 100 percent reader-funded through Patreon
and Paypal. Follow her on Twitter and Facebook, and subscribe to her mailing list.

China’s military was built to defeat America in a Taiwan war
By Daniel Davis
Taipei on Saturday warned that significant Chinese military drills in the seas
around Taiwan and in the air over the island represented a simulation of an
attack. On Monday, China announced that it was extending the maneuvers, with
the semi-official communist mouthpiece Global Times claiming the expanded

drills “will not stop and are expected to become routine until reunification.” It is
time for a blunt, stone-cold sober reality check for Washington. Continuing to
base U.S./China policies on the arrogant assumption that we can simply impose
our will on Beijing while ignoring realities on the ground will unnecessarily and
avoidably raise the risk of war in the Taiwan Straits area. The first round of PLA
military exercises in and around Taiwan concluded on Sunday, but the crisis
sparked when U.S. Speaker of the House Rep. Nancy Pelosi made an official trip to
Taiwan last week is far from over. Without immediate and sustained remedial
action, Pelosi's visit may well prove to have been the spark that lit the fuse for the
explosion of war between China and Taiwan. Without deft diplomacy from
Washington, that war could all too easily suck the United States into that no-win
war. Given foreign and military policies coming out of Washington over the past
couple of decades, there is an uncomfortably high chance this situation could
deteriorate into war and that would be catastrophic for American interests. It
should go without saying that a conflict between two nuclear-armed superpowers
could all too easily devolve into an atomic confrontation which could result in the
literal destruction of both countries. But even if a battle were limited to
conventional arms, choosing to fight China over Taiwan would represent an
alarmingly high risk to our national security. To better understand why the U.S.
would be at a marked disadvantage conventionally, in any China-Taiwan war
scenario, let us briefly consider how China would likely start such a conflict. What
they almost certainly will not do, is move to attack in the current environment.
Beijing highly prioritizes deception and strategic surprise in its war-making
doctrine. At the moment, every Chinese military move related to Taiwan is heavily
covered in the Western media, and Taiwanese forces are on high alert. Should the
Chinese communist leaders eventually order an attack; the PLA will likely wait
until this current moment of heightened tensions cools and scrutiny of China's
military fades. But Chinese President Xi Jinping has provided clues as to what
China may do. In this current crisis, in his July 28 phone call with Biden, Xi said
that “China's national sovereignty and territorial integrity is the firm will of the
more than 1.4 billion Chinese people,” and that if Pelosi makes her visit, Xi
emphasized, the U.S. should be careful because “those who play with fire will
perish by it.” In the aftermath of the Speaker's visit, China made good on Xi's
warning, conducting unprecedented military exercises and live-fire missile drills
close to Taiwan's shores. Perhaps of greater concern, however, is what Xi has
previously said. In a major speech last October, Xi flatly stated the “historical task
of the complete reunification of the motherland (with Taiwan) must be fulfilled,

and will definitely be fulfilled.” It has long been known that China would use force
if Taiwan ever directly declared independence, but their 2005 “anti-Session Law”
adds another, more ambiguous justification: “(if the) possibilities for a peaceful
reunification should be completely exhausted, the state shall employ nonpeaceful means” to enforce unification. Only the most senior communist party
officials led by Xi have the power to decide when those possibilities have been
irrevocably exhausted. It may well be that Xi has concluded that Pelosi's trip and
Taiwanese President Tsai Ing-wen, acting as a willing host has signaled that
Taiwan will never unify. Thus, a fuse may have been lit by this visit that will result,
at a time of China's choosing, in a move by Xi to take Taiwan by force. Here's what
that could mean for the U.S.
Improved Chinese Defenses
In the aftermath of the 1995 Taiwan Straits crisis in which then-President Bill
Clinton effectively shut down aggressive Chinese moves against Taiwan by sailing
two aircraft carrier groups through the straits at the time China didn't have
sufficient power to contest the battle groups China began a multi-decade process
to create a lethal challenge to any future naval incursion near its waters. In the
west, the strategy is known as anti-access, area denial (A2/AD). The Pentagon
describes China's A2/AD strategy as designed to “dissuade, deter, or, if ordered,
defeat third-party intervention” primarily meaning the United States. The PLA
plans to deter or defeat U.S. Forces by a combination of multiple and overlapping
military capabilities. These defenses include shore-based missile sites, mobile
launchers, air-launched missiles, aircraft carriers, land-based fighters and
bombers, significant numbers of major surface combatants, submarines, sea
mines, long-range artillery, and other offensive and defensive measures. Key
among these new capacities are the Chinese ability to sink our ships and shoot
down U.S. aircraft. China has fielded several ballistic missiles designed to destroy
even the largest U.S. ships, often referred to as “carrier-killer” missiles, such as
the DF-21D and DF-26B. Though the U.S. Navy is working diligently to provide
countermeasures to defeat these missiles, the history of war often exposes that
it's a lot easier to destroy a target than it is to defend one. The defensive
technology has never been tested by an American warship under combat
conditions. If China uses “swarm tactics” and saturates our large ships with
multiple missiles, it seems probable that some will get through. Russia's Black Sea
Fleet flagship, the Moskva, was apparently sunk in April by two Neptune missiles.
The circumstances of the sinking remain shrouded in mystery, but it seems likely
Russia's flagship would have had the best missile-defense capacity of any of its

vessels, yet apparently, a single barrage of missiles got through and sank it. We
can be sure that China would employ far more than a single volley and will
definitely launch more capable and sophisticated missiles against our Navy.
China's newest QW-12 anti-air missile system appears to be one of the most
modern and capable mobile air defense systems in the world. Alongside its HQ17AE, China may have better air defenses than any opponent the U.S. Air Force
has ever faced. American fighter pilots have not faced any real anti-air systems
since the Vietnam War. It is uncertain how effectively our air defense systems will
protect our pilots, but it seems likely that some would be shot down in a major
war with China.
Tactical challenges for U.S. Navy and Air Force in a U.S.- China war
The F/A-18 Super Hornet fighters that launch from American carriers only carry
enough fuel to attack targets a maximum of 500 miles from the ship. China's
DF26-B 'carrier killer' missile, however, has a max range of almost 2,500 miles
(4,000km). Meaning, long before U.S. ships would even get in range to launch
fighters to help Taiwan, they could be attacked and destroyed. If somehow the
carrier defeated every missile China fired against it, the U.S. ships would still face
an array of enemy surface combatants, submarines, land-based missiles, and
potentially sea mines. Moreover, if any jets were launched, they would face
Chinese fighters, land-based anti-air missiles, and the mobile QW-12 ADA system.
Yet even these major threats may not be the biggest hurdles for American
intervention. If China decides to seize Taiwan by force, they will almost certainly
strike at a time that takes the defenders and U.S. military by surprise. That will
mean that the entire U.S. Armed Forces will be in the same peacetime
configuration it is in at this very moment. China, on the other hand, will have
covertly prepared for the surprise attack, will have sufficient stocks of weapons,
fuel, and ammunition hidden from view, and be mentally prepared to engage in
combat operations. This disparity in preparation and the advantage that would
give to China is difficult to overstate.
Logistical challenges
When the U.S. military fought in 1991's Desert Storm, it took almost six months to
build up the combat power and ship the tanks, ships, and aircraft to the Persian
Gulf, along with all the men, fuel, ammunition, and all other logistical support.
The Pentagon took at least six months to prepare for Operation Iraqi Freedom in
2003. Assuming China succeeds in initiating its attack with little to no advance
warning, no American unit will be prepared for combat. U.S. fleets could
physically sail from various bases to Taiwan in a matter of two or three weeks, but

without months of preparation first, they could fight at most a week or two with
the peacetime provisions normally stored abord each ship. The Pentagon would
have to amass tons of ammunition, thousands of missiles, massive quantities of
fuel for ships and planes, every combat unit would have to be brought up to 100
percent manning, and plans would have to be activated that would allow the
military to sustain combat operations for months. I cannot stress enough how
Herculean the task would be to prepare for a war with China from a standing
start. Yet none of the stages of preparation could be bypassed. To hurry into a
war, thousands of miles away, to fight a fully-prepared and fully-stocked enemy,
would be to rush to near-certain defeat. The ramifications are sobering and clear.
Insufficient time or resources
To even seriously contemplate fighting a war with China over Taiwan, the United
States would likely require three months at the absolute earliest once war broke
out. If China goes all-out from the outset, it is possible Taiwanese defenses could
crumble in less than 30 days. Thus, the war could be over before any U.S. combat
power could arrive. But even if Taipei defied all the naysayers and continued to
offer firm resistance, retaining control of meaningful portions of the island, the
task for an American intervention would be a nearly impossible endeavor. China
would have the full force of its A2/AD defenses focused as far away from Taiwan's
shores as possible to interdict U.S. naval power, meaning thousands and then
hundreds of miles away the closer the U.S. got to Taiwan, they would be in the
range of an increasing number of Chinese missiles. China would, without
question, destroy all the island's airfields in the first minutes of an attack and will
either blockade or destroy their naval port facilities. This means that there would
be no place for U.S. military support to land and no existing port facilities for ships
to dock. It would be out of the question for the American military to mount a
forced invasion of the island to wrest it from Chinese control. We simply do not
have the capacity in all of the Department of Defense to execute a Normandystyle landing on Taiwan; trying would be suicide and put our entire Indo-Pacific
force in jeopardy.
Conclusion
There are many in Washington who wants to end “strategic ambiguity” and
overtly state that the United States would militarily defend Taiwan in the event of
a Chinese attack. It is entirely understandable why freedom-loving people would
be fiercely against an aggressive seizure of a democratic nation by a hostile larger
power. But desires must be subjected to stone-cold reality when it comes to
setting policies and taking actions, especially those that affect our national

security. The plain harsh truth is that if China chooses to attack Taiwan and does
so in a massive, large-scale surprise operation; it would be a near-impossibility for
the United States to come to their rescue. I cannot stress this enough: regardless
of how much we may want to defend Taiwan, the military and logistic challenges
inherent in any attempt to fight China are too great to overcome. If we try
anyway if we rush into combat without sufficient preparation we risk suffering a
major defeat. The U.S. military, despite what some apparently believe, is not
bullet-proof, is not immune to basic combat realities and calculations, and if
misused, can indeed suffer a stinging defeat. America's conventional power is
truly substantial and we remain preeminent on the world stage. But in the narrow
Taiwan Straits, thousands of miles from the majority of U.S. bases, where China
has been preparing to stop us for decades, we do not have military superiority.
Our forces are absolutely strong enough to defend our country and protect our
citizens from attack anywhere in the world. Outside of the Taiwan Straits region,
we dwarf China's Navy and Air Force, because their ability to project power is
minuscule compared to ours. The only way the PLA could defeat an American
military force is if we foolishly impale ourselves into the spikes of China's A2/AD
defenses where they have the tactical advantage. God help us if we try.

After Pelosi's visit, most of the Indo-Pacific sides with Beijing
Almost the entire region backs China but the regime's behavior has also
crystallized support for Taiwan
By Derek Grossman
U.S. House Speaker Nancy Pelosi's visit to Taiwan this month prompted China to
conduct unprecedented military drills that included surrounding the island on all
sides, firing missiles over it, and taking other highly aggressive steps. Heightened
tensions in the Taiwan Strait also elicited responses from other nations in the
Indo-Pacific that predictably and overwhelmingly upheld Beijing's “One China”
principle that Taiwan is part of mainland China. Pelosi's trip made it equally clear,
however, that key U.S. allies strongly support Taiwan's cause as well, particularly
in the face of a potential war over the island, suggesting that Beijing's assertive
behavior is steadily alienating nations that otherwise may have minded their own
business. At the very forefront of support for Taiwan are Japan and Australia.
Along with the United States, they issued a joint statement on the sidelines of the
Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) Foreign Ministers' Meeting,
expressing their “concern about [China's] recent actions that gravely affect

international peace and stability” and urging Beijing “to immediately cease the
military exercises.” Their statement also noted “there is no change in the
respective One China policies” of Australia, Japan, and the United States, though
this was clearly not the focus. Another important U.S. ally, South Korea, played its
cards very differently. Pelosi's next stop after Taipei was to Seoul, where South
Korean President Yoon Suk-yeol claimed to be on a stay cation and opted for a
phone call with her instead which some interpreted as a snub. There was no
official South Korean statement on Taiwan. When asked to comment, a South
Korean official from the president's office urged “close communication with
relevant parties” without mentioning China or Taiwan essentially a non-statement
that favors Beijing because it refrains from supporting Taipei. Likewise, South
Korean Foreign Minister Park Jin stuck to anodyne talking points, noting that
“intensifying geopolitical conflict in the Taiwan Strait could hamper political and
economic stability in the region” and have “negative ripple effect on the Korean
Peninsula.” The week after Pelosi's visit to Taiwan and South Korea, Park visited
China for the first time, suggesting that Seoul did not want to rock the boat with
Beijing just before this crucial engagement. Because the Pelosi visit to Taiwan
occurred during the ASEAN Foreign Ministers' Meeting in Cambodia, the group
was able to quickly release a statement to “reiterate ASEAN Member States'
support for their respective One-China Policy.” Taiwan went entirely
unmentioned. Many ASEAN members also released individual statements, none
of which supported Taiwan's plight. For example, Indonesia called on all parties
“to refrain from provocative actions,” adding that it continued to “respect the
One China policy.” Singapore hoped “the U.S. and China can work out a modus
vivendi, exercise self-restraint and refrain from actions that will further escalate
tensions.” Vietnam, a fast-emerging key regional partner of the United States,
hewed closely to its past statements, noting, “Vietnam persists in implementing
the 'One China' principle and hopes relevant parties exercise restraint, refrain
from escalating the situation in the Taiwan Strait, and actively contribute to the
maintenance of peace and stability.” Malaysia and Thailand made similar
statements that refrained from supporting Taiwan. One clear exception to
Southeast Asian hedging was the response of the Philippines, a U.S. treaty ally in
open conflict with China over the latter's maritime claims. When U.S. Secretary of
State Antony Blinken visited Manila in early August following the ASEAN meeting,
he met with the new president, Ferdinand Marcos Jr., who remarked that the
Taiwan crisis “just points to the fact of the importance of the relationship
between the United States and the Philippines. I hope that we will continue to

evolve that relationship in the face of all the changes we have been seeing.” India,
meanwhile, has proven to be a very intriguing case. Indian External Affairs
Minister S. Jaishankar said New Delhi will “assess and monitor” the situation for
potential impacts on India. But New Delhi has refused to utter the phrase “One
China” and instead only stated that “India's relevant policies are well known and
consistent. They do not require reiteration.” New Delhi's verbal dodginess is
probably because India has its own beef with China along their disputed land
border known as the Line of Actual Control which in May 2020 saw some of the
deadliest clashes in decades. Moreover, in recent years, India's unofficial
relationship with Taiwan has grown, particularly on the economic front,
suggesting that New Delhi is seeking to play hardball with Beijing. However, and
significantly, India also chose not to sign the Australia-Japan-U.S. trilateral
statement, even though the four nations are joined in the Quadrilateral Security
Dialogue, whose unofficial aim is to counter China. It would appear New Delhi still
wants to preserve some goodwill with Beijing. Across the rest of South Asia, there
was no sign of support for Taiwan, only China. Beijing's “iron brother” Pakistan,
for example, spouted Chinese talking points on the importance of “noninterference in internal affairs” of sovereign nations well-worn code for letting
China decide on its plans for Taiwan. Bangladesh, Maldives, Nepal, and Sri Lanka
similarly upheld Beijing's rights in the crisis. Out in the Pacific Islands, an eerie
silence has reigned. At least one exception to the rule is Vanuatu, which noted
that “Vanuatu reiterates Taiwan is an inalienable part of China's territory.”
Perhaps worryingly, only one of Taiwan's four remaining diplomatic partners in
the region the Marshall Islands, Nauru, Palau, and Tuvalu has expressed its
support for Taipei so far. The Marshall Islands said it remains “a true friend and
ally” of Taiwan, and it condemned “recent military actions in the Taiwan Strait”
without specifically naming China. Taiwanese Foreign Minister Joseph Wu,
however, claimed that all of Taiwan's 14 remaining diplomatic partnerships, four
of which are in the Pacific, are sticking with Taiwan over China. Taiwan lost two
Pacific Island states the Solomon Islands and Kiribati to China in 2019 alone,
making further diplomatic shifts a real concern. New Zealand, a close partner of
the United States in the Pacific that has, at times, been viewed as being soft on
China, also weighed in though ambiguously at best. When Foreign Minister
Nanaia Mahuta met with Chinese Foreign Minister Wang Yi on the sidelines of the
ASEAN meeting, she emphasized “the importance of de-escalation, diplomacy,
and dialogue” but without reiterating “One China” or support for Taiwan. A few
days earlier, before the crisis, New Zealand's prime minister, Jacinda Ardern, gave

a speech on China, in which she said cooperation would continue even with a
“more assertive” Beijing. Her future travel plans to China may be playing a role in
Wellington's forgiving message. Finally, there are several Indo-Pacific nations that
have offered either no statement or doubled-down on their support of Beijing.
Mongolia has yet to address heightened U.S.-China tensions over Taiwan, though
Beijing claims that its northern neighbor re-endorsed “One China.” Unsurprisingly,
North Korea and the ruling military junta in Myanmar both stalwart Chinese allies
staunchly expressed their backing of China and blamed the United States for
stirring up trouble in the region. Although China is finding most of the Indo-Pacific
supportive of its cause, there are several countries certainly Australia and Japan
and perhaps to a lesser extent India that have become increasingly concerned
over Beijing's behavior and are thus directly or indirectly backing Taiwan.
Normally, Beijing could simply write this group off as a few objectors in a sea of
loyalty. But the problem is that these three nations, along with the United States,
comprise not only the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue but also the key powers in
the region besides China itself. They can hardly be ignored, and Beijing might
want to consider tweaking its strategy going forward. If anything, Beijing would
want to avoid the establishment of an overt democratic coalition to support
Taiwan. Rather, getting one or multiple of these powerful countries to dilute their
support to Taiwan would be a major victory and a sign that Chinese ambitions for
what it calls reunification cannot be denied. Fortunately, opposition among them
persists and is only growing louder. Derek Grossman, a senior defense analyst at
the Rand Corp.

RUSSIA
An unpleasant truth for Ukrainians is coming to light
By Batko Milacic
Ukrainian forces have threatened civilians by setting up bases and operating
weapons systems in populated areas, including schools and hospitals, as they
battled the Russian intervention that began in February, Amnesty International
said in a statement. “Such a tactic violates international humanitarian law and
endangers civilians, as it turns civilian objects into military targets. The Russian
strikes that followed in populated areas killed civilians and destroyed civilian
infrastructure,” the statement said. Amnesty International has documented a
pattern of Ukrainian forces putting civilians at risk and violating the laws of war

when conducting operations in populated areas said Agnes Callamard, Secretary
General of Amnesty International. He pointed out that the defensive position
does not free the Ukrainian army from respecting international humanitarian law.
The organization's researchers spent several weeks from April to July investigating
Russian attacks in Kharkiv, Donbass and the Mykolaiv region. The organization
inspected the attacked sites, interviewed survivors, eyewitnesses, relatives of the
victims of the attack, and carried out remote detection and analysis of weapons.
During those investigations, evidence was found that Ukrainian forces were firing
from heavily populated areas and were themselves inside civilian buildings in 19
towns and villages in these regions. The organization analyzed satellite images to
further confirm some of these incidents it is emphasized. According to Amnesty
International, most of the residential areas where the soldiers were located were
kilometers away from the front. Viable alternatives were available that would not
endanger civilians, such as military bases or densely wooded areas nearby, or
other structures further away from residential areas. In the cases it has
documented, Amnesty International is not aware that the Ukrainian military,
located in civilian structures in residential areas, asked or helped civilians to
evacuate, which is a failure to take all feasible precautions to protect civilians.
Directed shooting from populated areas
Amnesty says survivors and eyewitnesses of Russian attacks in Donbass, Kharkiv
and the Mykolaiv region told researchers that the Ukrainian military was
conducting operations near their homes at the time of the attacks, exposing the
areas to counterfire from Russian forces. Amnesty International researchers have
witnessed such behavior in numerous locations. International humanitarian law
requires all parties to a conflict to avoid locating, to the greatest extent possible,
military targets within or near densely populated areas. Other obligations to
protect civilians from the effects of attacks include removing civilians from the
vicinity of military targets and providing effective warning of attacks that may
affect the civilian population. The army was stationed in the house next to ours
and my son often brought food to the soldiers. I begged him several times to stay
away, because I feared for his safety. That afternoon, when the attack happened,
my son was in our yard and I was in the house. He died on the spot. His body was
mutilated. Our house was partially destroyed said the mother of a man (50), who
was killed in a rocket attack on June 10 in a village south of Nikolaev. Amnesty
International found military equipment and uniforms in the house next to hers.
Nikola, who lives in the block in Lisichansk in Donbass, which the Russians
regularly targeted and killed at least one person, said that it is not clear to him

“why our army fires from the cities and not from the fields”. Another resident said
that “there is definitely military activity in the neighborhood.” We hear
“outgoing” and then “incoming” fire” he said. Amnesty International teams saw
soldiers using residential buildings located 20 meters from the entrance to the
underground shelter, which was used by residents and where an elderly man was
killed. In one Donbas town on May 6, Russian forces used cluster munitions over a
neighborhood of mostly one-or two-story houses where Ukrainian forces were
manning artillery. Shrapnel damaged the walls of the house where Ana (70) lives
with her son and 95-year-old mother. In early July, a farm worker was injured
when Russian forces attacked an agricultural warehouse in the Nikolayev area.
Hours after the attack, Amnesty International researchers witnessed the presence
of Ukrainian military personnel and vehicles in the grain storage area, and
witnesses confirmed that the military was using the warehouse, which is located
across from a farm where civilians live and work. As researchers surveyed damage
to residential and public buildings in Kharkiv and villages in the Donbass and east
of Mykolaiv, they heard gunfire from nearby Ukrainian military positions. In
Bakhmut, several residents said the Ukrainian military was using a building barely
20 meters across the street from the high-rise. On May 18, a Russian rocket hit
the front of the building, partially destroying five apartments and damaging
nearby buildings.
Military bases in hospitals
Amnesty International researchers witnessed Ukrainian forces using hospitals as
de facto military bases in five locations. In the two cities, dozens of soldiers rested
and ate in hospitals. In another town, soldiers fired from near a hospital. A
Russian airstrike on April 28 injured two workers at a medical laboratory in the
suburbs of Kharkiv after Ukrainian forces set up a base in the compound. Using
hospitals for military purposes is a clear violation of international humanitarian
law.
Military bases in schools
The Ukrainian army routinely set up bases in schools in the cities and villages of
the Donbass and in the Mykolaiv region. Schools have been temporarily closed to
students since the beginning of the conflict, but in most cases the buildings were
located near civilian settlements. In 22 of the 29 schools visited, researchers
either found soldiers using the premises or found evidence of current or previous
military activity including the presence of military equipment, ammunition,
military ration packs and military vehicles. Russian forces attacked many schools
used by Ukrainian forces. In at least three cities, after Russian bombing of schools,

Ukrainian soldiers moved to other schools nearby, putting surrounding
neighborhoods at risk of similar attacks. In a city east of Odessa, Amnesty
witnessed Ukrainian soldiers using civilian areas for accommodation and staging
areas, including basing armored vehicles under trees in residential areas and using
two schools located in densely populated residential areas.
Conclusion
Amnesty International's report was not a surprise to me as an analyst. Since the
beginning of the conflict, all of us who follow the behavior and tactics of the
Ukrainian army have witnessed such tactics of the Ukrainian army, which are
strictly prohibited by international law. Also, the Russian Ministry of Foreign
Affairs warned about the behavior of the Ukrainian army that threatens innocent
civilians. However, the fact that the respected Amnesty International writes
about it in its report represents a strategic turn. Bearing in mind that this is an
extremely respected Western non-governmental organization, we can safely say
that even in the West, the opinion is slowly growing that the criminal behavior of
the Ukrainian army will no longer be tolerated.

AMERICA
Living in a world built on All-American lies
Disinformation has triumphed in our all-American world, the most notable being
the lies that sparked our "forever wars." Is there any room left for moral courage
in this context?
By Kelly Denton-Borhaug
Recent episodes of purposeful and accidental truth-telling brought to my mind
the latest verbal lapse by George W. Bush, the president who hustled this country
into war in Afghanistan and Iraq after the 9/11 attacks. He clearly hadn't planned
to make a public confession about his own warmongering in Iraq when he gave a
speech in Texas this spring. Still, asked to decry Russian president Vladimir Putin's
unjustified invasion of Ukraine, Bush inadvertently and all too truthfully placed his
own presidential war-making in exactly the same boat. The words spilled out of
his mouth as he described “the decision of one man to launch a wholly unjustified
invasion of Iraq I mean of Ukraine.” Initially, he seemed shocked that he had
blurted that out and tried to back off his slip by shrugging and muttering, “Iraq,
too,” as if it were a joke. Some in his audience even laughed. But his initial
attempt to sideline his comment only deepened the hole he was in. Then he tried

another ploy. He suggested that his slip could be forgiven or excused because of
his age, 75, and that his invasion and the destruction of Iraq could now be
forgiven because of his cognitive decline. All in all, it was a first-class mess.
An earlier pathetic attempt at comedy
I remember another of Bush's attempted jokes that got an immediate laugh from
his audience, but soon fell seriously flat. It was in 2004. The Iraq War was
underway and the president was at the yearly dinner of the Radio and Television
Correspondents Association, a black-tie event attended by both journalists and
politicians. After various comedy sketches, then-President Bush rose to present a
short meant-to-be humorous slide show featuring himself supposedly looking for
the nonexistent weapons of mass destruction (WMD) in Saddam Hussein's Iraq.
Remember that, in the lead-up to war there, Americans were hammered with
fearful and deceptive political messaging; emphasizing that only an invasion could
stop that country's ruler, Saddam Hussein, from having WMD. (None were ever
found, of course.) At that dinner, Bush showed photos of himself supposedly
searching for those devastating weapons in the Oval Office beneath a cushion on
the couch and under the desk. “No weapons under there! Maybe they're here!”
said the smiling president repeatedly in a sing-song voice, as if engaged in a child's
game. Horrifyingly enough, many in that audience of journalists did indeed laugh.
I was offended then, just as I was by Bush's recent slip and his sorry attempts to
minimize and excuse his responsibility for the blood on his hands, the massive
death toll from his invasion, and so much additional destruction and suffering.
According to The Costs of War project, more than 207,000 Iraqi civilians were
killed in that nightmare, while the number who died from the indirect violence of
that war was far higher, given the damage done to the Iraqi health care system
and the rest of that devastated country's infrastructure. More than 20 years later,
people are still dying needlessly. And I also mourn the more than 7,000 U.S.
service members who died in the post-9/11 war zones Bush created, as well as
the many more who were wounded. I can't help but wonder if George Bush
doesn't feel at least a little of this himself. Otherwise, why would he have made
such a slip? Or maybe it wasn't a slip at all, but an inadvertent confession. That his
telling gaffe about Iraq and Ukraine received so little attention certainly reveals
something about our media's ongoing uneasiness with Bush's wars and perhaps
the conflicted feelings of our citizenry as well when it comes to what they did
(and didn't do) during the Iraq War. How many who were initially enthusiastic
about the Afghan and Iraq wars would now, like their former president, admit we
were wrong? How many people who supported those conflicts have taken what

happened to heart and are thinking more deeply about an American propensity
for war and the war culture that goes with it? Like George W. Bush, too few, I'm
afraid.
Worshipping lies
This past July 24th, the New York Times featured “I was wrong” op-ed pieces by a
number of its columnists. The editors defined “being wrong” as “incorrect
predictions and bad advice,” as well as “being off the mark.” Of course, one of the
definitions of the Greek word for “sin” (amartia) in the New Testament is “missing
the mark.” Fascinating. I would have taken the editors' definitions further though.
Saying “I was wrong” means more than “rethinking our positions on all kinds of
issues,” as the Times suggested. Often, the problem isn't simply that people lack
the best, most up-to-date information or data. Only by digging into ethics and
social psychology will we better understand why people deceive not just others
but even themselves with lies, slippery rationalizations, or comedic attempts at
distraction to cover up deeper dynamics that have to do with privilege and power,
or what religious traditions sometimes call “worshipping false idols.” Moral
psychologist Albert Bandera has explored some of the diverse mechanisms people
rely on to morally disengage and excuse inhumane conduct. They shift their
rhetoric and thinking to redefine and even rename what they are doing,
“sanitizing” language (and their acts) in the process. In this way, they often shift
responsibility onto someone else, minimize any damaging consequences for
themselves, and dehumanize the victims of the violence they've let loose. But
there are other examples of moral disengagement that are even harder to
understand. In such cases, people make decisions and act in ways that even
undercut their own self-interest and values. For me, one of the saddest recent
examples is Stephen Ayres, a witness at the House select committee's January 6th
hearings this summer. He had been part of the Trumpist mob that stormed the
Capitol. A family man who, until then, owned a house and had a job with a
cabinet company, Ayres came across in those hearings as a lost soul who couldn't
fully comprehend how he had willingly injured himself and his family by idolizing
Donald Trump and his election lies. His arrest for participating in the insurrection
resulted in the loss of almost everything he had. With his wife sitting behind him,
he testified about having to sell his house, losing his job, and struggling to come
to terms with his actions. “I wish I had done my own research,” he said, trying to
explain how he could have been so easily deceived by Trumpist lies regarding the
2020 presidential election. Clearly, the social media bubble he slipped into that
captivated and compelled him to head for Washington had given his life new

meaning and an otherwise missing sense of excitement. He hadn't planned to
enter the Capitol building that day but was swept away by the moment.
“Basically, we were just following what Trump said,” Ayres testified. In handing
over his critical thinking to right-wing social media and a president intent on
hanging onto power at any cost, he unwittingly also handed over his capacity for
moral deliberation and, in the end, his very life.
Liz cheney's struggle for moral clarity
In recent weeks, Liz Cheney, vice-chairperson of the January 6th committee, was
questioned about a past moral choice of hers by Leslie Stahl in a 60 Minutes
interview specifically, how years ago she threw her lesbian sister and family
under the bus for political purposes. It was a time when Cheney was struggling to
get elected in conservative Wyoming. That meant coming out as anti-LGBTQ.
Now, she says, “I was wrong” to have condemned her sister then. Listening to her,
I wanted to hear more about such moral grappling and how, in these years, her
convictions had or hadn't changed when it came to people, religion, family,
political life, power, and the role her father played as George W. Bush's vice
president in those godforsaken wars in Afghanistan and Iraq. Unfortunately, Stahl
didn't push her further. I disagree with Liz Cheney on almost every policy position
she's taken in these years. Nonetheless, I find myself grateful for her rejection of
Donald Trump's mad election claims and her determined, even steely, leadership
of the January 6th committee hearings. Cheney eventually discovered her moral
bearings on her sister's sexual orientation and family life. Now, I wonder if that
past moral struggle influenced her decision to throw political expediency to the
wind regarding her own House seat in a Wyoming primary that she might lose on
August 16th. After all, by resisting the Trumpian tide, she's become one of the
few Republicans willing to do some serious truth-telling. Today, Cheney finds
herself in another league from most of her party's leaders and power players. In
the state where I live, Pennsylvania, Republicans are coalescing behind the
candidacy of Doug Mastriano for governor. Candidate Mastriano not only wants
to arm school employees, but according to my local newspaper, he even
organized buses for January 6th, now “rubs shoulders with QAnon conspiracy
theorists,” and until recently had an active social media account at Gab, a site
well-known for its white supremacist and anti-semitic rhetoric. Mastriano
continues to spread Trump's lies about the 2020 election, is a Christian
nationalist, and believes in an abortion ban without exceptions, and the list goes
on and on. Nonetheless, Republicans like Andy Reilly, a member of the state GOP
national committee, rationalize their support for Mastriano by saying things like,

“When you play team sports, you learn what being part of a team means… Our
team voted for him in the primary.”
Lying to others and oneself
What enables such self-deception? According to journalist Mark Leibovich, author
of Thank You for Your Servitude: Donald Trump's Washington and the Price of
Submission, what “made Trump possible” even after the January 6th insurrection
was “rationalization followed by capitulation and then full surrender.” Reviewing
Leibovich's book, Geoffrey Kaba service added this: “The routine was always
numbingly the same, and so was the sad truth at the heart of it. They all knew
better.” In other words, “knowing better” doesn't assure anyone of doing the
right thing. Instead, too many Americans were swayed by “greed, ambition,
opportunism, fear, and fascination of Trump as a pure and feral rascal.” Tim
Miller, author of Why We Did It: Travelogue from the Republican Road to Hell,
adds “hubris, ambition, idiocy, desperation, and self-deception” to the mix of
reasons why so many politicians do what they do. “How do people justify going
along?” he asks. But he, too, played that game once upon a time. A Republican
gay man with a husband, he rationalized helping the GOP pass anti-LGBTQ
legislation by “compartmentalizing” his personal life from his professional one. As
he now says, “Being around power, being addicted to power,” along with the
insatiable compulsion to “be in the room where it happens,” is a recipe that leads
people to act self-deceptively, while deceiving others. It's like placing scales over
your own eyes and those of others, to blind as many people as possible, yourself
included, to the immorality of your acts. And some lie even more to themselves,
claiming that they can resist the worst tendencies of destructive powermongering. They say, “We need to have good people in the room” to stop the
worst from happening, even as they capitulate to power players and justify what
should never be justified. Many of us are waiting to hear an “I was wrong” from
so many politicians (though I can't imagine Donald Trump ever succumbing to
honesty), including most of the Republican leadership. Just for starters, I'd like to
hear “I was wrong” regarding Muslim bans, the demonization of immigrants, the
refusal to seriously address gun violence, the denial of women's human rights, the
gerrymandering and weakening of voting rights, religious nativism, and sidling up
to white supremacy, not to speak of the supposed “steal” of the 2020 election.
But given the likelihood that people in power will lie to themselves and others,
I'm not holding my breath.
The truth about US Military spending

What I'm also waiting for is an “I was wrong” from both Democratic and
Republican politicians in Washington who, year after year, support ever more
outlandish military budgets, despite so many other existential crises in our
country and on the planet, despite the death-dealing costs of war to the service
members Americans claim to highly esteem, and despite the fact that our
violence abroad simply hasn't worked. Remember that the United States spends
more than half of its entire discretionary federal budget on militarization and war,
a tally greater than the military budgets of the next nine highest-spending
countries combined. Tragically, it doesn't appear that this will change any time
soon. According to an analysis by the anti-corruption group Public Citizen , in
2022, the congressional armed services committees only added to the already
gigantic military budget the Biden administration requested for 2023. The House
added another $37.5 billion, while the Senate added $45 billion. Our leaders
refuse to learn from the last decades of unremitting war. Instead, power and
privilege continue to hold sway. As the same report explained, after militaryindustrial-complex corporations donated $10 million to congressional armed
services committee members, “the Department of Defense received a potential
$45 billion spending increase.” This was in addition to the president's $813 billion
recommendation. The report concluded, “The defense contractors will have
clinched a return on its $10 million investment of nearly 450,000%.” It's
discouraging to see how deception and rationalization so regularly undermine
truth and moral courage. It's also sobering to witness individuals who willingly lie
to themselves and, in doing so, subvert their own and others' wellbeing. But I'm
also encouraged by times when, as with Liz Cheney on that committee, some of
us demonstrate what it means to dig deeply for moral clarity against the
prevailing headwinds of moral disengagement, disinformation, power, and
privilege. The fact is that truth-telling and confession, while difficult, are good for
the soul. I wish for more and hope it will be enough. God knows, all of us and this
beleaguered planet truly need it.

US 'on brink' of war with Russia & China
A lack of visionary leadership is to blame, the veteran statesman says
Former US Secretary of State Henry Kissinger has told the Wall Street Journal that
Washington has rejected traditional diplomacy, and in the absence of a great
leader, has driven the world to the precipice of war over Ukraine and Taiwan.
Kissinger previously courted controversy for suggesting that Kiev abandon some

of its territorial claims to end the conflict with Russia. “We are at the edge of war
with Russia and China on issues which we partly created, without any concept of
how this is going to end or what it's supposed to lead to,” Kissinger said in the
interview, published on Saturday. Kissinger, now 99 years old, elaborated on the
West's role in the Ukraine conflict in a recent book profiling prominent post-WWII
leaders. He described Russia's decision to send troops into the country in
February as motivated by its own security, as having Ukraine join NATO would
move the alliance's weapons to within 300 miles (480km) of Moscow. Conversely,
having Ukraine in its entirety fall under Russian influence would do little to “calm
historic European fears of Russian domination.” Diplomats in Kiev and
Washington should have balanced these concerns, he wrote, describing the
current conflict in Ukraine as “an outgrowth of a failed strategic dialogue.”
Speaking to the Wall Street Journal a month after the book's publication, Kissinger
stood by his insistence that the West should have taken Russian President
Vladimir Putin's security demands seriously, and made it clear that Ukraine would
not be accepted into NATO alliance. In the runup to its military operation in
Ukraine, Russia presented the US and NATO with written outlines of its security
concerns, which were rejected by both receiving parties. Kissinger, who in the late
1960s and early 1970s held extensive negotiations with Vietnamese communists
even as the US military waged war against them, said that modern American
leaders tend to view diplomacy as having “personal relationships with the
adversary,” and in words paraphrased by the Wall Street Journal, “tend to view
negotiations in missionary, rather than psychological terms, seeking to convert or
condemn their interlocutors rather than to penetrate their thinking.” Instead,
Kissinger argued that the US should seek “equilibrium” between itself, Russia, and
China. This term refers to “a kind of balance of power, with an acceptance of the
legitimacy of sometimes opposing values,” Kissinger explained. “Because if you
believe that the final outcome of your effort has to be the imposition of your
values, then I think equilibrium is not possible.” Under President Richard Nixon,
Kissinger orchestrated the US' diplomatic outreach to China in the 1970s, a move
aimed at prying Beijing away from Moscow and shifting the balance of power in
the world away from the communist East. Under President Joe Biden, the US has
watched as China and Russia deepened their trade and diplomatic ties. US policy
on Taiwan with Joe Biden publicly breaking with Washington's Kissinger-era
ambiguity on the island's independence and House Speaker Nancy Pelosi enraging
Beijing with a visit to Taipei earlier this month has further damaged the US
relationship with China and prompted a surge in military activity in the Taiwan

Strait. According to Kissinger, the US is no longer in a position to side with either
Russia or China against the other. “All you can do is not to accelerate the tensions
and to create options, and for that you have to have some purpose,” he said.
Kissinger is a prominent advocate of the realpolitik school of international
relations, which puts the practical interests of nations ahead of ideological
stances. His dispassionate view of foreign affairs has earned him enemies as well
as praise, however. Earlier this summer, Ukrainian President Vladimir Zelensky
condemned Kissinger for suggesting that Kiev must accept a return to the “status
quo ante” relinquishing its territorial claims to Crimea and granting autonomy to
the Donetsk and Lugansk People's Republics and seek a peace deal with Russia to
prevent a third world war. Kissinger later clarified that these claims should only be
temporarily shelved in order to negotiate an immediate ceasefire, but was
nevertheless labeled an enemy of Ukraine by Kiev and accused of “spreading
narratives of Russian-fascist propaganda and blackmail.”Source: TR News.

The great million - man swim
By Eric S. Margolis
They used to call it “the million-man swim”. That was the US Navy's sneering
dismissal of any Chinese attempt to seize the island of Taiwan by a massive
amphibious invasion. The US Navy's strike carriers, submarines and surface
combatants, backed by the marines and army in Japan, Okinawa, South Korea and
Guam, would tear to shreds any Chinese invasion force. That, at least, was a
decade ago. Today things look very differently. US Naval and air power in the
western Pacific have declined by about 20%. America is tired after waging its
decade-long war in Afghanistan, which cost US$1 trillion (RM4.48 trillion) and
achieved none of the US imperial goals. While the US was blowing up Afghan
villages and paying off Afghan mercenaries, the Chinese were diligently building
up their amphibious and air forces. Their goal was conquering next door Taiwan.
I've been over some of Taiwan's fixed defences, many of the island's beaches are
amenable to amphibious operations. Rugged mountains with many caves further
inland. In short, excellent defensive topography. Taiwan's armed forces are well
trained and motivated. Most Taiwanese appear to prefer independence from Red
China and their current democratic system. Taiwan is also the world's leading
producer of high-tech computer chips. The world electronic industry would grind
to a halt without Taiwan's chips. China makes a huge noise over Taiwan as it tries
to whip up nationalism. In fact, not so many Chinese care about Taiwan aside

from a few slogans and drumbeating. But it has become the Pacific's version of
Alsace Lorraine, a permanent casus belli that provides the politicians with grist for
their mills. Interestingly, whether Taiwan has ever really been a part of China or
maybe of Japan is uncertain. However, the rugged island appears fated to
become of Greater China. Those other non-Han Chinese regions, Tibet, Mongolia
and Eastern Turkestan have been absorbed into China. This leaves northern
Manchuria as the last remaining region of the former Chinese Empire. It is ruled
by Russia at least for now. Interestingly, I once asked a senior Chinese intelligence
general how long it would take for China to capture the Russian port of
Vladivostok, Russia's principal Far East port. “Two days,” he replied. Confrontation
over Taiwan has simmered between the US and China since the 1950's, when
anti-communist Chinese forces fled from the mainland to Taiwan, or Formosa as it
used to be called. War almost erupted in the 1950's over the small, Nationalist
Chinese offshore islands of Matsu and Quemoy. This could happen again. To
understand just how angry US Speaker Nancy Pelosi's whistle-stop visit made the
prickly Chinese, imagine if a delegation of Chinese Communist officials went to
the US state of Hawaii and proclaimed its “independence” from Washington. The
US has a less than noble record in Hawaii. American planters staged a coup that
overthrew its legitimate Hawaiian government and annexed the territory rather
as the US recently did in Ukraine. What will Chinese do next? Probably huff and
puff and impose a limited naval blockade on the independent island. Taiwan relies
on maritime and air trade so any punitive Chinese action would be highly painful.
A full blockade cutting off oil, food, medicine and spare parts would be
catastrophic. In the recent past, China would not have managed to effectively
blockade the island. Its “brown water” coastal navy could not confront the mighty
US Seventh Fleet in the Taiwan Strait. Hence the “million-man swim”. By wasting
billions on useless colonial wars, the US has seriously weakened its naval and air
forces. Washington's Asian allies are not anxious to go to war with China over
Taiwan. As Soviet Brezhnev used to say, “Quantity has its own quality”. The US
Navy is a superb, deadly military instrument. But China now has more warships,
subs and coastal aircraft. Even so, its military forces would be decimated. But they
could also impose severe damage on US Naval forces, notably with their new DF21 anti-ship missile if it really works as well as advertised. In this case, US aircraft
carriers could be in jeopardy. The same applies to Chinese submarines firing
volleys of anti-ship missiles. Having said that, I've been at sea on the carrier USS
Abraham Lincoln and nuclear attack submarine Minneapolis St. Paul and can
attest to their crew's impressive skills and professionalism. Those skills began at

the battle of Midway and Guadalcanal in WWII. The Chinese are still in day one of
naval school.
Eric S. Margolis is a syndicated columnist.

The French President's internal speech
The French President's internal speech came out, and the world was shocked! I
would strongly recommend that you take your time to read through this article as
it foretells the future events that are likely to take place. The opinions expressed
are entirely those of the current French President Emmanuel Macron! Recently,
at an internal meeting, Macron made a general analysis of the current
international situation. He sighed: "Western hegemony is nearing its end!" How
do you view the great power shift in the world today? Macron's closed-door
speech was extremely valuable.
Macron:
We live together in this world, and the envoys here know this world better than I
do. Yes, the international order is being upended in a whole new way, and I'm
sure this is a major upheaval in our history, and it has far-reaching consequences
in almost all regions. It is a transformation of the international order, a
geopolitical integration, and a strategic reorganization. Yes, I must admit that
Western hegemony may be coming to an end. We have become accustomed to
an international order based on Western hegemony since the 18th century. This is
an Enlightenment-inspired France from the 18th century. This is a 19th century
Britain led by the Industrial Revolution. This is an America that emerged from the
20th century rising from two world wars. France, the United Kingdom, and the
United States have made the West great for 300 years. France is culture, England
is industry and America is war. We are used to this greatness that gives us
absolute dominance over the global economy and politics. But things are
changing. Some crises come from our own mistakes in the West, while others
come from the challenges of emerging countries. Within Western countries, the
many wrong choices the United States has made in the face of crises have deeply
shaken our hegemony. That this didn't just start with the Trump administration,
other presidents of the United States made other wrong choices long before
Trump, Clinton's China policy, Bush's war policy, Obama's world financial crisis,
and quantitative easing policy. The wrong policies of these American leaders are
all fundamental mistakes that shake Western hegemony. However, on the other
hand, we have greatly underestimated the rise of emerging powers.

Underestimate the rise of these emerging powers, not just two years ago, but as
early as ten or twenty years ago. We underestimated them from the beginning!
We must admit that China and Russia have achieved great success over the years
under different leadership styles. India is also rapidly emerging as an economic
power, and at the same time he is also becoming a political power, China, Russia,
India, these countries compare to the United States, France and the United
Kingdom. Let's not say anything else, just their political imagination is far stronger
than today's Westerners. After they have strong economic power, they start to
look for their own "philosophy and culture". They no longer believe in Western
politics, but began to pursue their own "national culture". This has nothing to do
with democracy or not. India is a democratic country, and he is also doing the
same, looking for his own "national culture". When these emerging nations find
their own national culture and begin to believe in it, they will gradually get rid of
the "philosophical culture" that Western hegemony has instilled in them in the
past. And this is the beginning of the end of Western hegemony! The end of
Western hegemony does not lie in economic decline, not in military decline, but
in cultural decline. When your values can no longer be exported to emerging
countries that is the beginning of your decline. I think the political imagination of
these emerging countries is higher than ours. Political imagination is very
important. It has strong cohesive connotations and can lead to more political
inspiration. Whether we can be more daring in politics, the political imagination
of emerging countries far exceeds that of Europeans today, all this deeply
shocked me!!! China has lifted 700 million people out of poverty, and more will be
lifted out of poverty in the future, but in France, the market economy is
increasing income inequality at an unprecedented rate. The anger of the middle
class in the past year has brought about profound changes in the French political
order, and since the 19th century, French life has been in a kind of balance.
Personal liberty, democracy, a wealthy middle class, these three are the tripods
that balance the politics of France, but the crisis is born when the middle class is
no longer the cornerstone of our country, when the middle class thinks its
interests are being compromised. They will have fundamental doubts about
democracy and the market system. Can such a system still give me a better life?
They have the right to be so skeptical and have the right to join a radical political
movement. In the UK, the fall of the political system is even more pronounced.
The resounding slogan of Brexit, Take back control, says it all. The people believe
that their own destiny is no longer in their own hands, so they want to "take back
control". And the direct way to "take back control" is to leave the EU. They hate

the EU, they hate the old-fashioned politics, and they want something more
politically imaginative. In the final analysis, the political system of the past failed
to benefit the British, and even made their lives worse and worse, but the political
leaders at the top did not realize this. So, they failed. As for the United States,
although Americans belong to the Western camp, they have always had different
humanitarian standards (implying religion) from Europe. Americans' sensitivity to
climate issues, to equality, to social balance, does not exist in the same way as
Europe does (implying that the gap between rich and poor in the US is much
larger than in Europe). There is a clear gap between American civilization and
European civilization. Even though the United States and Europe are deeply
aligned, our differences have always existed. Trump's coming to power just
magnified the original differences. I must stress that Europe is different from the
United States. Of course, the European civilization plan cannot be decided by
Hungarian Catholics or Russian Orthodox Christians, but Europe's long-term
follow-up with the United States to expel Russia from the European continent is
not necessarily correct. The United States needs to confront Russia and Europe,
but does Europe need it? Europe cooperates with the United States to expel
Russia, which may be the biggest geopolitical mistake of Europe in the 21st
century. The result of expelling Russia is that Putin has no choice but to embrace
China, and this just gives China and Russia a chance to warm up. Let one of our
competitors combine with another to create a huge trouble, which is what the
Americans do. If Europe hadn't expelled Russia, Russia's policies would never have
been so anti-Western. Now, in terms of geopolitics, it is impossible to give so
much help to the great powers of the East. But Europe's problem is the military.
Because of the existence of NATO, it becomes very difficult for Europe to form
another European army, and as long as the "European army" does not exist,
Europe will be controlled by the political orders of the United States. Sadly, when
I talked about this with German Chancellor Angela Merkel, we were all
pessimistic. In Europe, no one has the ability to form a European army, and no
one has the ability to form a European army. Policy, give investment. But the
European military is the key point to check and balance the United States.
Without the European military, Europe would have no real independence at all.
Yes, the United States is an ally, our long-term ally, but at the same time, he is
also an ally who has been kidnapping us for a long time. France is a powerful
diplomatic power, a permanent member of the Security Council and the heart of
the European Union. Taking Russia out of Europe may be an absolutely farreaching strategic mistake. If France cannot pull Russia back into Europe, it will

also be reluctant to continue its engagement, fuelling tensions and isolating
Russia. At present, neither Russia nor that eastern power has any interest in
forming an alliance, but no one is sure if the Western world is pressing harder and
harder. Will China and Russia still say with certainty that we will not form an
alliance? Is the enemy of our friend necessarily our enemy? Russia is the enemy of
the United States, so must he be the enemy of Europe? We need to build
Europe's own new trust and security architecture, because if we don't ease
relations with Russia, there will be no peace on the continent. Americans say a
country that invests heavily in weapons and equipment, a declining demographic,
an aging country. Americans ask me, should we be afraid of this country? Should
we reconcile with such a country? I asked the Americans, how about swapping
the positions of Russia and Canada? In addition to economic turmoil and
geopolitical turmoil, the third major turmoil we are now experiencing is
undoubtedly the technological revolution turmoil. Big data Internet, social media,
artificial intelligence, when big intelligence spreads out in globalization, the
progress of information technology is developing at an unprecedented speed.
One problem with the globalization of intelligence is the globalization of emotion,
violence, and even hatred. The technological revolution has brought us profound
anthropological changes, and it has also created a new space for us, a space that
requires human beings to re-examine and formulate rules. This is a new
technology rule space that the world has never touched, and it is also a rule of the
Internet international order that everyone should agree with and participate in.
But before this new set of rules is fully established, the new technological
revolution has brought us not only economic imbalances, but also anthropological
class contradictions and ideological contradictions. Ultimately, it will bring heavy
tearing and instability to our proud democracy. All the envoys here can see that
economic turmoil, geopolitical turmoil, information technology turmoil, and
democratic turmoil. All these upheavals are happening at the same time, but
what do we do? What do we need to do now? Are we going to continue to be
viewers, to be commentators, or to take on the responsibilities we have to take?
But one thing is for sure, if we all lose our political imagination and let the habits
of the past decades or even centuries dictate our strategies, then we… A
president of a republic, a minister, a diplomat, a soldier, everyone in this room
continues to do it the way it was in the past. That is for sure, we're going to "lose
control." And after "out of control", what awaits us is to disappear. Civilization
fades away, Europe fades away, and the moment of Western hegemony fades
away with it. Ultimately, the world will revolve around two poles: America and

China, and Europe will have to choose between these two rulers. Europe will lose
control completely, so I believe in only one thing so far, and that is bravery - the
political strategy of daring to break through and take risks. This kind of political
strategy, which is different from the old Europe in the past, will lead to the failure
of many things now, and there are also a large number of commentators in the
country, and critics say that it will not succeed. But what is fatal is not the
comments and criticisms, but the loss of "brave heart" and "imaginative thinking",
and I think that only by trying some brave and imaginative politics can profoundly
reflect the French national spirit, the best method. Only France can re-establish a
profound European civilization; only France can consider the issue of European
survival from the perspective of European strategy and international politics. The
French spirit is a tenacious spirit of resistance and the pursuit of a different world.
The spirit of resistance will never succumb to the inevitability and adaptability of
affairs This kind of implementation is carried out in the extraordinary spirit of the
French people's soul, and it has shaped the historical trend that only France can
change the historical trend that Europe is gradually being swallowed by "two
poles". Next, France will have several important agenda directions. The first is the
"Eurasian Agenda". France will promote a better integration of China's new Silk
Road with the European Connectivity Strategy, but this integration must be done
with respect for our sovereignty and rules. Ten years ago, we made some
mistakes in the integration of Europe and Asia. When Europe was dealing with the
major financial crisis, in order to obtain assistance, it was forced to carry out
privatization to reduce some of Europe's sovereignty. From Italy in the south to
England in the north, but we don't blame smart Chinese; we can only blame
ourselves for being stupid. In addition, in the face of the rise of China, France
must also establish a "French strategy" with the United States in the Indo-Pacific
region. This is a "supplement" to France's strategy of welcoming China's Silk Road.
If we help our opponent in one place, then we have to check and balance it in
other places. This is the usual way of politics. France must establish "French
influence" in the Indo-Pacific region to balance the rise of China's power in the
region. After all, France has millions of residents and nearly 10,000 soldiers in the
region. France wants to become one of the main maritime powers in the sea. The
second important agenda of France is to give priority to the establishment of
European sovereignty. I have talked to many people that European sovereignty is
by no means an empty word, but we have already made the mistake of leaving
the voice of sovereignty to the nationalists. Nationalists by no means represent
our sovereignty, which is a good word, and represents the core of our democracy.

But if the government loses control over everything, there will be nothing left for
sovereignty. So nationalists have the right to have their voices heard, but they in
no way represent European sovereignty. For decades, Europe has built a strong
and friendly market, but at the same time, we are also the most open and naive.
And when we discuss European sovereignty, we must also include the United
Kingdom very deeply. Regardless of the final outcome of Brexit, European
sovereignty includes the United Kingdom. The other direction of European
sovereignty is national defense. Regarding European defense, there has been no
progress since the 1950s, and it is even forbidden to discuss. But it's time to build
an initiative with more national defense sovereigns, relying on European funds
and European armies. I think this is the best time in decades to discuss "European
defense sovereignty", which requires all the envoys here to work harder. Another
focus of European sovereignty is Europe's thinking about borders, which will also
extend to the topic of population and immigration. As Europe has experienced an
unprecedented migration crisis since 2015, we must move away from the
emergency management regime for refugees in order to create a sustainable
talent landing mechanism. More importantly, we should work with the
International Organization for Migration to revive the immigration filtering work
we did in Paris. The last part is about economic and financial sovereignty. We are
now actively talking about Iran and continue to defend our claim to the Iranian
agenda. But the U.S. dollar has its "speciality", even if we decide to protect Iran,
our company will depend on the U.S. dollar to move forward. Note, I'm not saying
we have to fight the dollar, but we need to build a real "sovereignty of the euro".
But this process is too slow, we are progressing too slowly! And in the
establishment of digital c, Europe also needs to reconsider, because digital
currency will also affect future economic sovereignty. Reconstructing European
sovereignty, economic sovereignty, national defense sovereignty, and border
sovereignty is the only way to truly strengthen European integration without
interference from other countries outside. Ladies and gentlemen, let us have a
strong and coherent diplomacy, and at a time when Western hegemony is being
challenged, we should use our respective political imaginations. Take control of
Europeans' own destiny and return control to our people. I count on you to play
an important role in diplomacy, and I am grateful for these requests. I will always
be by your side to keep France at the heart of leading a range of important
political issues. Make our envoys have a strong representative power all over the
world to defend our national interests, surpass our national interests, and let our
values spread all over the world.

I thank you!
Long live the Republic, Long live France!
- Emmanuel Macron
This article is very important, be sure to read it carefully. I hope that everyone can
see this article and share it with friends and family, so that it can help more
people.

INDIA
'The colonisers never really left’
How the UK is enabling India's violence against Muslims
The British Empire left behind an unfinished project that the Modi regime took on
By Bhavani Kunjulakshmi
On 9 May 2022, the community of Shaheen Bhagh, one of Delhi's Muslim
neighbourhoods, woke up to 200 policemen and a battalion of armed militants
lined up outside their doors. The women began to come out of their homes,
assembling in Dharnā (a peaceful sit-in demonstration). They knew what was
about to come. At 11.30am, a bulldozer arrived. Slogans grew louder into a mass
uproar as protesters surrounded it. The demolition drive paused when several
women, including Congress leader Arfa Khanum, despite having a fractured leg,
leaped past the police and onto the bulldozer. For years, Prime Minister
Narendra Modi of the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) has been trying to transform
India into a Hindutva (Hindu nationalist) regime. Hindutva extremists are openly
calling for the genocide of India's 200 million Muslims to form a new Hindu state.
The BJP has doggedly pursued a regime to deprive Muslims of their rights, from
criminalising Hindu-Muslim marriages and erasing the chapters on democracy and
secularism from school textbooks, to endorsing a propaganda film that depicts
Muslims as bloodthirsty traitors not far from Nazi films like Jew Süss. This
persecution of Muslims that started with lynchings and incarcerations has
expanded to include what has become the 'bulldozer politics' the rumble of statesponsored bulldozers in Muslim-majority areas razing mosques, homes and shops.
Groups in saffron show up to cheer the demolitions and wave Hindutva flags as
hundreds of Muslim families watch from behind the barricades as their
livelihoods disappear into clouds of dust and debris. Given this context, it was
especially grim to see Boris Johnson sit in a JCB bulldozer during an April visit to
India, as he attended the inauguration of a new factory in Gujarat, posing for

cameras with the British company whose same machines have been flattening
Muslim homes. That trip to India, where both leaders discussed a major free trade
agreement, and the subsequent reunion at the G7 summit last month (where
Johnson accepted a hand-painted tea set from Modi), have been seen by many
exasperated Indian Muslims as a provocative disregard for their experience.
“Imperial Britain has always been in the driving seat of the bulldozer”
Yet this betrayal is not new. Imperial Britain has always been in the driving seat of
the bulldozer, revealing the UK's role in both setting and enabling violence against
Muslims in the country. The scapegoating and punishment of Indian Muslims
were tactics first employed in the 19th century by the British colonisers to ease
conquest. After fabricating a monolithic fantasy called 'the Indian culture', the
British homogenised 'India' as 'Hindu'. “They *the Empire+ appeased the majority
Hindus by promising to 'save' them from Muslims,” explains Nabiya Khan, an
activist and poet from Delhi. Lord Minto, the mastermind behind 'divide and rule'
policy, carefully orchestrated divisions within the Indian army on the basis of
religion to avoid a united uprising against the British. He saw Hindu-Muslim unity
in India as a danger to the empire, so he branded Indian Muslims as 'invaders'.
We see this echoed centuries later as the BJP regime labels Indian Muslims as
“anti-national terrorists”. Meanwhile, the BJP regime uses colonial-era sedition
laws to incarcerate writers, journalists and activists to repress political dissidence.
This legacy seeped even further into Indian society. “The 'masculine' British
coloniser considered Hindu men 'too feminine',” says Laila Kadiwal, a sociologist
based in London. “Today's Hindutva uses violence against Muslims as a revenge to
overcome this 'emasculation'.” Hindutva extremists regularly circulate fake news
of Hindu women being abducted and converted to Islam by Muslim men, known
as “Love Jihad”. “*Hindutva+ men's obsession with saving Muslim women is also a
direct replica of how the British Empire wanted to 'save' the brown women,” adds
Sara Ather, an Indian writer and activist.
'Dear friends'
The UK continues to deny the skeletons in its closet, and the image of Johnson
seated on a bulldozer in India has become symbolic of how today the country is
more than just a complicit bystander to the impending genocide. “Hindutva
couldn't have sustained itself without consistent international support,” says
Saima Azim, a PhD scholar from Delhi. “The support from the UK comes in
mysterious ways,” she says, explaining that the language used in mainstream
media perpetuates a certain image. “I see the UK mainstream media calling it a
'communal clash' or 'Hindu-Muslim antagonism in India' instead of calling it a

genocide and ethnic cleansing… When we correct their seemingly 'neutral'
terminologies, that correction doesn't seem to travel back to the UK. This is also
how they gaslight the reality of Palestinians.” With new £1bn trade deals, the UK
is effectively enabling the Modi regime, blatantly dismissing Genocide Watch's
repeated mandates to all United Nations members to demand accountability.
The free trade agreement, which hopes to be resolved by October, has been
hailed as a “new era” in the UK and India's partnership. Both countries also
agreed on a programme to advance cyber security, which follows dedicated
efforts from the UK defence ministry to push the sales of defence technology and
data handling expertise to India rather than weapons the country being the
world's largest importer of arms. Yet for years the Modi government has been
using online surveillance as a tool to crack down on civil rights. The arbitrary
arrests of several Indian Muslim journalists, for example, have been based on
their online activity from years ago. In June 2021, WhatsApp sued the Indian
government for repeatedly compromising users' privacy and a year later Twitter
filed a lawsuit against the Indian government for attempting to compromise
user's security and asking to remove content on civil rights and press freedom.
The insidiousness of the UK government's support for the Modi regime isn't
confined to foreign policies. Home Secretary Priti Patel's admiration for her “dear
friend” Modi's vision of a Hindu state and her support for the fascist organisation
Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS) the progenitor of BJP that claims India
belongs to people who are 'biologically' Aryan Hindus is shared by many uppercaste Hindus in the UK. RSS even has an office in Leicester, called the Hindu
Swayamsevak Sangh. It's a stark reminder of how 20 years ago, Channel 4 News
revealed British funds raised by the charity Sewa International were being
funnelled to Hindu nationalist groups and directly incited violence in the Gujarat
Riots that led to the killing of 2,000 Indian Muslims. “It's particularly alienating to
be an Indian Muslim in Europe because the diaspora is monopolised by uppercaste Hindus who cheer Hindutva and condone Islamophobia,” says A, who asked
to remain anonymous. Still, many people in the UK are trying to resist and expose
the British government's silence in the face of human rights violations in India.
Earlier this month, hundreds of Indian Muslims and their allies took to the streets
of London, calling for the government to stop enabling facism with friendly teaing and trade deals. But as Johnson resigns, he will always be remembered as
Modi's “khaas dost” (special friend) who helped the BJP regime strengthen
'domestic security' which is just code for suppressing dissent against Modi's
regime. “The British colonisers never really left,” Laila adds. “They have

reincarnated into a predatory and genocidal alliance.” Our groundbreaking
journalism relies on the crucial support of a community of gal-dem members. We
would not be able to continue to hold truth to power in this industry without
them, and you can support us from £5 per month less than a weekly coffee.

IAF will finally get a strategic bomber
By Bharat Karnad
The Indian Air Force seems to be getting over the strategic hump, perhaps with a
little push from the PMO, and will soon acquire the advanced and upgraded
version of the Tu-160 Blackjack called the 'White Swan'. This transaction, after the
S-400 and help in hypersonic weapons technology, confirms Russia's status as the
sole supplier to India of prime military technologies (even if for a hefty price!).
This was disclosed in a throwaway line about a “bomber” being acquired by IAF,
which was preceded by a generous acknowledgement “Mr. Bharat Karnad will be
happy to know”, by the former CAS, Air Chief Marshal Arup Raha. He was
delivering the keynote speech yesterday at the first edition of the 'Chanakya
Dialogues' hosted by the Chanakya Foundation in New Delhi. On further
questioning by me, he confirmed that the aircraft in question was the Tu-160. By
way of another casual remark, he also indicated that a nuclear-warheaded version
of a hypersonic glide weapon may soon be on the way. No doubt it is an
armament that will be carried in the White Swan's weapons bay. It will reverse
the obdurately tactical and theatre-level orientation of the IAF brass for 70-odd
years. It resulted in August 1971 in the IAF rejecting the Tu-22 Backfire bomber
offered the Air Marshal Sheodev Singh Mission by the Soviet Defence Minister,
the legendary Admiral of the Fleet, Sergei Gorshkov. Moscow had not reckoned
with the obstinately nonstrategic mindset of Air Chief Marshal PC Lal regarded,
incidentally, as a great leader by the IAF! and his cohort running the service at the
time. Indeed, Gorshkov was so certain the IAF would jump at this offer he had a
squadron of this bomber aircraft painted with IAF roundels and parked on a
military base outside Moscow for flight to India. Nonsensical reasons were
offered for this plainly idiotic nyet decision by IAF the pilot needed to be winched
up into the cockpit, the aircraft, ex-Bareilly, would not reach cruising altitude
before crossing into Pakistan, etc. Pakistan! for God's sake, with no hint of China
as the obvious threat to neutralise with this bomber and this, mind you, at a time
when the Bangladesh War was in the offing and China had already threatened to
intervene if India moved militarily against Pakistan! So what did IAF choose

instead? MiG-23BN no joke!! Worse, the IAF, dog-in-the-manger like, not only did
not want the Backfire for itself, it later prevented the Indian Navy from buying
this aircraft for maritime surveillance, fearing the Navy was trespassing on its turf
by expropriating the strategic bombing role. These and other details first revealed
and analysed in my 2002, 2nd ed 2005 book 'Nuclear Weapons and Indian
Security.' Post-1974 and India's possessing very basic 12 kiloton gravity nuclear
bombs, the Tu-22 would have been a credible recallable manned option as
nuclear deterrent before India obtained in the late 1980s the first of the Agni
land-based missiles. The Tu-22 could have been replaced with newer versions of
the aircraft, including the latest; most advanced, Tu-22M3, and would now have
comprised a more compelling two-pronged air vector in the nuclear triad along
with the Tu-160. It is always heartening when something one has ardently
advocated over the years begins to take shape, becomes reality. For the case
made for a genuine strategic bomber, and this aircraft in particular, see pages
335-336 in my 2015 book 'Why India is Not a Great Power (Yet)'. The negotiations
with Russia are apparently in the final stages for securing on lease six a third of a
squadron better than nothing! of the supersonic, fly-by-wire, 4-man crewed Tu160. It will leave the front line Russian fleet with 29 of these aircraft, because only
a total of 35 'White Swans' have been built. Published material suggests the White
Swan Tu-160 (the equivalent of the American B-1 strategic bomber) has a
70metres / second climb rate, max speed of 2,200 km/h and cruising speed of
960km/h, un-refueled range of 12,300km, and combat radius of 7,300km. One
version of the bomber runs on hydrogen fuel, which may be right up Prime
Minister Narendra Modi's plan for converting the country to a hydrogen
economy. Though for reasons of fuel/fueling aspects, the aircraft India leases will
likely stick with the variant run on enhanced aviation fuel. To show off its
astonishing endurance, the Russian Air Force staged a Murmansk to Venezuela
sortie in 2008 (to show support for the regime of Left-leaning President Nicolás
Maduro Moros at a time when the Obama Administration was tightening the
sanctions screw on it), and in 2010 a 23 hour patrol covering 18,000 kms over the
Russian landmass. The options and possibilities this bomber offers should make
the mouths of IAF warplanners and operations guys water. Preparatory planning
should begin for nuclear targeting by the White Swans of the most distant
Chinese targets Beijing!, with the more critical, but relatively proximal, targets,
such as the Three Gorges Dam and its system of downstream dams and the Lop
Nor nuclear weapons complex in Xinjiang left, if necessary, for the Su-30MKIs to
take out. The Sukhois can be embarked from Tezpur / Kalaikunda in the one case,

and the Ainee base in Tajikistan available to IAF, in the other. The problem IAF will
have is in basing the Blackjack. The Bareilly base which ran the Canberra medium
bomber and the MiG-25 Foxbat high-altitude surveillance aircraft won't do.
Bareilly is too near major and satellite PLAAF airfields on the Tibetan plateau in
the central sector of the LAC, not to pose risks to the White Swans based there. A
base in southern central India will be the safest and best option considering the
“long-legged” Tu-160 will still be able to hit deep inside China, and have IAF air
defence / interceptor aircraft out of a string of air bases in northern India as
protective tier.

'Modi has done little to punish China’
'It is only when Beijing sees a country with an infirm political will such as India
that it acts up as the PLA has done in eastern Ladakh’
By Bharat Karnad
Will Nancy Pelosi's visit to Taiwan have a domino effect across the world? Can
India use its fallout to turn the tables to its advantage against China? “The Modi
regime has so far done little to punish China by way of cutting off Chinese access
to the Indian market in the hope that this show of moderation will dissuade
Beijing from resuming offensive military activity in Ladakh and Arunachal
Pradesh,”.
The biggest takeaway for India from the Pelosi visit and the subsequent
belligerent display of Chinese firepower against Taiwan should be that China
can be contained. Are there lessons India needs to learn from this?
I have always maintained that China is less (strong) militarily than it projects itself
and when challenged by a resolute adversary usually thinks better of it and either
does nothing or, as in the post-Pelosi trip Taiwan case, lets off steam ex-post
facto. It is only when Beijing sees a country with an infirm political will such as
India that it acts up as the PLA has done in eastern Ladakh.
It is obvious that Xi Jinping does not want to precipitate matters till the Chinese
Communist party's 20th congress in October and he succeeds in getting an
unprecedented third term. The stakes are too high for him, but will he find
different ways to get back at the US? Is that likely in the near future and what
form will that take?
The results of the 20th party congress are a foregone conclusion. Xi has
strengthened his support among the key elements of the State, especially the PLA
by cultivating the base and installing leaders/commissars/commanders of his

choice in strategic posts. The question is can Xi get punitive without hurting
China's interests? He can't. The access to US technology and talent is already
closed off. But despite tariff increases, America is the richest market that it
(China) simply cannot afford to lose. So other than a symbolic gesture here, a
fired-up confrontational rhetoric there, and continued fire drills and combat
aircraft flights crossing the median line and offering the barest provocation in the
Taiwan Strait, Beijing will do nothing.
Some experts believe if China receives a rebuff in Taiwan, Xi will seek to scale
up China's international status by seeking a military victory against India. Is this
likely to happen? Is India ready to meet such a challenge given that the Chinese
have been strengthening their positions on the Indian Territory they took over
in 2020?
Xi will get China into even deeper trouble if he thinks he can vent domestic
pressure building up because he did nothing to prevent Pelosi from visiting Taipei
as he had promised, by initiating hostilities against India. The Modi regime has so
far done little to punish China by way of cutting off Chinese access to the Indian
market in the hope that this show of moderation will dissuade Beijing from
resuming offensive military activity in Ladakh and Arunachal Pradesh. When this
assumption is proved wrong. Modi will be forced to take conspicuously strong
economic measures to severely restrict bilateral trade of nearly $126 billion in
2021 heavily favouring China. It is in India's interest that China continues to be
engaged with Taiwan and the US, so as to decrease the likelihood of a Chinese
attack. By October, winter will have set in the upper Himalayas, will that decrease
the likelihood of a Chinese attack on Ladakh/Arunachal Pradesh? For the reasons
adduced above, there's no possibility of China militarily acting up anywhere along
the disputed border anytime soon.
If we tie up the knots, is the recent US arms deal with Saudi Arabia and the UAE,
the killing of al-Qaeda leader Ayman al Zawahiri and Pelosi's visit, all part of a
concerted US attempt to reclaim its leadership in the global arena?
You assume that the US is capable of expertly manipulating developments and
juggling various policy balls in Arab West Asia, Israel, India, Iran, China, Taiwan
when, in reality, like India, it is in the business of dousing this or that bushfire as
the occasion demands. There's no hard strategy as such because as Henry
Kissinger famously said America is too wealthy, too powerful, to need to plan or
even strategise! Nancy Pelosi's visit factored in the fact that economic conditions
in China are not so good and China being an export driven economy will not be in
a position to face economic sanctions. That's what most effectively deters a

mercantilist China the threat of the loss of markets. Some experts believe QUAD
has not created the kind of momentum expected from it.True. But was it ever
really expected to? It is precisely the reason why I advocated in my 2018 book
Staggering Forward: Narendra Modi and India's Global Ambition, that a better
geostrategic arrangement to serve Indian interests is for India to securitise two
schemes a modified quadrilateral or Mod Quad with the US, retaining a role of
the extra-territorial balancer it has always performed but otherwise replaced in
the Quad by a group of capable Southeast Asian States, including Vietnam,
Indonesia, and the Philippines, and BRIS (Brazil, Russia, India South Africa) BRICS
minus China. BRIS will work because Russia is as keen as the US in ensuring India
is enabled to balance China's growing power in Asia and the Indo-Pacific.
Will growing tensions between China and Taiwan affect the supply of
semiconductor chips given that Taiwan is the largest producer of these chips in
the world?
China is setting up its own very large fab units to produce high calibre chips. In the
period it will take to erect these facilities, it has to rely on TMSC and other
Taiwanese chip producers because it cannot anymore get them, nor the chip
manufacturing wherewithal from the US.
Already we are witnessing a major conflict raging between Russia and Ukraine.
Given global warming etc, is this the time to precipitate more military action in
the eastern hemisphere?
Global warming will exacerbate the tensions between the developed North and
the developing South with mass migrations from climate-affected countries of
Asia, the Maghreb and sub-Saharan Africa, and Central and South America to the
more prosperous nations of Europe and North America.

Miscellaneous
NATO prepares for “warfighting against nuclear-armed peer-competitors”
By Andre Damon
At the conclusion of this week's NATO summit in Madrid, Spain, the members of
NATO, including most European states as well as the United States and Canada,
adopted a strategy document outlining plans to militarize the European
continent, massively escalate the war with Russia, and prepare for war with
China. The document pledges to “deliver the full range of forces” needed “for
high-intensity, multi-domain warfighting against nuclear-armed peer-

competitors.” In a sea change from the last strategy document, first published in
2010, the new NATO strategy document proclaims that “the Euro-Atlantic area is
not at peace”all but declaring that the alliance is at war. This is despite the fact
that none of the members of the NATO alliance have declared any war within the
“Euro-Atlantic area.” The strategic framework document openly adopts the
language of power politics, better known by its German name, Machtpolitik. It
references the word “interests” seven times, declaring that both China and Russia
challenge the “Alliance's interests.” The previous NATO strategic framework,
published in 2010, used the word “interests” only once, in pledging to “enhance
the political consultations and practical cooperation with Russia in areas of shared
interests.” While the 2010 document named Russia a “partner,” this year's
strategic framework proclaims Russia a “threat” and China a “challenge.” The
new NATO strategy document explicitly justifies these designations by declaring
that these countries “challenge our interests.” It declares that “The PRC *People's
Republic of China] seeks to control key technological and industrial sectors,
critical infrastructure, and strategic materials and supply chains. It uses its
economic leverage to create strategic dependencies and enhance its influence.”
In order to preserve their “interests,” the allies pledge to “significantly strengthen
deterrence and defense.” Critically, the document asserts that the series of
actions that triggered the war in Ukraine have been a success, declaring “NATO's
enlargement has been a historic success.” The Kremlin justified its invasion of
Ukraine by claiming that Ukraine's efforts to join NATO and the deployment of
nuclear weapons on Russia's border constituted a threat to its national security.
The NATO document doubles down on the expansion of the military alliance,
declaring, “We reaffirm our Open Door policy. … Our door remains open to all
European democracies that share the values of our Alliance.” It adds, “Decisions
on membership are taken by NATO Allies and no third party has a say in this
process.” The war now raging in Ukraine is the largest in Europe since the Second
World War, and has already killed tens of thousands of Ukrainians and Russians.
In describing the expansion of NATO as having been a success, the alliance
effectively declares that these deaths, and many more to come, are acceptable
costs for protecting the interests of the alliance's members. In response to the
challenges to the alliance's “interests,” the NATO members have pledged a
program of militarization that will affect all aspects of society. It declares, “In an
environment of strategic competition, we will enhance our global awareness and
reach to deter, defend, contest and deny across all domains and directions, in line
with our 360-degree approach.” The document further states, “As long as nuclear

weapons exist, NATO will remain a nuclear alliance,” and the alliance pledges to
“ensure a substantial and persistent presence on land, at sea, and in the air,
including through strengthened integrated air and missile defense.” The
document adds that “NATO's nuclear deterrence posture also relies on the United
States' nuclear weapons forward-deployed in Europe and the contributions of
Allies concerned.” The achievement of the goals set out in the document requires
a massive expansion of the troops, munitions, and supply chains necessary for
war fighting. “We will deter and defend forward with robust in-place, multidomain, combat-ready forces, enhanced command and control arrangements,
prepositioned ammunition and equipment and improved capacity and
infrastructure to rapidly reinforce any Ally, including at short or no notice.” The
NATO strategy document does not acknowledge or recognize any competing
priorities for military resources. The words “hunger,” “poverty” and
“unemployment” do not appear, nor is there any reference to the COVID-19
pandemic, which has killed tens of millions worldwide and 1 million in the United
States alone. The comments of US president Joe Biden were fully consistent with
the tone of this document. At a post-summit press conference, Biden boasted:
“We provided Ukraine with nearly $7 billion in security assistance since I took
office. In the next few days, we intend to announce more than $800 million more,
including a new advanced Western air defense system for Ukraine, more artillery
and ammunition, counter-battery radars, additional ammunition for the HIMARS
multiple launch rocket system we've already given Ukraine and more HIMARS
coming from other countries as well.” He added that the total commitment of the
US allies included “nearly 140,000 anti-tank systems, more than 600 tanks, nearly
500 artillery systems, more than 600,000 rounds of artillery ammunition, as well
as advanced multiple launch rocket systems, anti-ship systems, and air defense
systems.” Yet when asked about the costs to the American public of the war,
Biden did not indicate that this was even taken into consideration. At the press
conference, Biden was asked by a reporter, “G7 leaders this week pledged to
support Ukraine, quote, 'for as long as it takes.' And I'm wondering if you would
explain what that means to the American people'for as long as it takes.' Does it
mean indefinite support from the United States for Ukraine? Or will there comes
a time when you have to say to President Zelenskyy that the United States cannot
support his country any longer?” Biden replied, “We are going to support Ukraine
as long as it takes.” Another reporter asked about the “high price of gasoline in
the United States and around the world … How long is it fair to expect American
drivers and drivers around the world to pay that premium for this war?” Biden

reiterated, “As long as it takes.” Biden's declaration is effectively an unlimited
pledge of social resources for the war effort. Having gutted COVID-19 funding,
meaning that uninsured workers will be forced to pay out of pocket for vaccines
and COVID-19 hospitalization, the American ruling class is pressing ahead with
funneling vast social resources into the war effort. The plans outlined in the latest
NATO strategy document will have incalculable consequences, not only for the
war itself, but also in the endless diversion of social resources to military
spending, which will be coupled with the slashing of spending for health care and
pensions, and reductions in workers' wages. As workers enter into struggle all
over the world against the surging cost of living, it is critical that they take up as a
critical demand the struggle against war and militarism.

