AN OLD DEBATE IS REIGNITED

The old debate, concerning how the free world should react and strategies to employ regarding tyranny, is again ignited by egregious acts of barbarism – this time in the Middle East. The eternal question: When and how should we and the free world intervene?

Different views: #1: Our nation is not under direct threat – do the humanitarian thing and have the masses of oppressed immigrate to Europe and the US. Or, #2: Attempt the more realistic, humanitarian strategy: We and all Free Nations unite to bring to an end the support or enabling of tyranny anywhere in this world.  “No child of God should ever suffer such horror.”—President Trump.

Few have held the following contrarian view concerning:

We, the Democracies and Western leadership, have been nation destroyers. Through acts of both commission and omission, we have been betrayers of peoples denied basic human rights from many countries, for many decades.

Current examples are unspeakable: Massive genocide by Radical Islamist’s. And, those they don’t brutally murder they capture, torture, and rape.

For those who know nothing of history: We ceded Eastern Germany and half of Europe to Stalin (who had previously starved to death 10 million in the Ukraine and the Volga States); abandoned Latvia and the other Baltic States to Soviet brutality when they begged us for help after WWII. We abandoned Yugoslavia to Tito, China to Mao, North Korea to control by China and a family of insane despots, Vietnam to the North Vietnamese (who nullified the Paris Treaty and invaded the South with Russian tanks), Cambodia to Communist Khmer Rouge and Pol Pot, Lebanon to the Hezbollah, Iraq and Syria to ISIS.

The death and enslavement that we have enabled the past century is sorrowful and shameful. Remember the smiling Iraqis with purple fingers in Iraq? We betrayed them. ISIS, who we permitted to conquer territories in Iraq and Syria, is murdering them and thousands of others—genocide on a course that will exceed Hitler's, both in diversity (Hitler’s principal target Jews), and brutality (gas chambers, a sick attempt at painless murder, while Jihadists revel in maximizing the pain they inflict on infidels). If our PC world existed in the 40’s, Hitler would have done better infiltrating saboteurs if he had declared Nazism a religion.

Sunni or Shiite? Neither has rooted out contingents in their ranks that advocate war and the murder or enslavement of all who oppose their theology. As both are dedicated to total hegemony, their fighting can only end with the domination of one or the other—in any case, enemies dedicated to our elimination.

My contention is that we need not advocate or prosecute a perpetual war to control the behavior of despots, murders, and human rights deniers in this world. All we need do, as unified defenders of freedom and democracy, is to stop enabling tyranny in any form. This is possible without the use of military force.

A reasonable strategy—currently recommended by none in leadership on the world scene: Adequate sanctions work! As a united group of Western Democracies, we should cut off all trade, commerce, diplomatic contact, plus interdict all sources of weapons and energy. Interdependence of nations economically is so absolute, that any regime controlled by tyrants must change their behavior, or be overthrown by their own citizens who are suffering under such sanctions. We can always stand ready to help establish rational, civil systems of governance for those in need.

The more severe and sustained the sanctions, the quicker the world will be rid of these despots, and the sooner our neighbors will end their suffering. Military options are necessary only if or when military action is used to oppose an adequate policy of sanctions.

If pressed into military action, please let us use a little common sense: You cannot prevail against an enemy when you do not cut off their sources of armaments, provisions, and currency. We failed to do this for ten years in Vietnam. We did not interdict supplies and armaments coming to the North from both China and Russia for fear of starting a thermonuclear war. Why have we not stopped those helping ISIS and other radical Jihadists in the Middle East? Because they won't like us! Currently, leadership in America and Europe, rather than opposing tyrants, covet their approval and mindlessly enable them.

A major tyranny in our own hemisphere is Venezuala. Their major income is from crude petroleum. They export $24.9B, of which the US purchases 58%, $14.6B. 
 http://atlas.media.mit.edu/en/profile/country/ven/

Blockade is another very effective strategy. ISIS or Syria cannot replace, repair, or maintain any equipment or weaponry they have without supplies from outside – much of which is stamped either made in America or made in China.
There are currently criminal elements holding power, illegitimately by any reasonable standard, who make war against their own citizens, causing mass refugee migrations. True of Syria and Jihadist controlled areas in Northern and Central Africa. In our own hemisphere, for half a century, humans have risked death trying to reach Florida from Haiti and Cuba. A cabal of Western Nations—NATO, OAS (Organization of American States) should forcefully depose Leadership in these nations, and temporarily establish caretaker governments administered by a contingent of unified democratic nations. We did this after WWII, when as allies we assisted both Germany and Japan to normalize their governments and their economies.

What sense is there in negotiating with an enemy such as Iran, when they will not rescind their declaration of war as a primary precondition? To be unopposed to an enemy’s contention that a state of war exists is an admission that we agree to remain vulnerable to their nuclear blackmail. From their perspective, we are only negotiating the time and manner of our eventual annihilation.

Truthfully, when nations like Iran and North Korea, repeatedly and clearly express the intent to employ military or terrorist tools of war, then obviously a state of war exists, and we are justified in immediately and decisively destroying all military weaponry they possess or are developing.

Isolation, or retreat to our own hemisphere, is not an option, as we invite the growth and proliferation of powers that espouse world hegemony with the use of nuclear armaments. This threat was once contained with mutual assured destruction. Now MAD is not applicable to religious zealots who seek death as a reward. Any great general values an army of fearless fighters. Only a very persuasive or very evil military leader would employ the promise of death in battle as a certain path to a glorious reward – a concept acceptable only to the deeply religious.

The UN? A useless organization! Half of the members do not respect the principles of the Charter and the preamble to the charter (Read it). We need a UDN—Union of Democratic Nations, in place of, or a parallel organization, that will take the actions outlined in the paragraphs above.

On the lighter side, the major tools of tyrants (deception, control of large populations, and force of arms) are less effective due to two factors: 1) Economic realities: Armaments, their creation, development and maintenance, are very expensive – not achievable without economic partnerships that share nefarious ideologies, and 2) the ubiquitous availability of knowledge through growth and utilization of the internet. The sharing of knowledge not only liberates growth and innovation, but also neutralizes the deception and lies used to control populations.

I believe that all choices in any station of life have consequence. I believe that our choices, made as an international community, as citizens of this world, have consequences. If we continue to stand by and allow (enable) the enslavement, human rights denial, torture, and murder of our fellow humans on this planet, then we guarantee that we will suffer the consequences of perpetual world wars.

Consider it what you may: Nation Building, Policing the World—not just a moral issue, it is a practical, common sense imperative that we never choose to abandon our fellow human beings to tyranny or slavery.

This was the choice presented to Lincoln on a national level. Will leaders ever emerge who will make this choice on a global level?
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