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SECTION ONE 

Comprehending the Role of Race 

 

Guys, in order to comprehend the relationship between racism and 

the U.S. military industrial complex it is necessary to first compre-

hend the complex and ubiquitous role of racism (especially institu-

tional racism) in a capitalist democracy such as the United States. 

So, the purpose of this first section is to describe this role. 

 

From the very beginning of the European 

colonial settlement of the Americas, com-

ing all the way to the present about half a 

millennia on, the racialization of socio-

economic and political order has been a 

constant theme—including the one in United 

States, of course. NOTE: The term racializa-

tion is used here to refer to the process of 

politically injecting (usually through law) 

into a socio-economic and political system racial/ethnic hierarchic divisions over and above pre-

existing divisions—such as class or gender.  

Restricting our focus to United States, from the perspective of capitalism, there are at least three main 

historically determined functions that the racialization of U.S. political economy serves today:  

(1) Scapegoating of People of 

Color. Racialization, helps to 

maintain political and economic 

stability for the capitalist system 

by using racial/ethnic minorities 

as scapegoats for the severe 

problems that the activities of 

the capitalist classes as a whole 

produce; such as: the massive 

ever-widening income-gap not 

explained by the normal opera-

tion of capitalist entrepreneurial 

activities; bourgeois corruption 
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exemplified by illegally hiding 

their loot in off-shore bank 

accounts to avoid paying tax-

es; endemic high levels of un-

employment; weakening or 

eliminating collective bar-

gaining rights; unnecessary 

budgetary shortfalls resulting 

from numerous and heavy tax

-breaks for the bourgeoisie, coupled with the ever-

expanding money-sucking military industrial complex; 

falling standards of living; the pollution of the environ-

ment and even the food supply; havoc-wreaking weath-

er due to climate change induced by global warming; and 

so on; and so on.  

To put the matter differently, racism, expressed through 

the ideology/practices of whiteness—in the post-Civil 

Rights era, also known as colorblind racism (or institutional racism)—helps to deflect resistance and 

rebellion away from the capitalist class and the capitalist system. Today, this function has gained in-

creasing importance in the face of the ever-increasing pauperization of the masses resulting from the 

enormous income/wealth gap between the masses and the bourgeoisie engineered through the ma-

nipulation of procedural democracy by the latter. Many racist whites believe that if the United States 

was devoid of people of 

color their lives would be 

that much better. Howev-

er, they forget that ethni-

cism can replace racism 

quite as easily in a capital-

ist society. The Nazis 

demonstrated this fact in a 

horrendously dramatic 

way. In United States, if 

there were no people of 

color their subordinate 

role would be performed 

by Euro-American 

“ethnics” (such as the 

Greeks, the Irish, the Ital-

ians, the Jews, the Polish, 

the Spanish, the Russians, 

and so on.)  
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Not surprisingly then, because of their racially inspired 

pseudo-consciousness, many among the Euro-American 

masses seek a solution to their alienation/frustration by (a) 

remaining on the same merry-go-round of seeking racially-

inspired explanations for assaults by the bourgeoisie on au-

thentic democracy; followed by (b) voting conservative rep-

resentatives of the bourgeoisie into power; followed by (c) 

further assaults on authentic democracy; and (d) the cycle 

continues. It should be pointed out, however, that it is not simply the Euro-American lower classes 

who are burdened by this (self-inflicted, self-oppressive) frustration/alienation; it also, of course, af-

flicts the lower classes among people of color. More about this point in a moment. 

(2) Direct Exploitation of Racial/Ethnic Minorities. By means of measures such as enslavement and 

dispossession of their lands (in the past), low wages, atrocious working conditions, etc., racialization 

serves to augment the accumulation of wealth of the capitalist class. 

(3) Fragmentation of the Lower Classes (Divide and Rule). Historically, and up to the present, racism 

has been one of the most important tools used in United States by the capitalist class to purchase the 

allegiance of the Euro-American lower classes by allowing them to exchange their whiteness for a 

few "crumbs from the table" privileges; as well as—and this is equally important—foment among peo-

ple of color themselves, racial/ethnic divisions as they struggle with each other for upward mobility. 
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Like in all capitalist societies, the working 

classes form a majority, yet it is rare for them 

to come together to demand and work for so-

cio-economic and political justice for all 

where there is equal balance between proce-

dural  democracy and authentic  democracy 

(represented by, for example, social democ-

racy).  

Question: How can racism be both: a source 

of privilege as well as oppression for the Eu-

ro-American lower classes? Simple. It is a 

source of oppression because by engaging in 

racist practices (including siding, as a conse-

quence of pseudo-consciousness, with the bourgeoisie in its strategy of dividing and ruling the lower 

classes) it ends up, receiving much lower public wages (represented, for example, by the social safety 

net) than it would otherwise receive. On the other hand, it is a source of privilege because it receives 

unfairly a much, much higher proportion of the current (lower) public wage. Here is an analogy: imag-

ine that a group from among the lower classes, comprising both Euro-Americans and people of color, 
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were unjustly in prison; however, whatev-

er few privileges available in that prison 

would be restricted largely (not entirely) 

to the Euro-American prisoners. Another 

question: Which comes first: racism at the 

interpersonal individual level or institu-

tionalized racism at the societal level—

which, when it first appears, requires its 

legitimation through law? The answer is 

both: each feeds off the other. Remember 

that systems of oppression are also sys-

tems of privilege and, unfortunately, hu-

man beings are more than willing to par-

ticipate in these systems as a group if they 

have the power to do so; and this power 

does not have to be backed explicitly by 

law—as is, generally, the case today in 

post-Civil Rights era United States. 

(Power can come from simply being in the 

majority against the backdrop of histori-

cally-determined ongoing institutional 

privileges.) 
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The Impact of Racialization 

on Racial Minorities 

The racialization of the U.S. political 

economy also has a profound effect 

on racial minorities themselves. 

This is not only at the more obvious 

level of exploitation/discrimination 

in its various forms (including the 

massive unconscionable and unfair 

reduction of public wages relative to 

that received by the Euro-American 

lower classes, made possible 

through residential segregation—de 

facto racialized residential segre-

gation is still the order of the day in 

most of United States), but also in 

terms of engendering depressingly 

widespread pseudo-consciousness 

where the net effect is generational-

ly transmitted and enduring forms of 

self-oppression. The manifestations 

of pseudo-consciousness, depend-

ing upon a given a racial/ethnic 

group/ or class involved among 

people of color, include these—

albeit to varying degrees, of course:  

(a) The false belief that the entire political system is rigged against them to such a point that it’s no use 

to struggle against it; meaning it’s a hopeless cause. The solution chosen then is not to participate at all 

within the political system or for that matter even engage in any activity that would help in ameliorat-

ing pseudo-consciousness (e.g. developing intellectual skills that facilitate information gathering, 

analysis, campaigning through online media; using one’s artistic creativity in entertainment—in music 

for example—to advance political consciousness; selectively watching television programs, listening 

to the radio, watching cinema, etc. to enhance knowledgeability without which one cannot erase pseu-

do-consciousness; and so on.)  

(b) The development and cultivation of racial/ethnic antipathy among themselves, by means of identity 

politics, as they struggle with each other to vainly try and scramble, like crabs in a barrel, to position 

themselves, in terms of a self-perceived social status, as close as possible to the top of the dyadic ra-

cial hierarchy—meaning, Euro-Americans at the top and all people of color below them—by distancing 

themselves from each other (representing in reality a form of psychological damage known as Post-

traumatic Stress Disorder [PTSD], among the symptoms of which, in this case, is a deep sense of a self
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-destructive inferiority complex that seeks a close association with the very group responsible for 

their racial oppression). Consider this: From the perspective of the ruling elites, what is there not to 

like when the subordinate polity of the masses self-fragments itself and is at each other’s throats, fig-

uratively (and at times literally) as the various frag-

ments wallow in the politics of segregationist exclu-

sion—thereby, erasing their common objective inter-

ests (encapsulated by democracy in its dyadic sense 

of authentic and procedural), that perforce stand in 

opposition to the objective interests of the bourgeoi-

sie, by replacing them with their subjective interests 

(parochially divisive identity politics). 

(c) The scapegoating of each other to explain away the 

racism of Euro-Americans on one hand, and on the other, their own personal failures to challenge it 

meaningfully (evidenced by, for example, the targeting of businesses among them owned by other 

people of color for mindless looting/destruction on occasions of intense outrage at the racism of Euro

-Americans; or the refusal to build political alliances with other people of color during elections; or ef-

forts at cultivating aversive racism at the interpersonal level; etc.). Note: the horribly sad truth is that 

there are countless examples from history that prove the fact that victimization by oppression does 

not automatically make you a morally superior person (a classic example is that of the Israelis vis-à-

vis the Palestinians today, or to take an example from U.S. history, the Irish vis-à-vis people of color).  
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(d) The absorption of racist 

stereotypes about each other 

from mainstream Euro-

American culture and acting 

accordingly (hence, for exam-

ple, Islamophobia is now also a 

part of the mindset among 

many African Americans, Lati-

nos, etc.; similarly, many 

among Asians, Arabs, Native 

Americans, etc. the views they 

hold of African Americans re-

flect the racist stereotypes 

peddled by Euro-Americans. 

What is more, it is buttressed 

by a profound and unconscionable ignorance of African American history, or even the history of Native 

Americans for that matter in the case of non-Native Americans).  

(e) The acquisition of a perverse sense of entitlement that is played out in response to affirmative ac-

tion policies and/or tokenism—even though they tend to be few and far between—where the legitimate 

view that centuries of whiteness-related affirmative action policies enjoyed by Euro-Americans must 

be vigorously challenged, is perverted to imply that only a minimal (or even no effort) in terms of pro-



Page 10 of 21 

 

fessionalism, work-excellence, dedication, perseverance, discipline, integrity; etc. should be exerted 

when opportunities do arise, every now and then, to crack 

open, even if only slightly, the edifice of whiteness in its mate-

rial manifestation: racialized public wages in favor of Euro-

Americans.  

(f) The profound failure to comprehend the highly competitive 

nature of capitalism which, by its very nature, demands at 

least three critically important behavioral practices: One, the 

acquisition of financial literacy that will allow them and their 

children to cope better with their racialized economic predic-

ament. Two, engaging in child-rearing practices that, from the 

perspective of school achievement, will not disadvantage their children. Three, adopting healthy die-

tary practices to minimize the need to access the health care system, not to mention the benefits that 

would accrue in support of one’s general wellbeing. (Note: this particular symptom of pseudo-

consciousness concerning a profound ignorance of the competitive nature of capitalism is also appli-

cable to the Euro-American lower classes.)  

Here is a question to ponder: What would a multi-racial but non-racialized political economy in a capi-

talist democracy look like, if one were possible? It would be like any other capitalist system but with a 

racially homogenous population in which class would take center stage (in other words, there would 

still be the rich and the poor but they would be proportionally divided across different racial/ethnic 

groups). There appears to be a deep illusion among many people of color burdened by both interper-

sonal and structural racism that all their economic woes would end if racism disappeared. This is far 

from the truth. While the barrier of race would not be there from the perspective of upward socio-

economic mobility, the class factor would still be there. Yes, economic opportunities would increase, 

but in order to take advantage of them they would have to cease all those behavioral practices that 

lead to self-oppression. 

(g) Developing an amazing level of tolerance to a culture of criminality (where even murder becomes a 

constant theme in the lives of some communities) perpetrated by a small dedicated group of hardcore 

criminals and psychopaths.  

(h) Devoting creative talents in the world of entertainment almost exclusively to messages of self-

oppression rather than self-liberation and consciousness raising. 

In short, what the foregoing, should make patently clear is that as the illustrious lives of many among 

people of color here in United States (and elsewhere) who made profound and concrete contributions 

to the struggle for social justice for all had demonstrated, time and again, is that you need both per-

sonal agency and social agency—represented by political activism through civic engagement and the 

development of civil society—aimed at structural reform to create a truly democratic society, but with-

in the confines of capitalism, of course. A few examples of such people, from the African American ex-

perience, would include Frederick Douglass; Sojourner Truth; Ida B. Wells; W. E. B. Du Bois; Booker T. 

Washington; Charles Hamilton Houston; Langston Hughes; Rosa Parks; Martin Luther King, Jr.; Ralph 

Bunche; Fannie Lou Hamer; Malcolm X; Shirley Chisholm; Thurgood Marshall; Maya Angelou; Toni 
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Morrison; Barack Obama; and so on. 

It is not only at the domestic level, however, that overt and 

covert racial scapegoating is deployed to bind the Euro-

American lower classes to the bourgeoisie. At the foreign pol-

icy level too, racism/ethnicism (usually masquerading as pat-

riotism) becomes one of the subtexts of foreign policy deci-

sions with the result that war-mongering becomes the usual 

solution for all major foreign policy “difficulties” connected 

with making the world safe for Western capitalism—

especially in places where people of color happen to be the 

majority and are unwilling to go along with “the program”—

which in turn of course leads to further aggrandizement of an 

already bloated military industrial complex at the expense of 

authentic democracy. War is, therefore, not only another 

source of profit for the capitalist class, while the children of 

the lower classes do most of the dying in this enterprise, but a 

source of generating pseudo-consciousness among the lower classes. Given the racialization of U.S. 

foreign policy, however, many among the lower classes are usually more than willing partners in this 

effort.  

 

SECTION TWO 
The U.S. Military Industrial Complex 

 

Now, of course, the amenability of the masses, especially Euro-Americans, to regularly vote for con-

servative politicians who can serve the interests of the capitalist class and the military industrial com-

plex requires ideologically co-opting electorally-significant sections of the lower classes to abandon 

their objective interests (as represented by their quest for authentic democracy) by siding with the in-

terests of the capitalist class—constituting a strategy of “divide and rule.” And here, as explained in 

Section One above, race, specifically whiteness, has been more than up to the task. In other words, 

from the perspective of democracy, the racialization of the U.S. political economy has facilitated for 

the bourgeoisie the manipulation of procedural democracy to 

its heart’s content (in order to undermine authentic democra-

cy and thereby aggrandize its surplus appropriation activities)

—by vanquishing to, all intents and purposes, meaningful 

class consciousness. It should be noted that support of the 

military industrial complex by the lower classes (which often 

implies putting their lives on the line) is also an outcome, for 

many, of the lack of access to employment/education opportu-

nities—especially for those who are people of color who are 

proportionally overrepresented in the U.S. armed forces—yet, 

President and General Dwight D. Eisenhower 
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notice that that itself is, in part, a function of the gargantuan military budget which consumes so much 

of the federal budget, leaving many important social amenities and services, (constituting public wag-

es), starved for funds. 

 

What exactly is the military industrial complex?  
 

When the speech writers of President Dwight D. Eisenhower came up with the term “military industrial 

complex” (for his farewell to the nation address that he delivered on January 17, 1961) to describe the 

militarization of U.S. democracy by the military machine it would not be surprising if many among his 

audience nationwide considered his warning as nothing more than a hyperbolic gesture. The relevant 

quote from that speech that those with an interest in this topic are very familiar with is nevertheless 

worthy of reproducing here given its ever-increasing relevance today. 

 

We annually spend on military security more than the net income of all United States corpora-

tions. This conjunction of an immense military establishment and a large arms industry is new in 

the American experience. The total influence—economic, political, even spiritual—is felt in eve-

ry city, every State house, every office of the Federal government. We recognize the imperative 

need for this development. Yet we must not fail to comprehend its grave implications. Our toil, 

resources and livelihood are all involved; so is the very structure of our society. In the councils 

of government, we must guard against the acquisition of unwarranted influence, whether 

sought or unsought, by the military industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of 

misplaced power exists and will persist. We must never let the weight of this combination en-

danger our liberties or democratic processes. We should take nothing for granted. Only an alert 

and knowledgeable citizenry can compel the proper meshing of the huge industrial and military 

machinery of defense with our peaceful methods and goals, so that security and liberty may 

prosper together. 

 

But what exactly is the 

military industrial com-

plex? In brief, it is, as the 

name suggests, a con-

glomerate of weapons 

manufacturers, logistics 

suppliers, and services 

providers (from torture to 

intelligence gathering) 

that sit at the heart of a 

tax-payer funded web of 

money-making deals and 

democratically corrosive 

political influence and 

before which everything 

else, in terms of budget-

ary and societal priori-
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ties, is in thrall. Some 

seven decades or so 

later, to suggest that 

the use of this descrip-

tively most apt term 

was prophetic would 

be an understatement. 

What is more, with the 

invention of the strate-

gy of permanent war, 

on the occasion of the 

horrendous 9/11 trage-

dy, by that most unholy 

of triumvirates in 

modern U.S. history, Dick Cheney, Donald 

Rumsfeld, and George W. Bush, Jr., has made 

this military machine a more than a solid fix-

ture in the way in which foreign policy deci-

sions are arrived at and how the federal budget 

is apportioned today—especially in light of the 

fact that a relatively new and voraciously dol-

lar-hungry branch has been added to the military industrial 

complex: that which is headed by the Central Intelligence 

Agency (CIA) and called the “Intelligence Community.”  

 The most tragic irony of this most unhealthy devel-

opment in the modern history of United States is that to the 

vast majority of the U.S. population any mention of the term 

“military industrial complex” would, most likely, elicit a 

puzzled look at best (or at worst an erroneously “knowing” 

suggestion that it refers to the military of the former Soviet 

Union) given its relative absence, perhaps understandably, 

as a topic of discussion in the corporate mass media. The 

corrupting influence of the military industrial complex on 

U.S. democracy was best captured by Eisenhower himself 

several years earlier in a speech broad-

cast to the nation but delivered before the 

American Society of Newspaper Editors, 

on April 16, 1953 titled “Chance for Peace.”   

 

Every gun that is made, every war-

ship launched, every rocket fired 

signifies, in the final sense, a theft 

from those who hunger and are not 

fed, those who are cold and are not 
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clothed. This world in arms is not spending money alone. It is spending the sweat of its laborers, 

the genius of its scientists, the hopes of its children…. This is not a way of life at all, in any true 

sense. Under the cloud of threatening war, it is humanity hanging from a cross of iron. 
 

In the end, Eisenhower, despite his publicly stated misgivings was unable (or unwilling?) to stop the 

military industrial complex from 

continuing to expand by leaps and 

bounds against the backdrop of 

the absolutely unnecessary Cold 

War; and, of course, it has never 

stopped growing to the enor-

mously unconscionable detriment 

of the quality of life of all within 

United States.  

 

 However, it is not just the 

U.S. citizenry who are negatively affected by 

the U.S. military industrial complex, millions 

of people outside the United States as well 

(especially people of color) are paying a 

heavy price too: in terms of misuse of finan-

cial resources that can go toward assisting 

them with meaningful economic develop-

ment in their less developed countries; in 

terms of the supply of weaponry to their 

governments who are, quite often, for all in-

tents and purposes, corrupt gangs of klep-

tocratic thugs who have absolutely no re-

gard for the welfare of their people as long as they can get their few pieces of silver; and in terms of 

U.S. engineered wars and invasions targeting their countries. One should be reminded here that socie-

ties that are heavily militarized are often tempted to substitute diplomacy for, usually, ill-fated military 

adventures. As Mark Twain once said, “To a man with a hammer, everything looks like a nail.” Consider 

the unprecedented number of U.S. military interventions abroad since the Second World War; here is a 

sampling (based on a list maintained by Professor Zoltán Grossman at http://

academic.evergreen.edu/g/grossmaz/interventions.html ):  

 

Greece, 1947-1949; Philippines, 1948-1954; Puerto Rico, 1950; Korea, 1951-1953; Iran, 1953; Guate-

mala, 1954; Lebanon, 1958; Panama, 1958; Vietnam, 1960-1975; Cuba, 1961; Laos, 1962; Iraq, 1963; 

Panama, 1964; Indonesia, 1965; Dominican Republic, 1965-1966; Guatemala, 1966-1967; Cambo-

dia, 1969-1975; Oman, 1970; Laos, 1971-1973; Chile, 1973; Cambodia, 1975; Angola, 1976-1992; Iran, 

1980; Libya, 1981; El Salvador, 1981-1992; Nicaragua, 1981-1990; Lebanon, 1982-1984; Iran, 1984; 

Libya, 1986; Bolivia, 1986; Iran, 1987-1988; Libya, 1989; Virgin Islands, 1989; Panama, 1989-?; Saudi 

Arabia, 1990-1991; Iraq, 1990-1991; Kuwait, 1991; Somalia, 1992-1994; Yugoslavia, 1992-1994; Haiti, 

1994; Zaire (DRC) 1996-1997; Sudan, 1998; Afghanistan, 1998; Iraq, 1998; Yugoslavia, 1999; Afghani-

http://academic.evergreen.edu/g/grossmaz/interventions.html
http://academic.evergreen.edu/g/grossmaz/interventions.html
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stan, 2001-?; Yemen, 2002; Philippines, 2002-?; Colombia, 2003-?; Iraq, 2003-2011; Liberia, 2003; 

Haiti, 2004-2005; Pakistan, 2005-?; Somalia, 2006-?; Yemen, 2009-?; Iraq-2014-?; Syria, 2014-?  

 

Go through this list again. Do you think race and racism may also be at play here? Two things are for 

sure, however: first, that war has become another source of profit for the capitalist class, while the 

children of the lower classes, as soldiers, do most of the dying in this enterprise. Second, that such ad-

ventures always carry with them the specter of “blowback” because when you violate the human 

rights of others, there is always the possibility that they will violate your human rights.  

 

A necessary word or two about blowback: 1  This term was originally minted by the U.S. Central Intelli-

gence Agency (CIA) to refer to the unintended consequences of, usually, secret operations by intelli-

gence agencies—against those deemed as enemies—taking the form of serious negative repercus-

sions for those sponsoring these operations, including their citizenry (who, of course, remain una-

ware of the source of this blowback and are left to assume that it is random unexplained terrorist 

events perpetrated by “evil” people; hence prompting them to ask such naïve and banal questions as 

“why do they hate us”?) Another way of understanding this term is to consider it as a synonym for 

comeuppance, as in “they got their comeuppance,” or as an equivalent of what economists refer to as a 

negative externality.  

 

A good example of blowback is what appears to be now a cyclical retributive “terrorism” that has 

emerged in places where the United States is engaged in drone warfare, which has led to the deaths of 

countless innocent civilians, including women and children, against those it has classified as terror-
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ists. An example from  an earlier period, according to Professor Chalmers A. Johnson, who wrote a 

book on this topic, is the tragedy of 9/11 (2001) itself:  “The suicidal assassins of September 11, 2001, did 

not “attack America,” as our political leaders and the news me-

dia like to maintain; they attacked American foreign policy. Em-

ploying the strategy of the weak, they killed innocent bystand-

ers who then became enemies only because they had already 

become victims. Terrorism by definition strikes at the innocent 

in order to draw attention to the sins of the invulnerable.” He 

further explains: “On the day of the disaster, President George 

W. Bush told the American people that we were attacked be-

cause we are ‘a beacon for freedom’ and because the attackers 

were ‘evil.’ In his address to Congress on September 20, he said, 

‘This is civilization’s fight.’ This attempt to define difficult-to-

grasp events as only a conflict over abstract values–as a ‘clash 

of civilizations,’ in current post-cold war American jargon—is 

not only disingenuous but also a way of evading responsibility 

for the ‘blowback’ that America’s imperial projects have gener-

ated.”2  

 

Another classic example of blowback is the rise of Hezbollah in 

1. This term first appeared in a March 1954 CIA report by agent Donald Wilber on its 

secret 1953 operation in 

Iran aimed at over-

throwing the democrati-

cally elected govern-

ment of Mohammed Mo-

sadegh in which it suc-

ceeded. (Specifically, 

the term appears in Ap-

pendix E of the report 

that outlined the mili-

tary lessons learned on 

plotting coups against 

governments deemed 

hostile by the United 

States: “Possibility of 

blowback against the 

United States should al-

ways be in the back of 

the minds of all CIA of-

ficers involved in this 

type of operation.” [p. 

21].) The negative reverberations (blowback) of that operation, which led, in time, to 

http://nsarchive.gwu.edu/NSAEBB/NSAEBB28/
http://nsarchive.gwu.edu/NSAEBB/NSAEBB28/appendix%20E.pdf
http://nsarchive.gwu.edu/NSAEBB/NSAEBB28/appendix%20E.pdf
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Lebanon, consid-

ered by the Israelis 

and their allies as a 

terrorist organiza-

tion, following the 

illegal Israeli inva-

sion of Lebanon in 

1982 that led to the 

deaths of thousands 

upon thousands of Lebanese civilians by the time the inva-

sion was over.3 

 

 The military industrial complex, in its broader sense 

(meaning inclusive of the massive intelligence apparatus), 

not surprisingly, consumes close to a half of the entire U.S. 

federal budget annually! The waste of resources this repre-

sents is incalculable. Yet, the tragedy is that, as usual, the 

masses are asleep at the wheel; completely oblivious at how 

cancerous the military industrial complex has become in the body of U.S. political economy. The best 

way to appreciate this development is to untangle its many different strands that corruptly weave to-

gether money and political influence and in which the beneficiaries are primarily the merchants of 

death: the weapons manufacturers (and the losers are not just the U.S. citizenry but humanity itself).4  

The diagram toward the end of this document aims to do just that. Study it with diligence. 

the Iranian revolution by the clerics and their declaration of the United States as the 

“Great Satan,” hence a major enemy, continue to haunt the United States to this day. 

See the book Blowback: The Costs and Consequences of American Empire by Chalmers 

Johnson (New York: Henry Holt, 2004) who also explains that “In a sense, blowback is 

simply another way of saying that a nation reaps what it sows.” 

 

2. From his article: “Blowback, U.S. actions abroad have repeatedly led to unintended, 

indefensible consequences” in the Nation, dated October 15, 2001. On 9/11 and its his-

torical antecedents as blowback see also the book by Steve Coll: Ghost Wars: The Se-

cret History of the CIA, Afghanistan, and Bin Laden, from the Soviet Invasion to Sep-

tember 10, 2001 (New York, NY: Penguin, 2004). 

 

3. See Hezbollah: A History of the "Party of God" (Boston, MA: Harvard University 

Press, 2012) by Dominique Avon and Anaïs-Trissa Khatchadourian (translated by Jane 

Marie Todd). 

 

4. In reality the true cost of the military industrial complex is simply immeasurable if 

we take into consideration the thousands upon thousands of innocent civilians who die 

from the military adventures that the U.S. military industrial complex initiates and pro-

motes. Consider the cost of the so-called “war on terror” that was unleashed by the ad-

https://www.thenation.com/article/blowback/
http://www.worldcat.org/title/ghost-wars-the-secret-history-of-the-cia-afghanistan-and-bin-laden-from-the-soviet-invasion-to-september-10-2001/oclc/52814066
http://www.worldcat.org/title/hezbollah-a-history-of-the-party-of-god/oclc/955620747
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ministration of George W. Bush, Jr. As Tom Engelhardt, for example, explains in his so-

bering article “America’s ‘War on Terror’ Has Cost Taxpayers $5.6 Trillion; And it’s 

earned us absolutely nothing,”  

 

“In reality, the costs of America’s wars, still spreading in the Trump era, are in-

calculable. Just look at photos of the cities of Ramadi or Mosul in 

Iraq, Raqqa or Aleppo in Syria, Sirte in Libya, or Marawi in the southern Philip-

pines, all in ruins in the wake of the conflicts Washington set off in the post-9/11 

years, and try to put a price on them. Those views of mile upon mile of rubble, 

often without a building still standing untouched, should take anyone’s breath 

away. Some of those cities may never be fully rebuilt. And how could you even 

begin to put a dollars-and-cents value on the larger human costs of those wars: 

the hundreds of thousands of dead? The tens of millions of people displaced in 

their own countries or sent as refugees fleeing across any border in 

sight?” (Article published in the Nation, 2018.) 

 

For ongoing research on the costs of war, explore the chilling findings of the Watson 

Institute’s “Costs of War Project” at Brown University here. 

https://www.thenation.com/article/americas-war-on-terror-has-cost-taxpayers-5-6-trillion/
https://watson.brown.edu/costsofwar/
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The U.S. military budget totals more 
than the combined military budgets of 
the next 5 or 6 top spenders in the 
world. Domestically, both the military 
and intelligence budgets considered to-
gether equals about 50% of the entire 
federal budget! 
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NOTES 
Foreign governments purchase 
armaments and/or receive free 
military aid from the U.S. 

 

The U.S. Supreme Court, 
more often than not, decides 

cases in favor of the military 
industrial complex. 

 

Upon leaving employment 
with the DOD, some go to work 

for military contractors as consultants 
and lobbyists—the same applies to 
some Congressmen and members of 
the Congressional Staff. (Clearly, the 
system is corrupt.)  
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