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A Plausible, Fictional Scenario  
 

Scene: Conference room of the 
Nobel Prize Committee: 
 

Committee Person 1: ñHey, I 
have an idea! Why donôt we give 
the Nobel Peace Prize to Presi-
dent Barack Obama? This might 
motivate him to abandon the 
militant/imperialist policies of his 
predecessors and pursue more 
peaceful and reasonable policies 
for solving international problems 
like terrorism.ò 
 

Committee Person 2: ñThatôs a great idea.  I second that motion!ò 
 

Committee Chairman: ñAll in favor?ò 
 

Committee: ñAye!ò 

 

So Howôs This Working Out For You? 

 

   About a month after being elected, Barack Obama sent 17,000 
soldiers into Afghanistan.  A few months later he learned that he 
was the recipient of the Nobel Peace Prize.  A teacher might call this 
positive reinforcement of negative behav-
ior.  Such a teacher would predict that the  
consequence of this reinforcement would be 
further escalation of warlike decisions.  Just 
two weeks before giving his Nobel acceptance 
speech, he proved the hypothetical teacher 
correct by requesting that 30,000 more troops 
be sent into an untenable battlefield.  In the  
meantime, the Obama Administration         
continues to wage and escalate a secret war in 
Pakistan manned by flying killer robots.   
   The new Nobel laureate has done nothing to 
reverse the breaches of humanity committed 
by the Bush Administration.  Despite his lofty 
rhetoric we still remain a nation under a sur-
veillance infrastructure that ignores our rights. 
GITMO may be closing (someday), but you 
can forward any mail to Bagram, which the 
Obama Administration insists is outside the 
jurisdiction of the US Supreme Courtðfor  
exactly the same reasons given by Bush. 
  Granted, the sheen of the Nobel Prize has 
long been tarnished by the likes of Henry  
Kissinger,  and this isnôt the first time that a US president has      
received the prize despite questionable peace credentials.  In this 
matter, Barack Obama is just another layer of corrosion and rot, just 
another disappointment, in the chronicle of peace.  Obama offered 
us change we could believe in.  Well, there are those who believe in 
Bigfoot and UFOs without actually seeing them.  It appears that  
actual change in America will be equally elusive.  A more peaceful 
foreign policy will be no exception.    

The Escalation of War  

 

  None of this should come as a surprise. The relationship between 
the technologies of power and the empowered is one of mutual        
reinforcement.  Once measures such as war, surveillance and extra 
judicial activities are set into place they are very difficult to          
dislodge.  The established infrastructure and bureaucracy that    
support these measures become entrenched in the system,         
institutionalized and self perpetuating.  The benefits these           
institutions confer to the powerful then create a symbiosis that is, in 
fact, parasitic to enlightened, democratic societies.   
  And what ties these variables together?ðwar.  War justifies the 
use of such technologies and the expansion of the corresponding 
institutions.  If a nation can just remain in a perpetual state of war 
then abuses of power can be defined as ñnational defense.ò  And 
ñnational defenseò is the key.  Enlightened and ethical people have 
long since turned their backs on glorious conquest.  As Obama con-
ceded in his acceptance speech, the only just war is a defensive 
war.  Hence the Department of War becomes the Department of 
Defense and massive military investment in offensive weapons is 
called ñdefense spending.ò 
   Yet institutions of power are still very much motivated by the glory 
of conquest.  Entire industries have developed to fulfill imperialist 
ends.  These industries must be fed.  So with the rise of the military 

industrial complex the United States has been 
in a perpetual state of warfareðevery single 
operation defined as one of defense.  From 
containing communism to the Domino Effect in 
Indonesia, Central and South America, and 
Cuba to non-existent weapons of mass      
destruction in Iraq, the United States has     
always defined its violence toward weaker  
nations as defensive. 
                 
9/11 and the War on Terrorism  
  
   Upon watching the fall of the Twin Towers on 
9/11 it became clear that there really was a 
necessity to defend ourselves. Despite our 
massive (the most massive in the history of 
mankind) ñdefensiveò posture, the United 
States turned out to be just as vulnerable as 
everyone else on the planet.  Terrorists with 
enough guile were a threat to our                 
security.  Something had to be done. 
   And something was doneðthe wrong thing. 
Despite the danger posed by al Qaida, a non-

state   organization, the United States decided to invade a sovereign 
nation which, in and of itself, had nothing to do with 9/11 at 
all.   Conveniently, however, they did have a great deal of natural 
gas that we wanted and a government that was easily vilified. They 
were a perfect enemy for an imperialist military structure.  
   The justification for invading Afghanistan was that they refused to 
turn over Osama bin Laden.  Of course, like all other excuses for 
going to war, this was not true.  Afghanistan did what nations always 

So let us reach for the world that 

ought to be ï that spark of the    

divine that still stirs within each   

of our souls.  

  ðBarack Obama 

      Nobel Prize Acceptance Speech 



do when they have something another nation wantsðthey         
negotiated.  Most negotiations begin with saying no.  Of course, 
negotiation was not in the interests of the Bush  Administration. 
Power must have its wars.  This is especially true for power of 
questionable legitimacy, like the first term 
Bush Administration. 
   After all, Osama bin Laden was never 
the real target, at least not the only      
target.  If he was, the US would have  
developed a different response.   Any real 
strategy for dealing with non-state terrorist 
organizations would preclude traditional 
warfare as inadequate.  Terrorism must be 
countered through internat ional           
policing.  Traditional warfare is designed 
to pit one state against another. It is not 
designed to counter non-state entities like 
al Qaida.  Using traditional warfare in such 
an instance is akin to bombing Chicago to 
fight the Mafia. So bin Laden and 9/11 
were nothing more than a pretext to    
expand military/imperial interests in a   
resource rich nation. Afghanistan does not 
satisfy the requirements for a just war.  

                 
Traditional Warfare in the War on Terror  

  
  That we invaded Afghanistan because it was the center of al 
Qaidaôs terrorist network was demonstrably false.  Interna-
tional investigations revealed that 9/11 was planned from 
Hamburg.  Yet there was never a discussion about invading 
Germany to defend our nation. 
   That Afghanistan had to be invaded to deny al Qaida an  
important base of operations cannot be supported.  Al Qaida is 
an extra-national organization.  Itôs unlikely that they need a 
base of operations.  However, if they do need training grounds 
and such thereôs nothing to stop them from packing their terrorist 
bags and setting up in another country. Indeed, this appears to be 
exactly what theyôve done. According to reports there are virtually 
no al Qaida left in Afghanistan. 
   At best, the United States tried to resolve a postmodern problem, 
the advent of extra-state terrorism, by applying a medieval solution, 
military invasion. All of the progress against terrorist organizations 
has come through international policing and smaller counterterror-
ism strikes.  The invasion of two sovereign nationsðand military 
entanglement in a thirdðhas done nothing but bog down Americaôs 
military and economy, alienate us from the rest of the world and 
give rhetorical fodder to extremists with which to convince others 
that the US is engaged in a holy war against Islam.   
  Of course, policing and counterterrorism do not perpetuate war 
making institutions.  Though thereôs profit to be made in such    
actions the obscene wealth accrued by war industries is just not 
there.  Also, ongoing, small scale, largely off the map operations do 
not serve to perpetuate the interests of power quite like a good, old 
fashioned war. 

                 
Obama and Peace  

  
   Now that these military adventures have been discredited and 
our soldiers are entangled in regional, cultural conflicts such as 
those between the Shiôa and Sunni in Iraq and the Tajik and    
Pashtun in Afghanistan, the solution being offered by the Nobel 
Laureate isémore war.  Obama's Nobel acceptances speech read 
less like an affirmation of peace than a talking points memo for 
war.   

   President Obama has explained that the US must escalate combat 
operations in Afghanistan to ensure stability and support for a newly 
founded ñdemocraticò government. This absurdity is betrayed by the 
fact that the Karzai government is blatantly corrupt and considered by 

Afghans to be a puppet government of the US. Recent 
elections cannot, by any measure, be considered 
ñdemocratic.ò That our soldiers, often referred to as our 
ñtreasureò by politicians and pundits, should be       
expended in defending a government entrenched in the 
drug trade should be a national outrage.  That our    
military can function in Afghanistan only by bribing the 
Taliban for safe passage to the very battlefields where 
it will be fighting the Taliban is only the most obvious 
example of the absurdity that is this particular military 
adventure.   
   Yes, Obama has conceded that there will be a time 
table for withdrawal.  American commitment in Afghani-
stan is not open ended.  Well, thatôs great, if they really 
mean it. Not twenty four hours after Obamaôs Afghani-
stan policy speech members of the Administration were 
back-pedaling the whole eighteen months time        

table.  Well, it might 
be eighteen months 
before we start 
withdrawing troops, 
or eighteen months 
is an  estimate, not 
a firm policy state-
ment, or there may 
be contingencies in 
which troops will 
remain longer.  If 
Obamaôs GITMO 
policy is any prece-
dent we can expect 
this timetable to be 

extended by at least 100%. Weôll see in eighteen months, but I would-
nôt hold my breath. 
   But what do we expect from this latest winner of the Nobel Peace 
Prize.  Hereôs a man who is making efforts toward limiting nuclear 
weapons, yet when it comes to immoral and internationally              
condemned weapons that are actually being used, like landmines and 
cluster bombs, Obama has been silent.  All enlightened people 
throughout history have condemned war.  Some such people have 
even won the Nobel Peace Prize.  Activists throughout the world have 
the audacity to hope for peace and humanity, but should not expect 
such from a sitting American president, regardless of having  a Nobel 
Peace Prize draped over his headboard. 
    Perhaps next year the award will be better vouched. 

Take Action!  

The only thing that has ever stopped               

governments from waging war has been the    

mobilization of citizens demanding peace. There 

are many such groups to join.  Let your voice be 

heard.  Contact the White House and express 

your outrage over continued warfare.  Let your 

pols know that you are a peace voter.  Find local 

groups and individuals that share your values 

and speak out in unison.  Check the Agitation 

Links at the Journal of a Mad Sociologist for a 

list of peace groups and contact information for 

your pols.  

ñBut perhaps the most profound issue 

surrounding my receipt of this prize is 

the fact that I am the Commander-in-

Chief of a nation in the midst of two 

wars. One of these wars is winding 

down. The other is a conflict that  

America did not seek; one in which we 

are joined by forty-three other coun-

tries ï including Norway ï in an effort 

to defend ourselves and all nations from 

further attacks.ò  

        --President Barack Obama 

           Nobel Acceptance Speech 

 

Notice, he left out the whole  ñkiller  

flying robots in Pakistanò thing. 


