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***

When the Pentagon used NATO to provoke Russia into invading Ukraine, it had to know that
one of  the  great  benefits  to  such  an  invasion  would  be  that  it  would  enrich  U.S.  weapons
manufacturers,  who,  of  course,  are an important,  integral,  and loyal  part  of  America’s
national-security state form of governmental structure. 

And sure enough, those weapons manufacturers now have a lot to be grateful for. According
to an article in the Wall Street Journal, 

The world’s biggest arms makers are scaling up production of rocket launchers,
tanks and ammunition as the industry shifts to meet what executives expect to
be sustained demand triggered by the war in Ukraine.

The Pentagon has committed more than $17 billion in weapons and services to
Ukraine, most of it drawn from existing stocks. It has also awarded about $3.4
billion in new contracts to replenish domestic and allies’ stocks.

The Pentagon knew that when it  was forced to exit  Afghanistan, where it  had used a
massive amount of weaponry for some twenty years to wreak death and destruction on that
impoverished Third World country, its loyal army of arms manufacturers might begin to
suffer. The crisis that the Pentagon has ginned up in Ukraine has clearly helped to alleviate
that suffering. 

But  the  Russian  invasion  of  Ukraine  had  had  another  beneficiary  —  the  Pentagon  itself.
That’s because before Americans had a real opportunity to focus on the Pentagon’s 20-year
deadly and destructive debacle in Afghanistan, everyone began focusing exclusively on
Russia’s  invasion  of  Ukraine.  Thanks  to  the  crisis  in  Ukraine,  the  entire  Afghanistan
misadventure has been relegated to a memory black hole.

But we really still need to do some serious soul-searching, examination, and analysis of the

https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/jacob-g-hornberger
https://www.fff.org/2022/12/08/we-must-not-forget-the-u-s-war-on-afghanistan/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/region/usa
https://www.globalresearch.ca/theme/intelligence
https://www.globalresearch.ca/theme/us-nato-war-agenda
https://www.globalresearch.ca/indepthreport/afghanistan
https://www.globalresearch.ca/indepthreport/ukraine-report
https://www.globalresearch.ca/indepthreport/ukraine-report
https://lp.constantcontactpages.com/su/IJiNQuW?EMAIL=&go.x=0&go.y=0&go=GO
https://www.instagram.com/globalresearch_crg/
https://twitter.com/CrGlobalization
https://t.me/gr_crg
https://www.wsj.com/articles/ukraine-war-spurs-arms-makers-to-boost-production-11669250356


| 2

Afghanistan debacle. We cannot let the Pentagon use the crisis that it has ginned up in
Ukraine as a way to shift our attention away from what happened in Afghanistan. It would be
a grave mistake to just “move on” from Afghanistan and permit the Pentagon to focus our
attention exclusively on the evil Russians and their invasion of Ukraine.

It is important to focus on the Constitution, the document that President Biden and the
Democrats and even some Republicans have suddenly discovered and begun revering. It
requires a congressional declaration of war before a president can legally wage war. There
was  never  a  congressional  declaration  of  war  against  Afghanistan.  That  made  the
Pentagon’s  war  against  Afghanistan  an  illegal  one  under  our  form  of  constitutional
government.

Equally  important,  if  President  George W.  Bush had sought  a  declaration of  war  from
Congress, it is a virtual certainty that he would not have been able to secure it. That’s
because Bush would not have been able to provide any evidence whatsoever of Taliban
complicity  in  the  9/11  attacks.  Without  any  evidence  of  such  complicity,  it  is  difficult  to
imagine Congress issuing a declaration of war against Afghanistan, especially knowing that
such a war would inevitably wreak massive death and destruction on that impoverished
Third World country.

Bush  claimed  that  his  invasion  of  Afghanistan  was  morally  justified  under  the  principle  of
“self-defense.” But that claim necessarily depended on showing that the Taliban regime was
involved in the 9/11 attacks. No such evidence existed, and Bush knew it. Thus, if he had
gone to Congress and sought a declaration of war based on “self-defense,” he would have
gone there empty-handed insofar as evidence is concerned.

In fact, if Bush really believed that the Taliban regime had attacked the United States, he
would never have gone to the United Nations seeking its  approval  to defend itself  by
invading Afghanistan. No president would do that. 

What about the “harboring” charge? Bush claimed that his invasion of Afghanistan was
morally  justified  because  Afghanistan  was  “harboring”  Osama  bin  Laden.  Bush’s  claim  is
without validity. To warrant a “harboring” charge, Bush would have to provide evidence that
the Taliban regime had foreknowledge of the 9/11 attacks and was knowingly conspiring
with bin Laden to provide him a base to plan the attacks. Bush knew that he had no
evidence to support such a charge.

What Bush actually meant by his “harboring” charge was that the Taliban was refusing to
comply with Bush’s unconditional extradition demand for bin Laden. But under international
law, the Taliban regime had every right to refuse Bush’s extradition demand. That’s because
there was no extradition treaty between Afghanistan and the United States. When there is
no extradition treaty  between two nations,  neither  one is  required to  comply  with  an
extradition demand from the other.

What about the claim that the 9/11 attacks were an “act of war” and, therefore, the United
States had the legitimate authority to invade Afghanistan to kill or capture bin Laden, who
was living in Afghanistan?

It was a bogus justification for invading Afghanistan. Under U.S. law, terrorism is a criminal
offense,  not  an  act  of  war.  That’s  why  terrorism  prosecutions  are  brought  in  U.S.  District
Courts. No nation has the legitimate authority to invade another nation to kill or capture a
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suspected criminal who is residing in that country.

One of the most notorious terrorists was a CIA man named Jose Posada Carriles. He is widely
considered to be one of the people who brought down a Cuban airline with a bomb over
Venezuelan skies. He later safely ensconced himself in the United States.

When Venezuela demanded Posada’s extradition, U.S. officials protected him by refusing to
comply, notwithstanding the fact that there was an extradition treaty between Venezuela
and the United States.

Would interventionists who supported the deadly and destructive  invasion of Afghanistan to
kill  or capture bin Laden have supported a similar deadly and destructive  Venezuelan
invasion of the United States to kill or capture Posada? I think not.

Using NATO to gin up the crisis in Ukraine is bad enough. While U.S. arms manufacturers are
clearly a beneficiary of that crisis, so is the Pentagon because it has caused people to forget
what the Pentagon did to the people of Afghanistan and to just “move” on to Russia’s
invasion of Ukraine. We must not let that happen, especially given the massive death and
destruction  that  the  Pentagon  wreaked  in  its  immoral  and  illegal  war  against  an
impoverished Third World country.

*
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