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The dramatic shift in U.S. imperialism under the Donald Trump pres-
idency, both in his initial term of office and even more in the current 
one, has created enormous confusion and consternation within establish-
ment centers of power. This sudden alteration in U.S. foreign policy is 
manifested in the abandonment of both the liberal international order 
constructed under U.S. hegemony after the Second World War and the 
long-term strategy of NATO enlargement and proxy war with Russia in 
Ukraine. Imposition of high tariffs and shifting military priorities have 
put the United States in conflict with even its long-term allies, while the 
New Cold War on China and the Global South is accelerating.

So extreme is the shift in U.S. power projection, and so great the confu-
sion that this has generated, that even some figures long associated with 
the left have fallen into the trap of seeing Trump as isolationist, anti-mil-
itarist, and anti-imperialist. Thus, disaffected leftist Christian Parenti has 
argued that Trump “isn’t an anti-imperialist in the left-wing sense. Rather, 
he is an instinctual America-First isolationist,” whose goal, “more than any 
recent president,” is “to dismantle America’s informal global empire,” and 
to promote a new “anti-militarist” foreign policy “opposing empire.”1

Yet, far from being anti-imperialist, the global shift in the external rela-
tions of the United States under Trump is due to a hypernationalist approach 
to world power, based in key sections of the ruling class, particularly high-
tech monopolists, as well as Trump’s largely lower-middle class followers. 
According to this neofascist and revanchist perspective, the United States 
is in decline as a hegemonic power and threatened by powerful enemies: 
Cultural Marxism and immigrant “invaders” from within, China and the 
Global South from without, while hindered by weak and dependent allies.

Beginning with the first Trump administration following the 2016 elec-
tion, the regime has stood for a hard shift to the right internationally, as 
well as domestically. Globally, all available resources are to be focused on 
a zero-sum increase in U.S. power and on the defeat of China as the new-
ly arising rival. Thus, it was in the first Trump administration that the 
New Cold War on China was launched in earnest, with the concomitant 
shift toward détente with Russia.2 Although the Joe Biden administration 
subsequently went forward with Washington’s prior planned proxy war 
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on Russia (which had commenced with the 2014 U.S.-backed right-wing 
Maidan coup in Ukraine), it nevertheless followed the Trump Republicans 
in continuing the New Cold War on China, thus confronting the two great 
Eurasian powers at the same time. Once back in power, Trump has sought 
to end the NATO proxy war in Ukraine, while turning more decisively to 
the struggle in Asia. Even the Middle East, where the Trump regime is 
currently supporting outright exterminism—or the complete elimination 
and removal of the Palestinians in Gaza in the name of “peace”—while 
bombing Yemen and increasing pressures on Iran, is viewed as secondary 
to the New Cold War on China.3

The radically new imperialist strategy represented by the Trump ad-
ministration, particularly in its second coming, is based on the notion of 
“America First.” This constitutes a rejection of the traditional U.S. role as 
a hegemonic world power in favor of a hypernationalist America First imperium. 
A manifestation of this is the U.S. attack on international organizations 
over which it does not have complete dominance or where it supposedly 
carries disproportionate burdens, such as the United Nations or even the 
NATO alliance. Moreover, trade relations are treated not so much as mu-
tually beneficial exchange processes (which in reality are primarily to the 
benefit of the wealthier nations), but rather as transactional relations to 
be determined solely on the basis of national power.

In this context, the Trump regime’s imposition of tariffs on all other 
countries, including high tariffs on some sixty countries (in his April 2 “Lib-
eration Day” listing), is not a simple matter of trying to obtain economic 
advantage but is to be seen as a power play through which geoeconomic 
and geopolitical dominance can be secured. Under Trump’s America First 
strategy, Washington seeks to obtain tribute from its allies, who will hence-
forth need to pay in one way or another for U.S. military support, resulting 
in new forms of interimperialist (or intraimperialist) conflict.

Targeting China, Trump’s official military spending budget proposal for 
the coming fiscal year envisions a nearly 12 percent increase to $1 trillion 
(actual military spending typically runs at twice the official level).4

The most likely result of such developments—if they are not stopped—
is a New Age of Catastrophe, on a scale not unlike the 1930s, characterized 
by economic, ecological, and war-induced destruction.5 This will lead not 
to increased U.S. dominance but to its accelerated decline, as its dollar 
hegemony and the international institutions on which U.S. power has his-
torically rested are further undermined. Within the Trump regime itself, 
Washington’s attempts to project its power globally will only intensify the 
internal conflicts between monopoly-finance capital with its global eco-
nomic interests and Trump’s more narrowly nationalistic Make America 
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Great Again (MAGA) movement on the ground. All attempts to keep such 
a reactionary regime together will require increased repression, while the 
future will depend on the scale of revolt that this repression engenders, 
both nationally and globally.

The Trump Doctrine

Ironically, the strongest, and most controversial, claims with respect to 
the peaceful and anti-imperialist nature of the Trump regime have been 
introduced by erstwhile left figures like Parenti. Writing for the MA-
GA-hegemonic publication Compact in 2023, in an article titled “Trump’s 
Real Crime Is Opposing Empire,” Parenti claimed that Trump stood for 
an anti-Pentagon and “anti-imperial foreign policy,” exhibiting utter “dis-
dain for ‘the National Security Complex.’”6

However, in characterizing Trump as anti-imperialist, Parenti seems to 
have forgotten about the whole structure of imperialism, which has to do 
with global exploitation/expropriation and strategies for world domination. 
Trump not only introduced historic increases in military spending in his 
first administration and employed lethal force internationally on numerous 
occasions (including relaxing restrictions on the bombing of civilians), but 
also, and more importantly, initiated the New Cold War on China.7 The sec-
ond Trump administration is again massively increasing Pentagon spend-
ing and promoting conflict with China on a still larger scale. What is seen 
by Parenti and others as a form of anti-imperialism is in fact a new global 
imperial strategy at both the national and international levels, aimed at 
reversing the U.S. hegemonic decline and defeating China. This strategic 
reorientation has strong support both within Trump’s MAGA movement 
and those elements of the monopoly-capitalist billionaire class, particularly 
the high-tech, private equity, and energy sectors, that are aligned with his 
demagogic regime. As celebrated Indian Marxist economist Prabhat Patnaik 
has remarked, Trump’s foreign policy is neither anti-empire nor mindless 
but is best characterized as “imperialism’s revival strategy.”8

The national populist MAGA movement draws on a racially charged 
view of the world in which the United States is seen as a white Christian 
nation with a manifest destiny. In this perspective, having achieved over 
the course of its history the status of the number “one nation under God” 
by the twentieth century, the United States was subsequently undermined 
from without and within, requiring a resurrection of lost status.

It is no accident that Trump in March 2025 hung a portrait of James 
K. Polk, eleventh president of the United States, in the Oval Office. Polk 
presided over the largest territorial expropriation of land in U.S. history 
through the Mexican-American War, in which Washington seized more 
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than five hundred thousand square miles of territory, including Cali-
fornia and much of the Southwest, while annexing Texas and gaining 
sovereignty over disputed areas in the Pacific Northwest through the 
Oregon Treaty.9 Trump’s bombastic ambitions to annex Greenland, to 
retake the Panama Canal, and even (if more far-fetched) to incorporate 
Canada as the fifty-first state—not to mention renaming the Gulf of Mex-
ico the Gulf of America—are all aimed at recreating the spirit of “the 
rising American empire.”10

In order to understand the MAGA regime’s imperialist strategy, it is 
necessary to examine “the Trump Doctrine.” Presidential doctrines on 
foreign policy are typically singled out and elaborated by the media based 
on White House declarations on critical foreign policy issues. However, in 
the case of the Trump Doctrine, it was fully articulated from the inside by 
leading MAGA ideologue Michael Anton, who from February 2017 to April 
2018 was a member of the U.S. National Security Council and deputy assis-
tant to the president for strategic communications. He is presently direc-
tor of policy planning in the Department of State, a position equivalent to 
assistant secretary of state. During the first Trump administration, Anton 
was clearly given the assignment—once no longer directly employed by 
the White House—of providing coherence to Trump’s numerous, seem-
ingly contradictory statements on foreign policy.

In 2019, while employed as a lecturer and research fellow at the MA-
GA-dominated Hillsdale College in Michigan, Anton published an arti-
cle in Foreign Policy based on a lecture at Princeton University titled “The 
Trump Doctrine” that was to become the semi-official statement of the 
MAGA regime’s overall strategic posture.11 Anton’s task was to define 
Trump’s America First strategy as one that was in line with national popu-
lism and anti-internationalism and yet sufficiently bellicose to represent 
a new aggressive global strategy. It thus constituted what was referred 
to as a “principled realism,” rooted in national self-interest, in line with 
conservative renditions of the ideas of thinkers like Niccolo Machiavelli 
and Thomas Hobbes. Trump’s foreign and military policy was described 
by Anton in “The Trump Doctrine” as anti-imperial for two reasons. First, 
empires by nature were “multiethnic” in character, and Trump’s policy 
was completely opposed to a multiethnic view of the American project. 
Second, imperial policy as pursued by neoconservatives was allied with 
globalism, while the Trump Doctrine was the negation of liberal global-
ization. Globalization is viewed in the MAGA ideology as benefiting rising 
powers, like China, at the expense of established powers, such as the 
United States. The Trump Doctrine, Anton explained, was thus consis-
tently nationalist all across the board: To the victor nations go the spoils.12
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Such a consistent nationalism was portrayed as fully in accord with 
“human nature.” If Aristotle had said—in Anton’s words—that the three 
political units were “the tribe [ethnicity], the polis (or ‘city-state’), and the 
empire,” the Trump position was to emphasize the American ethnicity 
and the American state in an expansive mode on the world stage, and 
to downplay multiethnic empire, thus Making America Great Again. In 
this respect, the Trump Doctrine had four pillars: (1) national populism, 
(2) rejection of liberal internationalism, (3) consistent nationalism for all 
countries, and (4) the return of the nation to the homogeneous “normalcy” 
of the classical “ethne and polis”—as opposed to a heterogeneous character 
of the contemporary multiethnic empire (and the world as a whole). The 
fourth pillar thus constituted a racial-ethnic definition of national iden-
tity, underlying a racial nationalism. As in the case of Thrasymachus in 
Plato’s Republic, the moral basis of the Trump Doctrine was abundantly 
clear: justice is “the interest of the stronger.”13

Economic Imperial ism and the Trump Doctrine

On April 2, 2025, Trump, in what he called “a declaration of economic 
independence,” using national emergency powers, slapped 10 percent tar-
iffs on every country in the world, with higher tariffs on some 60 other 
countries or trading blocs. This included new tariff duties of 34 percent 
on China (on top of the previous 20 percent making it a 54 percent tariff ), 
46 percent on Vietnam, and 20 percent on the European Union. After 
China announced a counter tariff, Trump raised the cumulative tariff in-
crease on China to 104 percent, and then, in a further escalation, to 145 
percent. In a warlike statement, U.S. Treasury Secretary Scott Bessent said 
that any country that chooses to “retaliate” against the new U.S. tariffs 
will be seen as responsible for “escalation,” leading to the United States 
responding by going up the escalation ladder. The Trump administration’s 
actions are generating a world trade and currency war—a world reces-
sion. The new MAGA tariff strategy created panic on Wall Street, which 
had been until then highly supportive of his presidency, seemingly split-
ting the financial ruling class as securities tumbled. This forced Trump to 
pause some tariffs, while at the same time jacking them up on China. The 
Trump tariffs were calculated on the basis of what was required to gener-
ate a bilateral balance of trade with each country, a proposition devoid of 
any direct economic rationale but providing a blunt weapon with which 
the regime plans to achieve its wider ends.14

Economically, the Trump Doctrine is tied to what is known as “conser-
vative nationalism,” represented by various MAGA-oriented think tanks 
directed at geoeconomic and geopolitical strategy, such as American 
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Compass and the Manhattan Institute for Policy Research, along with the 
Trump-aligned hedge fund Hudson Bay Capital Management. The founder 
and chief economist of American Compass, Oren Cass, is a long-time eco-
nomic adviser to and associate of Trump’s present Secretary of State Marco 
Rubio. American Compass is heavily financed by the Thomas D. Klingen-
stein Fund, a multibillion-dollar foundation managed by Thomas D. Klin-
genstein. A Wall Street investment banker, Klingenstein is a partner in the 
multibillion-dollar hedge fund Cohen Klingenstein. He is also chairman of 
the board (and a major funder) of the leading MAGA think tank, the Clare-
mont Institute, a Zionist, and a sharp critic of what he calls “Woke Com-
munism.” Other funders of American Compass include the Walton Family 
Foundation and the William and Flora Hewlett Foundation.15

A flagship of conservative nationalism in economics, American Compass 
offers a fairly realistic view of the long-term stagnation and deindustrial-
ization of the U.S. economy, while coupling this with strong opposition to 
free trade and avid support for tariffs.16 Ideologically tied to Trump’s MAGA 
movement, it has taken a leading role in developing an economic strategy 
for the New Cold War on “Communist China.” Its 2023 report, A Hard Break 
from China, argued that “America must sever its economic relationship with 
China to protect its market from subversion by the Chinese Communist 
Party.” This includes cutting off economic relations with China in relation 
to investment, supply chains, and international economic agreements. All 
“capital flows, technology transfers, and economic partnerships between 
the United States and China” must end. Domestically, American Compass 
has declared war on “woke capital,” that is, on any attempts to incorporate 
diversity, equity, and inclusion into corporate practices, a position that is 
clearly aimed at maintaining white racial dominance.17

Within the Trump administration itself, the high tariff strategy is over-
seen by Peter Navarro, senior counsel to the president on trade and man-
ufacturing. In the previous Trump administration, Navarro was director 
of the Office of Trade and Manufacturing Policy. He is a virulent propo-
nent of economic (and military) warfare against China, author of the 2008 
book The Coming China Wars, and sees tariffs as playing the key role in that 
respect. Tariffs are touted by Navarro as providing trillions of dollars in 
government revenue, allowing Trump to reduce taxes on the wealthy. Na-
varro was imprisoned for contempt of Congress for his role in the MAGA 
attack on the capitol on January 6, 2021.18

However, the principal figure governing international economic strategy 
in the second Trump administration is Stephen Miran, chair of the Council 
of Economic Advisors. Miran was a former senior advisor to the Treasury 
Department in the first Trump administration and was subsequently senior 
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strategist for the investment firm Hudson Bay Capital Management that 
was a large institutional investor in the Trump Media & Technology Group, 
which runs the Truth Social media platform. Miran is also an economics fel-
low at the Manhattan Institute. He is the author of A User’s Guide to Restructur-
ing the Global Trading System, published by Hudson Bay Capital Management 
at the time of Trump’s 2024 election victory, which introduced the plan to 
use high tariffs and the leverage offered by the U.S. security umbrella to 
force countries to agree to a major devaluation of the U.S. currency under 
the rubric of the Mar-a-Lago Accord. The goal is to improve the global trad-
ing position of the United States at the expense of its major trading part-
ners. This constitutes a global beggar-thy-neighbor policy to be imposed by 
the United States on both its allies and its designated enemies.19

The model for this geoeconomic strategy is the 1985 Plaza Accord worked 
out between the United States, Japan, Germany, the United Kingdom, and 
other countries, which allowed for an intentional multilateral devaluation 
of the dollar. The main historic result of this agreement was the bursting 
of the Japanese financial bubble and the introduction of a seemingly per-
manent deep economic stagnation in the Japanese economy, which at the 
time had been one of the most dynamic in the world. Soon after the Plaza 
Accord, Trump bought the Plaza Hotel, no doubt enamored with the deal 
made there. (He later placed it into bankruptcy.) In 2025, however, the Unit-
ed States is considerably weaker globally than in 1985, and the countries 
holding the most dollar-dominated foreign exchange reserves, on which 
the envisioned Mar-a-Lago Accord would chiefly depend, are not under the 
U.S. military security umbrella, and hence not so easily pressured.20

Japan, the United Kingdom, Canada, and Mexico, Miran observed, 
could no doubt easily be pressured to comply with U.S. interests in 
this respect, having no other choice. In contrast, neither the European 
Union, nor China (which holds some $3 trillion in U.S. currency and is 
well aware of what happened to Japan as a result of the Plaza Accord) 
would willingly agree to such an agreement. With respect to the Euro-
pean Union, the Trump plan includes forcing these countries to take 
on more of the costs of the U.S. security umbrella, and, using this as a 
bargaining chip, along with the imposition of high tariffs, to compel an 
agreement on a currency devaluation. Imposition of U.S. tariffs, Trump’s 
conservative nationalist economic advisors contended, would lead ini-
tially to the dollar’s appreciation, as in the first Trump administration, 
thus negating some of the unfavorable macroeconomic effects of the 
tariffs (though the actual result at first, this time around, has been the 
opposite, with the dollar depreciating).21 Nevertheless, in general, such 
tariffs are inflationary, with the intensification of stagflation as a likely 
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result. Moreover, controlled devaluation of the dollar (not its apprecia-
tion) is the principal object of U.S. tariff policy in line with the hoped-for 
Mar-a-Lago Accord, which would have the effect of increasing the prices 
consumers pay for U.S. imports.22

The Trump tariffs, seen in the context of the desired Mar-a-Lago Accord, 
are thus a form of blackmail, with the stipulation that they will be low-
ered if countries comply by selling dollars in exchange for U.S. “century 
bonds,” that is, bonds which mature in a hundred years, typically with 
low interest rates. This would thus contribute to the dollar’s devaluation. 
Some combination of tariffs and intentional devaluation of the dollar, em-
phasizing the latter, is thus envisioned. This is seen as promoting exports 
and reindustrialization. In addition to Miran, this policy is strongly sup-
ported by Treasury Secretary Bessent. The Mar-a-Lago Accord, Miran indi-
cates, would create “a much stronger demarcation between friend, foe, 
and neutral trading partner” with respect to the United States. “Friends” 
would provide tribute to Washington in return for being under the U.S. 
security and economic umbrella, while “foes” would be subject to high 
tariffs and economic sanctions and threatened with military aggression.23

The entire Trump nationalistic imperial policy, initiating a global trade 
and currency war, is an enormous gamble, as it will likely destabilize the 
U.S. and world economies and global finance, accelerating attempts by 
countries, particularly the BRICS+ countries (comprising Brazil, Russia, 
India, China, South Africa, and others), to find alternatives to the dollar.

The Trump administration seems unable entirely to grasp the reality of 
the Triffin Dilemma (named after Belgian economist Robert Triffin) that 
an international reserve currency (such as the dollar) requires a continu-
ing deficit in the current account if the reserve currency country is to 
supply the world with needed liquidity, while this tends in the long-term 
to create conditions that erode faith in the reserve currency.24 The Trump 
strategy, caught on the horns of this dilemma, will thus likely fail, expe-
diting the demise of the dollar as the world’s hegemonic reserve currency 
and further undermining U.S. global economic dominance. As economist 
Michael Hudson writes:

Trump bases his attempt to tear up the existing linkages and reciprocity 
of international trade and finance on the assumption that, in a chaotic 
grab-bag, America will come out on top. That confidence underlies his will-
ingness to pull out today’s geopolitical interconnections. He thinks that 
the U.S. economy is like a cosmic black hole, that is, a center of gravity 
able to pull all the world’s money and economic surplus to itself. That is 
the explicit aim of America First. That is what makes Trump’s program a 
declaration of war on the rest of the world.25

8 M O N T H L Y  R E V I E W  /  J u N E  2 0 2 5



Meanwhile, the rearmament of U.S. allies, along with a massive increase 
in Pentagon spending and bellicose threats directed at designated enemies, 
could lead to the further proliferation of conflicts, heightening the chance 
of a Third World War. Washington’s strong-arm approach to its allies will 
engender tensions within the historical imperial core of global capitalism, 
generating growing interimperialist rivalry between the European Union 
and the United States. U.S. financial capital has hitherto strongly supported 
Trump, but has global economic interests. Thus, U.S. financial capital is 
approaching the Trump administration tariff power play and the prospect 
of a Mar-a-Lago Accord with trepidation, born of uncertainty.

Trump’s national-imperialist strategy is fully in accord with the reac-
tionary views of his MAGA followers, who are not opposed to imperialism 
and militarism but are strongly against what they see as liberal globaliza-
tion at U.S. expense, coupled with indecisive wars against minor powers 
where there are no visible spoils. Trump in his first administration berat-
ed the members of his Joint Chiefs of Staff with respect to the wars in the 
Middle East and Central Asia on the lack of spoils gained by the United 
States, asking: “Where is the f---ing oil?”26

Neofascism and Empire

The huge shifts in U.S. foreign and military policy being implemented 
under the Trump Doctrine are rooted in new class alignments associat-
ed with the neofascism of the MAGA movement and its close—if contra-
dictory—connections to the ruling billionaire class, particularly in the 
high-tech, private equity, and oil sectors. The class basis of fascism in 
Marxist theory always lies in an alliance between monopoly capital and 
a lower-middle class/stratum. The latter consists of the small business 
owners, small landlords, and low-level corporate managers, along with 
fundamentalist religious elements and rural small landowners. It also in-
corporates some of the more privileged sectors of the working class. The 
lower-middle class is disproportionately white and racist.

Trump in the 2024 presidential election attracted most of those voters 
with less than a four-year college degree, a category that encompasses a 
majority of both lower-middle class and working-class voters. The same 
exit polls show that he won both the lower-middle class and working-class 
voters, according to income, but lost among the poorest voters. Millions 
of those who had voted for the Democrats in 2020, mainly from the work-
ing class, chose the Party of Nonvoters in 2024.27 Trump’s loyal base re-
mains the lower-middle class, extended to more privileged workers.

Historically, the lower-middle class or petty bourgeoisie represents a 
sector of the population that is not only prone to white supremacism 
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but that is also patriarchal and ultra-conservative with respect to sex and 
gender relations. It forms a rearguard of the capitalist system and is mobi-
lized in fascist-style regimes on the basis of its own innate ideology, asso-
ciated with a revanchist nationalist perspective aimed at making a given 
nation-state great again. Ernst Bloch, writing with respect to Nazi Ger-
many in the 1930s, saw such populations as characterized by a regressive 
“non-contemporaneity,” aimed at recovery of an idealized Aryan past.28

As Phil A. Neel has written, with respect to the class basis of MAGA 
national populism in the United States in his Hinterland: America’s New 
Landscape of Class and Conflict,

The Republican Party operates on a roughly symmetrical base built up 
among rural white sub-elites and a whole array of urban or peri-urban 
petty capitalist interests…. In material terms, the far right tends to cluster 
among the interests of petty proprietors or self-employed but still mod-
erately wealthy workers of the hinterland…. The material core of the far 
right is…the whitening exurb [outside the main cities and the suburbs]…
which acts as an interface between the metropolitan and non-metropoli-
tan, allowing the wealthier landholders, business owners, cops, soldiers, 
or self-employed contractors to recruit from adjacent zones of abject 
white poverty…. Violence plays a central role here…. The world can be 
restored…through salvific acts of violence, capable of forcing the collapse 
and hastening the approach of the True Community.29

The mass MAGA movement rooted in the lower-middle class/petty propri-
etors is primarily motivated ideologically by what it refers to as the “Cold 
Civil War” against the liberal elites of the upper-middle class above and 
against the working class below. This has its roots in its ultra-nationalist be-
liefs; its connection to the “slaveholder’s religion” of white evangelicalism; 
its worship of past U.S. imperial expansion; its frequent glorification of ex-
treme violence; its racist and jingoistic tendencies; and its strong patriarchal 
ideology—all of which are fully in accord with the America First ideology of 
the Trump Doctrine.30 This includes at the international level support for the 
demolition of U.S. foreign aid (through the dismantling of the U.S. Agency 
for International Development, or USAID) and opposition to the proxy war 
in Ukraine. The Ukraine War is seen as primarily serving European elites, 
whose conflict with Russia does not benefit the United States, while divert-
ing Washington from its prime Asian enemies: China and the Islamic world.31

The Christian nationalism of the evangelical MAGA world has led to 
strong support of the Trump/Benjamin Netanyahu pact for the complete 
extermination/removal of Palestinians from Gaza, in which the United 
States is to obtain various economic rights, and even ownership—in the 
case of Trump’s fantasy of an American-owned riviera resort—along with 
preferential oil contracts in the Gaza Strip.32
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As Georg Lukács remarked in relation to a much earlier historical figure:

Hitler rebuffed the old Hohenzollern plans for colonization and expansion. 
He criticized especially sharply the aim of assimilating conquered nations 
by force through Germanization. What he advocated was extermination. 
It was not clear to people, he explained, “that Germanization can only be 
practised on the land itself, never on human beings.” That is to say, the 
German Reich ought to expand, conquer fertile lands and expel or wipe 
out their population.33

In a somewhat similar way, the prominent MAGA think tank, the Cen-
ter for Renewing America (CRA) founded by Trump’s director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget, Russell Vought, insists that Palestinians 
cannot be assimilated in Israel or the United States, and must be exter-
minated/removed, while their land must be seized in its entirety to be 
occupied by more “civilized” populations. In the words of the CRA itself, 
“The cultural practices of Palestinians,” lacking in universal values, “are 
mostly focused on grievances against Israel, Jews, and the United States, 
with a society fundamentally oriented toward violence and extremism” 
and “modern death worship.” They are thus “incompatible” with “our 
values, rooted in Western history and Biblical thought.”34

Trump’s Secretary of Defense, Pete Hegseth, frequently glorifies the 
Christian Crusades against Islam of the twelfth century, suggesting that 
Trump should be a Crusader president. Hegseth sports a tattoo on his 
chest with the Jerusalem Cross, also known as the Crusader’s Cross, along 
with a tattoo on his bicep of a Crusader battle cry. His book American Cru-
sade has a chapter on “Make the Crusader Great Again,” referring to a war 
on Islam—a crusade that is to be extended more universally to a war on 
“leftism” and all views that treat Christians as “infidels.”35

In November 2023, the Ansar Allah-led Yemeni government commenced 
firing on Israeli-linked ships in the Red Sea in response to Israel’s geno-
cide in Palestine. Following U.S. and British “reprisals,” this was extended 
to U.S. and British-linked vessels. The Trump administration commenced 
massive airstrikes in Yemen on March 15, 2025, promising “unrelenting 
war,” while relaxing some of the constraints on such attacks introduced 
by the Biden administration, thus making it a much deadlier war on ci-
vilians. Trump promised that Ansar Allah, which he referred to as the 
“Houthi barbarians,” would be “completely annihilated.”36

Trump’s official worship of the pro-slavery, pro-empire Polk, whose 
most notable “achievement” was the Mexican-American War, is in line 
with the revanchist MAGA ideology. It is in this same imperial vein that 
his administration has declared that the United States needs to retake 
the Panama Canal and acquire Greenland “one way or the other.”37 MAGA 
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publications insist that the U.S. relinquishment of the Panama Canal to 
Panama was not legal on the Panamanian side, making U.S. seizure of it 
legitimate. In the face of these threats, Panama has made concessions, 
dropping out of the Belt and Road Initiative and questioning the man-
agement of the Canal by Chinese corporations. However, Trump’s Wash-
ington insisted that this was not enough, and the United States needed 
direct ownership and control of the Panama Canal Zone, with Trump 
ordering the U.S. military to plan an invasion to seize it. In April 2025, 
the United States negotiated an agreement with Panama that would al-
low it to reoccupy all of its former military bases in the Panama Canal 
Zone and is moving large numbers of troops to these bases, while at the 
same time refusing to acknowledge Panama’s ownership of the Canal. 
This is being called by Panamanian critics a “Camouflaged Invasion” in 
which the Panama Canal Zone has been taken over by the U.S. military 
“without firing a shot.”38

Meanwhile, the Trump administration is employing all sorts of pressure to 
acquire Greenland, including a prospective buyout to be offered to the popu-
lation. It is argued in the MAGA ideology that since Greenland is in the West-
ern Hemisphere, it falls within the U.S. sphere of influence as defined by 
the Monroe Doctrine. It therefore should not be an autonomous territory of 
Denmark. Greenland’s vast resources and strategic position are said to make 
it ripe for U.S. acquisition, generating a “New American Arctic Century.”39

In the continuing attempt to overthrow Venezuela’s Bolivarian Repub-
lic, the Trump administration has threatened to impose 25 percent tar-
iffs on any country in the world that buys oil from Venezuela.40 Under 
Rubio, the State Department is instituting sanctions on countries that 
contracted Cuban medical services, denying visas to present and former 
government officials who work with or support Cuban doctors. Cuba has 
more than twenty-four thousand doctors working in fifty-six countries 
worldwide, mostly in the Global South, providing essential medical aid. 
Washington absurdly claims that these doctors are “forced labor” and 
represent “human trafficking.”41

The white supremacism built into Trump’s MAGA foreign policy is 
particularly blatant in its attacks on the South African government. 
In response to a South African land reform law that seeks belatedly to 
address the results of colonialism and apartheid in a country where 
a white minority, constituting some 7 percent of the population, still 
owns around 72 percent of the land, Trump, Rubio, and Elon Musk 
accused South Africa of racism against whites. This was coupled with 
criticisms of South Africa for its role in arguing before the Internation-
al Court of Justice that Israel was carrying out genocide in Gaza. In a 
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preliminary ruling, the International Court of Justice decided in favor 
of South Africa and against Israel.42

Trump falsely claimed that land was being confiscated by Pretoria from 
whites without compensation or legal redress, arguing that so-called white 
refugees from South Africa were “victims of unjust racial discrimination” 
and would be welcome in the United States. Rubio followed suit by accus-
ing South Africa of unjustly “expropriating private property.” Musk, who 
was born and raised in apartheid South Africa, has promoted a myth of 
a “genocide” against white farmers, referring falsely to anti-white “racist 
ownership laws” and the “large scale killing of [white] farmers.” Based on 
these spurious accusations, Trump issued an executive order stopping all 
financial assistance to South Africa, most of which went to fighting HIV/
AIDS. The South African ambassador to the United States, Ebrahim Ra-
sool, was expelled from the United States by Rubio after the MAGA online 
infotainment site Breitbart reported on a talk Rasool gave in a webinar 
organized by a South African think tank. In his talk, Rasool, in the words 
of the Associated Press, had spoken “in academic language of the Trump 
administration’s crackdowns on diversity and equity programs and immi-
gration and mentioned the possibility of a U.S. where white people soon 
would no longer be in the majority.”43

Trump’s nominee as ambassador to South Africa, L. Brent Bozell III, is the 
nephew of conservative National Review editor William F. Buckley Jr., and the 
founder of the right-wing Media Research Center. Bozell III is a white su-
premacist noted for his defense of the South African apartheid system while 
he was president of the National Conservative Political Action Committee, at 
which time he declared that he was “proud to become a member of the Co-
alition Against ANC [African National Congress] Terrorism.” Bozell III made 
the racially charged statement that U.S. President Barack Obama “looked 
like a skinny, ghetto crackhead.” Bozell III’s son, L. Brent Bozell IV, was one of 
the MAGA supporters arrested for storming the capitol on January 6, 2021.44

The MAGA ideology is also evident in the Trump administration’s with-
drawals from the 2015 Paris Agreement on climate change and from the 
World Health Organization, claiming that these steps were necessary to re-
claim American “sovereignty.”45 Trump’s imperialist America First ideology 
extends extraterritorially to demanding that European corporations con-
form to his executive orders on removing all provisions on diversity, equi-
ty, and inclusion (DEI) if they are to have dealings with the United States.46

The extreme nature of these positions has distanced the Trump adminis-
tration from the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR), known as “the impe-
rial brain trust” and as “Wall Street’s think tank.” The bipartisan CFR has 
been a dominant force in U.S. geopolitical strategy since the Second World 
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War.47 Reflecting the general MAGA sentiments, Hegseth accused the CFR 
of liberal globalism in a letter resigning from the organization.48 James M. 
Lindsay, writing for the CFR from a globalist perspective, has criticized the 
Trump Doctrine as a “disruptive” reversion to “nineteenth-century power 
politics and spheres of interest.” According to Lindsay, Trump stands ac-
cused of adopting “a Thucydidean worldview—one in which ‘the strong 
do what they can and the weak suffer what they must.’” Liberal globalists 
like Lindsay are not opposed to the overall objectives of Trump’s global 
power politics in this respect. Rather, they complain that it is too ham-fist-
ed and ineffective when compared to the more adroit methods of tradi-
tional grand strategists of the American imperium.49

The Trump Doctrine and the War on China

In 2010–2011, the Obama administration introduced its “Pivot to Asia,” 
aimed at the military and geoeconomic encirclement of China. Yet, at the 
time, the United States was still hoping for a “Gorbachev” to emerge in 
China who would represent a decisive shift to capitalism, undermining 
the Communist Party of China (CPC) and allowing the United States to 
regain its ascendance in Asia. By 2015, it had become apparent that these 
hopes on the part of U.S. imperial grand strategists had been disappoint-
ed, and that the rise of Xi Jinping as chairman of the CPC and president 
of the People’s Republic of China (PRC) stood for the reinvigoration of 
“socialism with Chinese characteristics.” Hence, it was Republican strate-
gists around Trump in his first administration that initiated the New Cold 
War on China, along with an attempted détente with Russia, all aimed at 
constraining and defeating Beijing.50

During the Biden administration following the 2020 presidential elec-
tion, there was a shift back to the long-term imperial strategy of enlarging 
NATO eastward to Ukraine, the basis of which had already been laid by 
the U.S.-organized right-wing Maidan coup, leading to the overthrow of 
the democratically elected president Victor Yanukovych in 2014, followed 
by civil war in Ukraine. In 2022, after eight years of bloodshed, and Kyiv’s 
disregard of the Minsk peace agreements establishing Donbass as an au-
tonomous region, the civil war in Ukraine expanded into a full-scale NATO 
proxy war between NATO and Russia, as Moscow intervened on the side 
of Russian-speaking Donbass on its border, forestalling an attack in prepa-
ration by the Kyiv regime.51 Nevertheless, even while engaged in a major 
proxy war with Russia in Ukraine, during which the United States/NATO 
provided massive military aid and logistical support, the Biden adminis-
tration continued to push forward the New Cold War on China launched 
by Trump, thereby threatening Russia and China at the same time.52
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With the reelection of Trump in 2024, U.S. policy has now shifted back 
to attempts to end the U.S. proxy war with Russia in Ukraine so as to 
focus U.S. grand imperial strategy on the singular object of curtailing 
China’s rise. In what has become known as a “reverse Kissinger strate-
gy,” the Trump administration has sought once again to establish détente 
with Russia in an attempt to divide the two Eurasian superpowers.53 The 
MAGA regime is waging the New Cold War on China on an increasing-
ly belligerent basis, accelerating its military spending, shifting national 
resources away from other foreign and domestic priorities, and weap-
onizing all of its economic and technological means, accompanied by a 
New McCarthyism. This is unfolding as part of a larger racially charged 
crusade against all immigrants, “foreigners,” and supporters of Palestine, 
China, and non-Westerners in general, accompanied by politically based 
deportations—in some cases to concentration camps abroad.54

Rubio, a vehemently anti-Communist ideologue, declared in the Senate 
hearings on his nomination that China “cheated to obtain superpower sta-
tus” at U.S. expense. Hegseth has declared that “communist China…sub-
sists on tyranny, theft, and deception” and is the main enemy of the United 
States. As Secretary of Defense, he has declared that Washington is “pre-
pared” for war with Beijing, which it ostensibly still wants to avoid. Trump’s 
National Security Adviser, Mike Waltz, ousted from his position in May over 
the Signal scandal, referred directly to a “Cold War” with China and charac-
terized “the Chinese Communist Party” as Washington’s principal enemy.55

In order to comprehend the strategic aspects of the U.S. Cold War on China 
and the dangers it poses of a Hot War, it is important to understand the na-
ture of counterforce strategy and the notion of limited nuclear war between su-
perpowers. The original conception of a Cold War in the post-Second World 
War era was that the nuclear superpowers could not engage in a Hot War 
with each other without mutual assured destruction (MAD). Hence, they had 
to engage in struggles around the world in ways that stopped short of direct 
superpower confrontation. U.S. nuclear policy was thus based for decades on 
MAD, which signified that nuclear weapons were unusable and nuclear war 
unthinkable. This was associated with a minimalist approach to nuclear arma-
ments. By the 1980s, however, the U.S. nuclear posture had shifted to a maxi-
malist counterforce doctrine, aimed at making nuclear weapons usable (again) 
and nuclear war thinkable. The counterforce doctrine has as its primary object 
development of first strike capability or nuclear primacy (which would allow 
Washington to eliminate the retaliatory capability of the other side in a first 
strike). Its secondary object—particularly if nuclear primacy is found to be 
beyond reach—is a limited nuclear war in which the United States would 
dominate all the levels of escalation. In a limited nuclear war, it is theorized, 
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the United States will be able to defeat its superpower opponent, forcing it 
to back down, short of a global nuclear apocalypse.56

In the U.S. strategic planning community today, the foremost theorist 
of a limited nuclear war with China, to be fought most likely over Taiwan, 
is Elbridge A. Colby, Trump’s undersecretary of defense for policy. A Har-
vard-educated blueblood, Colby is the grandson of former CIA director Wil-
liam Colby. Elbridge Colby served as deputy assistant secretary of defense 
for strategy and force development in the first Trump administration. He 
was the lead author of the 2018 U.S. National Defense Strategy. Following the 
first Trump administration, he cofounded the strategic think tank, the Mar-
athon Initiative, and has developed strong ties to the Heritage Foundation.

Colby’s nomination was strongly opposed by Republican neocons (as well 
as Democrats) based on what was seen as his less than hawkish position on 
Iran and hence the Middle East. This was related to his stance that China is 
the real threat, and that the U.S. war machine should have a laser focus on 
the Indo-Pacific even at the expense of other theaters. In this respect, Colby 
had the full support of MAGA, including U.S. Vice President J. D. Vance; cen-
tibillionaire and DOGE czar Musk; Charlie Kirk, head of Turning Point USA; 
Compact magazine; and Heritage Foundation president Kevin Roberts, with 
whom Colby coauthored an article arguing that Washington should shift 
its focus from Ukraine to China.57 Widely seen as a Republican “realist” in 
the Henry Kissinger mode, Colby’s primary emphasis is on the need to pre-
pare aggressively for a limited (nuclear) war with China over Taiwan. The 
2018 National Defense Strategy under his direction singled out China as the 
principal enemy, and, for the first time ever, explicitly integrated limited 
nuclear war into overall U.S. national defense strategy.58

Colby is viewed in geopolitical and military circles as the leading pro-
ponent of the “strategy of denial” aimed at China. This is a “limited war” 
strategy, potentially employing full non-strategic military might plus coun-
terforce weapons in accordance with the “Schlesinger Doctrine” (named 
after Richard Nixon’s Secretary of Defense, James Schlesinger). Structuring 
his argument in terms of an impending PRC attack on Taiwan (recognized 
internationally, including by Washington, as an autonomous, self-govern-
ing part of China), Colby commences by declaring that the United States 
can no longer count on absolute military dominance globally or in the 
Indo-Pacific region. A U.S. “preventative war” against China over Taiwan, 
as in the case of numerous U.S. imperial wars in the past, must be avoid-
ed, since China, like the United States, has a nuclear arsenal that would 
survive a first strike. Nevertheless, Colby claims, the United States retains 
superior counterforce strike capabilities, giving it the advantage at the 
various stages of escalation. Nations, he states, do not “have equally good 
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options for incremental escalation below the apocalyptic level.” A strategy 
of denial thus means to take away the military objective of the other side 
by ensuring that for it to escalate its way out of the conflict or to follow the 
United States up the ladder of escalation would be far too costly.59

In a war with the PRC over Taiwan, relying on the strategy of denial, 
Colby tells us, Washington would seek to avoid using nuclear weapons for 
“city-busting,” attacks on nuclear command centers, or direct attempts to 
“decapitate” the PRC’s political leadership. There could be no “one fell-
swoop” attack that would force the PRC to employ its full deterrent. None-
theless, Washington could win the war, Colby argues, by making it pro-
hibitively costly for China to escalate to the next level. This would include, 
in the U.S. climb up the ladder of escalation, attacks on mainland China’s 
“internal transportation infrastructure…energy production and distribu-
tion sites, telecommunication nodes, and airports and seaports,” plus, at 
a further level of escalation, its “industrial base, commercial technology 
production and financial sector,” extending all the way to counterforce 
attacks on China’s “nuclear power projection forces” and “ultimately re-
gime targets,” that is, aimed at the CPC itself. If the PRC were to succeed 
in securing Taiwan, which is seen as likely in such a conflict, the United 
States, Colby contends, should be prepared to fight a limited war to “re-
capture” it, as part of the overall denial strategy. Colby’s strategy of denial 
with respect to Taiwan involves building up the military capabilities of 
Taipei and of the first and second island chains of U.S. bases in the Indo-Pa-
cific, as well as expanding U.S. military alliances throughout the region 
in preparation for a limited war. This could, he contends, escalate into 
a limited nuclear war, while theoretically avoiding total escalation to nuclear 
war. The United States recently, under the Biden administration, installed 
intermediate-range missiles capable of carrying nuclear weapons in the 
Philippines, where they can strike the Chinese mainland.60

A crucial part of such so-called “defense” thinking is that the United 
States, because of its forward deployment, would be in a position to at-
tack the Chinese mainland with regional forces and intermediate-range 
missiles, while the PRC would have few options to reply in kind—short 
of use of intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs) capable of reaching 
the U.S. mainland—and hence would be reduced to targets like the major 
U.S. military base in Guam. If China were actually to reply with ICBM 
strikes on the U.S. mainland in response to U.S. attacks on the Chinese 
mainland, this would risk ushering in a full-scale global thermonuclear 
exchange. According to Colby, Washington should therefore strive, even 
in a limited nuclear war, to inflict damage to the PRC mainland sufficient 
to force China to accept a U.S. victory, while stopping short of what would 
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induce China to attack the U.S. mainland—since this would have a high 
probability of inducing a global holocaust.

Colby’s extraordinarily dangerous and fanciful strategy thus focuses 
irrationally on a limited war with China, which, in his own conception, 
would likely escalate into a limited nuclear war. It is willfully asserted that 
escalation on China’s part could be controlled and limited by U.S. domi-
nance of each step in the escalation ladder, leading to “war termination” 
and final victory for the United States.

The 2018 National Defense Strategy, which was largely based on Colby’s for-
mulation, is sometimes referred to as “peace through strength.” It was pred-
icated on preparation to fight a limited nuclear war with China, with the 
assumption that victory can be achieved by “superior performance within 
a given set of rules,” short of nuclear apocalypse for all parties.61 Neverthe-
less, reason suggests that Colby’s strategy of denial involving U.S. attacks on 
the Chinese mainland, likely escalating to counterforce attacks on strategic/
nuclear targets, vastly increases the likelihood of MAD as the final outcome. 
A general thermonuclear exchange would lead to the extermination of al-
most all of global humanity due to megafires in hundreds of cities pushing 
smoke and soot into the stratosphere and the onset of nuclear winter.62

In his Senate confirmation hearings, Rubio flatly asserted that China 
would invade Taiwan this decade unless the repercussions of such a mili-
tary engagement would be too steep, using the term “porcupine strategy” 
for the strategy of denial. He argued that Taiwan had to be armed to the 
teeth and that the U.S. military needed to be prepared to deny China’s 
coercive resumption of direct sovereign rule of the island by making it 
cost prohibitive. In his own nomination hearing, Colby stated that Tai-
wan needs to increase its military spending from under 3 percent to 10 
percent of its GDP. U.S. officials have continually referred to a planned 
PRC invasion of Taiwan in the lead-up to 2027, known as the “Davidson 
Window” after a declaration to that effect in 2021 by outgoing head of 
the U.S. Indo-Pacific Command, Admiral Phil Davidson (who received his 
appointment under Trump). However, there is no real basis for the claim, 
with respect to either the 2027 date or the decision on the part of China 
to intervene militarily. Beijing’s official policy remains one of peaceful 
unification across the strait. According to Defense News, the fact that 
“DC became obsessed” with the idea of a invasion of Taiwan by the PRC 
by 2027 has influenced U.S. national security and military policy on Chi-
na, creating additional tensions in the Indo-Pacific region.63

Needless to say, while U.S. military operations are customarily couched 
in terms of “defense,” this is invariably accompanied by the statement 
that the United States, as part of its official nuclear posture, is prepared 
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to carry out a nuclear first strike, which remains at all times “on the ta-
ble.” As Musk, the Pentagon’s biggest military contractor, put it in a 2024 
interview of Trump, a nuclear holocaust “is not as scary as people think.” 
He added that “Hiroshima and Nagasaki were bombed but now they are 
full cities again.” Trump agreed, replying “That’s great, that’s great.”64

Trump’s most extravagant and inane military initiative is his “Golden 
Dome” meant to shield the United States from incoming missiles. In the ini-
tial stages, this would involve improvements of ground-based missile inter-
ceptors. The main emphasis, though, is on the development of thousands of 
satellites in outer space armed with hypersonic missiles. The lead in obtain-
ing contracts to build the Golden Dome seems to lie at present with Musk’s 
SpaceX, which dominates the field of small satellites and space launches and 
is the primary U.S. defense contractor in space-based weaponry. Moreover, 
the SpaceX cutout Castelion, led by ex-senior SpaceX employees, is focusing 
on the development of hypersonic missiles. Another leading contender for 
the Golden Dome contracts is major defense contractor Booz Allen Hamil-
ton, which is floating its “Brilliant Swarms” idea entailing a whole constel-
lation of satellites on twenty orbital planes from three hundred kilometers 
up, run by artificial intelligence, each satellite constituting a kill vehicle.65

Although Trump’s envisioned Golden Dome is advertised as a defen-
sive shield for the United States, its main purpose is offensive, as a United 
States effectively protected from incoming missiles would have nucle-
ar primacy or first strike capability able to pick off stray missiles that 
had survived an initial attack on another nuclear superpower. Such a 
system would be absolutely useless against a full-scale nuclear attack 
by another superpower since it would share in the weaknesses of all 
other anti-ballistic missile systems in that it would easily be overrun 
by numbers. Moreover, missiles on the ground will always be easier 
and cheaper to build than space-based interceptors. Indeed, in order 
to take advantage of superior U.S. counterforce and space weaponry 
and to make his Golden Dome nuclear shield feasible, Trump has float-
ed the idea of strategic denuclearization that would limit the number 
of warheads/ballistic missiles on each side. This is because one of the 
main means of ensuring nuclear survivability, and the chief means of 
penetrating missile shields designed to provide first strike capability, 
is the sheer number of missiles. In fact, Trump’s building of a Golden 
Dome is likely to make any further nuclear disarmament impossible 
and instead to launch a new nuclear arms race.66

Although Trump’s Golden Dome is ostensibly aimed at protecting the 
U.S. population from nuclear exterminism, his administration simulta-
neously is revoking all efforts to protect the U.S. and world population 
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from exterminism associated with global warming. His MAGA regime 
has not only directly eliminated all federal climate change mitigation 
efforts, but in an Executive Order released in April 2025, he ordered the 
U.S. Attorney General to take actions aimed at preventing the enforce-
ment of all existing state and local government laws directed at com-
bating climate change. He did this by simply decreeing that such state 
and local measures to protect the environment were illegal and violated 
administration policy.67

America First/Amerika Über Al les

Noam Chomsky famously argued that propaganda in democratic soci-
eties had to be more sophisticated than in authoritarian states, since in 
the former it occurs behind the backs of the people, relying on deeply 
internalized values and media complicity, using all the techniques de-
veloped in advertising/marketing, while in the latter it could be quite 
crude and open, enforced by the bludgeon.68 Nevertheless, fascist-style 
propaganda against whole ethnicities and peoples, as Adolf Hitler’s Ger-
many demonstrated, is arguably at its most effective when presented in 
its most blatantly crude form, relying not so much on a bludgeon but on 
inducing masses of people to openly identify with it, even while conscious of 
its dehumanizing and coercive character, drawing on “accumulated rage” gen-
erated by capitalism. This then becomes the high point of irrationalism. 
As Bloch wrote, the Nazi brownshirts were entirely “honest in one thing: 
in the art of not telling the truth,” a brazen retreat from reason.69

A good example of such irrationalist propaganda is the infamous No-
vember 1933 Nazi poster that read “With Adolf Hitler, Yes for Equality 
and Peace.”70 The 1919 Treaty of Versailles had limited the German mil-
itary to one hundred thousand troops. When the League of Nations re-
fused to comply with Hitler’s demands for rearming the country, Hitler 
held a national plebiscite on November 12, 1933, the fifteenth anniversary 
of the armistice that brought the First World War to an end. The Nazi slo-
gan, as in the poster, was a call to support Hitler for “Equality and Peace.” 
The population was asked to back the Führer in demanding equality of 
status for the German nation in its ability to make war, along with an ac-
companying promise of peace through strength. All of this was part of an 
attempt to make Germany great again after its defeat in the First World 
War and the indignities of the Treaty of Versailles.71

Propaganda is not simply a matter of lies, it can also occur when truth 
claims are set aside altogether. Within contemporary philosophy, the con-
cept of “bullshit” is seen as a form of “persuasive communication, distin-
guished from lying, that has no regard for truth, knowledge, or evidence.” 
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By ending rational debate, pure bullshit is often more effective than stan-
dard propaganda, even of the Orwellian variety, since it does not simply 
invert the truth, but openly exhibits contempt for truth of any kind, adver-
tising its muscular, scornful, and evasive perspective.72 It is thus a potent 
weapon of irrationalism. Climate change denialists often rely on bullshit 
in this sense to combat science, proudly exhibiting their denial of reason 
itself.73 In announcing his “Liberation Day” tariffs, Trump said that “for de-
cades, our country has been looted, pillaged, raped, and plundered by na-
tions near and far, friend and foe alike,” employing a rhetoric that was so 
hyperbolic and irrational that it can be classified not so much as a case of 
lying as pure bullshit. It did not even pretend to be an accurate portrayal of 
the truth, but exhibited a disdainful attitude toward the entire world—one 
which, as the Marxist economist Paul A. Baran said in relation to Fyodor 
Dostoevsky’s character, the Underground Man, “vomits up reason.”74

When Trump declared in the 2024 elections in Dearborn, Michigan, 
that “I am the peace candidate,” and went on to declare “I am peace,” 
some took him simply at his word, failing to perceive this as a propa-
gandistic statement by a leader of a neofascist, hypernationalist, racist 
movement, backed by the most conservative sectors of the U.S. ruling 
class.75 During his election campaign, he intimated that he had a secret 
plan to bring peace to Gaza. He began to put this into place upon enter-
ing the White House by proposing, together with Netanyahu, the exter-
mination/relocation of the entire Palestinian population of Gaza: that is, 
the peace of the grave.

Some previous leftists like Parenti have argued that Trump is an “Amer-
ica-First isolationist” opposed to empire.76 In reality, “America First,” his-
torically was an imperialist slogan, more closely related to the title of the 
Nazi slogan Deutschland über alles (“Germany Above All”) than to historical 
U.S. isolationism, itself largely a myth. Deutschland über alles was taken 
from the German national anthem adopted during the Weimar Republic, 
where it originally referred to the unification of Germany. It was rein-
terpreted and made into a slogan, weaponizing the national anthem in 
Hitler’s Third Reich, standing for a kind of German manifest destiny to 
rule Europe. In a somewhat analogous historical development, the slo-
gan “America First” was introduced by Woodrow Wilson to stand for U.S. 
neutrality in the First World War—just prior to U.S. entry into the “War 
to End All Wars.” In the 1930s, the media monopolist William Randolph 
Hearst placed “America First” on the masthead of his papers and celebrat-
ed the “great achievement” of the Nazi regime in Germany, with Hearst 
personally interviewing Hitler. Charles Lindbergh, the world-famous avi-
ator, became the head of the America First Committee at the time of 
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the Second World War and an exponent of Aryan racial superiority and 
antisemitism. He was presented with a medal by Field Marshall Hermann 
Göring on behalf of Hitler. The Anti-Defamation League urged Trump to 
drop the America First slogan, given its pro-Nazi history, but he contin-
ued to use it to define his foreign policy.77

Trump’s slogan of “peace through strength” had its origins in the Ro-
man Empire. It is said to have first been used by the Emperor Hadrian, 
best known for Hadrian’s Wall, which was built in the Roman province 
of Britain in 122 CE. The wall was intended to help defend the boundaries 
of the Roman Empire, at the moment of its greatest expansion, against 
barbarian “invaders.”78 As imperial decline commences, the notion of bar-
barian invaders soon becomes ubiquitous, leading to demands to build 
border walls and Golden Domes. The irrationalism of the Trump Doctrine 
of renewed U.S. global domination through an aggressive racial nation-
alism points to what István Mészáros termed the “potentially deadliest 
phase of imperialism,” a period of nuclear-armed barbarism.79

Writing in 1935, during the consolidation of the Nazi regime in The 
Heritage of Our Times, Bloch observed: “We have really reached the trump 
card here after a hundred years of the German workers’ movement: a 
monster has come true and is committing the proletarians in chains to 
the Thousand-Year Reich, to capital finance as national community.”80 In 
2025, the United States is subject to a neofascist movement of enormous 
significance, in which the “trump card here,” after a long history of dem-
ocratic struggle rooted in workers’ movements, is that “a monster has 
come true,” committing workers increasingly “in chains” to “capital fi-
nance as national community” and to a New Cold War against China and 
the Global South.

The billionaire ruling class of the United States has—along the path of 
support for Israeli genocide of Palestinians and a prospective war with 
China—shifted its support from liberal democracy to neofascism, or at 
best to a neofascist-neoliberal alliance. Key sections of the capitalist class 
have mobilized the lower-middle class on the basis of a nationalist, revan-
chist ideology, in which the population of most of the world is seen as 
the enemy. Structures are being put in place that are meant to eliminate 
the possibility of a mass democratic revolt from below and the reversal of 
today’s destructive trends. There is only one movement on Earth capable 
of turning these dangerous and destructive trends around on behalf of 
humanity as a whole: the global movement toward socialism, which is 
also necessarily an anti-imperialist movement. The worst error that could 
be made in this dire situation would be to underestimate the danger, or 
the extent, of the revolutionary human struggle now required.
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