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			Book Presentation: The Case for Goliath by Michael Mandelbaum

			Book Abstract

			Many have called America an empire and many have also criticized the ostensibly “imperial” way in which the nation uses its power. In The Case for Goliath, Michael Mandelbaum takes this thinking to task. He explains that the United States uses its enormous power not as an empire, but to provide the world with the services of a government. The role it plays, he asserts, is, on balance, positive, and is performed with the tacit consent of many of the nation’s critics.

			Mandelbaum describes the contributions that American power makes to global security and he identifies the many American contributions to global prosperity. He also examines the dangers to the health of the international economy posed by U.S. The Case for Goliath analyzes the ways in which other countries have come to accept, resent and exert influence on America’s global role and it assesses the uncertain prospects for sharing the burden of global governance more widely.

			About the Author

			Michael Mandelbaum is the foreign affairs expert at Newsday and the author of nine other books. He occupies the Christian A. Herter chair in American Foreign Policy at John Hopkins University in the School of Advanced International Studies.

		


		
			Summary of The Case for Goliath (Michael Mandelbaum)

			The World’s Government

			“Empire” is the appellation often applied to America today. Unlike the hubris and commercial advantages that drove imperial conquest in the past, America’s current leadership role is the result of its robust and highly productive economy and immense military power. In the main, America has very little in common with traditional empires. It has not sought to subjugate other countries. America does not control, directly or indirectly, other countries’ economies or political systems as it attempts to disengage from countries that it enters as rapidly as possible.

			America’s relationship to other countries is more like that of a central government. It provides services to the other nation-states of the world. America performs these services out of enlightened self-interest, not to compel obedience from the countries. Additionally, America doesn’t charge for these services. Providing protection and ironing out conflicts permits America to pursue trade and business without fear and this is the primary motivation for assuming the role of governor to the world. It remains to be seen if America’s citizens will remain willing to foot the bill for their country’s global role.

			In the 1930s, the Great Depression made the world aware of the connection between America’s economic health and that of the rest of the world. John Maynard Keyes, an English economist, developed a theory concluding that governments must regulate economic demand and supply to prevent extreme economic dips. Keynesian theories led to practices like airline and utility regulation. His ideas have fallen into disfavor over the last 30 years. Today, the United States ensures stable demand around the world by providing access to its markets.

			Historically, America took a leadership role in the economic state and security of the world to protect itself from Russia. After World War II, America and its European allies met and signed the Breton Woods treaty. This treaty rejected the laissez faire economic policies and free trade of the period prior to the Great Depression. Breton Woods established stable exchange rates and created the International Monetary Fund (IMF) to oversee that stability. America now assumed a central role in overseeing trade. Its focus was to ensure that the damaged economies of Western Europe would recover and grow. The treaty collapsed in 1971 to be replaced by policies of free trade and open markets. Again, America took a leadership role in promoting these policies.

			America’s second contribution to world stability was to fashion a policy of aggression deterrence with the building and stockpiling of nuclear weapons. For a time after the bomb decimated Nagasaki and Hiroshima, America was the only country in the world to possess such weapons. After Russia developed her own nuclear weapons, America stationed nuclear missiles around its European allies. The unspoken message was that attacking America’s allies would carry terrible consequences for Russia. Russia followed a similar path, placing its missiles around its satellite states and homeland. The United States and Russia worked to prevent non-nuclear countries from obtaining these weapons. Eventually, lacking an economy as strong as that of the U.S., Russia could no longer sustain an arms race and still be able to provide for its citizens. The USSR fell without a missile or shot being fired, victim to its own unwieldy and unsustainable economic theory.

			International Security

			Following World War II, America placed missiles and military bases strategically around Europe. These showed support for the NATO treaties and were a deterrent to Soviet aggression. Soviet troops counterbalanced these American troops. Throughout the Cold War, this “standoff” was maintained. Both sides in the Cold War embraced the principles of defense and transparency. Both the Soviet and American troops were defensive and maintained parity on both sides. American deterrence reassured the European community. After the Cold War’s end, American troops’ continuing presence provided reassurance against crises in Asia as well as a buffer between long standing enemies like Germany and Russia.

			American troops are quartered around the world as strategic deterrence to aggression by a number of hostile entities. America also polices against the proliferation of nuclear weapons. The purpose of this action is to prevent rogue countries from gaining access to destructive power that their own leaders might lose control over. Making the acquisition of long-range missiles very difficult restricts nuclear club membership. Controlling access to fissionable materials and nuclear power plants ensures that their radioactive material won’t be enriched.

			Access to fissionable material is controlled by the International Atomic Energy Agency, which was established by the United States and is now an international institution. The Nuclear Suppliers Group carefully controls power generation equipment that can be purposed for bomb production. Finally, U.S. intelligence assets are devoted to monitoring all types of nuclear materials.

			The large number of nuclear weapons held by the U.S. is one reason that it is so important to keep the peace. Fledgling nuclear powers, with their small arsenals, have no hope of matching the range and number of U.S. missiles. Should any country be foolish enough to unleash one of their missiles, their payback would be on the order of 10 or 20 to 1. Additionally, the U.S. has worked on missile defense systems that would eliminate in-bound nukes. It also interdicts ships and planes that might be carrying bomb materials to rogue states.

			After the United States invaded Afghanistan and then Iraq, a number of nuclear “wannabees” became much more amenable to giving their weapons up. Many of the more rebellious and anti-Western Islamic states began to subdue their rhetoric towards the West. Not one wanted the United States to show up on their doorstep ready to preempt any aggressive action by a group living in their country or militants in their government. This policy of preemption, or preventative war, has shown great promise in imposing more appeasing behavior upon terrorist groups worldwide.

			Once the United States removes the rogue governments, it works with the countries to create their own democratic governments. As an additional inducement, the U.S. creates bilateral trade agreements with these new democracies. Afghanistan began to receive money from the gas pipeline agreement that it made with an American oil company and Iraq stands to benefit in the same way.

			The Global Economy

			The United States acts as the police force for financial transactions by working with Europe and other countries to counteract fraud and corruption. While this is not the first time that there has been a globalized economy, under the U.S., more markets are open than before. During the first half of the 20th century, Britain provided the same financial services that America provides now.

			Fostering trade activities between countries reduces the burden of security. Countries that make money from each other are less likely to war than countries that don’t have such relationships. Even though the United States has helped to strengthen, enforce and protect intellectual property and other property-related laws and agreements, its primary role today is to guarantee a constant supply of oil for the world. Patrolling the sea-lanes through which oil is shipped, the U.S. prevents the theft of oil shipments. Sixty to 70 percent of the world’s oil is believed to lie beneath the countries of the Middle East. Protecting access to this resource has long been a U.S. policy.

			Fighter planes and weaponry provided by the U.S. help those countries prevent Islamic radicals’ insurrections by seeking to overthrow monarchical governments like that of Saudi Arabia. Since 1945, Saudi Arabia, holder of some of the largest oil deposits, and the U.S. have enjoyed cordial relations. Only twice has Saudi Arabia used its oil to punish the U.S. for what it saw as failure to protect their special relationship. In the 1970s, the Saudis withheld oil when the U.S. cooperated with Israel during its war with Egypt and Syria. The second occurrence was when the U.S. failed to quell the theocratic takeover of Iran. Both times, the price of oil and gasoline soared. In general, however, the Saudis have set the standard in OPEC by trying to keep the flow of oil into the world as stable as possible. At times, this has led to price drops because supply outstripped demand. The Saudis saw these moments as the price to be paid for assuring constant demand. More than anything, the Saudis did not want the U.S. to apply strict conservation standards that might reduce their reliance on Saudi oil and cut into Saudi revenues.

			Maintaining this relationship with Saudi Arabia and its oil has been costly to the U.S. It not only postponed serious work on oil conservation technology, but it embroiled the U.S. in a series of conflicts and internal political problems that ultimately led to the attacks of September 11, 2001. Islamic extremists in Saudi Arabia wanted to overthrow their secular monarchs and replace them with theocrats more disposed to address the deep poverty that exists among the non-royal Saudis. In particular, Osama bin Laden wanted the Saudi regime overthrown so that theocratic Wahhabists could take over. Bin Laden was very concerned by the monarchy’s westernized treatment of women, their use of alcohol and other “vices” banned by the Koran. He blamed the U.S. for both inculcating these ideas and for protecting this sacrilegious regime. Many poor Saudis shared his views. Nineteen of the bombers on September 11th were Saudis.

			With the attacks on the United States in 2001, Americans started learning about the Saudis and Islam in an effort to understand the motivation behind the attacks. They learned that their government had been supporting a despotic regime and that support angered very religious and poorer Saudis. Americans were surprised that many Saudis viewed this country as decadent and were actively supporting Osama with contributions. American leaders were put on the spot by these events. On one hand, America was addicted to oil and therefore the Saudi monarchy. On the other hand, supporting those monarchies threatened to increase the animus of Islamic terrorist groups. Without Saudi oil, America would shut down. With Saudi oil, America risked being shut down by further attacks.

			In the long term, America has to find another fuel for its cars and factories. In the meantime, democratization ensures an uninterrupted supply of oil. The United States will have to play a big role in this process through sponsoring, funding, researching and developing new energy technologies. America will have to mediate the most critical factors in the adoption of these new technologies: price and access. Nuclear power failed to replace oil and
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