Throughout my life, I have seen Democrats portrayed as weak on national defense, a label they run away from, sometimes by being as bellicose on military issues as the GOP.  This is nothing short of goofy spin, but it works.
I am no Democrat, but the political rhetoric over whose leaders are the bigger bullet-heads has never served our real security needs.  Look at the historical facts.  It was DEM Roosevelt (demon to old-line conservatives) who launched us into WW 2, a war our nation won and a war about which almost all Americans feel pride.  It was DEM Truman who ordered the two atomic bombs dropped on Japanese cities, a great act of strength according to conservative ways of thinking.

It was JFK and Johnson, both DEMs, who plunged us deep into the Vietnam War, portrayed as a necessary struggle against monolithic Commie domination. JFK faced down the Soviets in Cuba, and it was JFK who won his first term by portraying (falsely) the GOP Eisenhower-Nixon regime as having made our nation weak in the race to build more nuclear-tipped ballistic missiles.
Nixon presided over his “peace-with-honor” policy as he reached an agreement to end a war we lost, including 58,000 soldiers.   Reagan revived American war pride with his little wars against Greneda and Nicaragua while talking tough against the Soviet Evil Empire.  His GOP successor, Papa Bush, got to be President when the Evil Empire collapsed, and he got to order a successful war against Saddam Hussein.
Dem Clinton got to flex our military might in Bosnia.   Son Bush got to have his war with Saddam, succeeding in removing Hussein and throwing Iraq into chaos.  Now Obama intends to renew and expand our war in Afghanistan against Al Qaeda and the Taliban.

On balance, most of our DEM presidents seem very willing to maintain or expand our military muscle while the most horrendous attack on our mainland happened on the watch of Bush-Cheney.  Beyond the spin and B.S., surely it is clear that the DEMs are just as strong on military muscle as is the GOP.
