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  Praise for the 1972 Edition of The War Conspiracy

  "In this remarkable collection of articles, Scott, a co-author of Politics of Escalation in Vietnam (1966), argues that U.S. extensions of the Indochina war have not been in ‘response’ to aggressive moves by North Vietnam but that the intelligence agencies have conspired to ‘prepare conditions for escalation’ by feeding false information and arranging pretexts for heightened U.S. military action; and that these agencies have always been tied up, in different ways at different times, with private wealth and power, both American and foreign.… Scott’s research is impressive and his presentation subtle and usually careful. This is undoubtedly one of the most important overviews to date of the subterranean reaches of the U.S. intelligence machine in Southeast Asia."

  -    Kirkus Reviews

  “Peter Dale Scott succeeds in achieving new insight into the American war in Indochina with his meticulous and fascinating analysis of intelligence conspiracies and the links between the ‘intelligence community’ and corporate power. The logic of the Nixon doctrine leads to a still greater reliance on the devious workings of this system of bureaucratic and private power. The great importance of this book extends well beyond the new understanding it provides with regard to past escapades. Scott exposes an element in the American system of global power that poses an increasing threat to the victims of this system, the American people among them.”

  -    Noam Chomsky

  “The War Conspiracy is the first book on U.S. involvement in Indochina that penetrates the military-bureaucratic labyrinth, to provide a powerful analysis of its persistent drive towards war.”

  -    Franz Schurmann

  Praise for Deep Politics and the Death of JFK

  “[A] staggeringly well-researched and intelligent overview not only of the JFK assassination but also of the rise of forces undermining American democracy—of which the assassination, Scott says, is symptomatic.”

  -    Kirkus Reviews

  “From probing the conspicuous deficiencies of the Warren Commission to exploring the skewed priorities of the House Assassinations Committee, Peter Dale Scott offers a trenchant analysis of Government’s failure to solve the murder of President Kennedy.… No one provides a broader and more revealing perspective.”

  -    Gaeton Fonzi, author of The Last Investigation

  Praise for The Road to 9/11

  “Scott’s brilliantly perceptive account of the underpinnings of American governmental authority should be made required reading. The book vividly depicts the political forces that have pushed this country toward an abyss, threatening constitutional democracy at home and world peace abroad. Its central message can be understood as an urgent wake-up call to everyone concerned with the future of America.”

  -    Richard Falk, author of The Great Terror War

  “Peter Dale Scott is one of that tiny and select company of the most brilliantly creative and provocative political-historical writers of the last half century. The Road to 9/11 further secures his distinction as truth-teller and prophet. He shows us here with painful yet hopeful clarity the central issue of our time--America’s coming to terms with its behavior in the modern world. As in his past work, Scott’s gift is not only recognition and wisdom, but also redemption and rescue we simply cannot do without.”

  -    Roger Morris, former NSC staffer

  “‘The America we knew and loved. Can it be saved?’ That question opens this book, and getting to the answer called for the honed intellect of a scholar and the sensitivity of a poet. Peter Dale Scott has both, in spades, and here gives us much, much more than a book about 9/11. In a time of fear, he speaks for sanity and freedom.”

  -    Anthony Summers, author of The Arrogance of Power

  Praise for this edition of The War Conspiracy

  “A welcome reissue of a provocative ‘alternative’ history now pushing its way into the mainstream as a result of several events, including America’s wars in Vietnam and Iraq.”

  -    Howard Jones, author of Death of a Generation

  "Peter Dale Scott is among our leading historians of what he calls Deep Politics, the murky realm at the interface of intelligence, the military, multinational financial and oil interests, and drug trafficking that drive the politics of global intervention and place the United States on a permanent war footing. Ranging widely and perceptively across the terrain from the Indochina Wars to 9/11 and the Iraq and Afghan Wars, and from the assassination of John F. Kennedy to the attacks on civil liberties of the Bush administration at Abu Ghraib, Guantanamo and throughout the United States, Scott painstakingly probes interconnections that profoundly shape American and global poltics."

  -    Mark Selden, Research Associate, Cornell University and coeditor, War and State Terrorism: The United States, Japan and Asia-Pacific in the Long Twentieth Century.

  "Peter Dale Scott’s The War Conspiracy: JFK, 9/11, and the Deep Politics of War is a work of immense importance. While about half of it is a reissue of the 1972 book, the other half, to which the subtitle especially refers, is new. The two parts together provide convincing reasons to believe that the American public has for many decades (not just during the Bush-Cheney administration) been manipulated by “deep events,” the most important of which have been the assassination of JFK and the attacks of 9/11. Scott shows that these two events shared at least 13 features, including the fact that both events opened the way to major wars upon which a small but powerful group within the government was already intent."

  -    David Ray Griffin, author of The New Pearl Harbor (2004) and The New Pearl Harbor Revisited (2008).


  To all the victims, that their cause may inherit the earth. And to the proposition that wars are historical phenomena, with historical causes, and thus historical solutions.
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  Editor’s Preface (2008)

   

   

  This is a remarkable book, written by a remarkable man.

  The book, the core chapters of which were first published in hardcover in 1972, had as its original subtitle The Secret Road To The Second Indochina War. But for those who attribute all of the blame for America’s disastrous plunge into Vietnam to Johnson and McNamara, this is not an exposé of evil-doing at the top. Instead, Scott’s book continually explores the contours of a different elephant – the mechanisms by which the war was driven by “lesser” actors, particularly in the military itself, and by subterfuge emanating from people and groups not primarily based in Washington.

  From unauthorized bombing runs at just the “wrong” moment to false intelligence reports at the heart of crises like the Pueblo incident and the finally-discredited second Gulf of Tonkin “attack,” Scott points out the means by which the drumbeats of war continued, even when presidents themselves were attempting to apply the brakes. In the case of the Tonkin Gulf incident, such false reporting was used as the justification for the original blank check that Congress gave President Johnson to dramatically escalate the Vietnam conflict, which had simmered uneasily along under President Kennedy.

  An appendix new to this 2008 edition of the book, though written in 1971, takes as its subject Kennedy’s Vietnam policy and the subtle transition it underwent in the immediate aftermath of Kennedy’s assassination in 1963. This chapter is remarkable to read now, when so much more is known than Scott had available to him at the time he wrote it. NSAM 273, the still-debated document which encoded President Johnson’s first policy statement on Vietnam, had not even yet been declassified, though Scott had reconstructed most of its text from various excerpts and references spread throughout the Pentagon Papers.

  But by reading these and other tea leaves, Scott perceived what many mainstream historians still resist, that Kennedy’s withdrawal plans were not based on a supposed “false optimism”—rather that despite public double-talk Kennedy initiated them in the face of an unwinnable war. Furthermore, despite misleading statements affirming continuity with Kennedy policy in NSAM 273, the document subtly laid the ground for the escalation that was to come months later.

  In 1972 these ideas were tantamount to heresy, as was any hint that the Kennedy assassination might be relevant to the discussion of Vietnam, and in fact discussion of Dallas was left out of the original book on the advice of the publisher. The range of debate on Kennedy Vietnam policy has shifted dramatically since then, beginning in 1992 with John Newman’s controversial JFK & Vietnam, followed by McNamara’s own memoir In Retrospect and other re-analyses of Kennedy Vietnam policy, including a forceful argument by Howard Jones in the recent book Death of a Generation, and a concise but powerful essay by James Galbraith entitled Exit Strategy. These works have in part been driven by declassifications of the 1990s under the JFK Records Act, which made the record of decision-making much more complete.

  But two decades before the ongoing controversy over Kennedy policy on Vietnam even began in earnest, Scott had laid out the major issues and asked the most pointed questions. The argument he laid out in Deep Politics regarding the false continuity in Vietnam policy under LBJ, promoted by the Pentagon Papers and LBJ himself, still rests at the heart of the matter. Scott noted that the new strategy of carrying the war north began under Kennedy and was approved at Honolulu on November 20—all without Kennedy’s approval. The matter is highly relevant, as it was under this program, named OPLAN-34A, that the Tonkin Gulf incident occurred, triggering the wider war. Scott astutely predicted what historian David Kaiser has verified—that key documents relating to the genesis of that covert program (including what Kennedy might have known about it) would remain inaccessible to the public.

  The present book is centered largely on the post-Kennedy era, and the argument about Kennedy’s actions and intentions is not central to its main thrust. Though if in fact Kennedy had been struck down by militarists opposed to his policies on Vietnam, Cuba, and the Cold War in general, something Scott does not argue at length, this would be an extreme example of the kind of covertly military-driven foreign policy that he describes.

   

  One of the things that sets Peter Dale Scott’s writing apart is the combination of breadth and depth he brings to his subjects. In the case of the chapter on the Pueblo incident, for example, citations include the official Report and Hearings on the matter, State Department bulletins, newspaper articles, a variety of books, and essays in publications ranging from the Christian Science Monitor to a North Korean journal.

  This breadth of research is coupled with a laser-like focus on the unresolved conflicts in accounts, the unnoticed (by others) connections between players in the stories, and the under-explored aspects of the affair. In another book, Scott coined the term “negative template” to refer to the phenomenon whereby what documents are missing looms in importance as more material is available on a given subject. The lack of planning documents on OPLAN-34A, the covert operations against North Vietnam which helped trigger the larger Vietnam war and of which Kennedy’s knowledge is uncertain, is one such example.

  The terrain which Scott’s writing explores, unfamiliar as it is to most historians, has caused him to invent further terminology, including the terms “parapolitics,” “deep politics,” and the “deep state.” These are helpful in jettisoning the emotional content of the term “conspiracy” (whose use in the title Scott always had mixed feelings about), and to point the way toward more complex processes beyond the image invoked of men at the top colluding in smoke-filled rooms.

  Scott’s intuitive grasp of the detailed workings of government (he is a former Canadian diplomat) is of use here, disentangling competing agendas between and within agencies. For instance, when files concerning Lee Harvey Oswald’s alleged meeting with a Soviet assassinations expert were declassified in the mid 1990s, some other Kennedy assassination experts leaped to the conclusion that the entire episode was simply a frame-up of Oswald to make him appear to be a Communist assassin. Scott was among the first to discern the likelihood that the Oswald visit was part of an approved CIA operation, one which may have been hijacked for use in an assassination plot by those privy to it.

  It is Scott’s unflinching intellectual honesty, drilling for truth through the layers of obfuscation and secrecy that baffle most of us, that ignites his work and makes him a pre-eminent guide to the underbelly of the American political scene. Never one to ignore inconvenient facts when marshaling an argument, Scott instead lays out the conflicts and conundrums and invites the reader to participate in making sense of it all.

  This journey of discovery has pulled him into many seemingly disparate events. Scott has written about the Indochina War, the Kennedy assassination, Iran-Contra and related stories from the drug trade to the 1980 October Surprise, and most recently 9/11 and its antecedent history. Scott has been able to find more connections among the players in these “separate” crises than anyone else. He does not overreach by tying them together into some vast conspiracy; rather his writing shines a light on the people and groups common to them, and draws attention to previously unnoticed continuities and parallels. He is also almost unique in making connections between the covert political sphere of the intelligence agencies and the criminal underworld, particularly in the area of drug trafficking. Indeed a book of Scott’s which contains some chapters from this book is entitled Drugs, Oil, and War.

  In the present work, a lengthy new Epilogue explores parallels between two major events separated by nearly four decades – the 1963 JFK assassination and the 9/11 attacks of 2001. Not every parallel – stock market speculation, high officials out of the country, too-quick identification of the culprits, role of double agents, and much more, most importantly the already-planned war enabled by the events – is necessarily meaningful. But taken as a whole, these parallels are striking, and can help orient us to what further examination is needed to fully describe the elephant felt but unseen in our midst.

   

  That these important books should have been written by a poet and English professor, rather than one of our more prominent historians, says much about the larger societal framework in which these subterranean political processes occur. The term denial is warranted, and indeed Peter Scott in his usual fashion sheds light on the mechanisms, including over-reliance on government sources, by which the media and academy become accomplices to cover-up.

  I first met Peter Scott sometime around 2000. I had “fallen down the rabbit hole” of the Kennedy assassination due to the stunning revelations in declassifications of the 1990s, too few of which reached the mainstream media. In particular, I was drawn to the Oswald in Mexico story, in part because of its ability to explain the ensuing cover-up. In his Deep Politics and the Death of JFK, Peter had described and named the “phase one” reaction to the assassination (that it was the work of a Communist conspiracy) and its transformation into the much safer “phase two” alternative (that it was the work of a lone nut).

  I had recently produced a CD-ROM of documents on the JFK medical evidence, and was interested in doing another on the Mexico City documents. I obtained Peter’s phone number and gave him a call to discuss the idea. This was around the same time that I had failed utterly in my attempts to reach historian Michael Beschloss, to ask about his knowledge of an LBJ tape erasure I had discovered. I half-expected the same difficulties in reaching such an erudite author as Peter Dale Scott.

  Imagine my surprise when I reached Peter on the first ring, and found someone willing to listen, generous with his knowledge and his time, and genuinely interested in the person at the other end of the phone. His accessibility I suppose is in part the consequence of being “outside the mainstream” and thus not in demand for nightly news analysis. But Peter does have a significant following and many projects in the works most of the time, so I think his availability is attributable more to generosity of spirit than any abundance of time.

  In any case, that phone call was the start of a collaboration and friendship from which I have benefited enormously. He provided needed encouragement and important advice regarding the project I undertook to digitize JFK assassination records, an effort that has now reached 1,000,000 pages online. Peter’s spirit and optimism, remarkable in someone who spends so much time examining the nation’s most troubling political events, is an inspiration.

  Peter Dale Scott has for several decades been “minding the darkness,” to borrow the title of his political poem that is much more than that. His life’s work, juxtaposed against more mainstream accounts of the same historical subjects, reminds us that history is a battleground, of Orwell’s admonition that “he who controls the past, controls the future.” In that regard, Peter Scott’s pen is among the more important tools available to those striving to end the war conspiracy and move closer toward a world grounded in truth, transparency, freedom, and peace.

   

  Rex Bradford

  July 8, 2008


  
The War Conspiracy

  Foreword (2007)

  The War Conspiracy and Permanent War

  Permanent war. That is what Bush’s proclamation of a war on terrorism amounts to: a war not even against an enemy who could conceivably be defeated, but a war against a technique as old as history. Until the war against terror is redefined as primarily a criminal matter, it will be as endless as a “war” on drugs, or on crime. We have been told that there is no choice for America but to respond in this fashion: that the existence of organized terror is a nightmare requiring that the ordinary rules of constitutional law and politics be curtailed. I hope this book may help persuade Americans of the reverse, and that the nightmare is, at least in part, a nightmare made in America.

  I say this for two reasons. The first is that in the CIA’s Afghan campaign of the 1980s, almost unremarked at the time in the media and Congressional debate, the CIA was helping to support a multinational legion of anti-American forces that would eventually regroup as al Qaeda. The dangers of this policy were evident to those on the ground: as an Afghan insurgent remarked to an officer of the U.S. State Department, “For God’s sake, you’re financing your own assassins.”1 Later, “in the late ’80s, Pakistan’s then head of state,Benazir Bhutto, told the first President George Bush, `You are creating a Frankenstein.’”2 Yet the CIA continued to support these elements, even after the Soviets had withdrawn from Afghanistan and there was no longer the original justification for doing so.3

  This book explores a second reason for saying that the terrorist nightmare was partly made in America. This is that there were elements inside America who wanted the new pretext for external wars and huge defense budgets, after the traditional convenient enemy – the Soviet Union – had vanished. Although the sum of American foreign policy is far more complex than this book and its thesis can adequately deal with, it is important to recognize that one ingredient of it has been a ceaseless push, not just to defend America and its defense budget, but to manufacture pretexts for maintaining America in the embattled mentality of a fortress under siege.4

  This is the main reason for my revival of my out-of-print book, The War Conspiracy, which back in 1972 examined the stratagems and mechanisms whereby elements in the American bureaucracy repeatedly exacerbated minor disturbances – notably in Laos – into major crises calling for American military response. I believe that by recognizing this on-going pressure on world stability from within the American security establishment, we are in a better position to recognize that 9/11 itself exhibits features in common with these past stratagems and mechanisms.

  The security state’s on-going determination to wage war was demonstrated in the 1980s by America’s unprovoked twin invasions of two small countries: Grenada in 1984 and Panama in 1989. In both cases the invasions were preceded by failed covert attempts at destabilization. In both cases the planning of the invasions preceded by weeks the trivial excuses which Washington put forward to justify them (the need to evacuate medical students from Grenada, the shooting of Americans who ran a roadblock in Panama).5

  George H.W. Bush’s proclamation of a military war on drugs moved the nation more firmly in the direction of permanent war. It built on the myth, elaborately cultivated by then Vice-President Bush and CIA Director William Casey, of a new “narcoguerrilla” alliance, a myth invented in part by corrupt Latin American police with their own links to the drug traffic.6 But the utility of the “narcoguerrilla” notion was pointed out by Special Forces commander Col. John D. Waghelstein: “A melding in the American public’s mind and in Congress of this connection would lead to the necessary support to counter the guerrilla/narcotics terrorists in this hemisphere…. Congress would find it difficult to stand in the way of supporting our allies with the training, advice and security assistance necessary to do the job. Those church and academic groups that have slavishly supported insurgency in Latin America would find themselves on the wrong side of the moral issue. Above all, we would have the unassailable moral position from which to launch a concerted offensive effort using Department of Defense (DOD) and non-DOD assets.”7

  The “narcoguerrilla” was, as Waghelstein acknowledged, a pretext for military intervention in Latin America alone. In the late 1980s and early 1990s terrorists supplanted narcoguerrillas as a global enemy for the U.S. to deal with. This was chiefly in response to two terrorist attacks, the bombing of Pan Am 103 in 1988, followed by the bombing of the World Trade Center in 1993, and related conspiracies.8 With the passage of time, we have slowly come to realize that covert U.S. operations were at least partly responsible for at least one and possibly both of these disasters. (As is reported in The Road to 9/11, “The CIA, reviewing the case … concluded in an internal document that CIA itself was ‘partly culpable’ in [the 1993] World Trade Center attack.”9)

  Thus I have chosen to reissue The War Conspiracy with minimal changes to the text I published at that time, but with supplements to illustrate their contemporary relevance – in order to document America’s ongoing push, through decades, towards permanent war.

  Current Obstacles to Objective War History

  For the last half century or longer, America has been an imperial democracy, an oxymoronic and unstable condition which has divided public opinion – and even historians – into critics and defenders (or interpreters) of the imperial project. Although The War Conspiracy clearly reflected the critical perspective, I can agree with what the interpreter Mark Moyar has written about this split, between what he calls “the orthodox school, which generally sees America’s involvement in the war as wrongheaded and unjust [and the] revisionist school, which sees the war as a noble but improperly executed enterprise.”10

  Though I was an unreconstructed critic in 1972, I have attempted in my recent revisions to be more of an interpreter as well. Having lived for the best part of three years in Thailand, I have come to accept that there was something worth while, even noble, in America’s efforts to limit the spread of communism in Southeast Asia.11 Thus I have retreated from some of my past criticisms of U.S. policy – not yet however from my disapproval of the feverish CIA efforts to destabilize Laos after 1954, or the efforts by some U.S. officials thereafter to initiate and expand war in the rest of Indochina.

  Generally speaking, those wars are noblest which are defensive, such as the U.S. response to German and Japanese expansion in World War II. The most ignoble are wars, such as the current war in Iraq, whose motivations are clearly not defensive but acquisitive. The Vietnam War, the war chiefly discussed in this book, falls somewhere in between. Though as a former Canadian diplomat I would have preferred to see the U.S. adhere to the Geneva Agreements on Indochina of 1954, and deal diplomatically with subsequent problems, I can now acknowledge that there were real problems in the region not addressed in Geneva, and that the diplomatic route did not by any means guarantee success in dealing with them.

  One condition for a better American future is a better understanding of its past. To achieve this, and above all to avoid more ignoble wars, I believe that we need a better understanding of the forces that have brought us into past wars, and above the unacknowledged (or what I call the deep historical) forces doing so.

  There are now innumerable archival histories of U.S. involvement in Vietnam. At the same time there are still major disagreements over such elemental issues as the extent to which Kennedy had sanctioned the November 1963 coup against Ngo dinh Diem, or his reasons for announcing in the same month a withdrawal of U.S. troops by the end of the year.12

  It is my opinion that in The War Conspiracy I addressed a number of deep historical issues, which have as yet not been resolved.

  
Some Caveats about Understanding the Term Conspiracy


  To describe the cumulative succession of intrigues in this book I would not today use the term conspiracy, which was inspired by my early researches into the KMT, the related airline Air America, the China Lobby, and the China Lobby’s undoubtedly conspiratorial dealings with Richard Nixon in 1968. The word conspiracy inevitably connotes a specific group or cabal, and the arc of my research soon embraced a larger milieu. On the other hand, I encountered among other pro-Vietnam War forces a similar on-going, even predictable conspiratorial mentality, one that could be counted on to seek to thwart conditions of peace imposed either by presidents or by Congress.

  Events since the publication of my book have amply proved that this conspiratorial mentality is still with us. Three years later I wrote about one of the most major conspiratorial moves in the history of American foreign operations: the covert support in 1965 for the Indonesian Army’s purge of the Indonesian Communist Party, in which over a half million people were massacred.13 This controversial support was kept secret at the time from the public and from most of Congress.14 Except for the Embassy’s role in supplying thousands of names to the killers, the U.S. role is still largely covered up, even though it was candidly admitted by James Reston in the New York Times in 1966.15

  Violations of law to pursue warlike ends were officially documented in the case of Iran-Contra, which led ultimately, if indirectly, to indictments and pleas of guilty.16 A decade later, it was discovered that the Pentagon had continued lethal training of so-called elite elements of the Indonesian Army who were known to have committed war crimes, despite explicit Congressional prohibitions.17 Such violations of law do not surprise long-term observers of the CIA and Pentagon. It is part of the culture of these organizations to be impatient of restraints from outside, and part of public American political culture to be shocked and surprised anew at each disclosure.

  In truth the word “conspiracy” has associations too strong for all of what I have been describing, just as alternative words like “mentality” would be assuredly too weak. I am certainly not suggesting that all the events discussed in this book were part of some grand master plan, of the sort which some ideologues attribute to the Bilderberg meetings or the Trilateral Commission. Nearly all significant events in American history are complex, involving multiple players. The events in this book are no exception.

  Conceivably my point in 1972 could have been better made without using the dread word “conspiracy.” But at that time it was necessary to make clear that war decisions and actions, far from being reached or implemented in conditions (albeit secret) of openness and candor, were repeatedly the product of deceptions and intrigues outside the sites of policy discussion. In my book Drugs, War, and Oil, I discuss analogies with the U.S. presence in Colombia, which I offered as a test to show that such conditions still existed.

  In Chapter 4 I discuss the USAF bombing of a Soviet ship on June 2, 1967, at a highly sensitive moment when there was a chance (or, depending upon your point of view, the risk) that Johnson’s communications with Kosygin via the “hot line” might defuse the growing threat of a third World War. Later McNamara in his memoir attempted in a footnote to minimize the importance of this incident, concerned as he was to reassure us that the military men he worked with were “outstanding,” and men of “fierce integrity… motivated by a deep and noble desire to serve their country.”18 In his words, the colonel who covered up the action in a false report “was later court-martialed and fined.” This, he assures us, “was the only occasion…that an outright lie by a military officer affected my understanding …of an event.”19

  But to sustain this view, that disobedience and dissembling in the ranks were confined to a single colonel, McNamara had to ignore certain facts. One was that the colonel’s court-martial and fine were soon overturned by higher ranks in the military. Another was that within the month another Soviet ship had been bombed under similar circumstances. A third was that there was a sustained pattern of such attacks, embarrassing high-level peace initiatives, both before and after the Turkestan incident. I devote an entire chapter to this pattern.20

  More recently it has been civilian neoconservatives, rather than the professional military, who have maintained constant pressures for American militarization and aggression. But the survival of habits and techniques, and the continuities through decades of key personnel, convince me today of the essential correctness of my decision, almost four decades ago, to write The War Conspiracy.

  The 1972 War Conspiracy and Deep Politics

  The War Conspiracy, published in 1972, was my first major exercise in writing about what I called in that book parapolitics. The book focused on the rise and conduct of the U.S. war in Indochina through a series of deceptions and repeated contraventions of official policy, civilian control (still a controversial issue in the 1960s) and even the law.

  At the time I had only the vaguest idea of what I was talking about. This is perhaps understandable, because I was exploring an area where few had gone before me. For decades the dominant analyses of U.S. militarism tended to stress its substantial coherence over time, from the War-Peace Studies for post-war planning of the Council on Foreign Relations in the 1940s, to Defense Secretary Charles Wilson’s plans in the 1950s for a “permanent war economy,” to Clinton’s declaration to the United Nations in 1993 that the U.S. will act “multilaterally when possible, but unilaterally when necessary.”21

  My own analysis was more a refinement of this structuralist approach than an alternative to it. But I believed than and still believe that by exposing the incoherences of political process inside the Washington Beltway, the points where militarists have had to break the rules to achieve their objectives, there is hope for mobilizing an effective opposition from within the political system.22 Of course I am not sanguine about the prospects for such a course, but faint hope is surely preferable to cynical despair.

  Thus I looked at these repeated rule-breakings together under the rubric “war conspiracy,” a clumsy term which in retrospect could have been improved on.23 At the time I made it clear that I was not pointing to some single group of guilty plotters, but to a “syndrome” of sustained collusion and deceit. I also likened the process to “a floating illegal crap game, in which the players (and dealers) change, but not the motive of gain.”24 This analogy in retrospect seems absurdly linear. I had stumbled, almost by accident, on a far more pervasive process of subversion of public order. Today I talk instead of a dominant mindset, one found in various power centers: the military, intelligence agencies, the media, and even universities (see p. 395).

  No doubt my analogy of a floating crap game could be characterized as an example of what Richard Hofstadter called “the conspiratorial mentality or `paranoid style’--for which important events in public life are best understood as the product of hidden, malevolent forces controlling history.”25 Many people, including myself, do have a psychological tendency to look for hidden forces in history. But what shall we say of those people, usually in privileged stations of the Establishment, for whom “conspiracy theory,” as Murray Rothbard once observed, is “quite beyond the pale of correct thinking and permissible discourse”?26 Is their preference for nonconspiratorial explanations not equally a psychological tendency? “Lone-nutism,” the Establishment’s answer to “conspiracism” in the case of the Kennedy assassination, can be carried to spectacular lengths, as when Allen Dulles in the Warren Commission applied it to the simultaneous shootings accompanying the assassination of Abraham Lincoln.27

  The obvious failing of comprehensive conspiracy theories which invoke a single “invisible government” is their tendency to attribute a wide spectrum of unrelated events to a single controller or group. Just consider the list of controllers that various authors have suggested: the Pinay Circle, the Safari Club, the Round Table, the Bilderbergs, the Knights of Malta, the Rothschilds, the Rockefellers, the Jesuits, Skull and Bones, the Freemasons, the Council on Foreign Relations, Wall Street, the Trilateral Commission, the American Security Council, the Mafia, to name only some. One ingenious writer has claimed that a Jesuit Freemason member of the Round Table inspired the Bilderberger meetings, where in turn David Rockefeller “broached the idea of a Trilateral Commission.”28 But even such a synoptic hypothesis will not begin to cover the disparate evidence of plural hidden forces at work.

  What all the aforementioned groups have in common is some degree of connection to what I call the global overworld – that fraction of the few hundred superrich (whose combined wealth is estimated by U.N. sources to nearly equal the annual income of the poorer half of the world’s population),29 and their representatives, who also use wealth to exert political influence.30

  In The Road to 9/11, I narrate how in 1946-48 the Wall Street overworld first drafted the legislation creating CIA, and then also created the Office of Policy Coordination (OPC), the original institutions of the post-war American deep state.31 Then at a small New York meeting of the Council on Foreign Relations in 1968, members like Douglas Dillon, Allen Dulles, and Richard Bissell, secretly discussed ways how the CIA could be scaled back to a smaller bureaucracy, more securely melded with the international business community.32

  As I see it, the overworld should not be thought of as a single source of coherent policy or action, but rather as the conflicted milieu where government policies are successfully influenced by private wealth. The Road to 9/11 chronicles anecdotal episodes of such influence, notably after Nelson and David Rockefeller installed their protégés, Henry Kissinger and Zbigniew Brzezinski, as National Security Advisers in the administrations of first the Republican Richard Nixon and then the Democrat Jimmy Carter. Thanks in part to the personal initiatives of the Rockefellers, the consequences for U.S. foreign policy in first Chile and later Iran were nothing short of calamitous.33

  The policies were also conspiratorial. In the case of Chile, a small group of Americans, prodded by David Rockefeller and by ITT, plotted a series of actions, illegal under U.S. treaty obligations and international law, to subvert the Chilean constitution. These included a plot to murder General Schneider, the head of the Chilean armed forces. All checks and balances on this plotting were removed: “The 40 Committee, whose writ to approve all covert operations Nixon had recently affirmed, would not be informed of this one.”34

  At least Nixon himself was a participant in the Chilean operation. In contrast, the plotting in 1979 of the Rockefellers and Brzezinski on behalf of the Shah of Iran ended up being plotting against President Carter’s reluctance to admit the Shah to the United States.

  
    As had been predicted, the shah’s arrival in October 1979 soon resulted in the November seizure of hostages at the U.S. embassy in Tehran. (Carter, in caving in to [David] Rockefeller’s demands, asked on October 19, “What are you guys going to recommend that we do when they take our embassy and hold our people hostage?”)35

  

  Brzezinski’s incessant meddling in Iran and Afghanistan (which helped provoke, as he himself later boasted to a French newspaper, the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in 1979) left those two once peaceful countries radically destabilized, in ways which present major problems to the world today.36

  An overall understanding of the overworld and its history is not yet available. I suspect however that the overworld may prove to be a useful field of research in order to understand some of the episodes discussed in this present book.

  I generally agree with the thesis, advanced from the anti-Communist right by Prof. Carroll Quigley, and later from the Marxist left by Laurence Shoup and William Minter, that up through the 1960s a decisive role in U.S. foreign policy was played by the Council on Foreign Relations, which in turn tended to reflect the concerns initially of J.P. Morgan interests and later, after World War II, of the Rockefellers.37 But that CFR consensus was eventually shattered by the Vietnam War, which came to pit “traders,” who identified America’s strength with restoring its civilian economy and the strength of the dollar, against “Prussians,” whose formula for American strength was to maintain military hegemony at any price.38

  The so-called Prussians, exemplified by Paul Nitze, were a minority within the Council on Foreign Relations. But by allying themselves with militarists outside New York (including the American Security Council who figure in this book), they contributed to the so-called Reagan Revolution, which, among other things, ended the era of CFR dominance in U.S. foreign relations. As a symptom of the shift of overworld dominance to the Sunbelt, the preeminence of the CFR was challenged by the new Council for National Policy in Dallas, founded in 1981 and funded by John Birch Society member Nelson Bunker Hunt.39

  The events discussed in The War Conspiracy occurred in this period of uncertainty about the role of the military in the American establishment. Some of the earlier events, particularly in Laos, clearly reflect the intentions of Allen Dulles and his friends in the CFR mainstream. And some of the later events can clearly be attributed to militaristic anxiety and displeasure about the mainstream’s conduct of a limited war.

  Therefore, as I explored more and more instances of hidden collusion, whether at the highest or at subordinate levels, I coined a more general term, parapolitics, to cover “the conduct of public affairs…by indirection, collusion, and deceit.”40 Later I came to see “parapolitics as only one manifestation of deep politics, all those political practices and arrangements, deliberate or not, which are usually repressed rather than acknowledged.”41 The key notion here is the repression of inconvenient facts, facts which certain groups find necessary to maintain their legitimacy or social acceptance.

  The terms parapolitics and deep politics have now spread rapidly with the rise of the Internet. But only the first has recently reached the mainstream media, thanks to revelations in 2007 of on-going political collusion in Colombia, between public politicians and drug-financed paramilitary death squads. The preferred term there for such collusion between legal and illegal forces is parapolitica;42 because it is recognized that in Colombia, to quote Father Javier Giraldo, “The legal, constitutional structure exists parallel to structures of a parastate and paramilitary.”43

  Deep Politics, the Deep State, and the Security State

  I came independently to the conclusion that similarly parallel structures – the constitutional public state and the covert deep state or security state – exist in the U.S.A.44 And this analysis has helped me to supply a more capacious analytical framework for the series of events I had described empirically in The War Conspiracy. I now see more clearly that the period of the Vietnam War was a time of extreme tension between the security state – determined to win by whatever means in Vietnam – and the public state – represented by presidential efforts to prevent the Vietnam War from escalating into a global war against either the Soviet Union or China. These tensions came to a climax under Nixon, when the Chief of Naval Operations, Admiral Elmo R. Zumwalt, Jr., “came close to accusing Nixon and Kissinger of treason and Kissinger of being a Soviet sympathizer.”45 A book by retired Admiral Chester Ward charged that Kissinger was not just a Soviet sympathizer but a conscious Soviet agent.46 This reflected the suspicions about Kissinger shared inside the CIA by James Angleton and other officers.47

  What happened under these circumstances was a series of unauthorized and manipulative efforts by the deep state and security state to frustrate the restrictive orders and policies of the public state.48 The U.S. military in the 1960s, convinced that its responsibility to win a war was threatened by presidential constraints, acted at times on its own and, in 1968, came very close to challenging President Johnson in Congress. A larger coalition – ultimately exemplified by the Committee on the Present Danger – mobilized in the 1970s to put a stop to Kissinger’s policy of detente with the Soviet Union, and later to defeat Carter’s campaign promise to cut the defense budget. The success of this coalition, in which a key role was played by neoconservatives, and by Donald Rumsfeld and Dick Cheney in the Ford White House, increased the dominance of the military-industrial complex in our economy, and of the deep state in our politics.49

  In The Road to 9/11 I made a passing distinction between the deep state and the security state. By the “deep state” I meant covert agencies like OPC and CIA, responsive (at least in their early years) to the overworld, but with little or no other significant public constituency outside government. By the “security state” I meant above all the military, an organization open and large enough to have a limited constituency and even in certain regions to constitute an element of local civil society. The two sometimes act together, and sometimes in competition.

  In this book the recurring attacks on Hanoi can be seen as the work of the security state, and the strange actions of the Pueblo as deriving from the work of the National Security Agency or deep state. Since the mid-1970s the deep state has increasingly taken refuge in the powers conferred upon the CIA and Pentagon, as opposed to the bureaucracies of those institutions. Thus in the 1980s CIA Director Casey embarked on a number of measures opposed by his own officers, and in 2001 Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld developed plans for invading Iraq that were opposed by the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

  The Reagan presidency saw further consolidation of deep state activities under Vice-President G.H.W. Bush and CIA Director William Casey. Under their guidance the deep state went deeper still, as senior officers in the regular CIA bureaucracy were now bypassed in favor of illegal covert operations handled by Oliver North in the Executive Office Building, and by BCCI (the Bank of Credit and Commerce International) outside government altogether.50 Rumsfeld and Cheney – still a team in the 1980s although Rumsfeld was now CEO of the G.D. Searle drug company – were authorized by a secret Reagan order to develop extensive plans for COG (Continuity of Government) – plans which according to journalists involved suspension of the constitution.51 Cheney and Rumsfeld, both having returned to government, were able to institute at least a part of their COG plans – on September 11, 2001.52

  From this point on, the deep political plans of Cheney and Rumsfeld for the invasion and occupation of Iraq bypassed both the CIA and the National Security Adviser. The deep state had generated new and ever more unaccountable institutions to bypass CIA, notably the Vice-President’s own national security staff and the Office of Special Plans (OSP) in the Pentagon.53 Rumsfeld and Cheney also outsourced security tasks to right-wing contractors like Blackwater. Neocon journalists began to attack the CIA for its “sophisticated political sabotage operations” targeting George W. Bush.54

  And as the war in Iraq, as in Vietnam before it, proved to be more and more of a debacle, charges and countercharges between hawks and doves escalated, in opposing accusations of intrigue and even treason.55 In this era, the CIA, once a preferred instrument of deep state intrigue, became increasingly a target for deep state publicists.

  Thus in his book Sabotage: America’s Enemies Within the CIA, former Washington Times correspondent Rowan Scarborough attacked “the CIA and State Department bureaucracies, natural allies for years,” for their leaks in opposition to the Defense Department promoters of Iraqi exile leader Ahmed Chalabi.56 Similar charges were levied by Kenneth R. Timmerman in his book Shadow Warriors: The Untold Story of Traitors, Saboteurs, and the Party of Surrender.57 These escalating charges from defenders of the imperial project were increasingly reminiscent of the charges brought by Zumwalt and Ward against Kissinger, and before that the era of Joseph McCarthy.

  The 1972 War Conspiracy and the Events of 9/11

  I believe that the critical events I discussed in The War Conspiracy help to throw light on the very imperfectly understood events of September 11, 2001. As I said in The Road to 9/11: I am sure of only one thing only: that there has been a significant and on-going cover-up of what actually happened on that day.58 But in the two decades leading up to 9/11 we see again what we saw during the Vietnam War: determined efforts from within the deep state and security state, resisted by both Republican and Democratic presidents, to expand U.S. military might to achieve global domination, rather than just maintain its existing preeminence in a multinational system.59 Two leaders in this campaign in the 1990s were Dick Cheney (who presided over a similar effort as Defense Secretary in 1992) and his mentor Donald Rumsfeld.60 A document they signed in 2000, Rebuilding America’s Defenses, acknowledged that the defense build-up they envisaged would be difficult to implement quickly, “absent some catastrophic and catalyzing event—like a new Pearl Harbor.”61

  As many have noted, there are obvious analogies between the events of 9/11 and the Tonkin Gulf Incidents of 1964. In both cases a major military response, eagerly desired and previously planned for by some within the deep state, was initiated precipitously, before the full facts of what happened were known.62 In both cases the events enabled the White House to receive important open-ended empowerments from Congress, passed with huge majorities and with very little debate. Both instruments, the Tonkin Gulf Resolution in 1964 and the Patriot Act in 2001, had been prepared prior to the events which secured their passage.63

  In both cases, moreover, the true facts were obscured by false or misleading evidence. We no longer hear about the hijackers’ passport allegedly discovered on 9/11, a few blocks from the ruins of the World Trade Center.64 Although we now know much more than when I wrote in 1970, we still do not know enough about the intercepts of North Vietnamese cable traffic to refute the possibility raised in this book, that falsified (or at least manipulated) intercepts induced the August 4, 1964 U.S. attack on North Vietnam. In fact three of the eight intercepts from that day had still not been released as of 2004.65

  But the analogies between the two periods may go deeper than possible planted evidence, to the actual commitment of enabling crimes. I have written elsewhere of “backdoor” abuses of secret power, when the assets and resources of the U.S. deep state are redeployed to allied forces, to commit acts that are obviously illegal. My original manuscript of The War Conspiracy contained chapters analyzing the assassination of President Kennedy as such a crime, suggesting (as I have elsewhere since) that elements within America’s intelligence apparatus may have colluded with underworld contacts in this murder. My publishers of this book in 1972 persuaded me to withhold these chapters for treatment elsewhere.66

  Suspicious similarities between the events of Dallas and of 9/11 are summarized in the Second Afterword of this book, ranging from the instant and dubious identification of the suspects, and the falsified paper trails implicating them, to the subsequent initiation of wars on which small but influential minorities were already intent. The purpose of the comparison is of course not to suggest that the same parties were responsible for both events. But the survival of such a sophisticated modus operandi is suggestive that the two m.o.’s derived from the same milieu – once again the deep state or security state. Once again, the vulnerability of secret power to backdoor exploitation of it is a common factor which needs to be considered seriously.

  My 1972 book was precisely about the recurrent use of similar modi operandi, and I consider the evidence presented then for such recurrence to be persuasive. By extrapolating to the present and 9/11, and expanding the subtitle to The War Conspiracy, I mean that the deep forces edging America towards more and more wars are still with us, even though the U.S. military today is very different, and far less triumphalist, than it was in the era of Admiral Radford and General LeMay.

  Presidential and Anti-Presidential Parapolitics

  The covert events in this book range from examples of deceitful presidential intrigue to examples of independent actions taken by others to frustrate presidential intentions. A good example of a presidential initiative would be the bombings of Hanoi in December 1966, said by the Pentagon Papers to have been “launched inadvertently” at the time of an important peace initiative, “Marigold.” In fact these had been secretly authorized by LBJ, one day after he had heard a report on “Marigold” from his roving ambassador, Averell Harriman.67

  Meanwhile certain other similar raids seem pretty clearly to have occurred despite presidential prohibitions, and indeed in resentment against them. A clear example would be the 1967 bombing of the Soviet ship Turkestan in a North Vietnamese harbor, and a series of other similar bombings, all occurring when the President had secretly prohibited such raids, rather than authorized them.68

  In between are events where collusion and deception from below seem to have been intended to reinforce a presidential resolve, rather than counter it. This is the pattern discernible in the 1964 Tonkin Gulf incidents, where LBJ’s desire for an incident was followed by alleged intercepts of North Vietnamese cable traffic, “proving” that an incident had occurred, which had no basis in fact.69

  All of these diverse episodes can be characterized as bureaucratic parapolitics. But underlying Southeast Asian history in these years was the politically significant narcotics traffic. The CIA was intimately connected to this traffic, chiefly through its proprietary Civil Air Transport (CAT), known after 1959 as Air America. But it was not securely in control of this traffic, and probably did not even seek to be. What it desired was “deniability,” achieved in this case by the legal nicety that CAT/Air America, which the CIA wholly owned, was a corporation which hired pilots and owned an aircraft maintenance facility on Taiwan. Most of Civil Air Transport’s planes, which so often carried drugs, were sixty percent owned by Kuomintang Chinese.70

  The War Conspiracy was the first book, and for many years the only book, to mention the crucial role played by former OSS officer Paul Helliwell in negotiating the sale of CAT to the CIA. To this day most books about the CIA and drugs are silent about Helliwell’s links to the Miami National Bank, a primary conduit for Meyer Lansky’s drug money laundering.71

  So this was parapolitics in a larger sense, backdoor collusion between the CIA, or what has been called the deep or unaccountable state, with drug traffickers (as later in Colombia), and organized crime.

  The Early Fate of The War Conspiracy

  In June of 1970 I submitted the manuscript of The War Conspiracy to my publisher, Bobbs-Merrill. Prior to that time I deleted, at the request of my editor, three additional chapters, which dealt with corporate and financial interests in the Vietnam War machinery at the time of the assassination of John F. Kennedy. For example I looked at insider stock purchases just before that assassination, in a firm, Ling-Temco-Vought, which thanks to the Vietnam War became one of the top ten defense contractors under Lyndon Johnson.

  I wish I could remember if my editor cited “legal problems” as his reason for recommending the deletion of these chapters. Although I did not know it at the time, William Harvey, a Kennedy-hating former CIA official who has been suspected of planning the assassination, had by then retired and joined the Bobbs-Merrill legal department.72 This was a logical home for him: Bobbs-Merrill had become a subsidiary of ITT, another major defense contractor and one which enjoyed a close relationship to the CIA. (John McCone, ex-CIA Director, was on the ITT Board. ITT’s plotting with the CIA and the Nixon White House to overthrow Allende was revealed by Jack Anderson on March 21, 1972, only twelve weeks before the publication of my book.)73

  The disappearance of the assassination from my manuscript was only temporary. A year later, in June 1971, while still waiting for my book to appear, I read the first published version of the Pentagon Papers in the New York Times and Washington Post. This allowed me to hastily compose a brief Epilogue, outlining how Kennedy’s withdrawal plans, authorized on October 11, 1963, were quietly overruled by a new decision, in National Security Action Memorandum 273, approved two days after Kennedy was killed. By the fall of 1971 I had acquired access to what became the Gravel edition of the Pentagon Papers. That same fall I wrote a much fuller essay on the same topic, an abridged version of which appears in the first Afterword to this book.74

  By early 1972 I was becoming concerned at the non-appearance of my book. I remember expressing to my agent, the late Cyrilly Abels, my fear that Bobbs-Merrill would take the full two years allowed them under the contract before producing the book. She laughed at my paranoia, and assured me not to worry. The fact remains that the book did not appear until the final week of June 1972, 24 months to the week after the manuscript had first been submitted.75

  My relations with Bobbs-Merrill became chillier and chillier. That summer a friend attended a major book fair, visited the Bobbs-Merrill booth, and noticed that The War Conspiracy was not displayed. The Bobbs-Merrill representative (whom he knew personally) assured him that Bobbs-Merrill had published no such book: if the firm had published it, he observed, he would know about it. (Eventually the sales rep apologized for his mistake, and sent my friend a copy.)

  One has to remember America’s dividedness in the early 1970s. ITT, the parent of Bobbs-Merrill, was a partisan opposed to people like myself. Notably it had plotted with the CIA against Chilean President Salvador Allende, who threatened to nationalize ITT’s Chilean properties.76 My book appeared in the week of the Watergate break-in. I was startled to see among the burglars Frank Sturgis, whom I had named (as Frank Fiorini) in a manuscript expansion (“The Dallas Conspiracy”) of the chapters removed from the book.

  To my knowledge, the book received only three brief reviews in mainstream periodicals.77 An excerpt exemplifies the tensions of the era:

  
    [This book] will doubtless appeal to those who have liked Scott’s articles in Ramparts magazine and the New York Review of Books, as well as those who follow the political writings of other authors mentioned in this book: Noam Chomsky, Gabriel Kolko, Franz Schurmann, Howard Zinn, etc… but for others and for most libraries, it will be a somewhat less urgent acquisition.78

  

  It did however receive a favorable review from the Kirkus Review service and another in an alternative academic journal, The Bulletin of Concerned Asia Scholars.79

  Apparently it was also read in the Pentagon. That fall the Army sent a new head of ROTC to the University of California at Berkeley. An intelligent and well-educated man, fluent in French, he sought out a number of figures prominent in the local anti-war movement, as well as myself.80 When we met (I believe over lunch) he told me that he had been assigned to read my book and review it for his superiors. Not having seen any reviews at that point, I perked up and said that I would be very grateful to see a copy. “That would be impossible,” he told me. “My review is classified.”81

  The Importance of the Gaps in the Archival Record

  In his book, American Tragedy: Kennedy, Johnson, and the Origins of the Vietnam War, the historian David Kaiser draws attention to anomalies in what he calls “the nearly complete documentary record,” when he discusses the planning for what became OPLAN 34A, a program of escalating U.S. attacks on North Vietnam. These plans had been discussed through 1963 at the CINCPAC command in Honolulu, and more specifically with McNamara at the Honolulu Conference on November 20, 1963. Following that conference, McGeorge Bundy prepared a draft of NSAM 273, which spoke of “a detailed plan for the development of additional Government of Vietnam resources [against North Vietnam], especially for sea-going activity.”82 As far as is known, Kennedy never saw either the plans for the 34A Ops or the draft NSAM of November 21, 1963, which would have authorized them for the Saigon forces.83

  What remains obscure is the important question of the upper-end limit of the graduated 34A OPLAN projected by the Joint Chiefs while Kennedy was still president. Did they remain within the parameters of pressures to encourage North Vietnam towards political negotiation, which is what McNamara apparently wanted? Or were they designed from the outset as a bridge leading towards sustained bombing of North Vietnam with U.S. planes, something which “President Kennedy for two and one-half years had resisted.”84 Discussing these matters in Deep Politics, I predicted in 1993 that there would be “intense resistance” to declassifying documents with respect to the evolution of the 1964 OPLAN 34A.85

  To judge from David Kaiser’s American Tragedy (2000), my prediction was correct. Despite Kaiser’s confident pronouncement in his introduction that “the documentary record of American policy is now nearly complete,” the records of 34A planning in 1963-1964 turned out to be regularly missing. At a Honolulu SECDEF Conference of May 1963, General Krulak, General Taylor’s Special Assistant for Counterinsurgency Affairs, “reported on plans for raids against North Vietnam, but no copy of his report has been found.”86 Kennedy heard of and may have approved these plans on July 30 (“the last he had heard of any such suggestions”); but “Exactly what Kennedy approved has, scandalously, not been entirely declassified.”87 At Honolulu on November 20, “the principals also discussed proposals for action against North Vietnam,” but “in an unrecorded session.”88 Even the list of 34A Ops against North Vietnam approved by Johnson on January 16, 1964 “has never been declassified.”89

  At this point Kaiser commented, for the first time, “Exactly why what the President approved has never been declassified and why it was omitted from the Pentagon Papers are extremely interesting questions.”90 These questions, however interesting, were not pursued in his book. But, at least once, Kaiser appeared to have conceded that at crucial moments in the Vietnam story the gaps may be more significant than the “nearly complete documentary record.”91

  The War Conspiracy, the Vietnam War, and 9/11

    President Kennedy was assassinated on November 22, 1963. In response to the release of The Pentagon Papers in 1971, I wrote in a hastily added Epilogue to The War Conspiracy that “the Kennedy assassination was itself an important, perhaps a crucial, event in the history of the Indochina war conspiracy.” I then developed this argument at great length in an essay for the Beacon Edition of the Pentagon Papers, parts of which are reprinted here as a First Afterword.

  My argument depended on the difference between Kennedy’s National Security Action Memorandum (NSAM) 263 of October 1963, which encapsulated Kennedy’s decision to withdraw U.S. troops from Vietnam, and Johnson’s NSAM 273 of November 26, 1963, which authorized planning to begin for graduated offensive operations against North Vietnam. A preliminary draft of this plan, later known as OPLAN 34A, had been approved by General Maxwell Taylor of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and at a Pentagon conference on November 20 in Honolulu. But it had never been seen by Kennedy, and according to James Galbraith, “it had not been shown to McNamara.”92 But with the Tonkin Gulf incidents, the 34A Operations led in August 1964 to the first bombing of North Vietnam with U.S. planes, something which “President Kennedy for two and one-half years had resisted.”93

  Today I believe there is consensus among scholars that Kennedy did order a public announcement of his plans to withdraw the bulk of U.S. troops from Vietnam by 1965, and that these plans were overtaken by quite different plans for a wider war of which he was ignorant.94 There is still major resistance to the idea, made popular by Oliver Stone’s movie “JFK,” that the Kennedy’s assassination had more than accidental relevance to Vietnam. But I think James Galbraith has correctly linked one suppressed issue – how Kennedy’s death was followed immediately by presidential authorization for planning operations against North Vietnam – to another suppressed issue – the desire in 1963 of some in the Pentagon to use nuclear weapons in a first strike against the Soviet Union:

  
    The United States held an overwhelming nuclear advantage in late 1963. Accordingly, our nuclear plans were not actually about deterrence. Rather, then as evidently again now, they envisioned preventive war fought over a pretext.95 There were those who were dedicated to carrying out those plans at the appropriate moment. In July 1961, the nuclear planners had specified that the optimal moment for such an attack would come at the end of 1963.

    And yet, standing against them (as Daniel Ellsberg was told at the time), the civilian leaders of the United States were determined never, under any circumstances, to allow U.S. nuclear weapons to be used first—not in Laos or Vietnam, nor against China, not over Cuba or Berlin, nor against the Soviet Union. For political reasons, at a moment when Americans had been propagandized into thinking of the atomic bomb as their best defense, this was the deepest secret of the time.

    Was it also a deadly secret? Did LBJ have reason to fear, on the day he took office, that he was facing a nuclear coup d’etat?96 Similar questions have engendered scorn for 40 years. But they are not illegitimate—no more so, let me venture, than the idea that Kennedy really had decided to quit Vietnam.97

  

  If Galbraith is right to place the JFK assassination in the context of the Pentagon’s nuclear ambitions, then the assassination in 1963 can be seen as eerily similar to the critical moment of 9/11 in 2001. In contemporary language, both crises occurred at a time when an inside group were determined to establish and maintain unilateral U.S. military dominance in the world. The phrase “preventive war fought over a pretext” is uncannily apt with respect to Iraq in 2003. A big difference is that in 2001 the unilateralist drive came from the White House, not the military. In Galbraith’s scenario, 1963 was the reverse: LBJ was not at all the co-conspirator that Stone’s movie made him out to be, but a nervous president reluctantly acceding to a land war in Vietnam, as preferable to the Joint Chiefs’ push for a nuclear alternative.98

  It is relevant that, in what I have called “Phase One” of the JFK assassination investigation, false evidence surfaced linking Lee Harvey Oswald, falsely, to both Cuba and the Soviet KGB. LBJ responded by creating the Warren Commission to market the Phase Two alternative, that Lee Harvey Oswald “acted alone.”99 As he said in persuading Senator Richard Russell to serve on the Commission, “We’ve got to be taking this out of the arena where they’re testifying that Khrushchev and Castro did this and did that and check us into a war that can kill 40 million Americans in an hour…”.100

  My Second Afterword in this book will argue: 1) that the death of JFK opened the doors to a major U.S. escalation, already planned, in Vietnam, 2) that four decades later the attacks on 9/11 opened the doors to major U.S. wars, already planned, in Afghanistan and Iraq and 3) that there are arresting similarities in the assassination and 9/11, which suggest a common modus operandi in both.

  As I there state, it took me a long time to recognize these similarities, and I am still of two minds as to how much we should conclude from them. But we should at least consider whether we should blame for our entry into these wars insignificant loners like Lee Harvey Oswald in 1963 and the nineteen alleged Arab hijackers in 2001. Or should we consider the alternative, that there are forces operating in U.S. history which underlie all of the events discussed in this book?

  
The JFK Assassination as a Structural Deep Event

  My book The War Conspiracy lost coherence when the chapters dealing with the Kennedy assassination were removed from the manuscript. At last in 2008, we are beginning to see serious mainstream books acknowledging that CIA operations in 1963 may have overlapped with a plot to assassinate the president.101 That possibility, without necessarily imputing guilt to the CIA as an agency, would certainly help explain the public disapproval of “conspiracy theories” that has characterized the mainstream media ever since.

  It also explains the zone of silence that has surrounded the political developments of Kennedy’s last weeks in office.102 In my Dallas Conspiracy manuscript I quoted from a book by two respected Washington journalists, Edward Weintal and Charles Bartlett: that Kennedy,

  
    shortly before he was assassinated…had ordered a complete review of U.S. policy in Southeast Asia to confront the new set of conditions which developed with the overthrow of President Diem on November 1, 1963.103

  

  But in all the exhaustive histories we now have of this period, I have yet to encounter any further reference to this alleged complete review. If such an order was made, we can say with confidence that there is no trace of it in the relevant volume of the Foreign Relations of the United States. On the contrary, in documents for November 1963, Rusk, Bundy and Forrestal express their concern to dispel expectations that there might be a change in Vietnam policy.104

  I have written elsewhere how, as late as the 1980s, two excellent histories of Vietnam (by Stanley Karnow and George Kahin) lapsed into illogical silence about U.S. Vietnam withdrawal plans in the sensitive month of November 1963.105 The unmentionable topic of the Kennedy assassination was clearly affecting the continuity of their narratives.

  I have to confess that it affected my own narration as well. Take my treatment of Madame Ngo dinh Nhu’s extraordinary outburst on November 2, 1963, after hearing about the murder of her husband and husband-in-law. But let us look first at the treatment of it by Howard Jones, the only mainstream historian I know who has dealt with it:

  
    Before attending an All Souls’ Day mass on November 2, she [Madame Nhu] had told a large gathering of news correspondents that the White House was responsible for the deaths of her husband and brother-in-law and called the affair an `indelible stigma against the United States.’ If `my family has been treacherously killed with either the official or unofficial blessings of the American government, I can predict to you that the story of Vietnam is only at its beginning.’”106

  

  Jones has reproduced what was reported of her written statement on November 3 by the New York Times and Los Angeles Times. But Madame Nhu had also accurately predicted retaliation in kind for the two murders:

  
    Whatever is done against Vietnam will be felt in America too. Such a cruel injustice against a faithful ally cannot go unnoticed and those who indulge in it will have to pay for it….Anything which would happen to my family would be indelible stigma against the United States…. I can say that many more Americans than one might believe are on my side ….If my family has been treacherously killed with either the official or unofficial blessings of the American government, I can predict to you that the story of Vietnam is only at its beginning.107

  

  In my own book, Deep Politics and the Death of JFK, I quoted only the first and the last two sentences. On a later page I noted that a week earlier she had been in Dallas, where she was presented with a bouquet of flowers at a meeting organized by General Edwin Walker.108 In other words I mentioned that she spoke of retaliation, but not that she invoked the prospect of American allies. What follows in the next paragraph I did not write in Deep Politics. I had a working sense of the decorum expected in a university press book, and restrained myself from violating it.

  But Madame Nhu was not fantasizing when she spoke with confidence of Americans “on my side.” Two of them were extremists in Dallas whose suspicious behavior was so flagrant it was scrutinized, and eventually exonerated, in the Warren Report. On October 24, 1963, she had been presented with a bouquet of flowers at a “U.S. Day” in Dallas, organized by the right-wing General Edwin Walker.109 The flowers were presented by the daughter of Robert Surrey, a Walker aide who produced and distributed a “Wanted for Treason” leaflet in Dallas before the president arrived.110

  These anecdotes do not by themselves tell us anything about the Kennedy assassination. But they tell us about the restraints and repressions inherent in American historiography, restraints so universal that I succumbed to them myself.

  It is clear that Madame Nhu’s contacts in Dallas were enraged at the murder of Diem and Nhu. An ad in the Dallas Morning News on the day of Kennedy’s visit, arranged by Walker collaborators Larrie Schmidt and Bernard Weissman, made the following clear reference to the murders: “WHY has the Foreign Policy of the United States degenerated to the point that the C.I.A. is arranging coups and having staunch Anti-Communist Allies of the U.S. bloodily exterminated?”111 This sentence had been belatedly inserted in the ad at the insistence of Walker aide Joe Grinnan, who was reported to have kept arms in his automobile at the time of the Ole Miss insurrection of 1962.112 (Money for the ad had been raised from John Birch Society member Nelson Bunker Hunt, who would go on to fund the Council for National Policy on its creation in 1981.)113

  Thus Walker and his associates were the focus of much attention after the assassination. A Warren Commission Memorandum dated April 16, 1964, summarizing an important interview with Alcohol, Tax, and Firearms agent Frank Ellsworth, reported Ellsworth as saying that “an organization known as the Minutemen is the right-wing group in Dallas most likely to have been associated with any effort to assassinate the President. … The Minutemen are closely tied to General Walker and H. L. Hunt.”114

  The important question is how much government attention was paid to Madame Nhu’s threat and her American contacts before Kennedy’s visit to the city which she had visited. Dallas Police Chief Jesse Curry wrote later that the Dallas Police Department had the General Walker group under surveillance as part of the security for Kennedy’s visit.115 One would expect to find a pre-assassination federal response to the unambiguous threat uttered by Madame Nhu, but to date I have been able to locate any.

  The obvious implication for the narrative of this book is that if any major agency harbored sentiments of guilt, whether by omission or by commission, those sentiments could have affected those agencies’ subsequent responses or lack of responses to a series of events, ranging from the assassination itself (and the clearly expressed desire to blame it on a lone nut) to ensuing deep events having to do with Vietnam (such as the Tonkin Gulf incidents).

  In this book I define as a “deep event” one which the mainstream media studiously avoid exploring, and offer instead immediate facile accounts (such as “Oswald did it alone”) before there has been any real investigation of the evidence.116 Some of these deep events, such as 9/11, are also structural, if they lead to lasting changes in the political arrangements of the country. I argue at the end of this book that the Kennedy assassination was one of a sequence of such structural events, and exhibits features in common with 9/11 in particular.

  These similarities lead us to ask whether the two deep events are not unrelated, but on the contrary, at least in part, the product of some deep force not yet adequately understood.
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