
Dick Cheney's Oily Dream (http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2010/09/dick-cheneys-oily-dream.html)

Former British Prime Minister Tony Blair is currently saying (http://www.rawstory.com/rs/2010/09/blair-cheney-vision-possible-over-time/) that Dick
Cheney's vision of policy towards the Middle East after 9/11 was to re-draw the map:

Vice-President Dick Cheney's vision of completely redrawing the map of the Middle East following the 9/11 attacks is "not stupid," and is
"possible over time," former British Prime Minister Tony Blair says.

In his new book, A Journey, the former Labour Party leader wrote (http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2010/09/02/AR2010090201402.html?wprss=rss_print/outlook) that Cheney wanted a wholesale reorganization of the political
map of the Middle East after 9/11. The vice president "would have worked through the whole lot, Iraq, Syria, Iran, dealing with all
their surrogates in the course of it -- Hezbollah, Hamas, etc," Blair wrote.

What does this mean?

Well, as I have repeatedly pointed out, the "war on terror" in the Middle East has nothing to do with combating terror, and everything to do with
remaking that region's geopolitical situation to America's advantage.

For example, as I noted (http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2010/01/military-industrial-compex-is-ruining.html) in January::

Starting right after 9/11 -- at the latest -- the goal has always been to create "regime change" and instability in Iraq, Iran, Syria, Libya,
Sudan, Somalia and Lebanon; the goal was never really to destroy Al Qaeda. As American reporter Gareth Porter writes
(http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Middle_East/JE07Ak01.html) in Asia Times:

Three weeks after the September 11, 2001, terror attacks, former US defense secretary Donald Rumsfeld established an official
military objective of not only removing the Saddam Hussein regime by force but overturning the regime in Iran, as well as in Syria
and four other countries in the Middle East, according to a document quoted extensively in then-under secretary of defense for
policy Douglas Feith's recently published account of the Iraq war decisions. Feith's account further indicates that this aggressive
aim of remaking the map of the Middle East by military force and the threat of force was supported explicitly by the country's top
military leaders.

Feith's book, War and Decision, released last month, provides excerpts of the paper Rumsfeld sent to President George W Bush on
September 30, 2001, calling for the administration to focus not on taking down Osama bin Laden's al-Qaeda
network but on the aim of establishing "new regimes" in a series of states...

***

General Wesley Clark, who commanded the North Atlantic Treaty Organization bombing campaign in the Kosovo war, recalls in his
2003 book Winning Modern Wars being told by a friend in the Pentagon in November 2001 that the list of states that Rumsfeld
and deputy secretary of defense Paul Wolfowitz wanted to take down included Iraq, Iran, Syria, Libya, Sudan and Somalia [and
Lebanon].

***

When this writer asked Feith . . . which of the six regimes on the Clark list were included in the Rumsfeld paper, he replied, "All of
them."
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***

The Defense Department guidance document made it clear that US military aims in regard to those states would go well beyond any
ties to terrorism. The document said the Defense Department would also seek to isolate and weaken those states and to "disrupt,
damage or destroy" their military capacities - not necessarily limited to weapons of mass destruction (WMD)...

Rumsfeld's paper was given to the White House only two weeks after Bush had approved a US military operation in Afghanistan
directed against bin Laden and the Taliban regime. Despite that decision, Rumsfeld's proposal called explicitly for postponing
indefinitely US airstrikes and the use of ground forces in support of the anti-Taliban Northern Alliance in order to try to catch bin
Laden.

Instead, the Rumsfeld paper argued that the US should target states that had supported anti-Israel forces such as Hezbollah and
Hamas.

***

After the bombing of two US embassies in East Africa [in 1998] by al-Qaeda operatives, State Department counter-terrorism official
Michael Sheehan proposed supporting the anti-Taliban Northern Alliance in Afghanistan against bin Laden's sponsor, the Taliban
regime. However, senior US military leaders "refused to consider it", according to a 2004 account by Richard H Shultz, Junior, a
military specialist at Tufts University.

A senior officer on the Joint Staff told State Department counter-terrorism director Sheehan he had heard terrorist strikes
characterized more than once by colleagues as a "small price to pay for being a superpower".

No wonder former U.S. National Security Adviser Zbigniew Brzezinski told the Senate that the war on terror is "a mythical historical narrative"
(http://web.archive.org/web/20070206230803/http://www.senate.gov/%7Eforeign/testimony/2007/BrzezinskiTestimony070201.pdf).

But can Cheney's desires can't be equated to U.S. foreign policy as a whole? Well, the number two man at the State Department, Lawrence
Wilkerson, said (http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2005/10/19/AR2005101902246.html):

The vice president and the secretary of defense created a "Cheney-Rumsfeld cabal" that hijacked U.S. foreign policy.

And Cheney was the guy who set up the secret shop (http://www.google.com/search?q=cheney+%22office+of+special+plans%22&ie=utf-8&oe=utf-
8&aq=t&rls=org.mozilla:en-US:official&client=firefox-a) at the Pentagon to bypass the intelligence agencies and push fake "intelligence" showing that
Iraq had weapons of mass destruction.

And as I wrote (http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2009/04/5-hours-after-911-attacks-rumsfeld-said.html) in 2009:

5 hours after the 9/11 attacks, Donald Rumsfeld said "my interest is to hit Saddam".
(http://rawstory.com/news/2007/Hours_after_911_attacks_Rumsfeld_allegedly_0502.html)

He also said "Go massive . . . Sweep it all up. Things related and not."
(http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2002/09/04/september11/main520830.shtml)

And at 2:40 p.m. on September 11th, in a memorandum of discussions between top administration officials, several lines below the
statement "judge whether good enough [to] hit S.H. [that is, Saddam Hussein] at same time", is the statement "Hard to get a good case."
(http://www.yourbbsucks.com/forum/showthread.php?t=8397) In other words, top officials knew that there wasn't a good case that Hussein was
behind 9/11, but they wanted to use the 9/11 attacks as an excuse to justify war with Iraq anyway.

Moreover, "Ten days after the September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks on the World Trade Center and the Pentagon, President Bush was told
in a highly classified briefing that the U.S. intelligence community had no evidence linking the Iraqi regime of Saddam Hussein to the
[9/11] attacks and that there was scant credible evidence that Iraq had any significant collaborative ties with Al Qaeda"
(http://nationaljournal.com/about/njweekly/stories/2005/1122nj1.htm).

And a Defense Intelligence Terrorism Summary issued in February 2002 by the United States Defense Intelligence Agency cast significant
doubt on the possibility of a Saddam Hussein-al-Qaeda conspiracy (http://www.nytimes.com/2005/11/06/politics/06intel.ready.html?
ei=5090&en=a943ec3b39b0a896&ex=1288933200&partner=rssuserland&emc=rss&pagewanted=print).

And yet Bush, Cheney and other top administration officials claimed repeatedly for years that Saddam was behind 9/11. See this analysis
(http://www.talkingpointsmemo.com/archives/007005.php). Indeed, Bush administration officials apparently swore in a lawsuit that Saddam was
behind 9/11 (http://www.opednews.com/maxwrite/print_friendly.php?p=opedne_evelyn_p_051115_bush_gang_swore_sadd.htm).

Moreover, President Bush's March 18, 2003 letter to Congress authorizing the use of force against Iraq
(http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2003/03/20030319-1.html), includes the following paragraph:

(2) acting pursuant to the Constitution and Public Law 107-243 is consistent with the United States and other countries continuing
to take the necessary actions against international terrorists and terrorist organizations, including those nations,
organizations, or persons who planned, authorized, committed, or aided the terrorist attacks that occurred on
September 11, 2001.

Therefore, the Bush administration expressly justified the Iraq war to Congress by representing that Iraq planned, authorized, committed,
or aided the 9/11 attacks. See this (http://www.georgewashington.blogspot.com/2005/11/911-lies-another-basis-for-impeachment.html).

Indeed, the torture program which Cheney created was specifically aimed at producing false confessions
(http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2009/04/senate-report-government-used-communist.html) in an attempt to link Iraq and 9/11
(http://www.mcclatchydc.com/227/story/66622.html?ref=fp1).

So it should be clear to any honest, thinking person that Cheney and the U.S. used 9/11 as a pretext to redraw the map of the Middle East.

Cheney's Oily Dream
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But that doesn't mean the Cheney's goals had any impact on 9/11, right?

Well, it is surely just a coincidence that the Afghanistan war was planned before 9/11. See this (http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/4587368/) and this
(http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/south_asia/1550366.stm).

And that top British officials (http://rawstory.com/2009/11/discussed-iraq-regime-change-month-bush-office-british/), former CIA director George Tenet
(http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2007/04/27/AR2007042700550.html?nav=most_emailed), former Treasury Secretary Paul O'Neill
(http://www.cnn.com/2004/ALLPOLITICS/01/10/oneill.bush/) and many others say that the Iraq war was planned before 9/11.

Alan Greenspan (http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/world/article2461214.ece), John McCain
(http://firstread.msnbc.msn.com/archive/2008/05/02/974014.aspx), George W. Bush
(http://www.boston.com/news/nation/articles/2005/08/31/bush_gives_new_reason_for_iraq_war/), a high-level National Security Council officer
(http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2008/07/cheney-and-oil-bigs-planned-us-war.html) and others say that the Iraq war was really about oil. They must be
conspiracy theorists.

And it is surely meaningless that Cheney made Iraqi's oil fields a national security priority before 9/11. As I pointed out
(http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2008/07/cheney-and-oil-bigs-planned-us-war.html) in 2008:

You may have heard that the Energy Task Force chaired by Dick Cheney prior to 9/11 collected maps of Iraqi oil, Saudi and United Arab
Emerates fields and potential suitors for that oil (http://www.judicialwatch.org/iraqi-oil-maps.shtml). And you might have heard that the oil bigs
(http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2005/11/15/AR2005111501842.html) attended the Task Force meetings.

But you probably haven't heard that - according to the New Yorker - a secret document
(http://www.newyorker.com/archive/2004/02/16/040216fa_fact?currentPage=5) written by the National Security Council (NSC) on February 3, 2001
directed NSC staff to cooperate fully with the Energy Task Force as it considered the “melding” of two seemingly unrelated areas of policy:

"The review of operational policies towards rogue states,” such as Iraq, and “actions regarding the capture of new
and existing oil and gas fields”.

It is difficult to brush off Cheney's Energy Task Force's examination of arab oil maps as a harmless comparison of American energy policy
with known oil reserves because the NSC explicitly linked the Task Force, oil, and regime change.

But don't believe me...

The above-linked New Yorker article quotes a former senior director for Russian, Ukrainian, and Eurasian affairs at the NSC said:

If this little group was discussing geostrategic plans for oil, it puts the issue of war in the context of the captains of the oil industry
sitting down with Cheney and laying grand, global plans.

See also this essay (http://www.commondreams.org/views06/1203-21.htm).

As I wrote (http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2009/06/dick-cheney-only-had-to-delay-things.html) last year:

CIA director Leon Panetta told (http://www.newyorker.com/reporting/2009/06/22/090622fa_fact_mayer) the New Yorker:

When you read behind it, it’s almost as if he’s wishing that this country would be attacked again, in order to make his point.

News commentator Ed Schultz said (http://rawstory.com/rawreplay/?p=3595) today that Cheney is wishing for a terrorist attack on the U.S.

What should we make of all this?

Well, everyone knows that Cheney is ruthless:

Cheney is the guy who pushed for torture (http://rawstory.com/news/2008/Cheney_admits_authorizing_detainees_torture_1215.html),
pressured the Justice Department lawyers to write memos saying torture was legal (http://pubrecord.org/torture/934-newly-released-e-
mails-reveals-cheney-pressured-doj-to-approve-torture.html), and made the pitch to Congress justifying torture
(http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2009/06/02/AR2009060203999.html?hpid=topnews). The former director of the CIA
accused Cheney of overseeing American torture policies (http://www.smh.com.au/news/world/cheney-oversaw-torture-former-cia-
director/2005/11/18/1132016963907.html)

Cheney is also the guy who (http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2009/03/you-dont-know-dick.html):

Helped found the Project for a New American Century (http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dick_Cheney#Early_White_House_appointments), which
called for a new American empire well before 9/11, and lamented that, without a "catastrophic and catalyzing event — like a new
Pearl Harbor", transformation of America into an empire would be very slow.
(http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Project_for_the_New_American_Century)

In the 70's -- Cheney was instrumental in generating fake intelligence exaggerating the Soviet threat in order to undermine
coexistence between the U.S. and Soviet Union, which conveniently justified huge amounts of cold war spending
(http://www.commondreams.org/views06/0213-28.htm). See also this article (http://www.counterpunch.org/golub03212003.html).

30 years later, Cheney was largely responsible for generating fake intelligence about Iraq
(http://georgewashington.blogspot.com/2006/09/impeach-for-911.html) in order to justify the war. And, according to former British Defense
Secretary, Cheney has called the shots in the failed Iraq war
(http://rawstory.com/news/2007/Former_British_defense_secretary_claims_Cheney_0502.html).

According to former high-level intelligence officer Melvin Goodman, Cheney orchestrated phony intelligence for the Congress in
order to get an endorsement for covert arms shipments (http://pubrecord.org/commentary/916-the-cias-history-of-bamboozling-the-
congress.html) to anti-government forces in Angola
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Cheney has been perhaps the leading advocate for strengthening the powers of the White House to the point of monarchy for at
least 20 years (http://writ.news.findlaw.com/dean/20060210.html)

Cheney was involved in debates concerning illegal wiretaps 30 years ago
(http://web.archive.org/web/20060213222729/http://news.yahoo.com/s/ap/20060204/ap_on_go_pr_wh/ford_era_spying_1)

Cheney was probably responsible for outing CIA agent Valerie Plame (http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2007/03/06/AR2007030601969.html).

Pulitzer-prize winning investigative reporter Seymour Hersh says that the military ran an "Executive Assassination Ring"
throughout the Bush years which reported directly to Cheney
(http://rawstory.com/news/2008/Hersh_US_has_been_running_executive_0311.html).

Hersh also says that Cheney is the main guy helping to fund groups which the U.S. claims are terrorists
(http://www.newyorker.com/reporting/2007/03/05/070305fa_fact_hersh) (see confirming articles here
(http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml;jsessionid=E3KMWW5VVIXZNQFIQMFSFF4AVCBQ0IV0?xml=/news/2007/05/27/wiran27.xml) and
here (http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml;jsessionid=UUAVXPRLGDJOHQFIQMGSFFWAVCBQWIV0?xml=/news/2007/02/25/wiran25.xml))

***

A well-known writer said (http://dir.salon.com/story/opinion/blumenthal/2005/11/24/cheney/index.html) of Dick Cheney:

For his entire career, he sought untrammeled power. The Bush presidency and 9/11 finally gave it to him . . . .

***

Cheney also knew 9/11 was going to happen. The government knew that terrorists could use planes as weapons -- and had even run its own
drills of planes being used as weapons against the World Trade Center and other U.S. high-profile buildings, using REAL airplanes -- all
before 9/11. Indeed, the government heard the 9/11 plans from the hijackers' own mouths before 9/11.

Indeed, Cheney was in charge of all counter-terrorism exercises, activities and responses on 9/11 (see this Department of State
announcement (http://usinfo.state.gov/regional/af/security/a1050878.htm); this CNN article
(http://archives.cnn.com/2002/ALLPOLITICS/09/11/ar911.king.cheney/); and this essay
(http://www.fromthewilderness.com/free/ww3/011805_simplify_case.shtml#bullmeans)).

***

The Secretary of Transportation testified (http://www.911truthmovement.org/video/hamilton_win.wmv) to the 9/11 Commission:

"During the time that the airplane was coming into the Pentagon, there was a young man who would come in and say to the Vice
President … the plane is 50 miles out…the plane is 30 miles out….and when it got down to the plane is 10 miles out, the young man
also said to the vice president “do the orders still stand?” And the Vice President turned and whipped his neck around and said “Of
course the orders still stand, have you heard anything to the contrary!?"

(this testimony is confirmed here (http://www.youtube.com/v/u-5PKQTUz5o) and here
(http://georgewashington.blogspot.com/2007/03/minetas-testimony-confirmed.html)).

Could it be that Cheney got so lost in his dreams of redrawing the map of the Middle East (and grabbing some oil along the way) that he - as the
guy in charge of all counter-terrorism efforts for the United States on 9/11 - spaced out and forgot to engage America's standard air defenses?

I don't know ... But - unfortunately - Cheney's oily dream has turned into a nightmare for America. See this
(http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2010/01/military-industrial-compex-is-ruining.html), this (http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2010/09/03/AR2010090302200.html) and this (http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2010/08/chairman-of-joint-chiefs-pentagon-must.html).

1  C O M M E N T S :

P O S T  A  C O M M E N T

→ Thank you for contributing to the conversation by commenting. We try
to read all of the comments (but don't always have the time).

→ If you write a long comment, please use paragraph breaks. Otherwise,
no one will read it. Many people still won't read it, so shorter is usually
better (but it's your choice).

Maju (http://www.blogger.com/profile/12369840391933337204) said...

I understand that there is enough procedural evidence for a trial for treason against Bush' government. Not sure if enough to get them
executed but certainly enough to initiate a criminal investigation. I understand that promoting and organizing an attack (or allowing such
attack) against New York City and the Pentagon, even if not allied with any foreign power (excepted Israel and who else?), is waging war
against the USA and therefore such a crime under the laws of the USA. 

Of course, I do not expect the trial to happen any time soon, rather probably never. Just stating the obvious legal implications.
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→ The following types of comments will be deleted if we happen to see
them:

-- Comments that criticize any class of people as a whole, especially when
based on an attribute they don't have control over

-- Comments that explicitly call for violence 

→ Because we do not read all of the comments, I am not responsible for
any unlawful or distasteful comments.
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