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Re: message from correspondant

From: Noam Chomsky (chomsky@MIT.EDU)
Sent: 18 September 2001 22:47:33
To: _ rutherford

Have to be brief, I"'mafraid. Amutterly inundated with requests for
interviews and other inquiries.

To be honest, afraid | don't renenmber, but that's no surprise. Can barely
renenber yesterday. You cannot inmagine the scal e of correspondence; and
the crush of everything el se.

On Ilran, | think the story is rather different, as | wote at the tinme
(_Fateful Triangle_, 1983), and subsequently as nore information was

rel eased. Imediately after the fall of the Shah, Carter sent a NATO
general to Iran to try to stinulate a mlitary coup. Wen that failed, the
US turned at once to standard operating procedure for overthrow ng a
civilian government: send arns to the nilitary, establishing contacts with
those who can carry out a coup. The procedure that had recently worked
brilliantly in Indonesia and Chile, for exanple. US arns were sent at once
via Israel (which had the best contacts with the lIranian mlitary). There
were no hostages. The first hostages (who happened to be Iranian) were
taken several years later. Accordingly, it was not an arns for hostage
deal. In fact, high Israeli officials explained exactly what it was, and
quite publicly, until the State Departnent shut themup (including the

I sraeli anbassador). Standard operating procedure. By 1984, Iran
identified and executed the nilitary contacts, and the US project shifted
into a new phase -- the Olie North-Robert MacFarl ane phase. By then there
were hostages, so it could be masked in nore humane terns: arns for hostages.

On the mssile shield, | wote a response to a nunber of journalists right
away, posted on the web by quite a few people (not ne) and since published
wi dely abroad (though many journalists have seen it here, as | know from
interviews). In it | nmentioned that despite the absurdity, these events
woul d be used to escalate the "missile defense" program for the sinmple
reason that it has little if anything to do with "missile defense."” It has
openly been described for years by the US Space Command as program for
mlitarization of space, crucially including offensive weapons. They
conpare it to devel opnent of Navies in earlier years. The term "defense"
is standardly used to mask of fensive progranms. And within a few days that
happened, as the IHT reported. Congress voted the funds it had been

wi t hhol di ng -- knowi ng, at |east those with any brains, that it had nothing
to do with defense

| can understand your "naggi ng doubt," but | don't believe it. Seens to ne
there are sinpler explanations. On the coverage of the Pal estinian
reaction, you're exactly right. It was crininal propaganda, designed to
intensify the suffering of people the US has been crushing under its boot
for a long tine.

Noam

At 10: 18 AM 9/18/2001 -0400, you wrote:
>Dear Professor Chonsky,

>
>You may not renenber having exchanged a few letters with me a nunber of
>years ago when | lived in Toronto. We noved to Nice four years ago and | now

>t each courses in Civilisation and Communi cati on at an American-accredited
>post - secondaty school in Sophia Antipolis. My niece, Del phine Nain (2001),
>had you sign a book for ne |ast year at a breakfast senminar with MT

>st udent s.

>

>Al t hough | have no intention of sharing this idea with nmy students, since
>readi ng the news after the attacks on New York and Washi ngton, a depressing
>and unpl easant thought has lodged in ny mind |ike a splinter
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>

>t began with a report in the IHT (A Test Few Presidents Have Known,

>09/ 13/ 01) which remnmi nded readers that, when faced with the “lran Host age
>Drama” crisis, the Carter Administration failed to secure the rel ease of the

>hostages in Iran -- and that this contributed to the subsequent el ection of
>Ronal d Reagan. In another, we were told that, credi ble opposition to a wide
>range of inportant initiatives -- fromthe mssile shield progranme to
>Manuf acturing Consent to the crusade for globalisation -- will be
>neutralised by linking it in the public/media mind with this horrific

>t ragedy.

>

>l was not surprised that the tale of the Carter Adm nistration neglected to
>i ncl ude what many consider to be the nost inportant detail of the story: the
>detai | s which, when uncovered, becane known as the Arnms for Hostages Affair.
>That a recent (and closely linked to the current) admnistration
>denonstrated a readiness to put its citizens at risk for realpolitik

>obj ectives was politely ignored. And then | remenbered Oiver North and his
>friends -- and their covert operations carried out fromw thin the Wite
>House regardl ess of (or even contrary to) political (and therefore

>t heoretically ‘public’) consent.

>

>l n another (“Air Terrorismsaid to Help Argunment for Mssile Shield”,
>15-16/09/01), we are told that “The suicide attacks on the Wrld Trade
>Center and the Pentagon appear to have strengthened, not weakened, the
>prospects for congressional support of President George W Bush’'s missile
>defence plan.” And that, “..even though the attacks showed that the biggest
>threat to the nation was fromterrorism as opposed to a nmissile attack by a
>rogue state, congressional reluctance to oppose the president at this tine
>seened likely to overwhel mthat consideration.”On anything?

>

>As troubling as its inplications may be, | cannot dislodge a naggi ng doubt.
>ls it even conceivable that:
>

> ) sonme small group within (say, ) the National Security Council who are
>convi nced of the urgent need to build Bush’s missile shield,

> i) learned of a plan by, say, bin Laden’s organisation to comit an
>out rageous act of terrorismon a nmajor Anerican city

>iii) on their owm initiative, decided to accept a certain degree of

>“col | ateral danmge”, to let the citizens “take one for the teanf --as the
>only way to ensure sufficient public support for a plan (they believe) is
>ultimately destined to save mllions?

>

>Al t hough just a footnote to the events of the past few days (which is itself
>part of the whole problen), | was disappointed to see how the TV news groups

>j unmped so easily onto an unfortunate piece of video footage in which |ess
>t han two dozen Pal estinians were shown cel ebrating news of the attack (the
>group becane “hundreds” in subsequent text reports). Al though information
>soon energed that the videotape had nisrepresented the scene, instead of
>correcting the false inpression nade by the footage, a followup article
>enphasi sed ‘the I mage Problem caused by the report -- but left intact the
>nmost pernicious inpressions left by the footage.

>

>Rut herford -- 16 Septenber, 2001

>

>

>

>Cet your FREE downl oad of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.conlintl.asp
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