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  With the end of the Cold War a new strategy had to be determined to manage the globalsystem. With the collapse of the Soviet Union, declarations of a “New World Order” sprangforward, focusing on the United States as the single world superpower. This presented a greatmany challenges as well as opportunities for the worlds most powerful hegemon.  With the collapse of the Soviet Union, a number of new Central Asian and Eastern Europeannations were formed and became independent, and with that, their immense deposits of naturalgas and energy became available for exploitation. Afghanistan itself was considered “a majorstrategic pivot,” as it was “the primary gateway to Central Asia and the immense energydeposits therein.” [1]  Western oil companies such as ExxonMobil, Texaco, Unocal, BP Amoco,Shell, and Enron begin pouring billions of dollars into the countries of Central  Asia in the early1990s. [2]  In 1992, a Pentagon document titled “Defense Planning Guidance” was leaked to the press, inwhich it described a strategy for the United States in the “new world order,” and it was draftedby George H.W. Bush’s Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney. It stated that, “America’s politicaland military mission in the post-cold-war era will be to ensure that no rival superpower isallowed to emerge in Western Europe, Asia or the territories of the former Soviet Union,” andthat, “The classified document makes the case for a world dominated by one superpower whoseposition can be perpetuated by constructive behavior and sufficient military might to deter anynation or group of nations from challenging American primacy.” [3]  Further, “the new draft sketches a world in which there is one dominant military power whoseleaders ‘must maintain the mechanisms for deterring potential competitors from even aspiring toa larger regional or global role’.” Among the necessary challenges to American supremacy, thedocument “postulated regional wars against Iraq and North Korea,” and identified China andRussia as its major threats. It further “suggests that the United States could also considerextending to Eastern and Central European nations security commitments similar to thoseextended to Saudi  Arabia, Kuwait and other Arab states along the Persian Gulf.” [4]  Similarly, in 1992, the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, one of the most influentialthink tanks in the United States, had established a commission to determine a new foreignpolicy for the United States in the wake of the Cold War. Participants included MadeleineAlbright, Henry Cisneros, John Deutch, Richard Holbrooke, Alice Rivlin, David Gergen andAdmiral William Crowe. In the summer of 1992, the final report, “Changing Our Ways: Americaand the New World,” was published. The report urged “a new principle of international relations:the destruction or displacement of groups of people within states can justify internationalintervention.” It suggested that the US “realign NATO and OSCE [Organization for Security andCooperation in Europe] to deal with new security problems in Europe,” and “urged militaryintervention under humanitarian guises.” This report subsequently “planted the policy seedlingsfor the Kosovo war” as it “provided both the rationale for U.S. interventionism and a policyrecommendation about the best means--NATO--for waging that war.” [5]  Another Carnegie publication in the same year, “Self-Determination in the New World Order,”furthered imperialist goals for America, as it “set criteria for officials to use in deciding when tosupport separatist ethnic groups seeking independence, and advocated military force for thatpurpose.” It recommended that “international military coalitions, preferably U.N.-led, could sendarmed force not as peacekeepers but peacemakers--to prevent conflict from breaking out andstay in place indefinitely.” It further stated that, “the use of military force to create a new statewould require conduct by the parent government so egregious that it has forfeited any right togovern the minority claiming self-determination.” [6]  The United States and its NATO allies soon undertook a new strategy, seeking to maintaindominance over the world, expand their hegemony over regions previously under the influenceof the Soviet Union (such as in Eastern Europe and Central Asia), and prevent the rise of aresurgent Russia or China. One of the key facets of this strategy was the notion of“humanitarian intervention.”  Yugoslavia Dismantled by Design  In the 1990s, the United States and its NATO allies, in particular Germany and the UK,undertook a strategy of destabilization in Yugoslavia, seeking to dismantle and ultimatelyfracture the country. To do this, the imperial strategy of divide and conquer was employed,manipulating various ethnic tensions and arming and training various militias and terroristorganizations. Throughout this strategy, the “database”, or Al-Qaeda was used to promote theagenda of the destabilization and dismantling of Yugoslavia.  In 1989, Yugoslavia had to seek financial aid from the World Bank and IMF, which implementeda Structural Adjustment Program (SAP), which resulted in the dismantling of the public state,exacerbating social issues and fueling secessionist tendencies, leading to Croatia and Sloveniaseceding from the republic in 1991. [7]  In 1990, the US intelligence community had released areport predicting that Yugoslavia would break apart and erupt in civil war, and it blamedMilosevic for the impending disaster. [8]  As far back as 1988, the leader of Croatia met with the German Chancellor Helmut Kohl tocreate “a joint policy to break up Yugoslavia,” and bring Slovenia and Croatia into the “Germaneconomic zone.” So, US Army officers were dispatched to Croatia, Bosnia, Albania, andMacedonia as “advisers” and brought in US Special Forces to help. [9]  Fighting broke out between Yugoslavia and Croatia when the latter declared independence in1991. The fighting subsequently lasted until 1995, and merged in part with the Bosnian war. TheUS supported the operation and the CIA actively provided intelligence to Croat forces, leadingto the displacement of between 150,000 and 200,000 Serbs, largely through means of murder,plundering, burning villages and ethnic cleansing. [10]  The Croatian Army was trained by U.S.advisers and a general later put on trial at the Hague for war crimes was personally supportedby the CIA. [11]  So we see the doublestandard of ethnic cleansing and genocide: when the US does it or supports it, it’s “humanitarianintervention,” politically justified, or it is simply unacknowledged; when an enemy state does it,(or is accused of doing it), the “international community” demands action and any means isdeemed necessary to “prevent genocide”, including committing genocide.  The Clinton administration gave the “green light” to Iran to arm the Bosnian Muslims and “from1992 to January 1996, there was an influx of Iranian weapons and advisers into Bosnia.”Further, “Iran, and other Muslim states, helped to bring Mujahideen fighters into Bosnia to fightwith the Muslims against the Serbs, 'holy warriors' from Afghanistan, Chechnya, Yemen andAlgeria, some of whom had suspected links with Osama bin Laden's training camps inAfghanistan.” [12]  During the war in Bosnia, there “was a vast secret conduit of weapons smuggling thoughCroatia. This was arranged by the clandestine agencies of the US, Turkey and Iran, togetherwith a range of radical Islamist groups, including Afghan mojahedin and the pro-IranianHizbullah.” Further, “the secret services of Ukraine, Greece and Israel were busy arming theBosnian Serbs.” [13]  Germany’s intelligence agency, the BND, also ran arms shipments to theBosnian Muslims and Croatia to fight against the Serbs. [14]  Thus, everyside was being funded and armed by outside powers seeking to foment conflict and ultimatelybreak up Yugoslavia to serve their own imperial objectives in the region.  In 1992, the al-Kifah Center in Brooklyn, the recruiting center for al-Qaeda, made Bosnia itschief target. By 1993, it opened a branch in Croatia. The recruitment operation for BosnianMuslims “was a covert action project sponsored not only by Saudi Arabia but also in part by theUS government.” [15]  In 1996, the Albanian Mafia, in collaboration with the Kosovo Liberation Army (KLA), a militantguerilla organization, took control over the enormous Balkan heroin trafficking routes. The KLAwas linked to former Afghan Mujaheddin fighters in Afghanistan, including Osama bin Laden. [16]  In 1997, the KLA began fighting against Serbian forces, [17]  and in 1998, the US StateDepartment removed the KLA from its list of terrorist organizations.[18]Before and after 1998, the KLA was receiving arms, training and support from the US andNATO, and Clinton’s Secretary of State, Madeline Albright, was close with KLA leader HashimThaci.[19]  Both the CIA and German intelligence, the BND, supported the KLA terrorists in Yugoslaviaprior to and after the 1999 NATO bombing of Yugoslavia. The BND had KLA contacts since theearly 1990s, the same period that the KLA was establishing its Al-Qaeda contacts. [20]  KLAmembers were trained by Osama bin Laden at training camps in Afghanistan. Even the UNstated that much of the violence at the time came from KLA members, “especially those alliedwith Hashim Thaci.”[21]  The March 1999 NATO bombing of Kosovo was justified on the pretense of putting an end toSerbian oppression of Kosovo Albanians, which was termed genocide. The ClintonAdministration made claims that at least 100,000 Kosovo Albanians were missing and “mayhave been killed” by the Serbs. Bill Clinton personally compared events in Kosovo to theHolocaust. The US State Department had stated that up to 500,000 Albanians were feareddead. Eventually, the official estimate was reduced to 10,000, however, after exhaustiveinvestigations, it was revealed that the death of less than 2,500 Albanians could be attributed tothe Serbs. During the NATO bombing campaign, between 400 and 1,500 Serb civilians werekilled, and NATO committed war crimes, including the bombing of a Serb TV station and ahospital. [22]  Ultimately the strategy of the destabilization of Yugoslavia served various imperial objectives.The war in Yugoslavia was waged in order to enlarge NATO, Serbia was to be excludedpermanently from European development to justify a US military presence in the region, andexpansion was ultimately designed to contain Russia. [23]  An op-ed in the New York Times in 1996 stated that, “instead of seeing Bosnia as the easternfrontier of NATO, we should view the Balkans as the western frontier of America's rapidlyexpanding sphere of influence in the Middle East.” Further:  The fact that the United  States is more enthusiastic than its European allies about a BosnianMuslim state reflects, among other things, the new American role as the leader of an informalcollection of Muslim nations from the Persian Gulf to the Balkans. The regions once ruled by theOttoman Turks show signs of becoming the heart of a third American empire.  [ . . . ] Now, in the years after the cold war, the United States is again establishing suzeraintyover the empire of a former foe. The disintegration of the Soviet Union has prompted the United States to expand its zone of military hegemony into Eastern Europe (through NATO) and intoformerly neutral Yugoslavia. And -- most important of all -- the end of the cold war has permittedAmerica to deepen its involvement the Middle East. [24]  Further, with the dismantling of the former Yugoslavia, a passageway for the transport of oil andnatural gas from the Caspian region was to be facilitated through the construction of theTrans-Balkan pipeline, which will “run from the Black sea port of Burgas to the Adriatic at Vlore,passing through Bulgaria, Macedonia and Albania. It is likely to become the main route to thewest for the oil and gas now being extracted in central Asia. It will carry 750,000 barrels a day: athroughput, at current prices, of some $600m a month.” As the Guardian reported:  The project is necessary, according to a paper published by the US Trade and DevelopmentAgency last May, because the oil coming from the Caspian Sea "will quickly surpass the safecapacity of the Bosphorus as a shipping lane". The scheme, the agency notes, will "provide aconsistent source of crude oil to American refineries", "provide American companies with a keyrole in developing the vital east-west corridor", "advance the privatisation aspirations of the USgovernment in the region" and "facilitate rapid integration" of the Balkans "with western Europe".  In November 1998, Bill Richardson, then US energy secretary, spelt out his policy on theextraction and transport of Caspian oil. "This is about America's energy security," he explained."It's also about preventing strategic inroads by those who don't share our values. We're trying tomove these newly independent countries toward the west.  "We would like to see them reliant on western commercial and political interests rather thangoing another way. We've made a substantial political investment in the Caspian, and it's veryimportant to us that both the pipeline map and the politics come out right." [25]  The pipeline project, supported since 1994, “featured prominently in Balkan war politics. OnDecember 9 1998, the Albanian president attended a meeting about the scheme in Sofia, andlinked it inextricably to Kosovo.” The message given at the meeting was that, “if you [the United  States] want Albanian consent for the Trans-Balkan pipeline, you had better wrest Kosovo outof the hands of the Serbs.” [26]  And so, with the help of an international network of CIA-trained Islamic militants, Americanpolitical and economic hegemony expanded into Central  Asia and the Caspian region.  The Spread of Al-Qaeda  Al-Qaeda did not just spread to Bosnia and Albania/Kosovo, but rather a great many placesaround the world saw the spread of this vast “database” of Islamist fighters, and always aidedby Western intelligence agencies or their regional conduits (such as the ISI and Saudiintelligence agencies). Following on the heels of the established American and NATO strategyfollowing the Cold War, Islamic fundamentalism also came to play a part in this strategy.  Bernard Lewis was a former British intelligence officer and historian who is infamous forexplaining Arab discontent towards the West as not being rooted in a reaction towardimperialism, but rather that it is rooted in Islam; in that Islam is incompatible with the West, andthat they are destined to clash, using the term, “Clash of Civilizations.” For decades, “Lewisplayed a critical role as professor, mentor, and guru to two generations of Orientalists,academics, U.S. and British intelligence specialists, think tank denizens, and assortedneoconservatives.” In the 1980s, Lewis “was hobnobbing with top Department of Defenseofficials.” [27]  He was also one of the originators, along with Brzezinski, of the “Arc of Crisis”strategy employed in the late 1970s.  Lewis wrote a 1992 article in Foreign Affairs, the journal of the Council on Foreign Relations,titled, “Rethinking the Middle  East.” In this article, Lewis raised the prospect of another policytowards the Middle East in the wake of the end of the Cold War and beginnings of the NewWorld Order, “which could even be precipitated by fundamentalism, is what has of late becomefashionable to call 'Lebanonization.' Most of the states of the Middle East - Egypt is an obviousexception - are of recent and artificial construction and are vulnerable to such a process. If thecentral power is sufficiently weakened, there is no real civil society to hold the polity together, noreal sense of common national identity or overriding allegiance to the nation-state. The statethen disintegrates - as happened in Lebanon - into a chaos of squabbling, feuding, fightingsects, tribes, regions and parties.” [28]  Thus, the “database” of Al-Qaeda could be spread internationally so as to destabilize variousregions, and thus provide the justification for intervention or even war. All that was needed waswell-placed intelligence operatives to control key leadership positions within the terroristorganization. The great majority of both its higher-ups and nearly all al-Qaeda operatives wouldnot have to be made aware of the organizations covert use as an arm of US geo-policy.  In the 1990s, Osama bin Laden “built a shadow air force to support his terrorist activities, usingAfghanistan's national airline, a surplus U.S. Air Force jet and clandestine charters.” Further, asthe Los Angeles Times revealed:  With the Taliban's blessing, Bin Laden effectively had hijacked Ariana, the national civilianairline of Afghanistan. For four years, according to former U.S. aides and exiled Afghan officials,Ariana's passenger and charter flights ferried Islamic militants, arms, cash and opium throughthe United Arab Emirates and Pakistan. Members of Bin Laden's Al Qaeda terrorist networkwere provided false Ariana identification that gave them free run of airports in the Middle East.  [ . . . ] Taliban authorities also opened the country's airstrips to high-ranking Persian Gulf stateofficials who routinely flew in for lavish hunting parties. Sometimes joined by Bin Laden andTaliban leaders, the dignitaries, who included several high-ranking officials from Saudi Arabiaand the Emirates--left behind money, vehicles and equipment with their hosts, according to U.S.and Afghan accounts. [29]  Bin Laden’s secret purchase of a US Air Force jet in 1992 “was used to ferry Al Qaedacommanders to East Africa, where they trained Somali tribesmen for attacks on U.S.peacekeeping forces,” and Americans had “unwittingly” helped bin Laden “disguise the plane asa civilian jet.” US security officials were well aware of Ariana airlines being used by al-Qaeda. [30]  Among the high-ranking Persian Gulf officials who flew to Afghanistan for “hunting trips” werePrince Turki al Faisal who ran Saudi intelligence until August 2001, “maintaining close ties withBin Laden and the Taliban,” as well as “Sheik Mohammed ibn Rashid al Maktum, the Dubaicrown prince and Emirates defense minister.” On occasions both Osama bin Laden and Omar,the head of the Taliban, mingled with the hunters. Upon their departure, “the wealthy visitorsoften left behind late-model jeeps, trucks and supplies,” which was “one way the Taliban gottheir equipment.” [31]  What the article does not mention, however, was that the ISI was the prime sponsor of theTaliban, with the complete backing and facilitation of the CIA. The connection to the Saudiintelligence chief further strengthens the thesis that the Safari Club, created in 1976 by theFrench intelligence chief, may have survived as a covert intelligence network encompassingwestern intelligence agencies working through regional agencies such as those of Pakistan andSaudi Arabia.  The German intelligence agency, the BND, revealed in 2004 that two Saudi companies thatwere linked with financing al-Qaeda throughout the 1990s were in fact front organizations forSaudi intelligence, with close connections to its chief, Prince Turki bin Faisal. [32]  Between 1989 and 2001, Billy Waugh, a CIA contractor, trained several al-Qaeda operativesaround the world. [33]  In 2002, it was revealed that, “British intelligence paid large sums ofmoney to an al-Qaeda cell in Libya in a doomed attempt to assassinate Colonel Gadaffi in 1996and thwarted early attempts to bring Osama bin Laden to justice.” In 1998, Libya had issued anarrest warrant for Osama bin Laden, yet:  British and US intelligence agencies buried the fact that the arrest warrant had come from Libyaand played down the threat. Five months after the warrant was issued, al-Qaeda killed morethan 200 people in the truck bombings of US embassies in Kenya and Tanzania. [34]  However, “the resistance of Western intelligence agencies to the Libyan concerns can beexplained by MI6's involvement with the al-Qaeda coup plot.” Anas al-Liby, a Libyan al-Qaedaleader, “was given political asylum in Britain and lived in Manchester until May of 2000 when heeluded a police raid on his house and fled abroad.” [35]  Following the end of the Cold War, many mujahideen fighters were relocated to Russia’sunstable region of Chechnya, where the two main rebel leaders who came to power hadpreviously been trained and funded by the CIA in Afghanistan. The war in Chechnya wasplanned in a secret meeting in 1996 attended by Osama bin Laden and high-ranking officials ofthe Pakistani ISI, whose involvement in Chechnya went “far beyond supplying the Chechenswith weapons and expertise: the ISI and its radical Islamic proxies are actually calling the shotsin this war.” [36]  In other words, the CIA was directing the war through the ISI.  The US and U.K. have supported Chechen separatism as it, “weakens Russia, advances U.S.power in the vital Caspian Sea region, and cripples a potential future rival.” [37]  MikhailGorbachev, former President of Russia, claimed that the British had been arming the Chechenrebels. [38]  Oilalso features prominently in the Chechen conflict, as Chechnya is home to large reserves of oil,as well as pipeline corridor routes being competed over by Russian and Anglo-American oilconglomerates. Thus, the Anglo-Americans support the Chechen separatists, while theRussians send in the military.[39]US intelligence helped fund and transport al-Qaeda into Chechnya in the early 1990s, Americanintelligence remained involved until the end of the decade, seeing the “sponsorship of ‘Islamistjihad in the Caucasus’ as a way to ‘deprive Russia of a viable pipeline route through spiralingviolence and terrorism’.”[40]  The Global Domination Strategy for a New Century  Following upon the strategic objectives set out in the early 1990s for the United States andNATO to expand their hegemony across the world, in preventing the rise of rivals (China andRussia), and expanding the access of western economic interests to the Caspian region, newdesigns were being drawn in the powerful think-tank community in the United States as well asbeing outlined by highly influential strategic thinkers. The renewed strategy, hardly a break fromthe previously determined aim of encirclement and containment of China and Russia, simplyexpanded the scope of this strategy. From one faction, the neo-conservatives, came the initialaim at expanding militarily into the Middle East, starting with Iraq, while the more establishedhard-line realist hawks such as Zbigniew Brzezinski outlined a far more comprehensive andlong-term strategy of world domination by controlling the entirety of Eurasia (Europe and Asia),and subsequently, Africa.  The neo-Conservative hawks in the US foreign policy establishment formed the think tank, theProject for the New American Century (PNAC) in the 1990s. In 2000, they published theirreport, Rebuilding America’s Defenses, in which they outlined a strategy for the United States inthe “new century.” Following where the Defense Planning Guidance document left off (duringthe first Bush administration), the report stated that, “the United States must retain sufficientforces able to rapidly deploy and win multiple simultaneous large-scale wars,” and that there isa “need to retain sufficient combat forces to fight and win, multiple, nearly simultaneous majortheatre wars,” as “the Pentagon needs to begin to calculate the force necessary to protect,independently, US interests in Europe, East Asia and the Gulf at all times.” [41]  It recommended the “regime change” of Saddam Hussein in Iraq as the “immediate justification”for a US military presence in the Gulf; however, “the need for a substantial American forcepresence in the Gulf transcends the issue of the regime of Saddam Hussein.” In advocating fora massive increase in defense spending, and outlining military operations against Iraq, NorthKorea, and possibly Iran, the report stated that, “further, the process of transformation, even if itbrings revolutionary change, is likely to be a long one, absent some catastrophic and catalyzingevent – like a new Pearl Harbor.” [42]  Zbigniew Brzezinski outlined a long-term American imperial strategy to control Eurasia in hisbook, The Grand Chessboard. He stated bluntly that, “it is imperative that no Eurasianchallenger emerges, capable of dominating Eurasia and thus of also challenging America,” andthen made clear the imperial nature of his strategy:  To put it in a terminology that harkens back to the more brutal age of ancient empires, the threegrand imperatives of imperial geostrategy are to prevent collusion and maintain securitydependence among the vassals, to keep tributaries pliant and protected, and to keep thebarbarians from coming together. [43]  He further explained that the Central Asian nations (or “Eurasian Balkans” as he refers to them):  are of importance from the standpoint of security and historical ambitions to at least three oftheir most immediate and more powerful neighbors, namely Russia, Turkey and Iran, with Chinaalso signaling an increasing political interest in the region. But the Eurasian Balkans areinfinitely more important as a potential economic prize: an enormous concentration of naturalgas and oil reserves is located in the region, in addition to important minerals, including gold. [44]  Brzezinski emphasizes “that America's primary interest is to help ensure that no single powercomes to control this geopolitical space and that the global community has unhindered financialand economic access to it.” [45]  Preparing for War Against Afghanistan  In 1997, Taliban officials traveled to Texas to meet with Unocal Oil Company to discuss thepossibility of a pipeline being built from Turkmenistan across Afghanistan and to Pakistan.Unocal had agreements with Turkmenistan to sell its gas and with Pakistan to buy it. Themissing link was getting the gas to Pakistan through Afghanistan, which is where the Talibancame into the picture. Unocal’s main competitor in the pipeline bid was with Bridas, anArgentine firm. However, at this time, Afghanistan was still embroiled in civil war, making theprospect of a pipeline being built an unstable venture. [46]  A month before the Taliban visited Texas, Bridas, Unocal’s main competitor, merged its oil andgas assets with Amoco-Argentina Oil, a subsidiary of British Petroleum (BP), one of the world’stop three oil companies. [47]  Shortly before this merger was finalized, Bridas had announcedthat it was close to signing a 2 billion dollar deal with the Taliban, saying “the talks were in theirfinal stages.” [48]  After meeting with Unocal officials in Texas, the Taliban announced in January of 1998 that,“they're close to reaching a final agreement on the building of a gas pipeline acrossAfghanistan,” however, they “didn't indicate which of two competing companies the Talibanfavoured.” [49]  It is significant to note some of the important figures that were involved with the oil companies inrelation to Central Asian gas reserves and pipeline projects. In 1997, Zbigniew Brzezinski, the(self-proclaimed) mastermind for the Afghan-Soviet War, Jimmy Carter’s National SecurityAdviser, and cofounder with David Rockefeller of the Trilateral Commission, was an adviser toBP-Amoco, specifically dealing with the Caspian region. [50]  Unocal, in an effort to try to securetheir pipeline contract with the Taliban, hired former US Secretary of State Henry Kissinger.Afghan-born Zalmay Khalilzad, former Reagan State Department Advisor on Afghanistan duringthe Afghan-Soviet War, was also brought on as a consultant for a group hired by Unocal. Hewould later become US envoy to Afghanistan after the US invasion in 2001.[51]  The pipeline project then ran into significant problems when, in December of 1998, Unocalannounced that it quit its Afghan pipeline project. [52]  Between 1996 and 2001, Enron bosseshad given millions of dollars in bribes to Taliban officials to secure contracts for buildingpipelines. After Unocal withdrew from the deal, Enron continued to pressure the Taliban tocontinue with a pipeline. In 1996, neighboring Uzbekistan signed a deal with Enron to developUzbek natural gas fields. [53]  In 1997,Halliburton, with Dick Cheney as its CEO, secured a contract in Turkmenistan for explorationand drilling in the Caspian Sea basin.[54]However, in December of 2001, Enron filed for bankruptcy.  Eventually, Unocal pulled out of the deal as a result of Afghanistan’s Taliban government notbeing fully recognized internationally as the legitimate Afghan government, and therefore, thepipeline project could not receive funding from international financial institutions like the WorldBank. Unocal also pulled out as a result of the continual conflict raging in Afghanistan betweenvarious groups. [55]  In 1999, the Pentagon issued a secret document confirmed by the Joint Chiefs of Staff andSecretary of Defense, which stated that, “Oil conflicts over production facilities and transportroutes, particularly in the Persian Gulf and Caspian regions, are specifically envisaged” in thenear future, stating that, “energy and resource issues will continue to shape internationalsecurity.” The document “vividly highlights how the highest levels of the US Defence communityaccepted the waging of an oil war as a legitimate military option.” [56]  Before George W. Bush became President in January of 2001, there were plans at the highestlevels of the United States government in beginning preparations for a war against Afghanistan,which included attempts to secure an alliance with the Russians in “calling for military actionagainst Afghanistan.” [57]  In March of 2001 it was reported that India has joined the US, Russia and Iran in an effort tomilitarily replace the Afghan Taliban government, with Tajikistan and Uzbekistan to be used asbases to launch incursions into Afghanistan against the Taliban. [58]  In the Spring of 2001, theUS military envisaged and war gamed the entire scenario of a US attack on Afghanistan, whichsubsequently became the operational plan for the war.[59]  In the summer of 2001, the Taliban were leaked information from top-secret meetings that theBush regime was planning to launch a military operation against the Taliban in July to replacethe government. A US military contingency plan existed on paper to attack Afghanistan from thenorth by the end of the summer of 2001, as in, prior to 9/11. [60]  A former Pakistani diplomat told the BBC that the US was planning military action againstOsama bin Laden and the Taliban before the 9/11 attacks. Niaz Naik, former Pakistani ForeignSecretary, “was told by senior American officials in mid-July that military action againstAfghanistan would go ahead by the middle of October.” The invasion subsequently took placeon October 7, 2001. Naik was told of this information at a secretive UN-sponsored meetingwhich took place in Berlin in July 2001, with officials from the US, Russia, and many CentralAsian countries. He also stated that the US would launch the operation from their bases inTajikistan, “where American advisers were already in place.” [61]  As revealed by MSNBC, “President Bush was expected to sign detailed plans for a worldwidewar against al-Qaida two days before Sept. 11,” and that, “The plan dealt with all aspects of awar against al-Qaida, ranging from diplomatic initiatives to military operations in Afghanistan.” Itoutlined “essentially the same” war plan as was put into action following the 9/11 attacks. TheNational Security document was also submitted to Condoleezza Rice prior to the attacks, andincluded plans to attack the Taliban and remove them from power in Afghanistan. [62]  FormerBritish Prime Minister Tony Blair stated that, “To be truthful about it, there was no way we couldhave got the public consent to have suddenly launched a campaign on Afghanistan but for whathappened on September 11.”[63]  Following the start of the war on Afghanistan in October of 2001, the Guardian’s GeorgeMonbiot wrote that the war “may also be a late colonial adventure,” as “Afghanistan is asindispensable to the regional control and transport of oil in central Asia as Egypt was in theMiddle East.” It is worth quoting Monbiot at some length:  Afghanistan has some oil and gas of its own, but not enough to qualify as a major strategicconcern. Its northern neighbours, by contrast, contain reserves which could be critical to futureglobal supply. In 1998, Dick Cheney, now US vice-president but then chief executive of a majoroil services company, remarked: "I cannot think of a time when we have had a region emergeas suddenly to become as strategically significant as the Caspian." But the oil and gas there isworthless until it is moved. The only route which makes both political and economic sense isthrough Afghanistan.  Transporting all the Caspian basin's fossil fuel through Russia or Azerbaijan would greatlyenhance Russia's political and economic control over the central Asian republics, which isprecisely what the west has spent 10 years trying to prevent. Piping it through Iran would enricha regime which the US has been seeking to isolate. Sending it the long way round throughChina, quite aside from the strategic considerations, would be prohibitively expensive. Butpipelines through Afghanistan would allow the US both to pursue its aim of "diversifying energysupply" and to penetrate the world's most lucrative markets. Growth in European oilconsumption is slow and competition is intense. In south Asia, by contrast, demand is boomingand competitors are scarce. Pumping oil south and selling it in Pakistan and India, in otherwords, is far more profitable than pumping it west and selling it in Europe.  As the author Ahmed Rashid has documented, in 1995 the US oil company Unocal startednegotiating to build oil and gas pipelines from Turkmenistan, through Afghanistan and intoPakistani ports on the Arabian sea. The company's scheme required a single administration inAfghanistan, which would guarantee safe passage for its goods. Soon after the Taliban tookKabul in September 1996, the Telegraph reported that "oil industry insiders say the dream ofsecuring a pipeline across Afghanistan is the main reason why Pakistan, a close political ally ofAmerica's, has been so supportive of the Taliban, and why America has quietly acquiesced inits conquest of Afghanistan". Unocal invited some of the leaders of the Taliban to Houston,where they were royally entertained. The company suggested paying these barbarians 15 centsfor every thousand cubic feet of gas it pumped through the land they had conquered.  For the first year of Taliban rule, US policy towards the regime appears to have beendetermined principally by Unocal's interests. In 1997 a US diplomat told Rashid "the Taliban willprobably develop like the Saudis did. There will be Aramco [the former US oil consortium inSaudi   Arabia] pipelines, an emir, no parliament and lots of Sharia law. We can live with that."  [. . . ] In February 1998, John Maresca, [Unocal’s] head of international relations, toldrepresentatives that the growth in demand for energy in Asia and sanctions against Irandetermined that Afghanistan remained "the only other possible route" for Caspian oil. Thecompany, once the Afghan government was recognised by foreign diplomats and banks, stillhoped to build a 1,000-mile pipeline, which would carry a million barrels a day. Only inDecember 1998, four months after the embassy bombings in east Africa, did Unocal drop itsplans.  But Afghanistan's strategic importance has not changed. In September, a few days before theattack on New York, the US energy information administration reported that "Afghanistan'ssignificance from an energy standpoint stems from its geographical position as a potentialtransit route for oil and natural gas exports from central Asia to the Arabian sea. This potentialincludes the possible construction of oil and natural gas export pipelines through Afghanistan".Given that the US government is dominated by former oil industry executives, we would befoolish to suppose that such plans no longer figure in its strategic thinking. As the researcherKeith Fisher has pointed out, the possible economic outcomes of the war in Afghanistan mirrorthe possible economic outcomes of the war in the Balkans, where the development of "Corridor8", an economic zone built around a pipeline carrying oil and gas from the Caspian to Europe, isa critical allied concern.  American foreign policy is governed by the doctrine of "full-spectrum dominance", which meansthat the US should control military, economic and political development worldwide. China hasresponded by seeking to expand its interests in central Asia. The defence white paper Beijingpublished last year argued that "China's fundamental interests lie in ... the establishment andmaintenance of a new regional security order". In June, China and Russia pulled four centralAsian republics into a "Shanghai cooperation organisation". Its purpose, according to JiangZemin, is to "foster world multi-polarisation", by which he means contesting US full-spectrumdominance.  If the US succeeds in overthrowing the Taliban and replacing them with a stable and gratefulpro-western government and if the US then binds the economies of central Asia to that of its allyPakistan, it will have crushed not only terrorism, but also the growing ambitions of both Russiaand China. Afghanistan, as ever, is the key to the western domination of Asia. [64]  As revealed by the San Francisco Chronicle in November of 2001, “the United States andPakistan decided to install a stable regime in place in Afghanistan around 1994 -- a regime thatwould end the country's civil war and thus ensure the safety of the Unocal pipeline project.” Andso:  the State Department and Pakistan's Inter- Services Intelligence agency agreed to funnel armsand funding to the Taliban in their war against the ethnically Tajik Northern Alliance. As recentlyas 1999, U.S. taxpayers paid the entire annual salary of every single Taliban governmentofficial, all in the hopes of returning to the days of dollar-a- gallon gas. Pakistan, naturally, wouldpick up revenues from a Karachi oil port facility. [65]  Clearly, the plans and purposes for war on Afghanistan had been well established. What wasneeded was the public justification. The people will not readily support a war to dominatestrategic energy reserves and pipeline routes halfway around the world. Besides the fact thatthis would be an admission of empire, something that still a great many in the American publichave failed to reconcile and accept, it would be a difficult task to ask Americans to die forUnocal. What the American people needed to rouse their appetite for war was to have theircollective consciousness reshaped by fear; what was needed was terror.  Andrew Gavin Marshall is a Research Associate with the Centre for Research onGlobalization (CRG).  He is co-editor, with Michel Chossudovsky, of the recent book,   " The Global Economic Crisis: The Great Depression of the XXI Century" .        [1]  Nafeez Mosaddeq Ahmed, The War on Truth: 9/11, Disinformation, and the Anatomy ofTerrorism. (Northampton: Olive Branch Press, 2005), page 331      [2]  Pipelineistan: The rules of the game. Asia Times: January 26, 2002:   http://www.gasandoil.com/goc/features/fex20867.htm  Seymour Hersh, The Price of Oil. The New Yorker: July 9, 2001      [3]  Tyler, Patrick E. U.S. Strategy Plan Calls for Insuring No Rivals Develop: A OneSuperpower World.   The New York Times: March 8, 1992.  http://work.colum.edu/~amiller/wolfowitz1992.htm      [4]  Ibid.      [5]  John Roberts, Roots of Allied Farce. The American Spectator: May 4, 1999:   http://www.antiwar.com/spectator1.html      [6]  Ibid.      [7]  Michel Chossudovsky, Dismantling Former Yugoslavia, Recolonizing Bosnia-Herzegovina.   Global Research: February 19, 2002: http://globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&amp;aid=370      [8]  David Binder, Yugoslavia Seen Breaking Up Soon. The New York Times: November 28,1990      [9]  Gary Wilson, New reports show secret U.S. role in Balkan war. Workers World NewsService: 1996:   http://www.workers.org/ww/1997/bosnia.html      [10]  Ian Traynor, Croat general on trial for war crimes. The Guardian: March 12, 2008:   http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2008/mar/12/warcrimes.balkans      [11]  Adam LeBor, Croat general Ante Gotovina stands trial for war crimes. The Times Online:March 11, 2008:   http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/world/europe/article3522828.ece      [12]  Brendan O’Neill, 'You are only allowed to see Bosnia in black and white'. Spiked: January23, 2004:   http://www.spiked-online.com/Articles/0000000CA374.htm      [13]  Richard J. Aldrich, America used Islamists to arm the Bosnian Muslims. The Guardian:April 22, 2002:   http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2002/apr/22/warcrimes.comment/print      [14]  Tim Judah, German spies accused of arming Bosnian Muslims. The Telegraph: April 20,1997:   http://www.serbianlinks.freehosting.net/german.htm      [15]  Peter Dale Scott, The Road to 9/11: Wealth, Empire, and the Future of America. Universityof California   Press: 2007: pages 149-150      [16]  History Commons, Serbia and Montenegro: 1996-1999: Albanian Mafia and KLA TakeControl of Balkan Heroin Trafficking Route.   The Center for Cooperative Research: http://www.historycommons.org/topic.jsp?topic=country_serbia_and_montenegro      [17]  History Commons, Serbia and Montenegro: 1997: KLA Surfaces to Resist SerbianPersecution of Albanians.   The Center for Cooperative Research: http://www.historycommons.org/topic.jsp?topic=country_serbia_and_montenegro      [18]  History Commons, Serbia and Montenegro: February 1998: State Department RemovesKLA from Terrorism List.   The Center for Cooperative Research: http://www.historycommons.org/topic.jsp?topic=country_serbia_and_montenegro      [19]  Marcia Christoff Kurop, Al Qaeda's Balkan Links. The Wall Street Journal: November 1,2001:   http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/fr/561291/posts      [20]  Global Research, German Intelligence and the CIA supported Al Qaeda sponsoredTerrorists in Yugoslavia.   Global Research: February 20, 2005: http://globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&amp;aid=431      [21]  Michel Chossudovsky, Kosovo: The US and the EU support a Political Process linked toOrganized Crime.   Global Research: February 12, 2008: http://globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&amp;aid=8055      [22]  Andrew Gavin Marshall, Breaking Yugoslavia. Geopolitical Monitor: July 21, 2008:   http://www.geopoliticalmonitor.com/content/backgrounders/2008-07-21/breaking-yugoslavia/      [23]  Aleksandar Pavic, Correspondence between German Politicians Reveals the HiddenAgenda behind Kosovo's "Independence".   Global Research: March 12, 2008: http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&amp;aid=8304      [24]  Jacob Heilbrunn and Michael Lind, The Third American Empire. The New York Times:January 2, 1996:   http://www.nytimes.com/1996/01/02/opinion/the-third-american-empire.html?pagewanted=1      [25]  George Monbiot, A discreet deal in the pipeline. The Guardian: February 15, 2001:   http://www.guardian.co.uk/business/2001/feb/15/oil.georgemonbiot      [26]  Ibid.      [27]  Robert Dreyfuss, Devil's Game: How the United States Helped Unleash FundamentalistIslam. Owl Books, 2005: page 332-333      [28]  Bernard Lewis, Rethinking the Middle East. Foreign Affairs, Fall 1992: pages 116-117      [29]  Stephen Braun and Judy Pasternak, Long Before Sept. 11, Bin Laden Aircraft Flew Underthe Radar. The Los   Angeles Times: November 18, 2001:   http://web.archive.org/web/20030618094400/http://www.latimes.com/news/nationworld/nation/la-111801osamair,0,7388562.story      [30]  Ibid.      [31]  Ibid.      [32]  John Crewdson, German Intelligence Points to Two Saudi Companies As Having AlQaeda Links. The Chicago Tribune: March 31, 2004      [33]  Billy Waugh and Tim Keown, Hunting the Jackal: A Special Forces and CIA GroundSoldier's Fifty-Year Career Hunting America's Enemies.   (William Morrow, 2004), pages 173, 303, 308      [34]  Martin Bright, MI6 'halted bid to arrest bin Laden'. The Guardian: November 10, 2002:  http://www.guardian.co.uk/politics/2002/nov/10/uk.davidshayler      [35]  Ibid.      [36]  Michel Chossudovsky, Who Is Osama bin Laden? Global Research: September 12, 2001:   http://www.globalresearch.ca/articles/CHO109C.html      [37]  Mark Ames, Dividing Russia. AlterNet: June 29, 2005:   http://www.alternet.org/story/23230      [38]  Adrian Blomfield and Mike Smith, Gorbachev: US could start new Cold War. TheTelegraph: May 6, 2008:  http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/europe/russia/1933223/Gorbachev-US-could-start-new-Cold-War.html      [39]  Marcus Warren, Back garden 'oil barons' spring up in Chechnya. The Telegraph: June 7,2002:   http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/europe/russia/1396582/Back-garden-oil-barons-spring-up-in-Chechnya.html  Peter Dale Scott, Pipeline Politics - Oil Behind Plan for U.S. Troops in Georgia. New AmericanMedia: February 28, 2002:   http://news.ncmonline.com/news/view_article.html?article_id=812  Michel Chossudovsky, Who Is Osama bin Laden? Global Research: September 12, 2001:   http://www.globalresearch.ca/articles/CHO109C.html  Sharon LaFraniere, How Jihad Made Its Way to Chechnya. The Washington Post: April 26,2003:   http://www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/wp-dyn/A39482-2003Apr25?language=printer  BBC, Obituary: Chechen rebel Khattab. BBC World News: April 26, 2002:   http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/europe/1952053.stm      [40]  Nafeez Mosaddeq Ahmed, Our Terrorists. The New Internationalist: October 2009:   http://www.newint.org/features/2009/10/01/blowback-extended-version/      [41]  PNAC, Rebuilding America’s Defenses. Project for the New American Century: September2000, pages 6, 8, 9, 14, 51:   http://www.newamericancentury.org/publicationsreports.htm      [42]  Ibid.      [43]  Brzezinski, Zbigniew. The Grand Chessboard: American Primacy and its GeostrategicImperatives. Basic Books, 1997: Page 40      [44]  Ibid, page 124.      [45]  Ibid, page 148.      [46]  BBC, Taleban in Texas for talks on gas pipeline. BBC World: December 4, 1997:   http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/west_asia/37021.stm      [47]  Thomson Financial, Amoco Argentina-Oil Assets acquires Bridas Corp-South American Oilfrom Bridas Corp.   Thomson Financial Mergers and Acquisitions: November 17, 1997:   http://www.alacrastore.com/storecontent/Thomson_M&amp;A/Amoco_Argentina_Oil      [48]  BBC, Afghan Pipeline Deal Close. BBC World: November 3, 1997:   http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/west_asia/21007.stm      [49]  BBC, Taleban says it's ready to sign Turkmen pipeline deal. BBC News: January 4, 1998:   http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/s/w_asia/44521.stm      [50]  Brian Becker, Where have all the cold warriors gone? U.S. oil giants drain Azerbaijan.Workers World: August 21, 1997:  http://www.hartford-hwp.com/archives/51/029.html      [51]  Mary Pat Flaherty, David B. Ottaway and James V. Grimaldi, How Afghanistan WentUnlisted as Terrorist Sponsor.   The Washington Post: November 5, 2001: http://www.highbeam.com/doc/1P2-478705.html      [52]  Steven Levine, Unocal Quits Afghanistan Pipeline Project. The New York Times:December 5, 1998:   http://s3.amazonaws.com/911timeline/1990s/nyt120598.html      [53]  History Commons, 1996-September 11, 2001: Enron Gives Taliban Millions in Bribes inEffort to Get Afghan Pipeline Built.   http://www.historycommons.org/context.jsp?item=a96enronbribe#a96enronbribe      [54]  Halliburton, Halliburton Alliance Awarded Integrated Service Contract Offshore CaspianSea In Turkmenistan.   1997 Press Releases: October 27, 1997: http://www.halliburton.com/news/archive/1997/hesnws_102797.jsp      [55]  Dale Allen Pfeiffer, The Forging of 'Pipelineistan'. From the Wilderness: 2002:   http://www.fromthewilderness.com/free/ww3/071102_pipelineistan.html      [56]  Ritt Goldstein, Oil wars Pentagon's policy since 1999. Sydney Morning Herald: May 20,2003:   http://www.smh.com.au/articles/2003/05/19/1053196528488.html      [57]  S. Frederick   Starr, Afghanistan Land Mine. The Washington Post: December 19, 2000:   http://www.ratical.org/ratville/CAH/linkscopy/AfghanLM.html      [58]  Rahul   Bedi, India joins anti-Taliban coalition. Jane’s Security News: March 15, 2001:   http://www.janes.com/security/international_security/news/jir/jir010315_1_n.shtml      [59]  SMH, Defence redefined means securing cheap energy. Sydney Morning Herald:December 26, 2002:   http://www.smh.com.au/articles/2002/12/25/1040511092926.html      [60]  David Leigh, Attack and counter-attack. The Guardian: September 26, 2001:   http://www.guardian.co.uk/Archive/Article/0,4273,4264545,00.html      [61]  George   Arney, US 'planned attack on Taleban'. BBC News: September 18, 2001:   http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/south_asia/1550366.stm      [62]  Jim Miklaszewski and Alex Johnson, U.S. sought attack on al-Qaida. MSNBC: May 16,2002:   http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/4587368/      [63]  Michael Meacher, This War on Terrorism is Bogus. The Guardian: September 6, 2003:   http://www.guardian.co.uk/politics/2003/sep/06/september11.iraq      [64]  George Monbiot, America's pipe dream. The Guardian: October 23, 2001:   http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2001/oct/23/afghanistan.terrorism11      [65]  Ted Rall, It’s About Oil. The San Francisco Chronicle: November 2, 2001:   http://articles.sfgate.com/2001-11-02/opinion/17625946_1_kazak-caspian-sea-black-sea    
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