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Thank you for that gracious introduction.  Let me begin by thanking Pat Lamken for inviting me to be here today and for her efforts to arrange – what is certainly for me – a historic landmark in my 26 years of work to bring to light information – vitally important, life and death, information – which has been virtually ignored by the mainstream media. This information has also remained completely unaddressed or even publicly acknowledged by those elites in both america and the world that determine and shape public policy and direct the course of human events. 

I say this with the full and complete awareness that i am tonight standing partially in the midst of those elites and that those elites are listening. 

I have long been aware of the stature and prestige of the commonwealth club, for its ability to attract some of the world’s most influential speakers; also for its reputation for bi-partisanship; and perhaps most importantly for its willingness to present conflicting or opposing viewpoints. 

My appearance here tonight no doubt marks a departure for the club even from that inspiring record.  With today’s remarks i intend to establish a whole new definition of “conflicting viewpoint.” I applaud the club’s record and am mindful that, had it not been for the dangerous and epochal historical events taking place around us, i would never have been afforded such an opportunity as this. Because clearly, my writing and public speaking have demonstrated that where we are today is exactly where i said we would be if something fundamental was not changed about how we both view the world, and how we interact with it. 

Before preparing this speech, of course, i did some research to see who had spoken here before. 

I was happy to see that i follow on the heels of such notables as former cia director james woolsey and two members of the kean commission on 9/11: slade gorton and richard ben-veniste. These are not people who i would call “kindred spirits.” I also saw the name of homeland security secretary tom ridge and former treasury secretary robert rubin. These are also leaders of whom i have been sharply critical in the past and will be sharply critical of in the future. 

I also saw names like john kerry, john edwards, dennis kucinich, joe liberman and madeleine albright. 

My record as a journalist and lecturer shows that i have not embraced, and have indeed been fiercely critical of, most of these opinion makers. While i am more inclined to find kinship with dennis kucinich, i also state categorically that no political leader who does not address the real causes of the problems facing us will ever be considered by me as a true kindred soul – or as a political champion for the future. 

Such praise and endorsement i offer only to the likes of my good friend, the honorable cynthia mckinney of georgia, and to former assistant secretary of housing catherine austin fitts. I heartily recommend them to the club as potential speakers for future events. 

I also saw the names of spiritual leaders and independent or international voices like al franken, jane goodall, arianna huffington, the rabbi michael lerner, norman mailer, ted turner, hans blix and king abudullah ii.  In looking at this long list of presitigious speakers i was very aware that the life’s work of michael ruppert did not place me in any category that fit with these people. For the most part – i have long considered them to be part of a serious problem rather than pathfinders to its solution.  That realization brought to mind what was perhaps the single most memorable line from the 1992 vice-presidential debates in which ross perot’s running mate, retired navy admiral james stockdale – a medal of honor winner and vietnam pow – asked, “who am i?” And “why am i here?” 

I am not prone to over-analyzing such opportunities. I have always said that, if given the chance, i would walk into the lion’s den or the devil’s bedroom to make my case and that is what i intend to do today. This is as close as i have come thus far to either. For here, i can see tonight parts of the elite whose consciousness and attitudes must be changed if humanity is to even partially meet the challenges that are “in our faces.” 

For any of you who might be either lions or devils i hope that you have had a good meal recently and also that you have checked your pitchforks at the door. I also implore that your ears be open and your minds accessible.  For those of you who realize that a global crisis is casting its shadow across the entire planet, and who wish better to understand its dynamics, i am here to offer some of my experience and learning as a “mapmaker” who has no allegiance to partisan politics or any desire except to tell you the truth, no matter how disquieting it may be, or how divergent it may be from whatever cherished beliefs you may hold; from whatever cosomological principles you may believe in; or from whatever economic or other personal interests you may have. 

A spiritual teacher once told me that my problem was not that i thought highly of myself; not that i thought lowly of myself; but that i thought constantly of myself. In that vein, let us all tonight try to think of issues larger than ourselves, our personal interests, our wants, or our fears.  Viewed from almost any perspective; be it geopolitics, economics, climate, spreading warfare that threatens to unleash a global orgy of bloodletting, rising energy prices, documented energy shortages, fresh water shortages, biological warfare, the repression of civil liberties at home and abroad, or any of a dozen other issues; planet earth and all of its inhabitants are in great danger. This is not a time to think of national security. It is a time to think of planetary security – indeed, of planetary survival.  And i must recognize also that i would never have been afforded this incredible opportunity to speak to you today, had it not been for the consistent support and generosity; 

The reasearh and activism; the courage and disenfranchisement, and above all the loyalty of all those people who have helped my newsletter, “from the wilderness”, grow in just six years from 68 to more than 15,000 monthly readers worldwide. Today our web site at www.fromthewilderness.com averages more than 12,000 visitors a day. 

These include members of congress, business and economic leaders, professors at more than 30 universities, respected journalists, and political leaders in many countries. 

If anything had an impact on my thinking as i prepared these remarks it was my awareness that these loyal supporters are the people on whose behalf i presume to speak. It is their voice and their commitment which has given rise to my voice. I could not and would not be here were it not for them.  But i also, if i may be that bold, presume to speak for all mankind, regardless of religion, ethnicity, nationality, gender, sexual preference, bank account or any other artificial distinction. 

This is no time to be shy. 

This is not a time when men and women of good conscience can afford to be politcally correct or be guided by anything except a willingness to discard every “cherished” belief or opinion which stands in the way of an accurate and fearless appraisal of the world around us. 

As i have said so many times in the last three years while delivering more than 40 lectures on the truth and lies of 9/11 and peak oil, in eight countries: the events in the five years following the attacks of september 11th will determine the course of human history for the next 500 years or more.  I can only assume that the record of my lectures and writings, wherein i have come to be known as a man who backs up everything he says and presents it to his audiences for verfication, had something to do with how the board of governors reached its decision to extend this invitation.  For many years now not a single fact, citation or piece of evidence, presented in my lectures, or in my best-selling video, “the truth and lies of 9/11” has been proved inaccurate. 

I am known as a man who does not expect people to take his word on faith but who asks and even expects people to challenge his research, evaluate it, and reach their own conclusions. 

Operating under the assumption that the past credibility of my research has produced a record which got me in the door at the commonwealth club, i am today, in the interest of time and for maximum impact, going to dispense with my customary slide presentation. I fully expect that anyone who challenges or disagrees with my assertions will go out and do some checking for him or her self. 

Almost everything i present to you today will be fully documented – by means of approximately 1,000 endnotes – in my soon to be released book, “crossing the rubicon: the decline of the american empire at the end of the age of oil.” The book, published by new society publishers, should be available for sale from the ftw web site within 2-3 weeks and it will go on sale nationally, through all major outlets, by mid-october. 

September 11th 

Both here in the united states and around the world i am not alone in believing that the attacks of septmeber 11th were facilitated, orchestrated and executed by the united states government. However, there is a great deal of misunderstanding and conclusion jumping about these assessments that is not supported by the evidence. I was trained as a police officer and detective, and for many years now i have been an effective investigative journalist because i have adhered to strict evidentiary and investigative standards. 

The 9/11 attacks were the result of deliberate planning and orchestrated efforts by identifiable leaders within the u.s.  government, and the energy and financial sectors, to see a pearl harbor-like attack which would provide the american empire with a pretext for war, invasion and the sequential confiscation of oil and natural gas reserves, or the key transportation routes through which they pass. 9-11 was a premeditated murder and in my book, and here tonight, i will name some of the suspects who committed the crime. In my book i will show you overwhelming evidence of their guilt which i would be proud and confident to place either before a district attorney or a jury. 

Historically, the assertion that the united states government would orchestrate an attack upon american interests has ample precedent. Former national security advisor zbigniew brzezinski described the need for such an event in several places in his 1997 book “the grand chessboard.” It was i who first brought this book to world attention in late 2001. The project for a new american century made reference to the need for such an attack in its 2000 report “rebuilding america’s defenses.” Declassified top secret documents disclosed by author james bamford in his book, “body of secrets” tell us that in 1962 the joint chiefs had approved a plan called “operation northwoods” which was a covert operation that would shoot down american 

Aircraft and stage attacks on american military facilities with the intent of blaming those attacks on fidel castro and prompting the subsequent us invasion and occupation of cuba. 

The declassified northwoods documents can be seen and downloaded from the ftw web site. But once viewed, they cannot be ignored. 

Therefore it cannot be said that such a thing has never been conceived of or carried out by american political leaders.  From the sinking of the battleship maine, to the gulf of tonkin, and indeed, even to pearl harbor itself, history today provides us with abundant documentation of us government complicity in varying degrees in similar attacks. The book “day of deceit” and other records from the national archives have shown us that the roosevelt administration had broken the japanese codes well before december 7th, and that a conscious decision was made to allow the attack on pearl harbor to take place. This was intended to provide the necessary impetus for us entry into the second world war at a time when great britain was buckling under the military blitzkrieg, aerial bombing and u-boat warfare of the third reich. 

Crossing the rubicon is a detective story that gets to the innermost core of the 9/11 attacks. It places 9/11 at the center of a desperate new america, created by specific, named individuals in preparation for peak oil: an economic crisis like nothing the world has ever seen. 

Simply defined, peak oil is that moment in time when global oil – and natural gas – production begins an irreversible and permanent decline which will not yield or give way regardless of how much money and effort is spent trying to change it. 

With demand still accelerating rapidly in both the us and the industrialized and developing world, the arrival of peak oil literally describes a point of overshoot in which economic and ecological stasis – let alone growth – becomes unsustainable. Over the course of the last three years, “from the wilderness” has pioneered the investigation and documentation of this crisis. With the invaluable research and writing of ftw’s energy editor dale allen pfeiffer, a geologist, and through my own travels and research in the us, france and germany, we have drawn upon the expertise of those with decades of experience in the oil industry (many of whom have left it), independent scientists and academics having no connection to the energy industry, business and financial leaders, international bodies such as the international energy agency, and actual world events to draw attention to what is the single most serious threat facing mankind in its entire history. 

It is my belief, as i speak to you tonight that planet earth is – plus or minus one year – at the all time peak of hydrocarbon energy production. Simply put, we have used half of all the oil god placed on this planet, and every drop, every barrel extracted from the ground from now on will become progressively more expensive, of lesser quality, and much harder to obtain. We have picked the low hanging fruit. As all experts agree, peak is something we will only know of a certainty as we view it in our rear view mirrors.  The attacks of september 11th, 2001 were the pretext for the american, and to a lesser extent, the british and israeli empires to begin seizing, by force, those energy supplies needed to sustain their power, hegemony (whether regional or global) and their teetering economies.  The attacks of 9/11 were accomplished through an amazing orchestration of logistics and personnel. Former national security aide and counter-terror advisor richard clarke has postulated that such a conspiracy could never be kept a secret. Too many people would have been involved, he said.  On this point i disagree with clarke completely and point to the fact that the manhattan project, which developed the atom bomb and the stealth fighter project were both successfully kept secret. The numbers of people involved in both of those projects far exceeded the numbers of people within the united states government required to execute 9/11. 

However, i must express a deep debt of gratitude to clarke. 

For in his book “against all enemies” he left a compelling trail of bread crumbs, contradictions to the sworn testimony of our highest leaders, and hard evidence which provided me with much of the information needed to say that not only can i name some of the us government officials who perpetrated those attacks, i can also identify the prime suspect – or mr. Big – who played the command role in executing them. Mr. Clarke is not a stupid man and i can only conclude that he left those crumbs for others to find.  All of this of course stands in stark contrast to the report of the so-called independent commission which investigated those attacks. Before i start naming names, let me first take a look at why absolutely nothing presented by the kean commission can, or should, be accepted without challenge. 

The kean commission 

A recent story in the minneapolis star tribune reported on how one us senator, mark dayton of minnesota, found some egregious inconsistencies in the final report of the kean commission. The story said that during a recent hearing evaluating the kean report: 

“dayton told leaders of the sept. 11 commission that, based on the commission’s report, a norad chronology made public a week after the attacks was grossly misleading. The chronology said the faa notified the military’s emergency air command of three of the hijackings while those jetliners were still airborne. Dayton cited commission findings that the faa failed to inform norad about three of the planes until after they had crashed. 

“and, he said, a squadron of norad fighter planes that was scrambled was sent east over the atlantic ocean and was 150 miles from washington, d.c., when the third plane struck the pentagon – ‘farther than they were before they took off.’ 

“dayton said norad officials ‘lied to the american people, they lied to congress and they lied to your 9/11 commission to create a false impression of competence, communication and protection of the american people.’ he told kean and hamilton that if the commission’s report is correct, president bush ‘should fire whoever at faa, at norad ... Betrayed their public trust by not telling us the truth.’” what senator dayton did not fully focus on was that, just a few short weeks before releasing its final report, the kean commission unilaterally changed the times of certain key events, negating and overruling testimony and evidence presented under oath, without having received a single new piece of evidence – either formally or informally – that contradicted or changed the evidence already received.  I’m sure that there are some attorneys in the room tonight. I wonder how many of you would acquiesce to the judge in a criminal trial submitting and ruling on evidence that neither the defense nor prosecution had presented during trial, but which the judge had somehow produced, without explanation, from his or her chambers. How would you react if the judge then ruled on the basis of that evidence, making no attempt to reconcile the evidence presented by either side? 

What would you say to the jury? 

While senator dayton was astute enough to note some glaring inconsistencies and contradictions in a highly manipulated and frequently altered evidentiary record, he missed, or chose to ignore other elephants sitting comfortably in the living room of one of the most shameless pieces of dishonest public accounting in american history.  These include the fact that the commission inexplicably introduced, at the last minute, a completely new timeline of events surrounding the responses of the faa, norad and the pentagon on 9/11 in direct contradiction to previously sworn testimony and exhibits from these commands. In most cases this evidence was presented by the same men who actually made key decisions that day. 

Why? 

In its mere constitution, the kean commission’s members would never have been allowed to even approach the bar of judicial impartiality in an american courtroom to decide such an important case. They – every one of them, including your two recent speakers – would and should have been immediately disqualified from providing, as was mandated by law, “a full accounting” of the events of september 11th.  In describing to you some of these conflicts of interest, i would like to express my thanks to independent journalist jim rarey who did a magnificent job of cataloguing the histories of the wolves and the foxes who managed the hen house of september 11th’s historical record. 

The following is only a partial description of some of the more obvious conflicts within the kean commission.  Thomas kean (chairman) thomas kean is a director (and shareholder) of amerada hess corporation, which is involved in the hess-delta joint venture with delta oil of saudi arabia, owned by the [khalid] bin mahfouz and al-amoudi clans. This company was involved in the initial planning for a trans-afghan oil pipeline just prior to september 11th. Khalid bin mahfouz, once a senior executive with the legendary organized crime bank bcci, is saudi arabia’s largest banker and his clients include both the saudi royal family and the saudi binladin group of companies. 

Coincidentally, the former governor of new jersey is also a member of the council on foreign relations, together with another prominent member of the board of directors of amerada hess, former secretary of the treasury nicholas brady. 

It is also worth mentioning that thomas kean also sits as cochairman of the homeland security project (hsp) under the auspices of the century foundation. In this capacity, kean has played a key role in the draft recommendations of the century foundation, which partially laid the groundwork of the department of homeland security legislation. 

Journalist wayne madsen has shown with ample documentation that george w. Bush also had business relations with khalid bin mahfouz, when he was in the texas oil business. Both george w. Bush and khalid bin-mahfouz were also implicated in the bcci scandal closely tied to the iran-contra and savings and loan scandals.  Other links between bush and mahfouz can be found through investments in the carlyle group, an american investment firm managed by a board on which former president george h.w. bush himself once sat. The younger bush personally held shares in one of carlyle’s owned companies, caterair, between 1990-94. 

Lee hamilton (vice chair) in 1987, house speaker jim wright (who later resigned in disgrace) appointed hamilton to chair a committee investigating the iran/contra affair. 

When a question was raised about cia/contra drug smuggling, the response was release by hamilton of a cursory review that concluded there was no truth to the charges. The cia released a report in october of 1998 (volume ii of the cia inspector general’s report on irancontra drug trafficking), that received almost no publicity yet admitted the drug connection and direct cia involvement in the transshipment of thousands of kilos of cocaine. 

Hamilton played a key role in the so-called october surprise of 1980-81 in which it was charged that the reagan-bush campaign team was reported to have secretly negotiated with iran’s revolutionary government to delay release of the american hostages held at the us embassy in tehran. The deal was that the hostages would be released after the presidential election so that jimmy carter could not benefit from their emancipation during the campaign. In this progenitor of the iran-contra scandal military weapons were promised to the iranian government in exchange for its cooperation. The evidence was serious enough to warrant congressional hearings which were ultimately chaired by then congressman hamilton. 

As most of us who are old enough recall, the hostages were not released until the very day of ronald reagan’s first inauguration in january of 1981. This was one of history’s great coincidences. 

For more than four decades, veteran washington journalist sarah mclendon was the grand dame of the white house press corps. Until her january 2003 death (at 92) she was a revered and active journalist known for her feisty confrontations with presidents and the powerful dating to the truman administration. In her later years she had a great habit of appearing to be asleep in her wheelchair until the moment when she would wake up and pounce on her prey with incisive questions that revealed she hadn’t missed a word of what had been said. Once, on national television and in the middle of a live white house press conference, she even dared to question president bill clinton about the abundantly documented record of cia and arkansas state government involvement in drug smuggling operations at arkansas’ mena regional intermountain airport during the 1980s. 

In 1994 and 1995, while living in washington, i was a regular attendee at mclendon’s weekly study group at the national press club and later at her residence on connecticut avenue. After she passed, the national press club renamed one of its conference rooms as “the mclendon room.” In 1992 mclendon offered her observations on hamilton’s behavior as the chief “fact-finder” and chair of the october surprise and iran-contra committees. 

“i declined to withdraw the report i made that congressman hyde elicited and obtained a promise from chairman lee hamilton, d., ind. Of the house task force on october surprise, that the group would clear president george bush of going to paris to cinch a deal of weapons for iran in exchange for retaining american hostages to be delivered to president ronald reagan and not to outgoing president jimmy carter. Hyde says he made no such a deal and i must remember that hamilton is a democrat. That makes no difference. Hamilton held a press conference to clear bush before the investigation into the deal between the reagan-bush candidates for presidential office and the iranians had even started. Hamilton then admitted he had not interrogated witnesses or talked with his special attorney hired to investigate the matter.” 

Iran-contra, in all its horrific corruption, was effectively “managed” by lee hamilton in the house and john kerry (among others) in the senate throughout the late 1980s to conceal the greatest crimes of the era; crimes committed by a litany of well-known government operatives. At the time, hamilton was the chairman of the house permanent select committee on intelligence. 

While many activists regard 2004 democratic presidential candidate kerry as something of a hero for bringing many details of iran-contra drug activities to light (and into the public record), others, more deeply versed in the evidentiary record, suspect that he also did a masterful job of keeping some of the most damaging iran-contra secrets — especially records of cia proprietary company operations — hidden. I am among the latter group. 

Many figures who came under criminal and investigative scrutiny in iran-contra, like john poindexter, elliot abrams, richard armitage, dick cheney, otto reich, colin powell and john negroponte, returned (with little or no congressional opposition) to serve in the current bush administration after the 2000 (so-called) election. 

Veteran ap journalist bob parry, who broke the first major story linking drug smuggling to contra support activities, only to later lose his job, offered some additional observations on lee hamilton in his independent web newsletter consortium news. 

”one of the key congressional republicans fighting this rear-guard action was rep. Dick cheney of wyoming, who became the ranking house republican on the iran-contra investigation. Cheney already enjoyed a favorable reputation in washington as a steady conservative hand. 

”cheney smartly exploited his relationship with rep.  Lee hamilton, d-ind., who was chairman of the irancontra panel. Hamilton cared deeply about his reputation for bipartisanship and the republicans quickly exploited this fact.” 

Not only did hamilton fail to find any wrongdoing by top officials in either investigation, he was even “satisfied” with the performance of marine lieutenant colonel oliver north in the iran-contra hearings. As one commentator connected to the national security archives observed: 

“north appears before the house select committee on intelligence to answer questions about his role in a contra resupply operation. He lies convincingly: he has “not in any way, at any time violate[d] the principles or legal requirements of the boland amendment,” which bans federal support for the nicaraguan counterrevolutionaries. Committee chairman lee hamilton, d-ind., pronounces himself satisfied with north’s “good faith.” When north’s superior, john poindexter, is told of his successful deception of congress, poindexter e-mails ollie: ‘well done.’” philip zelikow (executive director) perhaps no more glaring conflict of interest attracted opposition from victim families and 9/11 activists than that of the commission’s executive director philip zelikow. Concerns were raised when it was disclosed that only two commission members and zelikow might be allowed to see certain classified presidential records, including the much ballyhooed and publicly debated presidential daily briefing (pdb) of august 6, 2001. 

Personally, i viewed the august 6th pdb as a red herring and a hubristic pretext over which the commission could make a show of “battling” the white house for information. The pdb, titled, “bin laden determined to strike in us” was eventually released in a one and a half page version that was presented to the world as “complete.” 

Nothing could have been further from the truth. The respected german paper die zeit published a story in october of 2002, well before the pdb became an issue, stating that the pdb was actually eleven and one half pages long. Since i had documented so many other clear, direct and credible and apparently more detailed warnings of the 9/11 attacks, the aug 6 pdb was a non-issue for me. In “crossing the rubicon” i will document more than a dozen specific warnings which foretold hijacked airliners being crashed into the world trade center during the week of september 9th. Other warnings, such as massive insider trading on financial markets from hong kong to tokyo, to chicago, to new york, to london and berlin told those who were watching that the airlines involved would be united and american. 

The insider trading, acknowledged and documented by the likes of cbs news, bloomberg, and respected financial commentators was given the complete brush off by the kean commission in its final report. All it said was that osama bin laden and al qaeda did not make the trades. In my book i will give you an idea of who did. 

The controversy arising from the public debate over zelikow forced even the new york times to comment on some of his more obvious conflicts of interest. 

“advocates for the families said they were alarmed by the commission’s disclosure on thursday that only one of the 10 commissioners would have access to a wide range of the briefings, and that the only person from the commission with similar access would be its staff director, philip zelikow, who has close ties to condoleezza rice and other senior officials in the bush administration. 

“the commission has previously rejected a request from victims’ families to limit mr. Zelikow’s responsibilities sharply in light of potential conflict of interests involving the white house.  “the families’ advocates said the decision to have mr. 

Zelikow be one of only two commission officials with wide access to the highly classified documents — the other is jamie s. Gorelick, a democratic commission member who was deputy attorney general in the clinton administration — raised new questions about the investigation’s impartiality… “mr. Zelikow, who wrote a book with ms. Rice in 1995, was on the bush administration’s transition team for the national security council and has acknowledged having contacts earlier this year with karl rove, president bush’s chief political adviser, about mr.  Zelikow’s scholarly work at the university of virginia. 

What’s more, zelikow had been serving as a member of president bush’s foreign intelligence advisory board (pfiab) since 2001 and he also made a september 2002 public statement saying that us military action against iraq would be based upon a desire to protect israeli interests rather than any real threat from iraq. 

Perhaps the worst conflict of interest was the fact that zelikow had advised the incoming bush administration on terror-related intelligence matters and had several discussions about bin laden and al qaeda in 2000-2001 with richard clarke. By rights, he should have been a witness testifying under oath before the commission instead of its executive director. When many of the victim families learned of this they were justifiably outraged at an arrangement that would have never been permitted in a court of law.  In spite of all the controversy, and calls from many for his resignation, zelikow remains securely in place at the kean commission to this day. 

Jamie gorelick freelance journalist jim rarey writes: 

“considered one of the fifty most powerful women in the country, cfr member jamie gorelick is currently vice-chair of the giant mortgage lender and insurer fannie mae. From march 1994 until she joined fannie mae in may 1997 she was deputy attorney general, the number two spot in janet reno’s department of justice. 

“in may 1995, the intelligence community law enforcement policy board was established to meet quarterly and discuss mutual concerns of the attorney general and director of central intelligence. The board was co-chaired by gorelick and dci george tenet. Other members included all of the law enforcement agencies, the assistant secretary of state for intelligence and research and the defense department general counsel.  “this is the same time frame (spring of 1995) in which the philippine government apprised the fbi, cia and state department of “project bojinka” an islamic terrorist plot which included hijacking commercial airliners and flying them into the pentagon, world trade center towers and, several other buildings. 

“the bcci scandal involved a number of powerful individuals. Clark clifford and robert altman were the top two officers in first american, the new name given financial general bankshares when it was taken over by bcci (known as the bank of crooks and criminals international in the corridors of washington) with the help of the jackson stephens/lippo worthen bank and the rose law firm.  “first american is said to have been using the notorious promis software. 

I will have a great deal to say about this legendary “spyware” in “crossing the rubicon.” 

Back to jim rarey: 

“when bcci and first american were exposed, the legal defense team for clark clifford and robert altman attracted a bevy of well-known names including robert fiske (later the first “independent counsel” investigating whitewater and vince foster’s “suicide”), robert bennett (later attorney for bill clinton), and jamie gorelick… “in 1998, while at fannie mae, gorelick served on clinton’s central intelligence national security advisory panel as well as the president’s review of intelligence.” 

At one point in the kean commission hearings, a brief stir was caused when republican partisans charged that gorelick bore some personal blame for the attacks by virtue of having created an “intelligence wall” between the fbi and the cia. 

There was no wall. A 2001 rand corporation study, which i quote in my book, offered great praise for the working relationships between the fbi and the cia. It documents a number of instances where successful cooperation and information sharing between the bureau and the cia actually prevented a number of al qaeda and other terrorist attacks against us interests. 

There is also no wall between the kean commission and the government it has been charged with investigating.  Gorelick also has oil connections. Mrs gorelick site on the board of the world’s premier oil drilling firm, schlumberger. 

Gorelick was one of four commission members allowed to review presidential intelligence records and make notes before reporting to the commission. It appears that the white house had very little to worry about.  Let’s take a look at your recent guests who came here promoting the final 9/11 report. Jim rarey tells us: 

Richard ben-veniste 

Ben-veniste is a high-visibility washington attorney and democratic power broker. He was democrat counsel to the senate whitewater investigation where he blocked inquiries about webster hubbell’s hiring by the lippo group and others administered by truman arnold. 

According to investigative journalist daniel hopsicker, ben-veniste then turned around and defended arnold (the man he was supposed to be investigating) before ken starr’s whitewater grand jury, for which he was roundly criticized.  Hopsicker also reveals that arnold had furnished a $2 million airplane to his friend wally hilliard for $1.  Hilliard, hopsicker says, owned the flight school in venice, florida where (according to official accounts) four of the islamic terrorist pilots were trained that flew the suicide missions on 9/11.  Another of ben-veniste’s clients was barry seal, the drug running cia asset of iran/contra and mena, arkansas notoriety. In fact, hopsicker relates benveniste told the wall street journal, “i did my part by launching him (seal) into the arms of vice president bush who embraced him as an undercover operative.” 

Slade gorton 

Slade gorton is a former senator from the state of washington. After he lost his reelection bid in 2000, he joined the seattle law firm of preston, gates & ellis, which specializes in environmental issues. 

If jury selection rules were being used, gorton would probably be dismissed from consideration for the commission for cause [a technical term for conflict of interest]. Two days after the 9/11 attacks he told a public-television audience there was nothing government intelligence officials could have done to thwart the attack, according to the seattle times. The times quotes gorton as saying, “i doubt we can expect to get too much inside information no matter what we do.” 

Gorton served two years on the senate intelligence committee. He says that experience and his personal friendship with trent lott were responsible for his appointment by lott. 

Every commission member has deep conflicts of interest with respect to 9/11 and its investigation of the government agencies charged with protecting the american people that day. I will discuss all of them in my book. One, apparently, who did not, is former georgia senator max cleland, who at one point called the commission a sham. Cleland resigned from the commission before its investigation was complete.  What happened on 9/11? 

While these attacks were arguably one of the most serious homicides ever committed, the investigation and “prosecution” of that case by means other than dick cheney’s “war that will not end in our lifetimes” has never even approached the legal and logical standards governing all such investigations. No real case has ever been made that would pass first muster of even a junior assistant district attorney. 

Without such a court process, we are forced to employ analogies and metaphors. But there remains to us the most successful, fundamental strategy for the prosecution of criminal behavior: demonstrating that a suspect (or suspects) did, or did not, possess the means, motive, and opportunity to commit the crime. 

To date, the case that 9/11 was perpetrated solely by osama bin laden and al qaeda has never been proved, even to the most rudimentary standards. In fact, some 35 months after the attacks there has not been a single successful 9/11 prosecution anywhere in the world. The only conviction that had been secured, a german prosecution against mounir el motassadeq, charged with aiding the so called hamburg cell of mohammed atta, was overturned in 2004 because the us government refused to produce key witnesses such as khalid shaikh muhammad or ramzi bin al-shibh and other evidence relevant to the charges. Every defendant in a western criminal case has the right to examine the evidence used against him and to cross-examine witnesses.  To the general public as well as to the 9/11 research community, the mysterious and inexplicable failure of the nation’s air defenses that day remains the most glaring and gaping hole in the kean commission’s account and in the government’s version of events. Scrambling fighter aircraft was a routine occurrence for years before 9/11. 

The associated press has told us that fighter aircraft were scrambled and flying beside errant commercial and private air traffic within minutes of the slightest deviation some 67 times in the calendar year preceding june 1 2001. This is one of many areas where the kean commission not only failed to look but actually altered evidence in the preparation of its final report. 

For me, the pivotal evidence absolutely demonstrating direct government complicity in, and management of, the attacks was found in a number of undisputed, yet virtually unaddressed wargames that i will show were being conducted, coordinated and/or controlled by vice president dick cheney or his immediate staff on the morning of september 11th. The names of those wargames are known to include: vigilant guardian, vigilant warrior, northern guardian, northern vigilance, and tripod ii. All have been reported on by major press organizations relying on undisputed quotes from participating military personnel.  They have also been confirmed by norad press releases. All, except for northern vigilance and tripod ii had to do with hijacked airliners inside the continental united states, specifically within the northeast air defense sector where all four 9/11 hijackings occurred. 

According to a clear record some of these exercises involved commercial airline hijackings. In some cases false blips were deliberately inserted onto faa and military radar screens and they were present during (at least) the first attacks. This effectively paralyzed fighter response because, with only eight fighters available in the region, there were as many as 22 possible hijackings taking place.  Other exercises, specifically northern vigilance had pulled significant fighter resources away from the northeast u.s. 

Just before 9/11 – into northern canada and alaska. In addition, a close reading of key news stories published in the spring of 2004 revealed for the first time that some of these drills were “live-fly” exercises where actual aircraft, likely flown by remote control – were simulating the behavior of hijacked airliners in real life. All of this as the real attacks began. The fact that these exercises had never been systematically and thoroughly explored in the mainstream press, or publicly by congress, or at least publicly in any detail by the so-called independent 9/11 commission made me think that they might be the holy grail of 9/11.  That’s exactly what they turned out to be.  Only one wargame exercise, vigilant guardian, was mentioned in a footnote to the kean commission report and then it was deliberately mislabeled as an exercise intended to intercept russian bombers instead of a hijack exercise in the northeast sector. Even then, a deliberate lie was told to the american people as norad commander ralph eberhart testified to the commission that the exercise actually expedited us air force response during the attacks. 

When michael kane, a brilliant young new york activist and budding investigative reporter approached general eberhart on an ftw assignment at the conclusion of the commission’s last public hearing and asked for information on the other exercises, eberhart’s only response was, “no comment.” 

And an additional non-military biowarfare exercise called tripod ii, being “set up” in manhattan on september 11th was under the direct coordination of fema and – by white house directive – the immediate control of the vice president. The set up for that exercise conveniently placed a fully staffed fema, new york city and department of justice command post on manhattan’s pier 29 in time for it to be conveniently used as the command post after the twin towers had collapsed.  There are many, many areas where the official account and the findings of the kean commission are contradicted by hard evidence, official records, mainstream news investigations and even sworn testimony. Both the los angeles times and the new york times have noted some of the lesser, but no less glaring, inconsistencies. In my book i will provide you with many more. 

In my book i will make several key points: 

1.
I will name richard cheney as the prime suspect in the mass murders of 9/11 and will establish that, not only was he a planner in the attacks, but also that on the day of the attacks he was running a completely separate command, control and communications system which was superceding any orders being issued by the nmcc, or the white house situation room. To accomplish that end he relied on a redundant and superior communications system maintained by the us secret service in or near the presidential emergency operations center – the bunker to which he and national security advisor condoleezza rice were reportedly “rushed” after flight 175 struck the wtc’s south tower. I will demonstrate that the secret service possessed radar screens which gave them, and the vice president, whose side the never left, with real-time information as good as or better than that available to the pentagon; 

2.
I will demonstrate that in what are called national special security events the us secret service is the supreme us agency for operational control with complete authority over the military and all civilian agencies. 

3.
I will establish conclusively that in may of 2001, by presidential order, richard cheney was put in direct command and control of all wargame and field exercise training and scheduling through several agencies, especially fema. This also extended to all of the conflicting and overlapping norad drills on that day. 

4.
I will also demonstrate that the tripod ii exercise being set up on sept. 10th in manhattan was directly connected to cheney’s role in number 3 above. 

5.
I will also prove conclusively that a number of public officials, at the national and new york city levels, including then mayor rudolph giuliani, were aware that flight 175 was en route to lower manhattan for 20 minutes and did nothing – absolutely nothing – to order the evacuation of or warn the occupants of the world trade center. One military officer was forced to leave his post in the middle of the attacks and place a private call to his brother - who worked at the wtc - warning him to get out. That was apparently an act of desperation because no other part of the system was taking action. 

6.
I will also show that the israeli and british governments acted as partners with the highest levels of the american government to help in the preparation and, very possibly, the actual execution of the attacks.” 

Israel 

I must now digress to say a few words about israel. 

Israel is a country. Judaism is a religion.  It is no more proper to say that the actions of the israeli government are above criticism than it is to say that criticism of the american government is a criticism of all americans. 

There are many direct connections between israeli intelligence activities and the events of 9/11 including a report from the drug enforcement administration, showing that more than 100 israeli covert operatives were functioning inside the united states just before and during the attacks. Some of these operatives were placed in extremely close proximity to four of the 9/11 hijackers in south florida and san diego. Israeli companies such as amdocs, comverse and odigo had direct connections to the events of 9/11. A “former” israeli anti-terror operative was on board american flight 11. 

To say that israel played a criminal role in the attacks is not the same thing as saying that israel perpetrated the attacks. A key question asked by any homicide investigator is cui bono? Who benefits. And on this account we can find only three countries, the us, britain and israel that have never wavered in their support of everything that has happened since 9/11. 

Tonight, even as i speak, an israeli spy scandal is spreading through the highest levels of the pentagon and revelations from breaking news stories strongly suggest that the information being provided to the israeli government carried with it the sanction of some of the same people i have charged in “crossing the rubicon” with perpetrating the attacks of september 11th. Tonight i predict that the current scandal will overlap and connect with the recent arrest by south african authorities of sir mark thatcher, son of former british prime minister margaret thatcher, for his role in sponsoring an aborted coup in the west african nation of equatorial guinea. The motive: british commercial acquisition of oil rights in a region that – as i have been writing for two years now – is destined to become the next regional zone of confrontation. 

West african nations from sub-saharan africa, to nigeria, to sierra leone, to sao tome and principe, to chad, to cameroon to angola are all feverish oil-rush boom towns where nations, money, military might, covert operations and intrigue are converging with lightning speed to control oil reserves. Although much smaller than the reserves of the middle east, these african reserves are critical swing and lesser suppliers of oil in a world where – as we too well know – the removal of just a million barrels a day from global supply can wreak economic havoc. Africa’s priceless energy takes only about two weeks to reach an american gas tank as opposed to the six week journey required for oil from the middle east. 

Last spring, just after the us occupation of iraq, it was disclosed that the israeli government had entered negotiations with us representatives to explore the possibility of rebuilding a demolished pipeline from northern iraq to the israeli port of haifa. 

To level a charge of anti-semitism at me or anyone else who dares to criticize israeli government actions is to argue that israel and all of judaism is a monolithic structure, sharing only one viewpoint. It is to say that being a jew means being a likudnik. It is to overlook the enormous dissent within israel of groups like women in black, not in our names, and the almost 700 commissioned and noncommissioned officers from the israeli defense forces who have refused to serve in the occupied territories. It is to ignore the fact that the nephew of benjamin netanyahu has refused compulsory military service and risks jail for that decision. 

I look in the back of the room and i see my dear friend, agent and publicist ken levine. Last spring i was privileged to participate in a seder at the home of his incredible 92 yearold mother. 

I stop and give thanks for jamey hecht, ph.d., a poet, english literature professor, great friend and american jew who edited “crossing the rubicon.” 

In the same breath i also think of and thank my dear friend dr. Faiz khan, a muslim imam and emergency room physician who left his post at jewish hospital in brooklyn and rushed to the world trade center to render aid on september 11th.  He was one of the first doctors on the scene and he was one of the last to leave. 

There is no room for stereotypical thinking in a time of crisis. As faiz khan said to me once, a paradigm is what you think about something before you think about it. It is these traps which we must all avoid. 

I will say one more thing before leaving the subject of 9/11 tonight. I like many americans and many people around the world have serious lingering questions about the collapse of the twin towers, what it was that actually struck the pentagon and what – in the name of god – it was that caused the collapse of wtc 7, a building that had not even been struck during the attacks. 

Unfortunately, the physical evidence was quickly destroyed and scientific analysis is not available to us to answer these important questions. In order to make the strongest legal case possible i have avoided discussions of physical evidence – open to acrimonious debate and scientific challenge – and chosen to do what any good police officer must do; keep my eye on the suspects. It does not take a scientist to prove that george bush, dick cheney, donald rumsfeld, condi rice, general ralph eberhart, general richard myers, fbi director robert mueller, john ashcroft and george tenet lied to the american people. 

There is a record that proves this and that is the record i will present to you in “crossing the rubicon.” But on the subject of wtc 7 i will, in my book, explain why that particular building had to be destroyed. And although i cannot prove to you how the twin towers were collapsed, i will show you who performed the requisite studies that would have been essential to pull off that feat. 

Peak oil 

I turn now to the motive for the murders. Peak oil is no secret. Its chief opponent is something called denial – which is not a river in egypt. 

Dick cheney knew about it. I will show you that in my book.  His national energy policy development group – you know, the one that refused to release its records sparking a constitutional crisis and a supreme court ruling, knew about it. I will show you that in my book too. 

Oil and natural gas are indispensable to our way of life. The world consumes ten calories of hydrocarbon energy for every calorie of food that is eaten. All commercial fertilizers are made from natural gas. All pesticides are made from petroleum. All irrigation, plowing, harvesting and transport is accomplished by either oil powered machinery or oil or natural gas generated electricity.  There are between 600 and 700 million internal combustion powered vehicles on the planet and the demand for them is exploding exponentially, especially in china where gm’s sales rose 300% in one year alone. According to the national geographic this last june there are seven gallons of oil in every tire. Want to suddenly build 600 million new vehicles that run on something else, hydrogen perhaps? How much oil will be required to do that? To mine and melt the ore? To transport it to factories that don’t exist, using electricity that isn’t there? To make the paints, solvents and all of the plastic needed? All plastic is made from oil.  Hydrogen is a cruel joke that creates false hope. A recent study from ev magazine reported that the average life expectancy of a very expensive fuel cell engine was just 200 hours. Commercial hydrogen is now made from natural gas.  We’re nearly out of that too. 

China’s economic growth has seen it replace japan as the world’s second largest importer of oil and china is now coming into direct economic and political competition with the us for what oil remains. 

I have attended two international conferences on the subject of peak oil and its implications for civilization; one in paris in 2003 and one in berlin this year. For almost the entire year between the paris and berlin conferences the icons of the mainstream press – the ones known and employed to mold public and business perception – have been acknowledging peak oil’s reality, sometimes reluctantly, sometimes less than directly, but also sometimes very boldly. Cnn, the bbc, the new york times, the economist; 

Dozens of media giants had begun to respond, like a giant ship turning slowly in the water. The ship has clearly changed course, but was it enough? Was it in time? I have saved close to 200 of these stories. 

Looking at just a few of them makes the point well enough. 

· “the end of cheap oil” – national geographic (cover story) – june 2004. 

· “what to use when the oil runs out” – bbc – april 22, 2004 

· “adios cheap oil” – interpress news agency – april 27, 2004 

· “g7: oil price threatens world economy” – moscow times 

· 4/26/04 

· “world oil crisis looms” – jane’s -- 4/21/04 

· “us procuring the world’s oil” – foreign policy in focus 

· January 2004 

· “are we running out of oil? Scientist warns of looming crisis” – abc news.com – 2/11/04 

· “blood, money, and oil” – us news – 8/18/03 

· “soaring global demand for oil strains production capacity” – wall street journal – 3/22/04 

· “check that oil” – washington post – 11/14/03 

· “china’s demand for foreign oil rises at breakneck pace” 

· Knight ridder –1/26/04 

· ’World oil and gas running out’ – cnn – 10/02/03 

· “debate rages on oil output by saudis in future” – the new york times – 2/25/04 

· “fossil-fuel dependency: do oil reserves foretell bleak future?” – san francisco chronicle – 4/02/04 

· “the end of the oil age: ways to break the tyranny of oil are coming into view. Governments need to promote them” – the economist – 10/23/03 

The subject of peak oil is one which requires a little study to get your brain around. It does not, however, require much science except for basic arithmetic. 

Discoveries of large oil deposits have been in steep decline since 1962. Demand, on the other hand, has been soaring.  To quote my energy editor dale allen pfeiffer, a geologist: 

It appears that the year 2007 will be important. A new study published in petroleum review suggests that production might not be able to keep up with demand by 2007. The study is a survey of mega projects (those with reserves of over 500 million barrels) and the potential to produce over 100,000 barrels per day of oil). Mega projects are important not only because they provide the bulk of world oil production, but also because they have a better net energy profile than smaller projects, and they provide a more substantial profit than smaller projects. 

Bear in mind that the planet consumes a billion barrels of oil (or two mega fields) every eleven and one half days.  The discovery rate for mega projects has dwindled to almost nothing. This can be seen in the data for the last few years. In 2000, there were 16 discoveries of over 500 mb; in 2001 there were only 8 new discoveries, and in 2002 there were only 3 such discoveries. From first discovery to first production generally takes about 6 years. If the new project can make use of existing infrastructure, then the start up time might be cut to 4 years.  In 2003 seven new mega projects were brought on stream. 

2004 expects to see another 11 projects start producing. 

2005 will be the peak year for bringing new projects on stream, with 18 new projects expected to be brought on stream in that year. In 2006, the pace drops back to 11 new projects. But in 2007 there are only 3 new projects scheduled to begin production, followed by 3 more in 2008.  There are no new projects on track for 2009 or 2010. And any new mega project sanctioned now could not possibly come on stream any sooner than 2008. 

The study points out that currently about a third of the world’s oil production comes from declining fields, with a likely overall decline rate of about 4%. As a result, global production capacity is contracting by over 1 million barrels per day every year. New production is the only thing offsetting this decline. 

Of course recent events have clearly demonstrated the fragility of a global production system that is operating at full tilt. Sabotage an iraqi pipeline one day the price goes up. Announce that vladimir putin is easing up on russian oil giant yukos and the price drops. Announce that putin is moving to sell of its assets and confiscate its cash, the price soars. Worry that hugo chavez of venezuela might be ousted in a violent coup and the price jumps. Watch chavez – who is despised by the bush administration – win his seventh election in as many years and the price drops.  By the way, that is seven more elections than george bush has won. 

In spite of repeated assurances from the saudi government that they can and are increasing production the evidence is growing that they cannot. Ftw was the first to report, a year before the new york times did, that saudi arabia may have actually peaked. New studies are reporting that saudi wells in the mother of all oil fields ghawar are showing 55% water cut. That means that 55% of what is pumped out every day is the same seawater that was pumped in to push the oil up. Experience has shown that when the water cut gets to between 70 and 80% the field collapses.  The rush to produce more oil is hastening the destruction of fields that could last longer otherwise.  Events then seem to confirm these worries about saudi arabia. 

Saudi reassurances are now being chuckled at by major financial commentators, and saudi pledges to increase production are having less and less effect on the markets.  Ghawar, the super giant of all fields was discovered more than 60 years ago. It had estimated reserves of almost 100 billion barrels of oil. Professor michael klare has told us that, in order to keep pace with accelerating oil demand, the world will have to discover three new ghawars in the next 10 to 15 years just to meet demand. There was only one ghawar. There hasn’t been another one since.  So when we look at the paltry and rapidly diminishing rate of discovery for the so-called mega fields, the prospects become just a bit more chilling. In the year 2003, for the first time since the 1920s according to a leading petroleum consulting firm, not a single so-called mega field – 500 million barrels or more – was discovered.  By 2007, production capacity will have declined by 3-4mn b/d. 

Yet this decline will be offset by 8mn b/d of new capacity drawn from the many new projects expected to come on stream over the next few years. This leaves a surplus of 4mn b/d in spare capacity. Yet global demand is growing by over 1 mbpd each year. So 3 years of demand growth will reduce our spare capacity to 1mn b/d by the start of 2007. As very little new capacity is set to come on stream in 2007, that remaining 1 mbpd spare capacity will likely disappear before 2008. 

In the short term oil prices are governed by market forces rather than geology which will tell us, as opposed to investment and economics, how much oil we can ultimately extract. The irony is that when three new mega fields come online all at once the prices may actually drop. That will not change the outcome. Speculation at present is not a big a factor as it could be. I wholeheartedly agree with investment banker matthew simmons that a margin requirement of 50% should be placed on all oil futures trading worldwide. 

The upshot of all this is that the oil supply appears sustainable, barring major wars or destruction on infrastructure until 2007. With so much new production coming on stream, there may even be periods of price weakness. However, it is likely that we will begin suffering oil shortages after 2007, especially if anything happens to disrupt a portion of the production. If new projects are not found, and online by 2008, then by the end of that year we are certain to see severe shortages without any cause other than rising demand. 

But there is another factor to this oil calculus. So many complaints are being voiced that a major part of the problem with current oil prices has to do with a lack of refineries. People point out that there are 18 different grades of gasoline in this country matching various state laws. Why, they demand, are no more refineries being built.  The answer is simple and it is a direct and irrefutable confirmation of peak oil. The return on investment – as matthew simmons says – is uncertain. According to simmons it takes 5-7 years and about $150 million to bring a complex refinery online. The cost of the refinery is paid for by the sale of the oil. 

The refineries are not being built and massive expensive exploration projects are not being undertaken because the oil companies understand that there is very little oil left to find. 

Finding 10 new north sea fields… somewhere by 2015, global oil demand is expected to increase by over two-thirds, that is 60 mbpd beyond current global consumption of between 75 and 80 mbpd. To meet that demand we will have to find the equivalent of 10 new north sea oil fields within a decade. In the meantime britain’s north sea, just like alaska’s north slope did a decade ago, is running dry. Rigs are shutting down and employees are being laid off. Yet we are hard pressed now to discover even another mega-sized field. 

To quote former british environmental minister michael meacher, we are facing, “the sharpest and perhaps the most violent dislocation (of society) in recent history.” I should add the meacher, along with former german cabinet minister and former parliamentary secretary andreas von buelow has stated publicly and in writing that the attacks of september 11th were perpetrated by the us government.  There are many out there who just refuse to believe that oil and natural gas are running out. 

Some insist that oil is created automatically and infinitely by the earth’s core, disputing all known science showing otherwise. There are those who insist that alternative energies can be snapped into place immediately to allow for infinite economic and population growth. 

Aside from looking at the events since 9/11 and seeing that they match a world of diminishing energy let’s take a look at some recent developments around the world and see what they tell us. 

Britain’s largest electricity provider has announced that prices will soar as much as 40% next year. Wholesale energy prices have doubled in the last year as bloomberg has announced that the decline in north sea production is creating a trade gap which is now threatening to cause widespread unemployment. 

In march reuters reported that argentina, facing its worst energy crisis in 15 years, is becoming unstable to the point of threatening the security of the entire region. It has cut its natural gas exports to chile by 15%, which is threatening chilean power generation. Argentina is now moving into the world oil market in search of oil for power generation and transportation as its own domestic supplies have dwindled.  The bbc reported recently that high oil prices are threatening many asian economies. 

Just two weeks ago the australian government ordered an emergency fuel review in anticipation of future crises. In june it conducted a test to see how the government and country would respond to a “disruption” in oil supplies.  On august 25th it was reported the brazil was opening negotiations with ecuador to replace diminishing oil supplies. 

China, in the midst of rapidly diminishing harvests, a growing economy and expanding population is fearing a major food crisis. This, even as hong kong, hangzhou, and shanghai are facing mandatory blackouts which are disrupting manufacturing, trade and retail activity. Chinese oil imports have increased by 15% in just the first quarter of 2004 alone.  Germany has moved to institute home energy passports, and undertaken serious and well planned efforts to reduce energy consumption. Chancellor schroeder, in the wake of recent revelations that shell – which downwardly revised its reserve estimates four times in one year – called upon the g8 nations to move to mandate total and verifiable transparency in all oil reserve figures. 

India, whose oil imports jumped 23% in one month, has moved to create a strategic petroleum reserve.  Indonesia, a member of opec has announced that its oil production will drop significantly by 2008.  Japan, ignoring stiff opposition from washington, has signed a major oil contract with iran, at the same time that it is feuding with china, vietnam and the philippines over relatively small oil and gas deposits in the spratly islands of the south china sea. In anticipation of pending military conflict in the region china has decided to build a pipeline through burma to the indian ocean so that tankers supplying china’s growing thirst will not have to travel through a region that is becoming increasingly dangerous.  Three bills have been introduced in the japanese parliament that would suspend its non-violent constitution and permit a full scale rearmament. 

Russia, having recently admitted that its oil reserves were finite and that production might start to decline sharply within the next five years has announced that it will build a pipeline from its siberian fields to the pacific ports of vladivostok and sakhalin thus agreeing to sell its oil to japan, korea and the philippines. Russia’s other choice was to have the pipeline terminate in central china. 

This week in petroleum, an industry journal has reported 

That non oecd countries have begun to hoard petroleum and are buying all they can even at what some analysts call “inflated” prices. 

In thailand, mandatory evening curfews have been imposed two nights a week requiring all businesses to shut down in order to conserve energy. 

On august 24th britain’s oil depletion analysis center confirmed, citing data from petroleum review that daily oil depletion is now exceeding one million barrels per day. In other words, every day, the world is producing 1.14 million barrels per day less than it did the day before. By analyzing data from the 18 largest oil producing nations petroleum review calculated that production from these countries peaked in 1997 at 24.7 million barrels per day and that by 2003 it had fallen to 22.1 million barrels per day.  On august 21 the houston chronicle posed a great question.  If oil prices are soaring and there’s insatiable demand, why isn’t there a boom in hiring and corporate expansion? The chronicle, paying due heed to the financial markets, offered the dubious explanation that the oil companies just didn’t want to overdo things and look greedy. In fact, all over the world oil companies are downsizing, selling off assets, laying off employees and merging. Just last week it was announced that french giant total was considering a tender offer to purchase royal dutch shell. 

And here in the united states, rising oil prices have forced major airlines like united to consider raiding corporate pension funds in order to offset rising oil costs as an alternative to bankruptcy. 

In the meantime, in the west african country of liberia, there are reports of 10 year-old mercenaries being recruited to fight in guerilla conflicts in neighboring countries and there is no shortage of recruits. I wonder if senator chuck hagel of nebraska will see any of them. He just left on an energy “safari” to scout west african prospects, just about a year after nato announced it was shifting its focus to west africa and the us delivered six obsolete warships to the nigerian navy. 

This, ladies and gentlemen, is just the beginning. And neither presidential candidate has even remotely addressed the real issues or dared to tell the american people the worst.  The one overriding concern i have seen expressed everywhere is “oh, no. We can’t do that. It will crash the markets.” 

Is that the sum total of human expression and achievement? 

The markets? 

To close this presentation tonight i would like to offer you quotes from two distinguished gentlemen whose names might carry a bit more weight in this room than michael ruppert. 

The first is from sir charles galton darwin who in 1952, just one year after i was born, wrote: 

 “the fifth revolution will come when we have spent the stores of coal and oil that have been accumulating in the earth during hundreds of millions of years. . . . It is to be hoped that before then other sources of energy will have been developed . . . But without considering the detail [here] it is obvious that there will be a very great difference in ways of life. . . . Whether a convenient substitute for the present fuels is found or not, there can be no doubt that there will have to be a great change in ways of life. This change may justly be called a revolution, but it differs from all the preceding ones in that there is no likelihood of its leading to increases of population, but even perhaps to the reverse.” 

I have insisted for many years now that any fundamental change in the current human paradigm, a change that will really make a difference, is impossible until we, collectively and as a species, change the way money works. 

In “crossing the rubicon” i will explain just how and why the world’s current economic system is hastening and worsening a calamity of unimagined proportions. This all began for me some 27 years ago when, as a young policeman, i discovered that the cia was deeply involved in the drug trade. The purpose of that involvement led me to discover, and prove using us senate hearing records and documents from the cia itself that an essential ingredient – perhaps the essential ingredient – in us economic supremacy was the maintenance of a flow of as much as $600 billion a year in drug profits through us financial markets and institutions.  What we are witnessing now is a collision: a collision of a financial system relying on fractional reserve banking, debt-financed growth, and a fiat currency system with a planet and energy resources that are finite, limited, and running out. Infinite growth is battling with finite energy.  One is not possible without the other and i have absolutely no doubt as to which side will win. 

In november 2002 james kenneth galbraith wrote an article titled “the unbearable costs of empire” none of these problems will be cured so long as war remains our dominant political theme. But serious though they are, they pale in comparison with the larger problem of the international trade-andfinancial order under conditions of permanent war. 

It is a straightforward fact that if global oil production starts to decline but u.s. consumption does not, everyone else will be required to cut purchases and uses of oil. But how can oil prices be held stable for americans yet be made to rise for everyone else? Only by a policy of continuing depreciation in everyone else’s currency. Such a policy of dollar hegemony amid worldwide financial instability, of crushing debt burdens and deflation throughout the developing world, is perverse. It will make our trading partners’ exports cheap, render their imports dear and keep their real wages low. It will price american goods out of world markets and lead to unsustainable dependence on foreign capital. It will be a policy, in short, of beggar-all-of-our-neighbors while we live alone, in increasing idleness and inside the dollar bubble.  This is the policy that bush and cheney are actually imposing on the rest of the world. But they cannot make it last. It will make lives miserable elsewhere, generating ever more resistance, terrorism and military engagement. Meanwhile, we will not experience even gradual exposure to the changing energy balance; we will therefore never make the investments required to adjust, even eventually, to a world of scarce and expensive oil. In the end, therefore, that world will arrive much more abruptly than it otherwise would, shaking the fragile edifice of our oil economy to its foundations.  And we will someday face a double explosion: of anger against our arrogance and of actual shortage and collapsing living standards, when the confidence of investors in the dollar finally gives way. 

Compared with this future, a new commitment to collective security, to a new world financial structure, to a rational energy and transportation policy, and to spending to meet our actual domestic needs would be a bargain. At the end of the constitutional convention, benjamin franklin was asked what type of government the framers had given our new country. He famously replied, “a republic, if you can keep it.” 

In 49 bc julius caesar, fresh from a battlefield victory in central italy ordered his legions to cross a small creek called the rubicon. Under the laws of the roman republic, the army was not allowed to enter the capital city.  As julius caesar crossed the rubicon, the roman republic died and the roman empire was born. 

Our task, if we and much of human civilization are to survive, is not to keep our republic, but to take it back. 

Thank you, 

2

