Chapter 1.

Provoking a Clinton Invasion of Iraq: 

Eight Years of Failure

1.1.  The Plot

America's rude awakening on 9/11 provoked a shocked nation to collectively investigate a new threat for a new millennium.  Almost immediately, the American public discovered that this Al Qaeda threat should not have been a surprise.  In fact, this group had been launching numerous major terrorist attacks against the United States for the past eight years, and even openly declared unrestricted war on America a full three and a half years before the 9/11 attack.  This stunning revelation to the American public provoked even further concerted public inquiry into Al Qaeda.  A wealth of information about the intentions of Al Qaeda's undisputed leader, Osama bin Laden, existed in the public record of the 1990s.  Armed with motivation and opportunity, America was on the verge of understanding and defeating Bin Laden.  

But then a new national agenda was formed.  In the months following the 9/11 attack, before an adequate public understanding of Bin Laden's intentions had materialized, America's focus was inexplicably shifted to another foreign enemy.  As the Bush Administration's march to war with Iraq proceeded, the American public increasingly divested itself of the task of understanding Bin Laden.  The Bush Administration's apparent imperialistic motivation for this frivolous pursuit of Saddam Hussein obscured the fact that Bin Laden's primary goal had been to provoke an American invasion of Iraq.  Instead of responding to the 9/11 attack with a sustained, focused investigation of America's foremost enemy, the Bush Administration redirected America to respond in such a way as to precisely fulfill Bin Laden's primary objective.  While the Bush Administration's predisposition to invade Iraq did help to facilitate this great American blunder, Bin Laden's concerted attempt to provoke this action was equally influential in achieving this outcome.  

Bin Laden's decade-long campaign to provoke an American invasion of Iraq was perhaps most visibly revealed by the timing of his major terrorist attacks.  Every major Al Qaeda attack on America occurred on the anniversary of one of the six greatest American victories over Iraq to date
.  Furthermore, in each of these Al Qaeda attacks, either the operatives used, the choice of target or the coincidence of the bombing during a peak in American-Iraqi tensions conspicuously connected Iraq to the attack.  Are these blatantly visible Iraqi ties to every major Al Qaeda attack on America an incredible random coincidence, or is this an amazing display of Bin Laden's diabolical strategy to falsely implicate Iraq for complicity in major terrorist attacks against America?

· The first World Trade Center bombing of 1993: Occurred on the anniversary of the liberation of the Kuwaiti capital and the subsequent end of the Gulf War, and involved a ringleader who falsely portrayed himself and his cell as Iraqi agents.

· The Black Hawk Down Battle of Mogadishu: Occurred on the anniversary of the beginning of the American-led United Nations' enforcement of Iraqi war reparations, most notably involving the seizure of Iraq's primary economic asset, oil revenues.

· The Khobar Towers bombing of 1996: Occurred on the anniversary of America's most provocative bombing of Iraq since the Gulf War, the 1993 bombing of Baghdad that targeted Iraq's Intelligence Headquarters. 

· The African Embassy bombings of 1998: Occurred on the anniversary of the beginning of the American-led United Nations economic sanctions against Iraq, America's most punishing assault on Iraq. 

· The USS COLE bombing of 2000: Occurred on the anniversary of the creation of the U.N. Special Commission to dismantle and continuously monitor Iraq's weapons of mass destruction, which was the primary pretext for the sustained international coalition against Saddam.  Targeted a USS destroyer that was part of America's naval blockade of Iraq.

· The 9/11 attack: Occurred on the anniversary of President Bush the Elder's historic "New World Order" speech to Congress, America's greatest verbal assault on Saddam in which the president coalesced a broad international coalition based on his demand that Saddam withdraw from Kuwait or else face an American-led counter-invasion.

Al Qaeda's apparent incrimination of Saddam Hussein appears to have been orchestrated to provoke an unjustified American invasion of Iraq.


This coincidence in Al Qaeda attacks occurred in the explosive context of an active American-Iraqi military conflict.  During the period of these attacks, from 1993 through 2001, the only nation America was constantly waging a military conflict against was Iraq.  America's No-Fly Zone policy crippled Iraq's economy, supported an economic blockade that killed over one hundred thousand Iraqis, allowed internal rebellion in Iraq to go largely unchecked by Saddam, and cost America nearly $1 billion per year.  During this time, Iraq was automatically a prime suspect in any terrorist attack against America.  

Despite the fact that Saddam did not have a terrorist alliance with Al Qaeda
, every major Al Qaeda attack on America up through 9/11 showed conspicuous signs of Iraqi involvement.  Most prominently, these six attacks occurred on the respective anniversaries of the six major American victories over Iraq during the decade-long American-Iraq conflict.  Statistically, it is extremely improbable that the coincidence between Al Qaeda's bombings and these anniversaries was random.  If it were random, this coincidence would be approximately a 1 in 143 million chance occurrence
.  While it is true that there was arguably one or two greater American victories over Iraq during the 1990s than are considered here, such as the implementation of the No-Fly Zone, even considering twice as many such anniversaries equates to a statistical probability of nearly 1 in 92 million
.  Up through 9/11, Al Qaeda's major attacks infallibly coincided with one of these prominent anniversaries of American victories over the nation that was the primary focus of America's military aggression.  By orchestrating his carefully planned terrorist attacks on America in ways to conspicuously implicate Saddam's Iraq, a known state-sponsor of Islamic terrorism that was engaged in an ongoing military conflict against America, was Bin Laden attempting to provoke an American invasion of Iraq that catalyzed Al Qaeda's anti-American war?

1.2.  WTC I

A Post-Gulf War Provocation

The first World Trade Center bombing (WTC I) was Al Qaeda's first and most blatant attempt to frame America's top post-Cold War belligerent, Saddam Hussein, for a major terrorist attack against America.  Bin Laden conspicuously executed the bombing on the 2nd anniversary of America's greatest victory over Saddam, the American liberation of the Kuwaiti capital and the end of the Gulf War hours later.  This American victory constituted the culmination of a most punishing aggression against Iraq, involving the deaths of over a hundred thousand Iraqis, the bombardment of Iraq and the destruction of many basic services in Iraq, such as water treatment and electricity generation.  The coincidence of the first World Trade Center bombing on this anniversary ostensibly portrayed an Iraqi retaliation for the humiliating Gulf War defeat to America.  

Occurring in the wake of the devastating Gulf War and the beginning of America's containment of Saddam, Bin Laden's provocative bombing of America's economic power center was the first major terrorist attack inside America.  WTC I killed six and wounded over one thousand in a nearly successful attempt at a much more catastrophic attack.  The bombing nearly toppled the Twin Towers, which could have killed over one hundred thousand people.  Additionally, WTC I involved an attempted release of a cloud of cyanide gas (thankfully incinerated by the extreme heat of the massive explosion), a failed chemical attack that could have killed thousands more.  Importantly, there was no official claim of responsibility for WTC I, leaving the blame to fall initially on the usual suspects.  Occurring within the first two . . . 

Chapter 5.

The Cole Bombing: 

Did Bin Laden Try To Put Bush In Office?
Since the early 1990s, two opposing parties have shared the vision of provoking an American invasion of Iraq.  As the millennium neared, this vague strategic relationship between Al Qaeda and the Bush Team began to crystallize into a common objective: the election of an American administration that would invade Iraq.  On the waters of the Arabian Peninsula, a base of support for both Bin Laden and Bush, Al Qaeda transformed the shared vision into an action against the USS COLE.  This bombing redefined Bin Laden's war against America as a campaign to support the election and reelection of George Bush the Younger.  On the eve of the millennium, in the hull of an American destroyer, Bin Laden christened the marriage of Al Qaeda and the Bush Administration.  

5.1.  The Bombing's Effect on the American Public

The most important vote in the 2000 United States Presidential Election was cast on October 12, 2000 by a man who seeks to destroy America.  A mere three weeks before the election that was widely predicted to be the closest in American history, Osama bin Laden bombed the naval destroyer USS COLE.  As discussed in The 9/11 Commission Report, Bin Laden meticulously masterminded this attack
.  A boat packed full of explosives detonated into the side of the destroyer, nearly sinking the vessel, causing a quarter of a billion dollars in damage and killing seventeen Americans
.  This unprecedented sea-based terrorist attack was Al Qaeda's first unconcealed attack outside of Bin Laden's homeland Saudi Arabia that targeted the United States military.  Following the 1998 African Embassy bombings, the Cole bombing was only the second overt Al Qaeda attack on America abroad outside of Saudi Arabia.  

History witnesses that the appearance of a major foreign military threat to a nation at peace immediately results in an enormous surge in public support for national defense, especially for a leader who is viewed as a champion of the military.  In particular, at the onset of a war initiated by an enemy's surprise attack, national opinion broadly advocates a strong military retaliation.  At this time, powerful feelings of fear and wrath trump any inclination to pursue a diplomatic solution.  This short-term effect of such an attack was most obviously displayed in the 9/11 aftermath, when the overwhelming American sentiment favored military retaliation against Al Qaeda, as opposed to diplomatic efforts to eliminate such underlying causes of terrorism as poverty and economic inequity.  This national mandate for military aggression can serve as the most potent catalyst for a prospective national leader's election.  Many of history's most terrible tyrants, from Maximillian Robespierre to Napoleon Bonaparte to Adolf Hitler, rode into power on such waves of terror.

In today's increasingly interconnected world, American public opinion is arguably more susceptible to manipulation by a foreign threat than at any point in history.  Accordingly, the 2000 Election was the most vulnerable United States presidential election to date.  The fact that this was also the closest election in modern history magnified this vulnerability.  In such a close contest, an event like a terrorist attack need only change a tiny fraction of 1% of the votes to give one candidate victory.  The bombing of the USS COLE immediately before Election 2000 gave the candidate who most favored national military defense the decisive votes in the most malleable election in United States history.  While it is true that every election is intentionally and decisively influenced by a number of competing parties, the Cole bombing is significant because the party was not domestic.  Instead, the party behind the Cole bombing was a foreign party whose primary purpose is the destruction of America.  

Bush v. Gore

The Cole bombing favored Bush in the election of the two remaining candidates on 10/12/00, both as the national defense candidate and as the leader of a new administration in the war against Al Qaeda.  The careers and policy statements of the foremost leaders of the Bush team clearly championed a forceful national defense policy, while the Gore team . . . 

Chapter 10.

Bin Laden Reelected Bush

10.1.  Another October Surprise


Bin Laden's greatest victory since the Iraq invasion occurred when America announced to the world that Al Qaeda's greatest recruiting tool would reign as president for four more years.  This was not an unearned boon for Al Qaeda.  In a predictable repetition of his October 2000 surprise, the USS COLE bombing, Bin Laden again intervened in the final lap of an extremely close American presidential election to support George W. Bush's reelection.  Four days before the 2004 Election, Al Qaeda stunned America and the world by releasing the first videotaped Bin Laden speech recorded since 2001 (transcript available at www.informationclearinghouse.info/article7201.htm).  Most analysts agree that this tape assisted Bush's campaign
, and many public officials, such as Pennsylvania Governor Ed Rendell, have asserted that this was Bin Laden's intention
.  Democratic presidential nominee John Kerry has blamed Bush's reelection on this strategically timed intrusion into the election campaign
.  This intervention in America's presidential election constituted Al Qaeda's most conspicuous attempt to assist the reelection of its foremost recruiting agent, George W. Bush.  Bin Laden greatly facilitated Bush's victory by swaying a crucial fraction of the American public to vote for Bush in the closest reelection in modern history
.

Reverse Psychology

On the eve of the election, Bin Laden released this provocative and convincingly authentic videotaped speech in which for the first time he directly claimed responsibility for the 9/11 attack and threatened more such attacks if the American public did not use this opportunity to change America's foreign policy by diminishing American aggression in Muslim lands
.  Superficially, this amounted to a menacing criticism of Bush's hawkish preemptive warfare in the Middle East and an endorsement of John Kerry's less inflammatory policy for the War On Terror.  Since the only plausible way for the American public to change . . . 
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� Each anniversary is actually marked by two consecutive calendar days.  The difference in the time zones of the United States and Iraq create an anniversary day displacement phenomena.  For example, an event occurring late in the day in New York City would have occurred early in the following morning from the Iraqi perspective.  In Baghdad time, an anniversary commemoration of this event could occur late in the day, up to twenty-four hours after the event occurred in the calendar year.  An Iraqi anniversary of one of these American victories could quite plausibly be observed more than a day ahead of the anniversary as observed in America.


Furthermore, considering that these terrorist attacks appear to have been designed to portray Saddam's anti-American rallying call to the bombarded Iraqi people, the observed anniversaries of the attacks could commemorate the day following the American victory when the Iraqi populace was first informed of the event.  In particular, the anniversaries of the beginning of United Nations resolutions are marked by two days because of the lag time between when the U.N. resolution is passed and when Iraqis actually witness its implementation.  Practical limitations on the speed that preexisting systems can be altered to implement the resolution delay the actual execution of the resolution until the day following its passage, the first full day of the resolution's official enactment.  The difference in the timing between the American and Iraqi observation of these anniversaries requires that two days be considered for each of these six anniversaries, the day as observed in the United States and the following day.


� (18/365.25)^6=1.4e-8.  The six major American victories over Iraq from 1990-2001 occurred on six different days of the year. For any one attack, there is a 6 in 365.25 chance that the attack will occur on one of these anniversaries.  Considering the substantial difference in the time zones of Iraq and America, as well as the delayed recognition of the American victories by the Iraqi people under Saddam's rule, there could be a difference of as much as two calendar days between the anniversary as observed in America and Iraq.  Therefore, for every anniversary there are three days to consider.  In 365.25 days, there are actually eighteen days an Al Qaeda attack could occur that would fall on one of these six anniversaries.  If this 18/365.25 random happening occurred in every one of Al Qaeda's six attacks on America up through the 9/11 attacks, then the probability of this being a collective random occurrence would be approximately 1 in 143,000,000.
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