The Trials of Henry Kissinger

British journalist Christopher Hitchens
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Reviews
"Devastating!" - Stephen Holden, The New York Times

"Required viewing for every American, especially now."
- John Anderson, Newsday

"British journalist Christopher Hitchens methodically skewered him in his book The Trial of Henry Kissinger, but this doc, wisely and with a subtle adjustment of title, takes a slightly more ambiguous road? Mass murderer or pragmatist: You make the call."
- Chris Chang, Film Comment

"A Must See!" - Time Out New York

"Powerfully muckraking film about the accountability of public figures and about how, in regard to international justice, there can be no exceptions."
- Peter Rainer, New York Magazine

"Enjoyably fast-moving, hard-hitting documentary...
(Kissinger's) foreign policies were marked by indifference to human life... inspired by pessimistic cynicism, a love of deception, a lust for power and profound contempt for democracy. ?
- Jonathan Foreman, New York Post
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 ! A damning new documentary (that) parades credible high-level witnesses (and) indicts Kissinger on at least four counts of mass murder, providing convincing evidence."
- Jack Mathews, Daily News

"A Must See!" - Film Comment
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 ! Exhilarating, revelatory! How often does a movie actually mean something? Not about drama or acting or art but about the state and the soul of the union, and whether we?re a nation that can actually learn from its past? A movie that informs, fascinates and leaves one with an ugly taste in the mouth?. What we see in KISSINGER is less devastating than what we hear, and what we hear is truly stranger than fiction."
- John Anderson, Newsday

"The ex-statesman refused to be interviewed for this film, though excerpts from a telling 1979 conversation he had with David Frost on Granada TV are used to great effect. THE TRIALS OF HENRY KISSINGER is a must-see for all who weep only when Americans are massacred."
- Steven Boone, Time Out New York

"Feverish! Unwavering and Arresting! Rich with sound bites... like a chocolate dessert. Full of savory mouthfuls! Eloquent! Engrossing! Muckraking!"
- Elvis Mitchell, The New York Times
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Synopsis
Is Henry Kissinger - Nobel Laureate and the most famous diplomat of his generation - also a war criminal? Provoked by the Christopher Hitchens book, filmmakers Jarecki and Gibney have constructed a movie which is both brilliant legal brief and chilling psychodrama. Some of Kissinger's most ardent supporters (Alexander Haig, Brent Scowcroft, William Safire) vie with his detractors (writers Seymour Hersh, William Shawcross, Hitchens himself).

Charges that Kissinger was instrumental in creating the coup that toppled Chilean President Allende, that he undermined LBJ's Vietnam peace talks (prolonging the war by seven years), engineered the secret bombing of Cambodia, and approved Indonesian president Suharto's use of U.S. arms to massacre 100,000 East Timorese have resulted in summonses by five nations seeking to depose him. The film plumbs the depth of one man's soul, as it questions tenets of international law: do war criminals reside only in nations whose interests are inimical to our own -- or are we our own worst enemy?
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A BELATED SKEWERING OF HENRY KISSINGER; A HARPER'S MAGAZINE SERIES LIKENING THE FORMER STATESMAN TO A WAR CRIMINAL COMES UNDER FIRE.

REED JOHNSON, TIMES STAFF WRITER

Readers of Harper's magazine this winter may be feeling a sense of '60s and '70s deja vu. The reason? There, in a two-part, 40,000-word series by journalist Christopher Hitchens, is a rounding indictment of Henry Kissinger, the modern-day Metternich who guided--or, some would say, misguided--American foreign policy from the late-Vietnam era through the Ford administration.

Kissinger has been lauded as America's most brilliant and resourceful modern statesman and alternately decried as a hawkish, cynical practitioner of Cold War realpolitik.

But Hitchens takes the case contra Kissinger a step further. Arguing in the February and March issues of Harper's that the former secretary of state and national security advisor should be viewed as a war criminal, Hitchens attempts to pinpoint Kissinger's alleged role in a host of covert and (he asserts) illegal foreign policy undertakings. With its bravura length, semi-legalistic structure and devotion to matters some already have consigned to history's ash heap, the piece is something of an anomaly in contemporary American journalism.

The meat and potatoes of Hitchens' lengthy j'accuse makes for unappetizing reading in the extreme. Among the alleged "crimes" laid at Kissinger's feet are the prolongation and expansion of the Indochina war; the kidnapping and killing of a Chilean military commander during the events that would culminate in the ouster and assassination of President Salvador Allende and the installation of the Pinochet government; the Greek-sponsored coup in Cyprus in July 1974, which prompted a subsequent Turkish invasion of that Mediterranean island nation; the Pakistani-led massacre in Bangladesh in 1971; Indonesia's 1975 invasion and rout of pro-independence forces in East Timor; and the car-bombing death of former Chilean Foreign Minister Orlando Letelier and his aide, Ronni Moffit, in Washington, D.C., in 1976.

In each case, Hitchens intimates, Kissinger either knew, should have known and/or took an active role in what transpired.

Kissinger himself has declined to comment on the series.

The section on Vietnam includes not only familiar assertions about Kissinger's role in the bombing of Cambodia, but an account of his alleged part in subverting the Paris peace talks on the eve of the 1968 U.S. presidential election. Hitchens seeks to demonstrate Kissinger's involvement in a plan by Richard Nixon's campaign handlers to get the South Vietnamese government to scuttle the talks, with the understanding they'd receive a better deal with a Republican in the White House.

"I would claim for myself that although a lot of people over the years have gone into what happened in the '68 election and furnished partial glimpses of it, the most complete account is in Part 1 of the series --the curtain-raiser, so to speak, for Henry Kissinger," Hitchens says.

As a kind of sinister addendum, Hitchens questions whether Kissinger might have concurred in a plan to dispose of Elias Demetracopoulos, a Greek journalist who reportedly had inside information about campaign dirty-doings involving Kissinger's then-employer, President Nixon.

Pugnaciously headlined "The Case Against Henry Kissinger: The Making of a War Criminal," the series suggests that the Nobel Peace Prize winner belongs in the same court docket as Gen. Augusto Pinochet, the former Chilean strongman who recently evaded extradition by Spanish legal authorities, but now faces possible criminal prosecution in his homeland. Some international law experts believe that Pinochet's case and others like it may open the door to prosecuting any number of high-level government officials accused of crimes across international borders.

Hitchens says the issue at hand is partly one of American hypocrisy. "What you can't have is the present state of affairs where the United States appoints itself the moral guardian and then has such an outrageous exemption as this one where new evidence is coming out all the time."

"A number of people took part in policies that were kind of quasi-legal or illegal at the time," Hitchens says, speaking from his Washington, D.C., home. "The person who was most directly involved in cases where we have the most evidence was Henry Kissinger. So people who say that would be . . . blaming one man mistake the case of what justice is."

Harper's editor Lewis Lapham says the seriousness of the charges warranted Hitchens' book-length treatment, though it deals with events a quarter-century or more in the past. The series will be published as a book, "The Trial of Henry Kissinger," by Verso this spring. "My view is, the study of history is to defend the future against the past," says Lapham. "What we're indicting here is a system and a way of thinking that is arrogant, undemocratic and arbitrary."

As Hitchens acknowledges, some of these events have been detailed elsewhere, notably in books by William Shawcross, Seymour Hersh, Anthony Summers, Clark Clifford and others. But with the help of recently declassified documents, Hitchens claims to have broken new ground in some areas while mustering a more complete picture of Kissinger's putative geopolitical indiscretions. "On the question of novelty, it the information wouldn't be new if you lived in Cyprus or East Timor or Cambodia or Bangladesh. But it would be new if you relied on 'Nightline.' "

Known for his leftish political bearings and scrappy-elegant prose style--John Reed by way of Fleet Street--the British-born Hitchens has a knack for stirring up sacred pots. In his 1995 book, "The Missionary Position: Mother Theresa in Theory and Practice," he skewered the late Roman Catholic missionary as "an ally of the most reactionary forces" and a "poster girl for the right-to-life wing in America." A prolific reporter, essayist and critic, he has written books about the Iraqi Kurds and the Elgin marbles and contributes regularly to newspapers including The Times (which also runs Kissinger's columns).

Hitchens says he began scoping out the series 18 months ago; Lapham then green-lighted the project one night over drinks. "By a nice bit of serendipity, we had no idea when we were going to publish it," Hitchens says. "So, accidentally, we're issuing a sort of 'Welcome Back To Town' of some sort to Nixon-era and Ford-era Republicans" appointed to George W. Bush's new administration.

While the series hasn't exactly prompted calls for a full Senate inquiry, Harper's has been moving swiftly off newsstands in Manhattan and other major cities. Though Kissinger has kept silent, others have weighed in on his behalf. John O'Sullivan, writing in the conservative National Review, describes Hitchens' indictment as "nothing more than restaging of leftist anti-Vietnam nostalgia."

Douglass W. Cassel Jr., director of the Center for International Human Rights at Northwestern University's School of Law, recently wrote in the Chicago Daily Law Bulletin that, "Hitchens' tendentious analysis is sloppy to the point of being unfair and irresponsible. Overstating inferences of fact, imprecise and apparently ignorant of the law, he threatens not only to sink whatever genuine case there might be against Kissinger but more broadly to stain the cause of accountability for atrocities."

But Washington Post staff writer Peter Carlson chimed in with an ironic plea to, "Leave poor Henry alone. He's such a charming dinner guest. Bringing up these old stories is just so tacky."

Two weeks ago, the attacks and counter-attacks spilled over from the pages of Harper's to an auditorium at the College of William and Mary in Virginia, where Kissinger recently was installed as chancellor. Invited by students to participate in a "teach-in," Hitchens exchanged sharp words with Timothy J. Sullivan, the college's president, who reportedly called Hitchens' series "a disgrace" and "a tissue of inaccurate assertions."

Naturally, Hitchens took issue with Sullivan. But the "teach-in" itself happily reminded him of headier days gone by. "I hadn't heard that expression for a while. I found it rather moving."

Christopher Hitchens on Henry Kissinger 

http://www.etan.org/et2001a/february/01-03/00chris.htm
Note: The February (on newsstands now) and March 2001 issues of Harper's Magazine feature a series by Christopher Hitchens on the case for charging Kissinger with War Crimes. Part 2 will feature an extensive section on East Timor.

http://www.webactive.com/pacifica/demnow/dn20010125.html for a link to listen to the RealAudio version of the broadcast.

CHRISTOPHER HITCHENS MAKES THE CASE CHARGING HENRY KISSINGER WITH WAR CRIMES

In Indonesia: In the first successful prosecution for the destruction of East Timor in 1999, an international court sentenced a pro-Indonesian militiaman to 12 years in prison for murder. Joao Fernandes, 22, testified during his trial that Indonesian army officers had given him a samurai sword and ordered him to kill independence supporters.

Hundreds of people died and most of East Timor was destroyed when the Indonesian army and its local auxiliaries went on a rampage after voters decided to break away from Indonesia in a U.N.-sponsored independence referendum in Aug. 1999.

In Vietnam: Decades after the war on Southeast Asia ended, the United Nations estimates that 3.5 million mines lie buried in battlefields across Vietnam, and explosions still kill people every year, including children. The country is also strewn with bombs weighing up to 3,000 pounds, cluster bombs and live grenades.

In Cambodia: More than 40 per cent of what was once farmland is now a wasteland covered with mines, and land is urgently needed for 360,000 refugees returning from border camps where they were displaced by decade of strife.

In Chile: Human rights lawyers asked a Chilean judge to arrest and charge Augusto Pinochet with rights abuses on Wednesday, one day after the former dictator was questioned about violence during his 1973-1990 regime. Judge Juan Guzman wants to charge Pinochet with planning the kidnappings and murders of more than 70 leftists who fell victim to the "Death Caravan," a military squad that traveled Chile in the weeks after Pinochet's 1973 coup to oust socialist President Salvador Allende.

The transcript of the interrogation quotes Pinochet as saying: "I did not order anyone to be killed."

In 1975, he told a different tale: The general boasted, "Never a leaf moves in Chile without my knowing of it."

What do these news stories have in common. They are linked by the legacy of one man. Henry Kissinger.

To many, Kissinger is one of the outstanding diplomats of the century, to others, a war criminal. Compton's encyclopedia calls him the most influential foreign policy figure in the administrations of United States presidents Richard Nixon and Gerald Ford. Secretary of state from 1973 to 1977, the encyclopedia continues, Kissinger was the most notable exponent of shuttle diplomacy, making frequent trips overseas to solve complex international problems.

Indeed no one was more impressed with Kissinger's ability to solve problems than the doctor himself. "There cannot be a crisis next week," Kissinger once said. "My schedule is already full."

When Tom Lehrer was asked why he quit writing satirical songs, he replied that after Henry Kissinger won the Nobel Peace Prize in 1973, there was nothing left to satirize. There remains, however, much to discuss.

That is what Christopher Hitchens does in a biting two-part article in Harpers Magazine. The first installment appears in the February issue.

Guest: Christopher Hitchens, a columnist for The Nation magazine and Vanity Fair and author of numerous books including No One Left To Lie To: The Values of the Worst Family.

Author says Kissinger should face war crimes trial 
Tuesday, April 10, 2001

http://www.post-gazette.com/columnists/20010410tony6.asp
Christopher Hitchens is a one-man truth squad, a journalist who never hesitates to lay siege to the vanities, sacred cows and pomposities of both the Left and the Right. In "No One Left to Lie To: The Values of the Worst Family," he anatomized the bad-faith of the Clintons and how their "co-presidency" transformed American liberalism into a politics of codependency and corruption. 

In "The Monarchy: A Critique of Britain's Favorite Fetish," Hitchens used a guillotine to settle the question of the divine right of kings once and for all. Even the century's supreme model of spiritual rectitude and self-sacrifice was given a sound thrashing in "The Missionary Position: Mother Teresa in Theory and Practice." 

Last week, Hitchens was back in town promoting "The Trial of Henry Kissinger" (Verso), a savage, but nuanced polemic about abuse of power by the former secretary of state who continues to haunt our politics like a wraith too intoxicated by the limelight to move on. 

As if there weren't already plenty of evidence of perfidy and banality in high places, an item in last week's New York Observer disclosed Kissinger's "infatuation" with Oprah, something Hitchens would've made great sport of during his lecture at the Frick had he known about it. 

Actually, "abuse of power" doesn't do justice to the scope of Hitchens' indictment. Because Kissinger's role in the overthrow of Chile's Salvador Allende and the secret bombing of Cambodia is already notorious, Hitchens merely connects the dots of assassinations, military intrigues and coups that lead directly to the former secretary of state's door. Unlike the historians and journalists who've tackled the enigmatic diplomat in the past, Hitchens insists that Kissinger deserves nothing less than to be prosecuted for war crimes. 

"The Trial of Henry Kissinger" doesn't unearth new facts as much as provide a grand unifying theory regarding much of what we already know or have vaguely suspected about the man who once manipulated the levers of American foreign policy with all of the subtlety of a Cold War Machiavelli. 

A visiting professor at the University of Pittsburgh in 1997, Hitchens is practically family here. The turnout for his Friday lecture was standing-room-only with folks lined two or three deep in the doorway straining to hear his every mordant word. 

Earlier in the day at the Crawford Grill, I told Hitchens about attending a speech by then-South African President Nelson Mandela at Soldiers & Sailors a decade ago. I sat in the balcony overlooking Henry Kissinger's entourage that evening. 

It certainly struck me as hypocritical that a former secretary of state who was once counted among the white South African regime's best friends would applaud Mandela's speech as if he'd been in the trenches with him during his long, painful struggle against apartheid. 

Thinking back on that day, I remember protesters carrying signs outside Soldiers & Sailors accusing Mr. Mandela of countenancing the murder of the apartheid regime's black collaborators. They were upset about collaborators being murdered with flaming tires tied around their necks. I wonder if many of those same protesters would be willing to protest Kissinger's next appearance in Pittsburgh on the basis of Hitchens' charges? 

Behind a cloud of cigarette smoke and several glasses of merlot over lunch, Hitchens predicted that an indictment against Kissinger by the World Court was imminent and that it would probably come via Chile. He repeated the same scenario that evening at the Frick. 

Hitchens paints a picture of an increasingly frightened Kissinger who has lately resorted to consulting with lawyers before leaving the country, fearing arrest and extradition to a country that considers him the moral equivalent of Pinochet or Milosevic. 

His mastery of the minutiae of Kissinger's alleged crimes is impressive to behold, especially when he follows up dark musings with vulgar witticisms. Despite an Oxford University pedigree and a growing contempt for the complacency of the American press, Hitchens really is a regular guy who takes assaults against democracy seriously. 

At a memorial service for Pitt philosophy professor Tamara Horowitz at the Andy Warhol Museum the night before, Hitchens read Yossarian's declaration of agnosticism (or was it atheism?) in Joseph Heller's "Catch-22." It was a book that meant a lot to Horowitz, who died a year ago. Hitchens dedicated "The Trial of Henry Kissinger" to Heller who "saw it early and saw it whole." 

Later we stood in the back of the auditorium and sang "You Can't Always Get What You Want" with amateur panache. 

Hitchens reminded me that the song provided "The Big Chill" with its moral coda. I wondered how disappointed he'd be if it turned out to be prophetic in the case of Henry Kissinger. 

Tony Norman's e-mail address is: tnorman@post-gazette.com 

An updated survey of the partition of Cyprus 

http://www.versobooks.com/books/ghij/h-titles/hitchens_cyprus.shtml
In a compelling study of great-power misconduct, Christopher Hitchens examines the events leading up to the partition of Cyprus and its legacy. He argues that the intervention of four major foreign powers, Turkey, Greece, Britain and the United States, turned a local dispute into a major disaster. In a new afterword, Hitchens reviews the implications of the Republic of Cyprus's applications for European union membership, the escalating regional arms race between Greece and Turkey, and last year's Greek Cypriot protests along the partition border.
"Hitchens's book deserves wholehearted praise. . . Thorough, invigorating and compelling." — Times Literary Supplement
"In his exhaustive, well-documented and even-handed book, Hitchens attempts, with remarkable success, to restore the recent history of Cyprus to its proper perspective." — Christian Science Monitor
JUST SOME OF THE WAR CRIMES OF HENRY KISSINGER

http://www.davidicke.net/newsroom/america/usa/122901a.html 
David Icke 

Arif Azad

In his latest book on Henry Kissinger, fans cannot fail to miss the heartbeat of vintage Christopher Hitchens. Currently professor of Liberal Studies at New School, New York, his standing rests on awesome investigative journalism that has, in the recent past, pricked many bubble reputations.
The Trial of Henry Kissinger
By Christopher Hitchens



Hitchens' two most recent books dealt with Mother Teresa and Bill Clinton. 

The Missionary Position - his book on Mother Teresa- exposed allegedly unknown facets of the saintly woman who was shown to have links with notorious dictators like Enver Hoxa of Albania. But, it is his new book on Henry Kissinger that has made the most impact. Initial hesitant steps have been taken in the United States to bring Kissinger to the bar of justice for his litany of crimes committed against countries, dissidents and ordinary people. 

The immediate impulse behind the book seems to be the indictment of Chilean dictator general Augusto Pinochet, and lately Solobodan Milosovic, under the newly-minted and reinforced international criminal justice systemThe Trial of Henry Kissinger is a compilation (with additions in the light of recent developments in the area of international law) of essays written over a period of time, detailing Christopher's case against Kissinger.

Hitchens begins his argument from 1968 when a HenryKissinger close to Richard Nixon, played an active part in sabotaging peace negotiations between the North and South Vietnamese. By persuading the South Vietnamese leadership to wreck peace talks on the promise of offering them better terms once Nixon was installed in the presidency, America managed to delay the war, resulting in the massive killings in Vietnam. These killings, Hitchens asserts, are directly attributable to Henry Kissinger.Once in power, and at the helm of national security and foreign policy, Henry Kissinger presided over a Committee of forty that authorized all foreign cover campaigns. In both his roles, argues Hitchens, Kissinger was aware of, and authorized, all dirty wars waged abroad by the US intelligence agencies. However, his most heinous crime against humanity consists in ordering the carpet-bombing of Cambodia as it was suspected of acting as a supply route to the North Vietkong armies. 

The innocent lives that perished as a result, still cry out for justice from unnamed graves. According to Hitchens,. Kissinger's role did not stop there. Chile was another unfortunate country where Kissinger played his murderous game with impunity resulting in untold sufferings for the local people.In Chile, Kissinger is alleged to have fully colluded with the US intelligence agencies - often behind the back of the US ambassador - in order to topple the elected Marxist president, Salvador Allende's government, even before its inauguration. When that did not materialize, efforts were put in place to buy off the military officers sympathetic to the US political game plan in Chile. 

General Schneider, chief of the armed forces at the time, refused to fall in with the US-orchestrated coup. In order to smoothen America's way to the now-notorious Pinochet coup of 1973, a gang of bribed army officers bumped the General off the scene, with active encouragement from the US intelligence agencies. Again, according to Hitchens, the fingerprints of Henry Kissinger can be identified quite easily. Arms and money flooded Chile with his knowledge. Chapters on Chile, Vietnam and Cambodia form the major portion of the book, and hence the backbone of Hitchens' case against Kissinger. While firmly seated in the big theatre of White House politics, Kissinger is described as never letting his eye and bloody hand off the small theatre of his geo-political ambitions. Hitchens then implicates Kissinger in acting in collusion with the Indonesian dictator General Soharto. It was he who gave the green signal to the Indonesian dictator to mount an invasion of East Timor: the Indonesian army invaded east Timor a mere two days after the US president Ford and Henry Kissinger left the country.

There is a huge body of evidence produced in the book, which links the invasion to the tacit approval given by Henry Kissinger during his visit to the island.Similarly, Cyprus was an area where the US was heavily involved in the seventies. Here, Hitchens painstakingly proves that Kissinger had advance knowledge of the plot to kill Cypriot leader Makarios. Being close to the Greek military junta, he went along with the Greek plan to get rid of Makarios. 

The author's contention is that Henry Kissinger was directly responsible for the crimes against humanity, both, in the role of national security supreme, as well as the head of the Forty Committee (supervisor of all foreign covert actions.One chapter of the book, more germane to the subcontinent, describes the period that led to the creation of Bangladesh. Here, Henry Kissinger looked the other way while General Yaha's military dictatorship was involved in massacring independent-minded Bengalis. 

The reason why he colluded was that, at the time, Yaha Khan was acting as facilitator in the Sino-US demarche.So furious was the reaction of the US embassy officials in Dhaka that twenty of them wrote a strongly worded letter criticizing US complicity in the genocide committed by the Pakistani army; the letter was also signed by another nine diplomats in the South Asian division. 

Henry Kissinger is also indicted on two other counts. The coup, which overthrew the government of Sheikh Mujibur Rehman, had the tacit backing of the CIA. Khondkar Mushtaq Ahmed, right-leaning leader of the Awami League, was in touch with coup plotters before the coup occurred. It is not surprising therefore, that he was placed in the driving-seat after the coup had succeeded. 

Indeed, Khondkar Mushtaq Ahmed's links with the Americans go way back to the days of the independence struggle, when he was prevailed upon to dilute the Awami League demand for outright independence. All these goings-on in Bangladesh, Hitchens argues, could not have happened without the authorization of Henry Kissinger.

This is a highly readable book on an important period of political history, when the famed master of geopolitics, Henry Kissinger, ruled the foreign policy roost in America. Hitchens' broader argument is already being translated into a series of intended court actions in Chile and France: a judge in Chile has drawn up a list of questions to be put to Kissinger about the extent of his involvement in the killing of the American journalist, Charles Horman, in Chile. Earlier, in May, Kissinger was subpoenaed by a French judge to answer questions about the death of French citizens under the Pinochet regime in Chile.

Source:
http://www.dailystarnews.com/
Henry Kissinger
Put this criminal on trial!
http://www.socialistworker.co.uk/1744/sw174420.htm
THE LEFT wing writer Christopher Hitchens' new book is The Trial of Henry Kissinger. It is a brilliantly written exposé of the war crimes committed by Henry Kissinger during his time at the heart of the US government between 1968 and 1976. Kissinger was the US Secretary of State under both Richard Nixon and Gerald Ford. 
During this time he continued and expanded the US's dirty war in Vietnam, helped organise a right wing coup against a democratically elected government in Chile, and gave Indonesian dictator General Suharto the green light to invade and take over East Timor. Despite these atrocities, and many others, Kissinger has never been tried for war crimes Kissinger's crimes are far-reaching. 
During the Vietnam War it was Kissinger's idea to send US troops to invade Cambodia and Laos because they were said to be harbouring Vietnamese troops. Throughout the course of that war over two million Vietnamese, Cambodians and Laotians were murdered by US troops. 
The Trial of Henry Kissinger is particularly good on Chile. Kissinger's contempt for democracy is made clear by his attempts to bring down the left wing president of Chile, Salvador Allende, who was elected in 1970. "Chile shouldn't be allowed to go Marxist just because its people are irresponsible," Kissinger said. 
US corporations had a huge amount of business interests in Chile. Their profits were not to be threatened by the election of a left wing government. Nixon and Kissinger sprang into action. 
"Not concerned risks involved. No involvement of embassy. $10,000,000 available, more if necessary. Full time job-best men we have... Make the economy scream," said the CIA's notes of the first meeting between Nixon and Kissinger. A secret "strategy of destabilisation, kidnap and assassination, designed to provoke a military coup" was set up. 
But the head of the Chilean army, General Rene Schneider, was firmly opposed to any form of military intervention. This meant that Schneider had to go. So Kissinger hatched a plan to have Schneider kidnapped by right wing army officers, and for them to make it look like Allende supporters had committed the crime. 
The extremist general Roberto Viaux agreed to follow US orders. He and his supporters received large amounts of money, machine guns and teargas grenades from the US to carry out the kidnapping. 
Kissinger's "destabilising" group sent a cable to the CIA in Chile, which was organising with Viaux, on 16 October 1970. "It is a firm and continuing policy that Allende be overthrown by a coup," it said. "It is imperative that these actions be implemented clandestinely and securely so the USG [United States Government] and American hand be well hidden." 
On 22 October, after a number of failed attempts, Viaux's gang murdered Schneider. The Senate Intelligence Committee investigated the incident. They found that there was "no evidence of a plan to kill Schneider or that United States officials specifically anticipated that Schneider would be shot during the abduction". 
So even though US officials, going right to the heart of the government, plotted to kidnap a top Chilean general to bring about a crisis in another country, the perpetrators got off scot free. This allowed Kissinger and Nixon to continue to seek the downfall of Allende and back the right wing, undemocratic opposition to him. They finally found the right man for the job in 1973 when General Pinochet launched a military coup, killing Allende and thousands of others. 
The US government then continued to aid the Chilean secret police in tracking down and "silencing" critics of Pinochet throughout the world. Hitchens' book reveals the hypocrisy of the people at the top. On one hand they say they will not tolerate war criminals and dictators. On the other they allow criminals like Henry Kissinger to prosper. 
Today Kissinger's advice can be bought at $25,000 a time. He is widely regarded by the US political and academic establishment. As Hitchens says, "The pudgy man standing in black tie at the Vogue party is not, surely, the man who ordered the assassination of inconvenient politicians, the kidnapping and disappearance of soldiers and clerics who got in his way? "Oh, but he is. It's exactly the same man." 
The Trial of Henry Kissinger by Christopher Hitchens will be available at the beginning of May. 
The trials of Henry Kissinger

Once he was arguably the world's most powerful man. Now his foes think they've got him on the run. On the eve of a controversial scheduled visit to Britain, Rupert Cornwell wonders if time is running out for the former éminence grise of US foreign policy

http://foi.missouri.edu/icc/kisstrial1.html
The Independent.uk.com
April 23/02

At 78, in the fullness of his wisdom and his years, life should be set fair for the most famous secretary of state in US history. Henry Kissinger may no longer run American foreign policy. But in these troubled international times, sages are in particular demand. And where sagacity in foreign policy is concerned, the star attraction of Kissinger Associates, perched in its discreet skyscraper suite on New York's Park Avenue, yields to absolutely no one. 

Tomorrow (barring last-minute cancellations after this article has gone to press), Henry Kissinger is due to address the annual conference of the Institute of Directors in the Royal Albert Hall, an occasion described by the IoD as "the most prestigious event in the UK corporate calendar". Those fortunate enough to be present will be able to listen to "one of the world's most respected individuals".

But even the most respected individuals have a past – and that of Kissinger is coming back to haunt him with a vengeance. Not the glorious chapters, when he managed the Cold War and played off China against the Soviet Union, but the dirty little history of the Nixon/Kissinger administration's dealings in Latin America. Measured against nuclear arms reductions and the balance of global power, it was nothing, a grubby little pile of fetid laundry in America's backyard. But a quarter of a century on, the unrequited demands for justice threaten to destroy a vain old man's most precious asset: his reputation.

If Kissinger goes through with the engagement (as it appears he will at the time of writing), most of the assembled businessmen will notice little difference. True, the crinkly hair has turned white, and the face is a little wizened. He seems slightly shrivelled and stooped after a heart attack some 18 months ago, which obliged him to lose 25lbs on doctor's orders. But there are precious few other acknowledgements of human frailty. Kissinger still speaks with that ridiculous German accent. The tones are slow, guttural and as apparently immune to self-doubt as ever.

He wears the same square, dark-rimmed glasses shielding eyes that seem not to move, yet which miss nothing. The instinctive theatrical sense and that ponderously perfect timing that can hold an audience in thrall are undiminished. But just possibly, the most discerning Kissinger-watchers in the hall may notice something different – a slight uneasiness, a sense that accumulated glory may be no protection from what may yet come.

For one small inconvenience weighs upon what should be a routine $25,000, or £17,000 (plus expenses) canter around the lecture circuit. While Kissinger is on British soil, judicial investigators from France and Spain are seeking permission to question the distinguished keynote speaker about Operation Condor, a cross-border conspiracy of secret-service murder, torture and kidnappings orchestrated by Latin American dictators in the 1970s.

The name of the Spanish judge will come as no surprise. He is Baltazar Garzon, the magistrate who in 1998 sought the extradition from Britain of General Augusto Pinochet to answer charges that the old dictator ordered the murder of Spanish citizens, among the estimated 4,000 people who either disappeared or were killed after the September 1973 coup that toppled the elected civilian president Salvador Allende. The extradition request was finally denied by the Law Lords on the technical ground that the Chilean dictator, who by then had suffered at least one heart attack, was too old to face trial. But Garzon is no respecter of persons, and his tenacity is legendary. Pinochet was the prime mover behind Operation Condor – which, in addition to Chile, also covered Argentina, Paraguay, Brazil, Bolivia and Uruguay. Meanwhile, declassified documents released by the State Department and the CIA since his detention have strengthened suspicions that Kissinger, as Nixon's national security adviser and in effective full control of US foreign policy, was well aware of what was happening.

So Garzon, and others, are trying again. In 1999 Switzerland, Belgium and France were also seeking General Pinochet's extradition. Armed with the same new information, the French magistrate Sophie-Hélène Château, too, has now demanded permission from Britain to have Kissinger answer questions about the Condor plan. Her interest is in the four French citizens who disappeared after the 1973 coup, which the CIA had backed and fomented from the outset. If she and Garzon have their way, Kissinger will be summoned to give evidence under oath in a magistrates' court, where he can be questioned by the presiding district judge or by the two foreign judges. Nor is that all. Peter Tatchell, the human-rights campaigner who once attempted a citizen's arrest on Robert Mugabe, yesterday made an application for Kissinger's arrest under the Geneva Conventions Acts, for alleged war crimes "commissioned, aided and abetted" by him in Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia between 1969 and 1977. The application was rejected, but Tatchell now intends to seek leave to bring a private prosecution.

With a proposed welcome like this, it would come as no surprise to hear a last-minute announcement that Kissinger had cancelled his visit to the UK. Except that, if he did, it would be widely interpreted as an astonishing public admission that he has something to hide. He is, in short, damned if he does set foot in Britain, and damned if he doesn't.

If Kissinger is finally running into trouble, it is entirely of his own making. No secretary of state has matched his combination of bravado and conspiracy. None has mixed so brazenly the secret agent and the showman. Kissinger had a flair for the dramatic, and understood the value of the dramatic in diplomacy. Yet he was addicted to the back channel.

As no secretary of state before him, he combined the intellectualism of the Old World with the boldness and free thinking of the New One that adopted him. He was a master of bureaucratic infighting, the most gifted and powerful courtier of the Imperial Presidency. He had a prodigious vanity, and a habit of bearing epic grudges.

But the decisive driving force was his extraordinary relationship with Richard Nixon, who named Kissinger his national security adviser in the very first appointment of the new Republican administration in 1969.

Not only did the two have a similar world view, of a West menaced at every turn by Communism, both directly and by proxy. Both were insecure, driven by ambition yet desperately in need of reassurance. Each saw advantages in the other: for Nixon, Kissinger's credentials at Harvard and in the service of Nelson Rockefeller, the governor of New York, implied establishment acceptance. For Kissinger, Nixon meant power.

And that power, both believed, should be jealously guarded and wherever possible exercised in secret, beyond the scrutiny of Congress. Kissinger demanded, and Nixon granted him, absolute sway in foreign policy, first as National Security Adviser and after 1973 as Secretary of State. Which was fine, as long as things did not go wrong. But when they did, there was no blaming errant aides; either he or Nixon was responsible. Kissinger's singular achievement thus far has been to preserve his reputation as Nixon's has crumbled.

In America, the 37th president still languishes in posthumous limbo. Not Henry the K. Network anchors continue to interview him as if his views were carved on tablets brought down from Sinai. Kissinger was, and remains, a statesman for the ages – the man who initiated détente with the Soviet Union, co-plotted Nixon's opening to China, and whose diplomatic shuttles after the 1973 Middle East war paved the way to Israel's subsequent peace treaty with Egypt.

Even on Vietnam, the majority of Americans still remember him not as the cynic who secretly bombed Cambodia in defiance of the Constitution, but as the negotiator who won the 1973 Nobel Peace prize for the Paris talks with North Vietnam. (With a modesty that hindsight reveals to have been even wiser, his opposite number from Hanoi, the fellow laureate Le Duc Tho, declined the award.) Finally, for his admirers, Kissinger was the man who single-handedly kept American foreign policy on the rails as Watergate engulfed the Nixon presidency.

Such is Kissinger as he would like to be remembered in the autumn of his years; and the great volumes of memoirs, the weighty ruminations on statecraft, and the op-ed pieces in The New York Times are all designed to reinforce this image.

Nor has he lost his sense of the value of theatrics in his current role as a star catch for New York socialites, to whom he dispenses aphorisms with heavy, but not disagreeable wit. "The main advantage of being famous is that when you bore people at dinner parties, they think it is their fault," is one much-recycled Kissingerism.

No other Secretary of State could have featured in an advertisement to lure tourists back to New York City after 11 September. And it wasn't bad – Henry (or rather a double) diving headfirst to score a run at Yankee stadium, then rising to dust off his uniform and exhort the world in his Teutonic baritone to come and sample the sundry thrills of the Big Apple.

So much, though, for Kissinger, the listed national monument. There is another and darker vision of the man, summoned by judges Garzon and Château, which increasingly threatens to wreck his carefully nurtured historical reputation.

The case against him is not new. Back in 1979 the British journalist and author William Shawcross, in his acclaimed book Sideshow, told the story of Kissinger and Nixon's secret bombings, which destroyed Cambodia and paved the way for the terrible regime of Pol Pot. An even more devastating portrait emerged a few years later in Seymour Hersh's The Price of Power. Most recently, in 2001 another British journalist, Christopher Hitchens, published The Trial of Henry Kissinger, arguing that he was no less a war criminal than Pinochet or Milosevic.

Hitchens's charge sheet is long. Not just Cambodia and Vietnam, but also the Pakistan army's genocidal depredations in East Pakistan (now Bangladesh) in 1971, the Greek military junta's invasion of Cyprus in 1974, and the Indonesian invasion of East Timor one year later. In these last three instances, Hitchens argues persuasively, Kissinger gave the green light to brutal regimes that were allies of the US to embark on savage adventures in which hundreds of thousands of innocent civilians were killed. But it is the charges relating to Latin America that are hardest for Kissinger to shrug off. Not only must Spanish and French magistrates be kept at bay. The widow of Charles Horman, an American journalist, is trying to force Kissinger to testify in Chile about her husband's murder after he had revealed the US military's hand in the 1973 coup. In Washington, meanwhile, Kissinger faces a criminal suit over his alleged involvement in the assassination in 1970 of General Rene Schneider, the Chilean army chief of staff who insisted on the legality of Allende's election.

The evidence is increasingly hard to dispute. Material recently released by the US government shows that Kissinger sent signed documents to the American embassy in Paris informing the ambassador that his city was to be the headquarters of Operation Condor in Europe, the French lawyers say.

Few dispute Hitchens's assertion that dissidents from Chile and other Latin American countries who had sought refuge in the US were kept under surveillance by American intelligence, under an agreement made with Condor's organisers. Among those refugees was Orlando Letelier, the former Chilean foreign minister and a most effective opponent in exile of the Pinochet regime. In September 1976 Letelier was killed by a car bomb in downtown Washington.

For all his writings and public appearances, Kissinger has rarely confronted the Chilean charges head-on. Questions, he says, should be addressed to the State Department, which conducts American foreign policy. If pressed by some awkward customer after one of his lectures, he takes refuge in fading memory or the pressure of other events at the time. After all, when Russia and the US were close to nuclear showdown in the Middle East, who had the time to bother about goings-on in a country once dismissed by Kissinger as "a dagger pointed at the heart of Antarctica"?

Kissinger's other tactic is to blame everything on what he sees as a lingering, obsessive hatred of the Nixon administration and all its works. "It's so over the top," he has said of Hitchens's book. "I have not answered it, and I won't answer it." But answer it he may soon be forced to do.

Meanwhile, Kissinger's world is slowly shrinking. It is unlikely, for example, that he will soon return to Paris, having hastily left the city last year to avoid a (non-binding) summons issued by the same judge, Château, who is now trying her luck in London. Spain is surely not part of his travel plans either – nor Chile, where the Pinochet case is anything but closed.

In fairness, Kissinger is in part victim of today's rampant anti-Americanism, which believes the capital of the world's premier rogue state is to be found in Washington DC. The Republican administration of George Bush Jnr shuns international agreements banning landmines, nuclear testing, and the pursuit of chemical and biological weapons. It refuses to sign up to the Kyoto global-warming treaty. And it rejects the authority of the International Criminal Court, which formally came into existence earlier this month.

Many critics see scant difference between Kissinger's exercise of power and the foreign policy of this Bush: US interest to the exclusion of all else, clothed in self-righteousness and double standards. Now, as then, the US embraces democracy and human rights, except where it might inconvenience important allies (Indonesia, Pakistan, most of Latin America then, Pakistan and Saudi Arabia now).

But there is one important difference. The unashamed realpolitik at which Kissinger excelled has gone out of fashion. No longer can every excess be justified by the need to repel Communism (as threats go, al-Qa'ida simply doesn't measure up to the Red Army). There is a Wilsonian idealism abroad that must unnerve Kissinger, the realist and pragmatist par excellence. These days great nations are urged to intervene in the affairs of others, not out of self-interest – but, Heaven forbid, because it's the right thing to do. Global attitudes are changing, and with them international law.

No longer does the doctrine of sovereign immunity apply. As the enforced sojourn of Pinochet on the Wentworth estate three years ago and the current blusterings of Slobodan Milosevic from the dock in the Hague prove, heads of government can be answerable for their crimes once they have left office.

Nor can the US count upon even the sturdiest of its allies. It is a delightful irony that the Britain of Tony Blair, so criticised for his faithful support of President Bush over Iraq and in the war against terror, is one of the loudest champions of international justice. Having caused General Pinochet so much grief, we may now be poised to deliver similar medicine to a most eminent citizen of our closest ally.

In short, the legal pursuit of Kissinger is no longer a pipe-dream, but a reality that has some bearing on his travel plans. And if he is not immune, then who is? No wonder that American opponents of the International Criminal Court see the harassment of Kissinger as another good reason why the US should have no truck with it.

We must not, of course, get carried away. Kissinger is not "the Milosevic of Manhattan". Unlike Pinochet, or the former Yugoslav president, he did not rule the state that committed such heinous crimes against its own people. Rather, he is what American law calls a "material witness", whose testimony is important enough to decide the outcome of a case. "He is a witness. He has to contribute to the truth," says William Bourdon, one of the French lawyers seeking to establish the fate of French citizens who vanished after the Pinochet coup. But "he has nothing to fear. He will not be indicted."

That will be small consolation. Even if Kissinger never appears in the dock, his problems will not go away. For the methods which, if he did not originate them, he certainly helped refine, persist to this day.

More than a decade after the collapse of the Soviet Union, the US absurdly continues to persecute an insignificant island called Cuba, of whose government it happens to disapprove. Its appalling behaviour in the 1980s in Nicaragua, Guatemala and San Salvador in Central America caused untold misery. Kissinger may be accused of ignoring mass slaughter in East Pakistan and East Timor – but in 1994 the Clinton administration chose to ignore a true genocide in Rwanda, again for raisons d'état. Most recently, Washington may have been complicit in this month's botched coup in Venezuela which briefly overthrew President Hugo Chavez. Truly, old habits die hard.

Thus Kissinger is part of a tradition that did not begin or end with him. His reputation is probably safe – it is too large, and the facts in question are already too remote, for him to be disgraced. But his remarkable ability to distance himself from every error of the Nixon era is surely exhausted. And never again, surely, will there be a US foreign-policy maker with the untrammelled powers that Kissinger enjoyed. To which the world's reaction will be a heartfelt amen. 

© 2002 The Independent.uk.com

Christopher Hitchens on Henry Kissinger... 

http://www.abc.net.au/rn/arts/booktalk/stories/s348083.htm


Summary:

On this week's Book Talk: Christopher Hitchens on Henry Kissinger's book Does America Need a Foreign Policy? An advice manual for George W Bush or the case for the defence in the trial of Henry Kissinger?

In his book The Trial of Henry Kissinger, Christopher Hitchens charges the former Secretary of State to Richard Nixon with war crimes and called for him to be brought to justice.

So far Henry Kissinger has not charged Hitchens with defamation. Instead, he's published a book called Does America Need a Foreign Policy? in which he argues that American ascendancy around the globe is blinding Americans to the fact that the world is in systemic crisis. The old world order - based on the principle of national sovereignty and the concept of the balance of power - is in danger of being swept aside by humanitarian crusades on behalf of democratisation and human rights, and by rekcless attempts to bring to justice former leaders such as Pinochet.

Christopher Hitchens argues that Kissinger, once again, is being self-serving.

Kissinger's War Crimes Documented

http://www.spotlight.org/05_25_01/Kissinger_s_War_Crimes_Documen/kissinger_s_war_crimes_documen.html

By Vince Ryan

The American people are always the last to know what's really going on inside their government and just how evil their public officials, both elected and appointed, can be. But if writer Christopher Hitch ens has his way with his new book, titled The Trial of Henry Kissinger,* that would not be the case as far as Henry Kissinger is concerned.

As longtime readers of The SPOTLIGHT know, Kissinger is a regular at the annual meetings of the Bilderberg group which his longtime boss, banker David Rockefeller, hosts. 

Kissinger and Richard Nixon never had warm feelings for each other. Nonetheless, Kissinger accepted the position of Nixon's national security adviser.

In Nixon's words, he appointed Kissin ger because "One factor that had most convinced me of Kissinger's credibility was the length to which he went to protect his secrecy." 

By "length" Nixon means any length.

As Hitchens points out: "Upon taking office at Richard Nixon's side in the winter of 1968, it was Kissinger's task to be plus royaliste que le roi in two respects. Kis singer had to concoct a rationale of 'credibility' for punitive action in an already devastated Vietnamese theater, and he had to second his principal's wish that he form part of a 'wall' between the Nixon White House and the Department of State. The term 'two-track' was later to become commonplace. Kissinger's position on both tracks, of promiscuous violence abroad and flagrant illegality at home, was decided from the start."

Hitchens carefully enumerates Kissin ger's war crimes in Indochina. 

Civilian casualties had to be known by the White House and Defense Depart ment. He charges that the bombings of Laos and Cambodia were known at the highest levels and he holds Kissinger responsible for what he calls "premeditated war crimes."

Chile, a country at one time not of much interest to Kissinger, suddenly became his number one area of concentration simply because his mentor and boss David Rockefeller was concerned and so too was his president, Richard Nixon.

Bottom line: Chilean President Salva dor Allende had to go.

Marshalling the resources of the CIA, Kissinger et al destabilized Chile in preparation for the killing of Allende. 

According to Hitchens, Kissinger was deeply involved with such clandestine acti vities at the highest levels in many areas around the world. 

When Kissinger left the State Depart ment he removed his private papers to the safety of the Rockefeller estate in Pocan tico Hills, N.Y. He then gave them to the Library of Congress where they were to remain sealed until after his death.

Much of what appears in The Trial of Henry Kissinger, has, over the years, ap peared in the pages of The SPOTLIGHT. Unfortunately, Hitchens does not cite The SPOTLIGHT in his indictment of Kissin ger. This newspaper and its publisher, Liberty Lobby, have long exposed the machinations of Kissinger, his associates and his controllers, the Rockefellers. And will continue to do so. 
 
*The Trial of Henry Kissinger ($30, item #433) is available from Liberty Library, 300 Independence Avenue SE, Washington, D.C. 20003. You can use the coupon on page 6 or charge to Visa or MasterCard by calling toll-free 1-800-522-6292.
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"General Pinochet, you have Kissinger on line one"
National Security Archive,  August 9, 2001 

http://www.guerrillanews.com/government/doc89.html
The heat is on for Henry. On the heels of Christopher Hitchens' powerful new book "The Trial of Henry Kissinger," the good people at the National Security Archive have won a major battle to get to the truth behind Kissinger's dirty dealings while in office. Thanks to their tireless efforts, the U.S. State Department has released reams of Kissinger's telephone transcripts. How much more information needs to come out before we can revoke his Nobel Peace Prize? 

(Washington, 8/9/01) The State Department today announced that former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger had returned 10,000 pages of transcripts of his telephone conversations conducted while in office from 1973 through January 1977, and spokesman Richard Boucher credited the National Security Archive for prompting the Department to seek this return. 

“These telcons are a minute-by-minute, hour-by-hour verbatim record of the highest-level foreign policy deliberations of the U.S. government during Mr. Kissinger’s tenure at State,” commented Thomas Blanton, director of the National Security Archive, a foreign policy documentation center based at George Washington University. “We applaud the State Department for taking action to recover these unique and invaluable historical documents, and we commend Mr. Kissinger’s decision to do the right thing.” 

The transcripts had been locked up in the Library of Congress under a purported deed of gift from Mr. Kissinger since December 1976, with access strictly controlled by Mr. Kissinger until five years after his death. A federal district judge and a U.S. court of appeals panel both ruled in the late 1970s that the transcripts were government records, improperly removed from the State Department, but these decisions were vacated in 1980 by the Supreme Court in Reporters’ Committee v. Kissinger for lack of standing by theplaintiffs, rather than on the merits of the case. For a complete review of the legal issues and chronology, see the draft legal complaint sent by the National Security Archive to the Department of State and the National Archiveson January 25, 2001, and the correspondence between the government and the National Security Archive’s pro bono lawyers, Lee Rubin and Craig Isenberg at Mayer, Brown & Platt. 

The National Security Archive first wrote the Archivist of the United States on January 15, 1999 requesting government action to recover the Kissinger telcons. After receiving the draft legal complaint in January 2001, the government entered extended negotiations with the Archive and its lawyers. The State Department’s Legal Adviser, William H. Taft IV, took the lead in corresponding with Mr. Kissinger, and obtained the affirmative response that produced the document handover announced today. 

“Now the Justice Department and the National Archives need to recover the telcons from Mr. Kissinger’s years as national security adviser to President Nixon,” noted Dr. William Burr, senior analyst at the National Security Archive and editor of The Kissinger Transcripts: The Top Secret Talks with Beijing and Moscow (New York: The New Press, 1999). “Today’s announcement shows that the government’s own lawyers have concluded the telcons are government records, and we call on Mr. Kissinger to do his duty under the Presidential Records Act and provide the National Archives with a full set of his White House telephone transcripts.”

	For immediate release, 
9 August 2001
	For further information: 
Thomas Blanton, Archive director, 202/994-7068 
William Burr, senior analyst, 202/994-7032 
Lee Rubin, Mayer Brown & Platt, 202/263-3267
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ARCHIVE HAILS TURNOVER OF KISSINGER PAPERS
GWU Group Persuades State Department to Recover Telephone Transcripts

http://www.gwu.edu/~nsarchiv/news/20010809
Washington, D.C., August 9 – The State Department today announced that former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger had returned 10,000 pages of transcripts of his telephone conversations conducted while in office from 1973 through January 1977, and spokesman Richard Boucher credited the National Security Archive for prompting the Department to seek this return. 

“These telcons are a minute-by-minute, hour-by-hour verbatim record of the highest-level foreign policy deliberations of the U.S. government during Mr. Kissinger’s tenure at State,” commented Thomas Blanton, director of the National Security Archive, a foreign policy documentation center based at George Washington University.  “We applaud the State Department for taking action to recover these unique and invaluable historical documents, and we commend Mr. Kissinger’s decision to do the right thing.” 

The transcripts had been locked up in the Library of Congress under a purported deed of gift from Mr. Kissinger since December 1976, with access strictly controlled by Mr. Kissinger until five years after his death.  A federal district judge and a U.S. court of appeals panel both ruled in the late 1970s that the transcripts were government records, improperly removed from the State Department, but these decisions were vacated in 1980 by the Supreme Court in Reporters’ Committee v. Kissinger for lack of standing by the plaintiffs, rather than on the merits of the case.  For a complete review of the legal issues and chronology, see the draft legal complaint sent by the National Security Archive to the Department of State and the National Archives on January 25, 2001, and the correspondence between the government and the National Security Archive’s pro bono lawyers, Lee Rubin and Craig Isenberg at Mayer, Brown & Platt. 

The National Security Archive first wrote the Archivist of the United States on January 15, 1999 requesting government action to recover the Kissinger telcons.  After receiving the draft legal complaint in January 2001, the government entered extended negotiations with the Archive and its lawyers.  The State Department’s Legal Adviser, William H. Taft IV, took the lead in corresponding with Mr. Kissinger, and obtained the affirmative response that produced the document handover announced today. 

“Now the Justice Department and the National Archives need to recover the telcons from Mr. Kissinger’s years as national security adviser to President Nixon,” noted Dr. William Burr, senior analyst at the National Security Archive and editor of The Kissinger Transcripts: The Top Secret Talks with Beijing and Moscow (New York: The New Press, 1999).  “Today’s announcement shows that the government’s own lawyers have concluded the telcons are government records, and we call on Mr. Kissinger to do his duty under the Presidential Records Act and provide the National Archives with a full set of his White House telephone transcripts.”
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	United States Department of State Press Release, "Former Secretary of State Kissinger Provides Department with Documents," August 8, 2001



The following is an example of a Kissinger telephone conversation transcript that was found in a collection of his records at the National Archives:

	


	Telcon, Secretary of State Henry Kissinger and Edwin H. Yeo, Under Secretary of the Treasury for Monetary Affairs, August 21, 1976, 2 pp.



  

Henry Kissinger's Claims that the Telcons Were "Private" 

1. [Tony] Judt, based on [William] Bundy, asserts that I have reclassified public papers as “personal” in order to close them to “prying eyes.” This is flatly untrue. No public document has ever been reclassified by me. Well over 90 percent of the papers in my collection at the Library of Congress are copies of originals in the files of either the State Department or the Nixon and Ford libraries. They are available to researchers on the terms established by the originating departments. 
The only unique papers in the collection are records of telephone conversations that a court of law—not I—held to be personal papers and that never were treated as public papers before that. 
--Henry Kissinger, letter to editor, New York Review of Books, 24 September 1998 

2.  Every document in the Library of Congress is the copy of an original in the State Department, the Ford Library, or the National Archives. (The only exceptions are telephone conversations ruled by the US Supreme Court as private. However, in October 1998, I gave access to these conversations to the State Department historians so that they might extract portions relevant to foreign policy decisions for inclusion in their publications.) 
--Henry Kissinger letter to editor, New York Review of Books, 12 March 1999) 

3. The "Kissinger Collection" in the Library of Congress also contains rough transcripts of telephone conversations that the Supreme Court in 1980 ruled to be private. In 1998 I voluntarily made these available to State Department historians so that they could determine which, if any, might be useful for the Foreign Relations of the United States series. In short, no historian has had access impaired by the location of duplicates of my papers in the Library of Congress. 
--Henry Kissinger, letter to the editor, The New York Times Book Review, 18 April 1999 
  

Problems Encountered by State Department Historians In Conducting Research in the Kissinger Collection 

1. Report of Advisory Commitee to the Department of State on Historical Diplomatic Documentation, for the Period January 1, 2000 - December 1, 2000, Excerpt: Kissinger Papers and the Presidential Recordings and Materials Preservation Act 

As noted in last year's report, the Committee has been concerned about access to the papers of Henry Kissinger at the Library of Congress. Transcripts of telephone conversations selected for inclusion in FRUS arrived from the Library of Congress with many deletions. The Historian's Office was unable to determine how significant these deletions were because access procedures prevent HO staff from taking notes or otherwise determining the original full content of the documents. Although Dr. Kissinger's personal intervention and the assistance of his representative, Peter Rodman, often ameliorate this situation, it remains a problem. The HO needs to review the excisions to determine if they are legitimately personal or if they threaten the preservation and authenticity of the historical record. The Committee believes that the Library of Congress has established an inappropriate system of access and that the Kissinger papers should be deposited at NARA. 

2. Minutes, Advisory Committee on Historical Diplomatic Documentation April 10-11, 2000, Report of the Subcommittee on the Kissinger Papers and PFIAB Records, Excerpts 

[Philip] Zelilow asked if HO [Historical Office] Historians could bring back copies from the Library of Congress.  David Geyer said no, they cannot even make a list of documents requested. Zelikow declared that this was unsatisfactory and recommended calling their bluff. Regarding the letter to  [Archivist John] Carlin, he pointed out that it will be hard to complain later if it is ineffective.  .... 

[Warren] Kimball asked other Committee members how they felt. 

[Robert] Schulzinger stated that there was a full agenda, the subcommittee had recommended that HO make contact with Kissinger's agent [Peter] Rodman, and suggested that another subcommittee could examine the issue again in July. Kimball suggested that the [James] Rubin letter to Carlin did not pass "the smell test" and did nothing to help public access to the Kissinger records or improve HO's access. [Frank] Mackaman suggested that it was impossible to separate "the smell" from practicalities. 

Zelikow stated that the Department should change its position. This was not a marginal issue and he wanted the Committee to go on record on it. Kimball said he wanted more information, that he was uncomfortable deciding on the issue without it

The War Criminal's War Criminal

http://hallbiographies.com/index.php/Mode/product/AsinSearch/1859846319/name/The%2520Trial%2520of%2520Henry%2520Kissinger/browse/2422/page/1

In this breezy but extremely well researched little book, Christopher Hitchens convincingly argues that Henry Kissinger is a war criminal according to published American and International legal standards. Hitchens builds his case not from a moral or political point of view but from a purely legal one based on evidence that Kissinger was responsible for acts of genocide, assassination, and unlawfully interfering with government operations both in the United States and in foreign countries. Hitchens documents how Kissinger's ignominious resume spans the globe and includes the mass murder of civilians in East Timor, Pakistan, Greece, Cyprus, Chile, Argentina, Cambodia, Laos, and Vietnam. 

In places such as Chile and Argentina, according to Hitchens, Kissinger merely supervised the assassination of democratically elected heads of state and the establishment of brutally repressive and murderous military dictatorships. His accomplishments were more significant in East Timor where, with his help, one third of the population was murdered, and in Indochina where he not only colluded in the murder of hundreds of thousands of Vietnamese but also in Cambodia and Laos where under his guidance, Nixon illegally extended the war and waged it almost purely against the civilian population. 

Conservatives or self-styled realists might refute Hitchens by arguing that Kissinger's genocidal resume is merely the result of his practicing a brutal but necessary variant of realpolitik. But as Hitchens' gleefully points out, few Kissinger lovers including Kissinger himself are unwilling to do this for two reasons: first because they are unwilling to face the legal consequences of linking the man to his murders and second because in many cases, while Kissinger's actions personally benefited him and his patrons, they in no way helped the United States. For example, in 1968 Kissinger helped to sabotage the Johnson administration's peace plan in order ensure a Nixon presidential victory and his own appointment as Secretary of State. Four years later he successfully brokered THE SAME PLAN only by this time, twenty thousand more American troops had been killed along with hundreds of thousands of civilians in Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos. The only people who benefited from this were Nixon and his top officials including Kissinger. 

It is for these reasons and others, according to Hitchens, that Kissinger has gone to great lengths to cover his tracks, by censoring documents or bequeathing them to the Library of Congress under the condition that they remain sealed until his death. While Kissinger enjoys a sort of morbid celebrity status at home, he is less at ease abroad where at least once he has been legally detained to answer questions about his responsibility for the "disappearance" of foreign nationals. 

The importance of this book lies not so much in its condemnation of Henry Kissinger, but in the lessons it holds for Americans in these troubled times. As of this writing, many Americans are asking themselves why their nation is so hated around the world, and whether its forthcoming invasion of Iraq is based on genuine national security concerns or the self interest of the ruling elite. Sometimes the answers to such questions are found not so much in the present but in the past. Henry Kissinger's career, as chronicled in this book, provides us with many hints and direct answers to some of our most troubling questions today.


   Pressing the Case
Henry Kissinger left Paris early on a recent trip. Some contended that the early departure stemmed from the Belgian government's eagerness to confront Kissinger for alleged "crimes" in the overthrow of the Chilean government of President Allende culminating with the legally elected leader's assassination. European interest has dramatically intensified in recent months regarding an expressed need for Kissinger to be compelled to explain his actions regarding Chile and other controversial matters. The controversial former U.S. secretary of state seeks to quell such inquiries through a nervous silence, hoping such concerns will dissipate through the passage of time. 

Into the scene comes Christopher Hitchens, who makes a case in this book for Kissinger standing trial for past foreign policy conduct. He makes the case for Kissinger's involvement in the overthrow and assassination of Allende in Chile, but does not stop there. Hitchens also presents his reasons why Kissinger should be held accountable for a coup and an assassination in Bangladesh, and for the deaths of East Timoreans seeking freedom and incurring widespread loss of life at the hands of Indonesian President Suharto's forces. Hitchens also implicates Kissinger in the 1974 Cyprus tragedy and also hones in on actions in which he was involved as Nixon's special national security operative and secretary of state during the Vietnam War. He cites Telford Taylor, an American prosecutor at the Nuremberg Trials, as stating that U.S. policy was subject to prosecution by invoking the prevailing Nuremberg criteria, relating to ferocious bombing assaults which Taylor and Hitchens believe violated the Geneva Codes. 

Hitchens presents his case with compelling vigor, asserting that, in a world where the United States is seeking vigorous prosecution in the World Court against Slobodan Milosevic and his cohorts for criminal conduct in the former Yugoslavia, a Henry Kissinger should also be held accountable for his activities. 

William Hare


   why is henry kissinger still revered?
Chrisopher Hitchens sets forth irrebutable arguments regarding the horrendous behavior of Kissinger, especially with regard to the continuation of the Vietnam War, and the assasination in 1972 of the Chilean chief of staff, Rene Schneider. Schneider was assasinated by those associated with a right wing Chilean officer, Roberto Viaux. This was because Schneider, following long-standing Chilean tradition, refused to interfere with the election of President Allende. Viaux was aided and abetted in this crime by the CIA, almost certainly with the knowledge of Kissinger. 

Also upsetting is the fact that Kissinger and Nixon continued the war in Vietnam for more than four additional and unnecessary years, before it was concluded on the same terms that it could have been ended on in 1968. During that time period, the names of 20,492 of our American heroes were added to the Vietnam memorial. Also compelling are the details "Operation Speedy Express," which was ordered by Nixon and Kissinger in early 1969, which led to the killing of thousdands of non-combatants in the Mekong Delta. This, coupled with the secret bombing and later invasion of Cambodia in 1969 and 1970, which resulted in the death of an estimated 600,000 civilians in Cambodia, and 350,000 civilians in Laos, makes one wonder why Kissinger isn't reviled today, instead of being honored by appearances on television news shows. 

While I generally dislike books that are excessively long, the only fault with "The Trial of Henry Kissinger" is that it could have been longer and given more details. However, we owe Hitchens our gratitude for setting forth, in direct and understandable writing, the horrible actions of Kissinger. By reading this book, we can see why history will condemn him. 

David W. Lee

The incredible shrinking Kissinger
http://www.spintechmag.com/2001/jl082901.htm
One couldn't wish for a better visual representation of the decline of Henry Kissinger than the cover of Charles Ashman's Super Kraut next to the dust jacket of Christopher Hitchens' The Trial of Henry Kissinger. Taken together, they form a perfect plumb line with the loud thud yet to come. 

The first title, published in 1972 by a swinging '70s lawyer at the height of "Henry the K's" influence, knocks off about 40 pounds, and caricatures the then-national security advisor as a cross between Superman and James Bond (or "00Henry"). The latter's cover presents a downcast, wrinkled, tired old man: hair gone white, one upper eyelid visibly drooping below the other. The back of the book, rather than containing the usual quote-whore blurbs or the author's past accomplishments, excerpts this preface: 

"[Kissinger's] own lonely impunity is rank; it smells to heaven.... In the name of innumerable victims known and unknown, it is time for justice to take a hand." 

By "justice," author Christopher Hitchens means an international criminal tribunal. The Trial of Henry Kissinger is meant to serve as a primer on and a "bill of indictment" for the former secretary of state's many alleged crimes and indiscretions. The inquiry sparked by its publication and by the publication of excerpts in Harper's has led to summonses from at least three courts, in Chile, Argentina, and France. 

Kissinger fled Paris rather than answer questions. He also recently skipped out on an engagement in Connecticut, where he knew Hitchens would be present (and, one assumes, vocal). 

As Charles Ashman's rather feather-headed book demonstrates (once you get past the staccato outbursts that are meant to pass for prose), this concern for secrecy and stealth is hardly a new development on Kissinger's part. As national security advisor, he was simultaneously the talk of the town and shrouded in secrecy; he was often seen, but seldom heard publicly. By claiming the Eisenhower-created "executive privilege," Kissinger managed to avoid talking to Congress. Concern about his German accent and the possible (okay, likely) comparisons to Dr. Strangelove led the White House to muzzle him, severely rationing his public engagements. 

All of which suited Kissinger fine. He's not a bad speaker, but he enjoys wielding influence quietly. Ashman includes some of Kissinger's past strenuous denials that growing up in Nazi Germany had any influence on his later style: "That part of my childhood is not a key to anything. [The] political percussions of my childhood are not what control my life." 

And yet, something had to fuel his insistence on secret negotiations and absolute paranoia of leaks. What better motivation could Kissinger have for his apprehensions than childhood memories of angry Germans kicking in shop windows and tossing him and his fellow Jews out of school? He appears to have picked up an instinctive distrust of the masses. 

Kissinger was also remarkable for his chicks, often dubbed "Henry's Girls." At the many parties he attended, he was rarely seen without a well-endowed, impeccably dressed new woman in tow. The tabloids and gossip columnists of the early '70s were forever speculating on when (and with whom) the eligible divorcé would settle down. Candidates included television stars Marlo Thomas and Zsa Zsa Gabor; Jill St. John (one of Frank Sinatra's exes); Judy Brown, star of the X-rated Danish classic Threesome; Playboy model Angel Thomas; Washington doyenne Barbara Howar; Gloria Steinem - though both Steinem and Kissinger strenuously denied it - and too many one-night stands to record. 

"Henry" often used his social dalliances with these women as a way to distract the press from his real reason for being in, say, France for secret negotiations with ambassadors from North Vietnam. But there is no question that he enjoyed their company for more than strategic reasons. The hilarious last line of Super Kraut records Kissinger's reaction to an Iranian belly dancer's decision to end her routine in his lap: "We went to Russia to keep the world safe for girls like this." 

Both Ashman and Hitchens agree that Kissinger's influence on President Richard Nixon was almost unprecedented. It is rivaled historically only by the power of Woodrow Wilson's wife, Edith Bolling Galt Wilson, who may have run the United States government after her husband suffered a debilitating seizure. Hitchens calls the Richard Nixon presidency the "Nixon/ Kissinger Administration" for polemical emphasis, and Ashman calls members of the administration the "Nixingers" because, I'm guessing, he thought it sounded cool. To get the flavor of this relationship, here is an excerpt from Super Kraut describing the typical sporadic cabinet meeting: 

"[After all but the President have arrived and been seated, Kissinger enters from the Oval Office and] moves to the place at the left of the President's chair. Nixon opens the meeting by announcing why he has called it and what the specific problem to be decided is. He looks to the left and routinely says, 'Henry, will you present the options for us?' For twenty-five minutes without interruption [Kissinger] states the options in steady, clear, accented terms. Nobody will express his opinions on the options until he gets a tip-off in a phrase, expression, or gesture either by the President or Henry. Nixon will [then] poll the table, but he asks his questions in such a way as to make it perfectly clear what answers he wants." 

According to Hitchens, with such great power comes great culpability, as well as liability. Kissinger is blamed for everything from sabotaging the 1968 Johnson-led negotiations between North and South Vietnam - in order to throw the election to Richard Nixon, a political opponent - to initiating the saturation bombing of Cambodia, to plotting the assassination of the somehow still-extant Greek political activist Elias Demetracopoulos. Hitchens claims that he limited himself to "only those Kissengerian offenses that might or should form the basis of a legal prosecution." But it's hard to know how seriously we should take Hitchens. 

In the first place, he freely admits to relying on slender, incomplete, and highly controvertible evidence. He tries to turn this into a badge of honor by blaming it on Kissinger's paranoid maneuvering to keep his documents under wraps until his demise. Also, Hitchens condemns the saturation bombing of Cambodia as absolutely inexcusable under any circumstances. He has a point - and a good one - but it is difficult to argue that one regime (Nixon's) should be strung up for it while another (Clinton's) should be encouraged and praised for doing the same thing in Bosnia. In Hitchens' moral universe, the ends justify the means... only if he agrees with the ends. 

The third and most substantial problem in this slender volume is that Hitchens' self-professed Marxism corrupts his historical vision. If the cease-fire in 1972 was the same one that was available in 1968, and it resulted in torture, imprisonment, and hundreds of thousands of deaths, then maybe it was not - as he leads his readers to believe - such a good cease-fire in the first place. But that's the one criticism of Kissinger that the supposedly fearless Hitchens would never dare to make. 
http://www.frif.com/new2002/kiss.html
http://www.hrw.org/iff/2002/ny/trials.html
The Trials of Henry Kissinger 
A Film by Alex Gibney & Eugene Jarecki


Is Henry Kissinger a war criminal? Featuring previously unseen footage, newly declassified U.S. government documents, and revealing interviews with key insiders from Henry Kissinger's White House years, this new film examines charges facing the former Secretary of State and Nobel Peace Prize winner. 

Focusing on his role in three key events - America's secret bombing of Cambodia in 1969, the approval of Indonesia's genocidal assault on East Timor in 1975, and the assassination of a Chilean general in 1970 - THE TRIALS OF HENRY KISSINGER also examines the possibility that Kissinger, by sabotaging the 1969 Paris peace talks to further Nixon's candidacy and his own concomitant rise to power, bears responsibility for all the deaths in Vietnam from 1969 to 1975.

To debate the issues, the film brings together Kissinger's friends, colleagues, and detractors, including Gen. Alexander Haig, Jr., Seymour Hersh, Christopher Hitchens, Walter Isaacson, William Safire, Lt. General Brent Scowcroft, and William Shawcross, as well as Vietnam peace talks delegate Daniel Davidson, former U.S. Ambassadors Edward Korry and David Newsom, National Security Council staffer Roger Morris, Human Rights Lawyer Geoffrey Robertson, and Professor of Law Michael Tigar, among others.

Shedding light on a career long shrouded in secrecy, the film explores how a young boy who fled Nazi Germany grew up to become one of the most powerful men in American foreign policy and now, in the autumn of his life, one of its most controversial figures.





“Devastating!” - Stephen Holden, New York Times

"An expose of the corrosiveness of power!" - David Denby, The New Yorker

“(A) powerfully muckraking film about the accountability of public figures and about how, in regard to international justice, there can be no exceptions.” - Peter Rainer, New York Magazine

"A real shocker, surprisingly revealing, fascinating and quite entertaining. A must-see film for anyone who cares about history, or plain old human decency." - Eric Monder, Film Journal

"Should be required viewing for every American, especially now." - Newsday
** 2002 Human Rights Watch International Film Festival (New York)
** 2002 Toronto International Film Festival
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