Honoring NSA’s Binney and Amb. White
In our age of careerism, it’s rare for high-ranking officials to sacrifice their
powerful posts for principle, but that was what NSA’s William Binney and the
late U.S. Ambassador Robert White did. Their sacrifices and integrity were
honored by likeminded former government officials, as ex-CIA analyst Ray
McGovern describes.
By Ray McGovern
During a standing-room-only event held at Unter den Linden 52 in the shadow of
Berlin’s Brandenburg Gate, Sam Adams Associates for Integrity in Intelligence
(SAAII) presented its 14th annual award to ex-National Security Agency official
William Binney on Jan. 22. Binney ended his 36-year career in intelligence
after 9/11 when he learned that NSA Director Michael Hayden had removed Fourth
Amendment privacy protections from the agency’s surveillance of Americans.
More than half of the former Sam Adams award recipients, who were free to
travel, took part in the award ceremony. In the not-free-to-travel category,
Edward Snowden (recipient in 2013) took part via live-stream video from Russia;
former Army Pvt. Chelsea (Bradley) Manning (2014) is serving a 35-year sentence
for releasing to WikiLeaks video and classified messages revealing, among other
things, U.S. war crimes in Iraq. And WikiLeaks publisher Julian Assange (2010)
is well into his third year of confinement in Ecuador’s London embassy where he
has political asylum.
As the Berlin ceremony began, Sam Adams Associates made its first posthumous
award to U.S. Ambassador to El Salvador Robert White, who died on Jan. 13,
2015. Longtime SAAII veteran David MacMichael accepted the award on Ambassador
White’s behalf and will give it to his widow.
White, like other foreign service officers who have been honored by SAAII,
personified integrity by sacrificing his career in the early days of the Reagan
administration rather than cover up torture, murder and other human rights
crimes by Salvadoran “death squads” working with the U.S.-supported Salvadoran
army.
Most memorably, White demanded justice for four American churchwomen who were
raped and murdered in December 1980, upsetting the incoming Reagan
administration’s plans to downplay that case and other atrocities. [To hear
Ambassador White discuss another atrocity, the murder of Salvadoran Archbishop
Oscar Romero, click here. (Courtesy of journalist Don North)]
As a CIA analyst, MacMichael encountered similar attempts to conceal human

rights crimes by U.S.-backed forces in Central America, an early example of the
“politicized” intelligence pushed by Reagan’s CIA Director William Casey and his
deputy, Robert Gates. MacMichael quit his senior CIA position and testified at
The Hague to the truth about the Reagan administration’s secret war to overthrow
Nicaragua’s leftist Sandinista government.
The actions of White and MacMichael fit with the legacy of previous SAAII award
recipients, such as former UK Ambassador to Uzbekistan Craig Murray (2005), who
pleaded in vain for London to refuse to accept “intelligence” gotten by the most
extreme kinds of torture, and U.S. Assistant Secretary of State for Intelligence
Thomas Fingar (2012), whose professionalism and courage played a huge role in
exposing the myth that Iran was working on a nuclear weapon.
[To watch the award event, click here and scroll down to the bottom of the
article for the video coverage, which begins at minute 8:00 and ends at 1 hour,
26 minutes. (Courtesy of RT) Included are short presentations by Annie Machon,
former UK MI5 whistleblower; Katharine Gun (awardee in 2003), GCHQ (the British
NSA) whistleblower; Craig Murray (2005), former UK ambassador to the terrorfriendly regime in Uzbekistan; Coleen Rowley (2002), FBI whistleblower about
mistakes before 9/11; Thomas Drake (2011), former senior NSA executive; Jesselyn
Radack (2011), former Department of Justice ethics adviser and first
whistleblower on U.S torture and now attorney for other whistleblowers; Todd
Pierce, Major, U.S. Army Judge Advocate (ret.) and defense counsel at
Guantanamo; and Edward Snowden (2013), exposer of NSA abuses (via video live
stream); Bill Binney with an engaging acceptance speech after the award citation
was read aloud by Annie Machon (in English) and Elizabeth Murray (in German),
after which SAAII’s Berlin host Joerg Dreger gave closing remarks.]
Text of the citation follows:
The Sam Adams Associates for Integrity in Intelligence Presents its INTEGRITY
AWARD for 2015 to: William Binney Know all ye by these presents that William
Binney is hereby honored with the traditional Sam Adams Corner-Brightener
Candlestick Holder, in symbolic recognition of Mr. Binney’s courage in shining
light into dark places.
Bill Binney represents the patriotic side of a duel between two unequal
adversaries: an exceedingly powerful and ruthless state and Bill, an official
who would not break his solemn oath to defend its Constitution. Like Tom Drake
and Ed Snowden, he was determined to preserve his integrity, his privacy, and
his personal honor.
On both sides of the Atlantic we hear the mantra: “After 9/11/2001 EVERYTHING
CHANGED;” just like “everything changed” after the burning of the Reichstag on

2/27/1933. That event led many Germans into what the writer Sebastian Haffner
called “sheepish submissiveness” — with disastrous consequences.
As a young German lawyer in Berlin at the time, Haffner wrote in his diary one
day after the Reichstag fire that Germans had suffered a nervous breakdown.

“No

one saw anything out of the ordinary in the fact that, from now on, one’s
telephone would be tapped, one’s letters opened, and one’s desk might be broken
into.”
What was missing, wrote Haffner, was “a solid inner kernel that cannot be shaken
by external pressures and forces, something noble and steely, a reserve of
pride, principle, and dignity to be drawn on in the hour or trial.”
We are grateful that these traits were NOT missing in Bill Binney. Nor were they
missing in Edward Snowden, whose patriotic risk-taking opened the way for Bill
and his colleagues to expose the collect-it-all fanatics and the damage they do
to privacy everywhere.
What Ed Snowden called “turnkey tyranny” can still be prevented. But this can
only happen, if patriots like Bill Binney can jolt enough people out of
“sheepish submissiveness.” Goethe understood this 200 years ago when he warned,
“No one is more a slave than he who thinks himself free, but is not.”
“Niemand ist mehr Sklave, als der sich fÃ¼r frei hÃ¤lt, ohne es zu sein*.
Presented this 22nd day of January 2015 in Berlin by admirers of the example set
by the late CIA analyst, Sam Adams.
In German: The Sam Adams Associates for Integrity in Intelligence AUSZEICHNUNG
FUER INTEGRITAET, 2015: William Binney
Nehmen Sie bitte alle zur Kenntnis, dass hiermit William Binney mit dem
traditionsgemaessen Sam Adams Corner-Brightener (Ecken beleuchtenden)
Kerzenstaender ausgezeichnet wird, als symbolische Ehrung fuer Mr Binney’s Mut,
auch dunkelste Ecken zu beleuchten.
Bill Binney repraesentiert die patriotische Seite eines Duells zwischen zwei
ungleichen Gegnern: einem ueberaus maechtigen und ruecksichtslosen Staat auf der
einen Seite und Bill, einem Beamten, der seinen Amtseid die Verfassung zu
verteidigen nicht bricht. Wie Tom Drake und Edward Snowden war auch er
entschlossen, seine Integritaet, Privatsphaere und persoenliche Ehre zu wahren.
Auf beiden Seiten des Atlantiks hoeren wir das Mantra: “Nach 9/11 wurde alles
anders;” genauso wie “alles auf einmal anders war” nachdem der Reichstag am 27.
Februar 1933 brannte. Letzteres fuehrte viele Deutsche in etwas, was Sebastian

Haffner einst als “schafsmaessige Ergebenheit” bezeichnete, mit schrecklichen
Konsequenzen.
Haffner war damals ein junger Anwalt in Berlin, und er schrieb einen Tag nach
dem Reichstags-Brand in sein Tagebuch, dass die Deutschen gerade “einen
kollektiven Nervenzusammenbruch” erlitten haetten. “Keiner fand etwas Besonderes
dabei, dass man in Zukunft seine Telefongespraeche belauschen, seine Briefe
oeffnen und seinen Schreibtisch erbrechen durfte.”
Was fehlte, schrieb Haffner, war “ein fester Kern,” der nicht durch aeusseren
Druck und Zwang erschuettert werden konnte. “Eine gewisse adlige Haerte, eine
Reserve an Stolz, Gesinnung, Selbstgewissheit, Wuerde,” aus der man in Zeiten
der Herausforderung schoepfen konnte.
Wir sind sehr dankbar, dass diese Eigenschaften Bill Binney nicht fehlten. Auch
Edward Snowden zeigte sie reichlich, als seine patriotische Risikobereitschaft
den Weg fuer Bill und seine Kollegen ebneten, damit sie den Schaden aufdecken
konnten, den die Sammelwut der Fanatiker zur Folge hat, und beweisen konnten,
dass die Privatsphaere ueberall gefaehrdet ist.
Was Ed Snowden als “Fertiggericht Tyrannei” (turnkey tyranny) bezeichnete, kann
immer noch verhindert werden.

Aber das kann nur passieren, wenn Patrioten wie

Bill Binney genuegend Menschen aus der “schafsmaessigen Ergebenheit” aufwecken
koennen. Goethe hat das schon vor 200 Jahren gewusst, als er gewarnt hat:
“Niemand ist mehr Sklave, als der sich fuer frei haelt, ohne es zu sein.”
22. Januar 2015, Berlin
Roster of SAAII awardees:
1 — Coleen Rowley — 2002
2 — Katharine Gun — 2003
3 — Sibel Edmonds — 2004
4 — Craig Murray — 2005
5 — Sam Provance — 2006
6 –Frank Grevil — 2007
7 — Larry Wilkerson — 2009
8 — Julian Assange — 2010
9 — Thomas Drake — 2011

10 -Jesselyn Radack — 2011
11 -Thomas Fingar — 2012
12 Edward Snowden 2013
13 Chelsea Manning 2014
14 William Binney 2015
Ray McGovern, a 27-year veteran CIA analyst and co-founder of Sam Adams
Associates for Integrity in Intelligence, acted as master of ceremonies for the
Binney Berlin event.

China’s Drive for a ‘New Silk Road’
As the United States lets its national infrastructure decay, the Chinese are
pressing ahead with ambitious plans to construct a “New Silk Road” to expand
commercial and diplomatic ties to Central and Southeast Asia, report Flynt
Leverett, Hillary Mann Leverett and Wu Bingbing.
By Flynt Leverett, Hillary Mann Leverett, and Wu Bingbing
Not even two years into what will almost certainly be a ten-year tenure as
China’s president, Xi Jinping has already had an impact on China’s foreign
policy: standing up for what many Chinese see as their nation’s territorial
sovereignty in maritime boundary disputes in the East China Sea and the South
China Sea, proposing a “new model of great power relations” to guide relations
with the United States, and presiding over the consolidation of what Xi
himself calls a “comprehensive strategic partnership” with Russia.
But the most consequential diplomatic initiative of Xi’s presidency may turn out
to be his calls to create a “New Silk Road Economic Belt” and a “Maritime Silk
Road of the 21st Century”: vast infrastructure and investment schemes aimed at
expanding China’s economic connections to, and its political influence across,
much of Eurasia.
Successful implementation of Xi’s “one belt, one road” initiative is likely to
be essential for China to meet some of its most pressing economic challenges. It
is also likely to be critical to realizing the interest of many Chinese elites
in a more “balanced” foreign policy, that is, in a diplomatic approach less
reflexively accommodating of U.S. preferences, and in fostering a more genuinely
multipolar international order.

Over 2,100 years ago, China’s Han dynasty launched what would become the
original “Silk Road,” dispatching emissaries from the ancient capital of Xian in
138 BC to establish economic and political relations with societies to China’s
west. For more than a millennium, the Silk Road of yore opened markets for silk
and other Chinese goods as far afield as Persia, in the process extending
Chinese influence across Central Asia into what Westerners would eventually come
to call “the Middle East.”
In September 2013, just six months after becoming China’s president, Xi Jinping
evoked this history in a speech at Kazakhstan’s Nazarbayev University by
proposing the creation of a “New Silk Road Economic Belt” running from western
China across Central Asia. The following month, addressing Indonesia’s
parliament, Xi suggested developing a complementary “Maritime Silk Road” to
expand maritime connections and cooperation between China and Southeast Asia.
Xi’s proposals sparked a torrent of expert deliberations, policy planning
exercises across China’s ministerial apparatus, and public discussion. Through
these efforts, the initial concepts of the “New Silk Road Economic Belt” and the
“Maritime Silk Road” have been elaborated into an integrated vision for
expanding China’s economic connections not just to Central and Southeast Asia,
but across South Asia, the Persian Gulf, and the Middle East as well.
In recent months, Xi himself has laid out at least five major elements of this
“one belt, one road” vision:
A key aspect is the development of connective infrastructure, high-speed rail
lines, roads and highways, even Internet networks, linking western China with
central Asia and, ultimately, with points beyond such as Iran and Turkey, even
going as far as Europe.
In parallel, construction of ports and related facilities will extend China’s
maritime reach across the Indian Ocean and, via the Suez Canal, into the
Mediterranean basin. Over time, the New Silk Road Economic Belt and the Maritime
Silk Road will be interwoven through channels like the projected China-Pakistan
Economic Corridor and the Bangladesh-China-India-Myanmar Economic Corridor.
This multifaceted development of connective infrastructure is meant to enable a
second aspect of the “one belt, one road” strategy, expanding trade volumes
between China and the vast Eurasian reaches to its West.
Trade expansion will also be facilitated by a third aspect of the strategy,
greater use of local currencies in cross-border exchange, facilitated by the
growing number of currency swap arrangements between the People’s Bank of China
and other national central banks. (In this regard, “one belt, one road” should

reinforce Beijing’s ongoing campaign to promote renminbi as an international
transactional and reserve currency.)
Beyond these economic measures, a fourth aspect of the strategy emphasizes
increased cultural exchange and people-to-people contact among countries
involved in the “one belt, one road” project.
Finally, the growth of cross-border exchange along the “New Silk Road Economic
Belt” and “Maritime Silk Road” should be encouraged by intensified policy
coordination among governments of participating states.
Economic Motives
The drivers of China’s “one belt, one road” initiative are, first of all,
economic. As a prominent Chinese academic economist puts it, the project is “a
long-term macroscopic program of strategic development for the entire state.”
More specifically, a critical mass of political, policy and business elites in
China see the “one belt, one road” idea as critical to promoting more
geographically balanced growth across all of China. Through 35 years of economic
reform, development has been concentrated in the country’s eastern half. The New
Silk Road Economic Belt, especially, is designed with a goal of jump-starting
economic modernization in western China.
Beyond its impact inside China, the “one belt, one road” vision seeks to
cultivate new export markets for Chinese goods and capital. For 35 years,
advanced economies to China’s east, e.g., the United States and Japan, have been
its most important economic partners and the most crucial outlets for its
exports. Looking ahead, though, Chinese policymakers recognize that the
potential for further growth in these markets is considerably smaller than in
earlier phases of reform; they believe that, to compensate, China must nurture
new export markets to its west.
Chinese analysts say that the territory encompassed by the New Silk Road
Economic Belt and the Maritime Silk Road contains 4.4 billion people (63 percent
of the world’s population), with an aggregate GDP of $2.1 trillion (29 percent
of the world’s aggregate wealth).
But, for this zone to play the economic role envisioned by Chinese leaders, it
is necessary to encourage development not only in western China, but in
economies across Eurasia, another major goal of both the New Silk Road Economic
Belt and the Maritime Silk Road. It also means that, to be economically
sustaining, these initiatives cannot be limited to areas contiguous to
China. They must extend further westward, to include already more developed
markets in eastern and southern Europe.

Strategic Rationales
Alongside these economic motives, Chinese interlocutors acknowledge that there
are powerful strategic rationales for the “one belt, one road”
approach. Certainly, the approach reflects Chinese leaders’ awareness of their
country’s growing political as well as economic power; it also reflects the
deepening of Chinese interests in strategically important regions to its west
(e.g., the Persian Gulf).
In a regional context, the New Silk Road Economic Belt and Maritime Silk Road,
like China’s recent championing of the Conference on Interaction and ConfidenceBuilding in Asia in the security sphere and its leadership on creating an Asian
Infrastructure Investment Bank, reflect Beijing’s increasingly evident
assessment that Asian affairs should be managed more decisively by Asians
themselves, not by extra-regional actors like the United States.
More particularly, Chinese policymakers have framed their “one belt, one road”
initiative as a response to the Obama administration’s much-hyped “pivot to
Asia.”
Besides specific redeployments of U.S. military forces associated with American
strategic rebalancing, Chinese elites increasingly see the United States engaged
in economic, political and military initiatives aimed at containing China’s rise
as a legitimately influential player, in the Asia-Pacific region and globally.
Sino-American rapprochement in the 1970s required Washington to abandon a failed
quest for Asian hegemony, to realign relations with Beijing based on mutual
accommodation of each side’s core interests, and to accept a more balanced
distribution of power in Asia.

Now, the United States appears to be backing

away from these commitments and looking for ways to reassert a more
traditionally hegemonic stance in Asia.
In the face of these trends, China is seeking to meet U.S. efforts to contain it
to its east by expanding its diplomatic and political engagement to its west,
including to areas like the Persian Gulf that Washington has long considered
vital to America’s global position.
To be sure, Beijing continues to rule out the possibility of military
confrontation with the United States as in no way a rational prospect. But it
also continues to seek a long-term transformation in the character of
contemporary international relations, from an international system still shaped
in large measure by unipolar American dominance to a more genuinely multipolar
international order.
To this end, the “one belt, one road” project could, if handled adroitly, prove

a non-military catalyst that accelerates the relative decline of U.S. hegemony
over the Persian Gulf and engenders a more balanced distribution of geopolitical
influence in this strategically vital region.
Looking Ahead
Realizing the “one belt, one road” vision will pose serious and sustained tests
for Chinese policymaking and diplomatic capabilities. Three such tests stand out
as especially significant.
First, while one of the main motives for the New Silk Road Economic Belt is to
encourage the development of western China, including the country’s Muslimmajority Xinjiang province, the Chinese government is increasingly concerned
about the rising incidence of radicalization among some elements of Xinjiang’s
Uighur Muslim population.
Will Beijing be able to balance such concern against the imperatives of
deepening China’s engagement with states in Central Asia, the Middle East and
other parts of the Muslim world?
Second, while “comprehensive strategic partnership” with Russia continues to be
a prominent element in Chinese foreign policy, Moscow remains wary about any
prospective increase in Chinese influence in former Soviet states whose
participation is essential to implementing the “one belt, one road”
approach. Will Beijing be able to maintain economically and strategically
productive relations with Russia as it pursues this approach?
Third, while successful implementation of the New Silk Road and Maritime Silk
Road initiatives can potentially contribute over the long term to a more
balanced Sino-American relationship, getting them off the drawing board in
anything more than preliminary fashion will almost certainly require Beijing to
ignore U.S. displeasure on multiple fronts in the near-to-medium term.
A good example of this dynamic is how Chinese policymakers will engage Iran in
the elaboration of the New Silk Road Belt and the Maritime Silk Road. Iran is
comparatively unique among China’s prospective partners in that geography makes
it important to the realization of both initiatives.
Over the next few years, will Beijing continue to hold back from expanding
economic and strategic cooperation with Tehran, in deference to U.S. preferences
and (largely rhetorical) pressure? Or, to advance its “one belt, one road”
vision, will China move more forthrightly to deepen relations with the Islamic
Republic?
Trade-offs like these mean that how Beijing pursues this vision will almost

certainly have a major bearing on the trajectory of Sino-American relations over
the next decade and beyond. They also mean that Beijing’s relative success in
forging a new Silk Road will do much to determine the extent to which China’s
rise actually correlates with the emergence of a more truly multipolar
international order in the Twenty-first Century.
Flynt Leverett served as a Middle East expert on George W. Bush’s National
Security Council staff until the Iraq War and worked previously at the State
Department and at the Central Intelligence Agency. Hillary Mann Leverett was the
NSC expert on Iran and from 2001 to 2003

was one of only a few U.S. diplomats

authorized to negotiate with the Iranians over Afghanistan, al-Qaeda and Iraq.
They are authors of

Going to Tehran. Wu Bingbing is a professor of Arabic

language and culture at Peking University. He is the author of The Rise of the
Modern Shi’i Islamism, the first book written by a Chinese scholar on Shi’i
Islam. [This article originally appeared in The World Financial Review.]

