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“Worldwide Threat Assessment Report”
Does the intelligence community need to go back to school?
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Two weeks ago, the heads of the United States intelligence and security agencies presented
their  annual  “Worldwide Threat Assessment Report”  to Congress.  The report  inevitably
made front page news because it appeared to contradict President Donald Trump on a
number of key points, most particularly concerning North Korea, ISIS, Russia, and Iran. The
president predictably lashed out on the following day with a tweet, declaring inter alia that
the intelligence community was “extremely passive and naïve when it comes to the dangers
of  Iran.”  He also recommended that  the directors of  the agencies should “go back to
school,” presumably to address their ignorance on some international issues.

The report’s key judgements included an assessment that North Korea is “unlikely to give
up all of its nuclear weapons and production capabilities,” that the Islamic State in Syria
“still  commands  thousands  of  fighters,”  that  Iran  is  in  compliance  with  the  2015  nuclear
agreement (JCPOA),  and that  Moscow seeks to  “divid[e]  Western political  and security
institutions.”

The report also dismissed the immigration issue along the Mexican border as a major threat
apart from noting that instability will  continue due to high crime and unemployment in
Central America. It also included climate change as a developing national security issue,
both viewpoints contradicting the White House’s own assessments.

Regarding North Korea,  Director of National Intelligence Dan Coats  observed that
Pyongyang “is unlikely to completely give up its nuclear weapons and production capability
because its leaders ultimately view nuclear weapons as critical to regime survival,” which
would seem to be a reasonable assessment. Likewise the assessment for ISIS which “…still
commands  thousands  of  fighters  in  Iraq  and  Syria  [as  well  as]  thousands  of  dispersed
supporters around the world, despite significant leadership and territorial losses… The group
will  exploit  any  reduction  in  CT  pressure  to  strengthen  its  clandestine  presence  and
accelerate rebuilding key capabilities, such as media production and external operations.”

But the major area of disagreement with Trump is over Iran, where the danger of a new war
is perhaps most pressing. The report notes that

“Iranian officials have publicly threatened to … resume nuclear activities that
the  [nuclear  accord]  limits  if  Iran  does  not  gain  the  tangible  trade  and
investment benefits it expected from the deal.”
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But Coats also added that

“We do not believe Iran is currently undertaking the key activities we judge
necessary to produce a nuclear device,” a comment that was endorsed by CIA
Director Gina Haspel.

Iran did indeed have an exploratory nuclear weapons program up until 2003 when the effort
was abandoned because the threat from Iraq was eliminated by the United States. Since
that time the program has not been revived both for economic reasons and on religious
grounds. A 2007 National Intelligence Estimate (NIE) on Iran’s nuclear program looked into
the  allegations  that  there  was  a  secret  effort  underway  but  came  up  with  nothing
substantive apart from disinformation created and circulated by the Israelis. It concluded,

“We  judge  with  high  confidence  that  in  fall  2003,  Tehran  halted  its  nuclear
weapons  program.”

Some critics of the current threat assessment ignore the fact that the report represents a
best  effort  collective  judgment  on  issues  and  countries  where  hard  intelligence  is  often
lacking. Sometimes the assessments are in part speculative, as in the case of the review of
the increasingly adversarial relationship with Russia and China, where both nations “are
more aligned than at  any point  since the mid-1950s,  and the relationship  is  likely  to
strengthen in the coming year as some of their interests and threat perceptions converge,
particularly  regarding  perceived  U.S.  unilateralism  and  interventionism  and  Western
promotion of democratic values and human rights. Russia and China seek to shape the
international  system  and  regional  security  dynamics  and  exert  influence  over  the  politics
and economies of  states  in  all  regions of  the world  and especially  in  their  respective
backyards… The post-World War II international system is coming under increasing strain.”
Again, it is a reasonable assessment to include in a “threat” report, apart from the insertion
of  some  self-vindicating  knee-jerk  language  relating  to  unilateralism,  interventionism,
democratic values, and human rights.

Regarding Iran in particular, the Israel Lobby has worked hard to convince both Washington
and the Europeans that there is some kind of Persian global threat that is developing,
employing both nuclear weapons and ballistic missiles. The Intelligence Community report
to a certain extent dismisses that proposition and does so in no uncertain terms. It is a slap
at the Israelis and their promoters in Congress and the media, which have been all too
effective in their  campaign to distort  and manipulate U.S.  national  security policy to serve
their purposes.

Unfortunately,  however,  neocons  to  include  Mike Pompeo,  John Bolton  and  Elliott
Abrams do not reason from facts. They are ideologues who stake out positions based both
on religion and on a clear perception that serving Israel’s interests is the path to power in
Washington. And, unfortunately, they are well placed to manipulate President Trump and
appear to be calling most of the shots on U.S. foreign and national security policy.

So, it would appear that the intelligence and national security’s threat assessment is pretty
much on target, bearing in mind that it is a “threat assessment” and not World Affairs 101.
It is intended as a document that examines problems without necessarily providing solutions
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or insisting on certain courses of action.

And also bear in mind that the authors work for the president. Critics point out how often the
intelligence community has gotten things wrong, frequently citing the Iraq war, but they fail
to understand that once upon a time, experienced professionals who largely remained
apolitical ran the nation’s security agencies, serving both Democrats and Republicans. But
that all changed after several scandals involving the CIA and the FBI in the 1960s and
1970s.  Ever since the time of  President Jimmy Carter  the top positions have been
political appointees, who owe their jobs and their celebrity status to the man in the White
House.

To cite only one example of how intelligence is politicized, in 2002-3, analysts and case
officers at the working and managerial level at CIA were dubious about the alleged links of
Saddam Hussein with the 9/11 terrorists and even more critical of the claimed Weapons of
Mass Destruction. But the then Director of CIA George Tenet,  who was not a trained
intelligence officer, knew what his pal George Bush wanted to hear and he delivered with a
“slam dunk,” even though he must have known that the information he had reviewed was
completely unreliable. And it didn’t help that a cadre of Israel-firsters in the Pentagon and in
the White House itself  were simultaneously feeding phony intelligence into the system,
straight  up  to  the  desk  of  Vice  President  Dick  Cheney,  in  an  effort  to  corrupt  the  entire
process  and  bring  on  a  war.

So even when the intelligence boffins get something right it can turn out wrong. The current
national security incumbents are surely right about Iran, in particular, but the White House
has chosen a different set of what it chooses to regard as facts, one apparently presented to
the president by the likes of John Bolton and in late-night phone calls with heavyweight
Zionist  investors  like  Sheldon  Adelson.  So  the  answer  to  the  question  whether  the
intelligence community needs to go back to school is “No. But it needs to be de-politicized
and have professional management restored.” That, of course, will never happen.

*

Note to readers: please click the share buttons below. Forward this article to your email lists.
Crosspost on your blog site, internet forums. etc.

This article was originally published on American Herald Tribune.

Philip M. Giraldi is a former CIA counter-terrorism specialist and military intelligence
officer who served nineteen years overseas in Turkey, Italy, Germany, and Spain. He was
the CIA Chief of Base for the Barcelona Olympics in 1992 and was one of the first Americans
to enter Afghanistan in December 2001. Phil is Executive Director of the Council for the
National Interest, a Washington-based advocacy group that seeks to encourage and
promote a U.S. foreign policy in the Middle East that is consistent with American values and
interests. He is a frequent contributor to Global Research.

Featured image is from President Trump and intelligence community leaders, Jan. 31, 2019. Image
credit: Twitter.com/realDonaldTrump
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Reviews

“This book is a ‘must’ resource – a richly documented and systematic diagnosis of the
supremely pathological geo-strategic planning of US wars since ‘9-11’ against non-nuclear
countries to seize their oil fields and resources under cover of ‘freedom and democracy’.”
–John McMurtry, Professor of Philosophy, Guelph University

“In a world where engineered, pre-emptive, or more fashionably “humanitarian” wars of
aggression have become the norm, this challenging book may be our final wake-up call.”
-Denis Halliday, Former Assistant Secretary General of the United Nations

Michel Chossudovsky exposes the insanity of our privatized war machine. Iran is being
targeted with nuclear weapons as part of a war agenda built on distortions and lies for the
purpose of private profit. The real aims are oil, financial hegemony and global control. The
price could be nuclear holocaust. When weapons become the hottest export of the world’s
only superpower, and diplomats work as salesmen for the defense industry, the whole world
is recklessly endangered. If we must have a military, it belongs entirely in the public sector.
No one should profit from mass death and destruction.
–Ellen Brown, author of ‘Web of Debt’ and president of the Public Banking Institute   

The original source of this article is Global Research
Copyright © Philip Giraldi, Global Research, 2019

https://store.globalresearch.ca/store/towards-a-world-war-iii-scenario-the-dangers-of-nuclear-war/
https://store.globalresearch.ca/store/towards-a-world-war-iii-scenario-the-dangers-of-nuclear-war/
https://store.globalresearch.ca/store/towards-a-world-war-iii-scenario-the-dangers-of-nuclear-war/
https://store.globalresearch.ca/store/towards-a-world-war-iii-scenario-pdf/
http://www.globalresearch.ca/author/michel-chossudovsky
http://www.globalresearch.ca/
https://store.globalresearch.ca/store/towards-a-world-war-iii-scenario-the-dangers-of-nuclear-war/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/philip-giraldi


| 5

Comment on Global Research Articles on our Facebook page

Become a Member of Global Research

Articles by: Philip Giraldi

Disclaimer: The contents of this article are of sole responsibility of the author(s). The Centre for Research on Globalization will
not be responsible for any inaccurate or incorrect statement in this article. The Centre of Research on Globalization grants
permission to cross-post Global Research articles on community internet sites as long the source and copyright are
acknowledged together with a hyperlink to the original Global Research article. For publication of Global Research articles in
print or other forms including commercial internet sites, contact: publications@globalresearch.ca
www.globalresearch.ca contains copyrighted material the use of which has not always been specifically authorized by the
copyright owner. We are making such material available to our readers under the provisions of "fair use" in an effort to advance
a better understanding of political, economic and social issues. The material on this site is distributed without profit to those
who have expressed a prior interest in receiving it for research and educational purposes. If you wish to use copyrighted
material for purposes other than "fair use" you must request permission from the copyright owner.
For media inquiries: publications@globalresearch.ca

https://www.facebook.com/GlobalResearchCRG
https://store.globalresearch.ca/member/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/philip-giraldi
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca
https://www.globalresearch.ca
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca

