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SIBEL EDMONDS has a story to tell. She
went to work as a Turkish and Farsi
translator for the FBI five days after
9/11. Part of her job was to translate and
transcribe recordings of conversations
between suspected Turkish intelligence
agents and their American contacts. She
was fired from the FBI in April 2002 after
she raised concerns that one of the trans-
lators in her section was a member of a
Turkish organization that was under
investigation for bribing senior govern-
ment officials and members of Congress,
drug trafficking, illegal weapons sales,
money laundering, and nuclear prolifera-
tion. She appealed her termination, but
was more alarmed that no effort was
being made to address the corruption that
she had been monitoring. 

A Department of Justice inspector
general’s report called Edmonds’s allega-
tions “credible,” “serious,” and “war-
rant[ing] a thorough and careful review
by the FBI.” Ranking Senate Judiciary
Committee members Pat Leahy (D-Vt.)
and Chuck Grassley (R-Iowa) have
backed her publicly. “60 Minutes”
launched an investigation of her claims
and found them believable. No one has
ever disproved any of Edmonds’s revela-
tions, which she says can be verified by
FBI investigative files.

John Ashcroft’s Justice Department
confirmed Edmonds’s veracity in a back-
handed way by twice invoking the dubi-
ous State Secrets Privilege so she could
not tell what she knows. The ACLU has

called her “the most gagged person in the
history of the United States of America.”

But on Aug. 8, she was finally able to
testify under oath in a court case filed in
Ohio and agreed to an interview with The

American Conservative based on that
testimony. What follows is her own
account of what some consider the most
incredible tale of corruption and influ-
ence peddling in recent times. As Sibel
herself puts it, “If this were written up as
a novel, no one would believe it.”

�PHILIP GIRALDI: We were very inter-
ested to learn of your four-hour deposi-
tion in the case involving allegations
that Congresswoman Jean Schmidt
accepted money from the Turkish gov-
ernment in return for political favors.
You provided many names and details
for the first time on the record and
swore an oath confirming that the depo-
sition was true. 

Basically, you map out a corruption
scheme involving U.S. government
employees and members of Congress
and agents of foreign governments.
These agents were able to obtain infor-
mation that was either used directly by
those foreign governments or sold to
third parties, with the proceeds often
used as bribes to breed further corrup-
tion. Let’s start with the first government
official you identified, Marc Grossman,
then the third highest-ranking official at
the State Department.

SIBEL EDMONDS: During my work
with the FBI, one of the major operational
files that I was transcribing and translating
started in late 1996 and continued until
2002, when I left the Bureau. Because the
FBI had had no Turkish translators, these
files were archived, but were considered
to be very important operations. As part of
the background, I was briefed about why
these operations had been initiated and
who the targets were.

Grossman became a person of inter-
est early on in the investigative file while
he was the U.S. ambassador to Turkey
[1994-97], when he became personally
involved with operatives both from the
Turkish government and from sus-
pected criminal groups. He also had sus-
picious contact with a number of official
and non-official Israelis. Grossman was
removed from Turkey short of tour
during a scandal referred to as
“Susurluk” by the media. It involved a
number of high-level criminals as well as
senior army and intelligence officers
with whom he had been in contact. 

Another individual who was working
for Grossman, Air Force Major Douglas
Dickerson, was also removed from
Turkey and sent to Germany. After he
and his Turkish wife Can returned to the
U.S., he went to work for Douglas Feith
and she was hired as an FBI Turkish
translator. My complaints about her con-
nection to Turkish lobbying groups led
to my eventual firing.

Grossman and Dickerson had to
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leave the country because a big investi-
gation had started in Turkey. Special
prosecutors were appointed, and the
case was headlined in England, Ger-
many, Italy, and in some of the Balkan
countries because the criminal groups
were found to be active in all those
places. A leading figure in the scandal,
Mehmet Eymür, led a major paramili-
tary group for the Turkish intelligence
service. To keep him from testifying,
Eymür was sent by the Turkish govern-
ment to the United States, where he
worked for eight months as head of
intelligence at the Turkish Embassy in
Washington. He later became a U.S. cit-
izen and now lives in McLean, Virginia.
The central figure in this scandal was
Abdullah Catli. In 1989, while “most
wanted” by Interpol, he came to the
U.S., was granted residency, and settled
in Chicago, where he continued to con-
duct his operations until 1996.

GIRALDI: So Grossman at this point
comes back to the United States. He’s
rewarded with the third-highest position
at the State Department, and he
allegedly uses this position to do favors
for “Turkish interests”—both for the
Turkish government and for possible
criminal interests. Sometimes, the two
converge. The FBI is aware of his activi-
ties and is listening to his phone calls.
When someone who is Turkish calls
Grossman, the FBI monitors that indi-
vidual’s phone calls, and when the Turk
calls a friend who is a Pakistani or an
Egyptian or a Saudi, they monitor all
those contacts, widening the net. 

EDMONDS: Correct.

GIRALDI: And Grossman received
money as a result. In one case, you said
that a State Department colleague went
to pick up a bag of money…

EDMONDS: $14,000

GIRALDI: What kind of information
was Grossman giving to foreign coun-
tries? Did he give assistance to foreign
individuals penetrating U.S. government
labs and defense installations as has
been reported? It’s also been reported
that he was the conduit to a group of
congressmen who become, in a sense,
the targets to be recruited as “agents of
influence.”

EDMONDS: Yes, that’s correct. Gross-
man assisted his Turkish and Israeli con-
tacts directly, and he also facilitated
access to members of Congress who
might be inclined to help for reasons of
their own or could be bribed into coop-
eration.  The top person obtaining clas-
sified information was Congressman
Tom Lantos. A Lantos associate, Alan
Makovsky worked very closely with Dr.
Sabri Sayari in Georgetown University,
who is widely believed to be a Turkish
spy. Lantos would give Makovsky highly
classified policy-related documents
obtained during defense briefings for
passage to Israel because Makovsky
was also working for the American
Israel Public Affairs Committee
(AIPAC). 

GIRALDI: Makovsky is now working for
the Washington Institute for Near Eastern
Policy, a pro-Israeli think tank.

EDMONDS: Yes. Lantos was at the time
probably the most outspoken supporter
of Israel in Congress.  AIPAC would take
out the information from Lantos that
was relevant to Israel, and they would
give the rest of it to their Turkish associ-
ates. The Turks would go through the
leftovers, take what they wanted, and
then try to sell the rest. If there were
something relevant to Pakistan, they
would contact the ISI officer at the
embassy and say, “We’ve got this and
this, let’s sit down and talk.” And then
they would sell it to the Pakistanis.

GIRALDI: ISI—Pakistani intelli-
gence—has been linked to the Pakistani
nuclear proliferation program as well as
to al-Qaeda and the Taliban. 

So the FBI was monitoring these con-
nections going from a congressman to a
congressman’s assistant to a foreign
individual who is connected with intelli-
gence to other intelligence people who
are located at different embassies in
Washington. And all of this information
is in an FBI file somewhere?

EDMONDS: Two sets of FBI files, but
the AIPAC-related files and the Turkish
files ended up converging in one. The
FBI agents believed that they were look-
ing at the same operation. It didn’t start
with AIPAC originally. It started with the
Israeli Embassy. The original targets
were intelligence officers under diplo-
matic cover in the Turkish Embassy and
the Israeli Embassy. It was those con-
tacts that led to the American Turkish
Council and the Assembly of Turkish
American Associations and then to
AIPAC fronting for the Israelis. It moved
forward from there.

GIRALDI: So the FBI was monitoring
people from the Israeli Embassy and the
Turkish Embassy and one, might pre-
sume, the Pakistani Embassy as well?

EDMONDS: They were the secondary
target. They got leftovers from the Turks
and Israelis. The FBI would intercept
communications to try to identify who
the diplomatic target’s intelligence chief
was, but then, in addition to that, there
are individuals there, maybe the military
attaché, who had their own contacts
who were operating independently of
others in the embassy.

GIRALDI: So the network starts with a
person like Grossman in the State
Department providing information that
enables Turkish and Israeli intelligence
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officers to have access to people in Con-
gress, who then provide classified infor-
mation that winds up in the foreign
embassies? 

EDMONDS: Absolutely. And we also
had Pentagon officials doing the same
thing. We were looking at Richard Perle
and Douglas Feith. They had a list of
individuals in the Pentagon broken
down by access to certain types of infor-
mation. Some of them would be policy
related, some of them would be
weapons-technology related, some of
them would be nuclear-related. Perle
and Feith would provide the names of
those Americans, officials in the Penta-
gon, to Grossman, together with highly
sensitive personal information: this
person is a closet gay; this person has a
chronic gambling issue; this person is an
alcoholic. The files on the American tar-
gets would contain things like the size of
their mortgages or whether they were
going through divorces. One Air Force
major I remember was going through a
really nasty divorce and a child custody
fight. They detailed all different kinds of
vulnerabilities.

GIRALDI: So they had access to their
personnel files and also their security
files and were illegally accessing this
kind of information to give to foreign
agents who exploited the vulnerabilities
of these people to recruit them as
sources of information?

EDMONDS: Yes. Some of those individ-
uals on the list were also working for the
RAND Corporation. RAND ended up
becoming one of the prime targets for
these foreign agents.

GIRALDI: RAND does highly classified
research for the U.S. government. So
they were setting up these people for
recruitment as agents or as agents of
influence?

EDMONDS: Yes, and the RAND sources
would be paid peanuts compared to what
the information was worth when it was
sold if it was not immediately useful for
Turkey or Israel. They also had sources
who were working in some midwestern
Air Force bases. The sources would pro-
vide the information on CD’s and DVD’s.
In one case, for example, a Turkish mili-
tary attaché got the disc and discovered
that it was something really important, so
he offered it to the Pakistani ISI person at
the embassy, but the price was too high.
Then a Turkish contact in Chicago said
he knew two Saudi businessmen in
Detroit who would be very interested in
this information, and they would pay the
price. So the Turkish military attaché
flew to Detroit with his assistant to make
the sale.

GIRALDI: We know Grossman was
receiving money for services. 

EDMONDS: Yes. Sometimes he would
give money to the people who were
working with him, identified in phone
calls on a first-name basis, whether it’s a
John or a Joe. He also took care of some
other people, including his contact at
the New York Times. Grossman would
brag, “We just fax to our people at the
New York Times. They print it under
their names.”

GIRALDI: Did Feith and Perle receive
any money that you know of?

EDMONDS: No.

GIRALDI: So they were doing favors for
other reasons. Both Feith and Perle were
lobbyists for Turkey and also were
involved with Israel on defense contracts,
including some for Northrop Grumman,
which Feith represented in Israel. 

EDMONDS: They had arrangements
with various companies, some of them

members of the American Turkish
Council. They had arrangements with
Kissinger’s group, with Northrop Grum-
man, with former secretary of state
James Baker’s group, and also with
former national security adviser Brent
Scowcroft. 

The monitoring of the Turks picked up
contacts with Feith, Wolfowitz, and
Perle in the summer of 2001, four
months before 9/11. They were dis-
cussing with the Turkish ambassador in
Washington an arrangement whereby
the U.S. would invade Iraq and divide the
country. The UK would take the south,
the rest would go to the U.S. They were
negotiating what Turkey required in
exchange for allowing an attack from
Turkish soil. The Turks were very sup-
portive, but wanted a three-part division
of Iraq to include their own occupation
of the Kurdish region. The three Defense
Department officials said that would be
more than they could agree to, but they
continued daily communications to the
ambassador and his defense attaché in
an attempt to convince them to help. 

Meanwhile Scowcroft, who was also
the chairman of the American Turkish
Council, Baker, Richard Armitage, and
Grossman began negotiating separately
for a possible Turkish protectorate.
Nothing was decided, and then 9/11 took
place. 

Scowcroft was all for invading Iraq in
2001 and even wrote a paper for the Pen-
tagon explaining why the Turkish north-
ern front would be essential. I know
Scowcroft came off as a hero to some
for saying he was against the war, but he
was very much for it until his client’s
conditions were not met by the Bush
administration. 

GIRALDI: Armitage was deputy secre-
tary of state at the time Scowcroft and
Baker were running their own consult-
ing firms that were doing business with
Turkey. Grossman had just become
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undersecretary, third in the State hierar-
chy behind Armitage. 

You’ve previouly alluded to efforts by
Grossman, as well as high-ranking offi-
cials at the Pentagon, to place Ph.D. stu-
dents. Can you describe that in more
detail?

EDMONDS: The seeding operation
started before Marc Grossman arrived
at the State Department. The Turkish
agents had a network of Turkish profes-
sors in various universities with access
to government information. Their top
source was a Turkish-born professor of

nuclear physics at the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology. He was useful
because MIT would place a bunch of
Ph.D. or graduate-level students in vari-
ous nuclear facilities like Sandia or Los
Alamos, and some of them were able to
work for the Air Force. He would pro-
vide the list of Ph.D. students who
should get these positions. In some
cases, the Turkish military attaché
would ask that certain students be
placed in important positions. And they
were not necessarily all Turkish, but the
ones they selected had struck deals with
the Turkish agents to provide informa-
tion in return for money. If for some
reason they had difficulty getting a secu-
ity clearance, Grossman would ensure
that the State Department would
arrange to clear them.

In exchange for the information that
these students would provide, they
would be paid $4,000 or $5,000. And the
information that was sold to the two
Saudis in Detroit went for something
like $350,000 or $400,000.

GIRALDI: This corruption wasn’t con-
fined to the State Department and the
Pentagon—it infected Congress as well.
You’ve named people like former House
Speaker Dennis Hastert, now a regis-
tered agent of the Turkish government.
In your deposition, you describe the
process of breaking foreign-originated
contributions into small units, $200 or
less, so that the source didn’t have to be
reported. Was this the primary means of
influencing congressmen, or did foreign
agents exploit vulnerabilities to get
what they wanted using something like
blackmail? 

EDMONDS: In early 1997, because of
the information that the FBI was getting
on the Turkish diplomatic community,
the Justice Department had already
started to investigate several Republi-
can congressmen. The number-one con-
gressman involved with the Turkish
community, both in terms of providing
information and doing favors, was Bob
Livingston. Number-two after him was
Dan Burton, and then he became
number-one until Hastert became the
speaker of the House. Bill Clinton’s
attorney general, Janet Reno, was
briefed on the investigations, and since
they were Republicans, she authorized
that they be continued. 

Well, as the FBI developed more
information, Tom Lantos was added to
this list, and then they got a lot on Dou-
glas Feith and Richard Perle and Marc
Grossman. At this point, the Justice
Department said they wanted the FBI to
only focus on Congress, leaving the
executive branch people out of it. But
the FBI agents involved wanted to con-

tinue pursuing Perle and Feith because
the Israeli Embassy was also connected.
Then the Monica Lewinsky scandal
erupted, and everything was placed on
the back burner. 

But some of the agents continued to
investigate the congressional connec-
tion. In 1999, they wiretapped the con-
gressmen directly. (Prior to that point
they were getting all their information
secondhand through FISA, as their pri-
mary targets were foreigners.) The ques-
tionably legal wiretap gave the perfect
excuse to the Justice Department. As
soon as they found out, they refused per-
mission to monitor the congressmen and
Grossman as primary targets. But the
inquiry was kept alive in Chicago
because the FBI office there was pursu-
ing its own investigation. The epicenter
of a lot of the foreign espionage activity
was Chicago.

GIRALDI: So the investigation stopped
in Washington, but continued in
Chicago?

EDMONDS: Yes, and in 2000, another
representative was added to the list, Jan
Schakowsky, the Democratic congress-
woman from Illinois. Turkish agents
started gathering information on her, and
they found out that she was bisexual. So
a Turkish agent struck up a relationship
with her. When Jan Schakowsky’s
mother died, the Turkish woman went to
the funeral, hoping to exploit her vulner-
ability. They later were intimate in
Schakowsky’s townhouse, which had
been set up with recording devices and
hidden cameras. They needed Schak-
owsky and her husband Robert Creamer
to perform certain illegal operational
facilitations for them in Illinois. They
already had Hastert, the mayor, and sev-
eral other Illinois state senators involved.
I don’t know if Congresswoman Schak-
owsky ever was actually blackmailed or
did anything for the Turkish woman.

IN EXCHANGE FOR THE INFORMATION THAT THESE STUDENTS WOULD PROVIDE, THEY
WOULD BE PAID $4,000 OR $5,000. AND THE INFORMATION THAT WAS SOLD TO THE
TWO SAUDIS IN DETROIT WENT FOR SOMETHING LIKE $350,000 OR $400,000.
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GIRALDI: So we have a pattern of cor-
ruption starting with government offi-
cials providing information to foreign-
ers and helping them make contact
with other Americans who had valu-
able information. Some of these offi-
cials, like Marc Grossman, were receiv-
ing money directly. Others were
receiving business favors: Pentagon
associates like Doug Feith and Richard
Perle had interests in Israel and Turkey.
The stolen information was being sold,
and the money that was being gener-
ated was used to corrupt certain con-
gressmen to influence policy and pro-
vide still more information—in many
cases information related to nuclear
technology.

EDMONDS: As well as weapons tech-
nology, conventional weapons technol-
ogy, and Pentagon policy-related infor-
mation.

GIRALDI: You also have information
on al-Qaeda, specifically al-Qaeda in
Central Asia and Bosnia. You were privy
to conversations that suggested the CIA
was supporting al-Qaeda in central Asia
and the Balkans, training people to get
money, get weapons, and this contact
continued until 9/11…

EDMONDS: I don’t know if it was CIA.
There were certain forces in the U.S.
government who worked with the
Turkish paramilitary groups, including
Abdullah Çatli’s group, Fethullah
Gülen.

GIRALDI: Well, that could be either Joint
Special Operations Command or CIA.

EDMONDS: Maybe in a lot of cases
when they said State Department, they
meant CIA?

GIRALDI: When they said State Depart-
ment, they probably meant CIA.

EDMONDS: Okay. So these conversa-
tions, between 1997 and 2001, had to do
with a Central Asia operation that
involved bin Laden. Not once did any-
body use the word “al-Qaeda.” It was
always “mujahideen,” always “bin
Laden” and, in fact, not “bin Laden” but
“bin Ladens” plural. There were several
bin Ladens who were going on private
jets to Azerbaijan and Tajikistan. The
Turkish ambassador in Azerbaijan
worked with them. 

There were bin Ladens, with the help
of Pakistanis or Saudis, under our man-
agement. Marc Grossman was leading it,
100 percent, bringing people from East
Turkestan into Kyrgyzstan, from Kyr-
gyzstan to Azerbaijan, from Azerbaijan
some of them were being channeled to
Chechnya, some of them were being
channeled to Bosnia. From Turkey, they
were putting all these bin Ladens on
NATO planes. People and weapons went
one way, drugs came back. 

GIRALDI: Was the U.S. government
aware of this circular deal? 

EDMONDS: 100 percent. A lot of the
drugs were going to Belgium with NATO
planes. After that, they went to the UK,
and a lot came to the U.S. via military
planes to distribution centers in Chicago
and Paterson, New Jersey. Turkish
diplomats who would never be searched
were coming with suitcases of heroin.

GIRALDI: And, of course, none of this
has been investigated. What do you
think the chances are that the Obama
administration will try to end this crimi-
nal activity?

EDMONDS: Well, even during Obama’s
presidential campaign, I did not buy
into his slogan of “change” being pro-
moted by the media and, unfortunately,
by the naïve blogosphere. First of all,
Obama’s record as a senator, short as it

was, spoke clearly. For all those
changes that he was promising, he had
done nothing. In fact, he had taken the
opposite position, whether it was
regarding the NSA’s wiretapping or the
issue of national-security whistleblow-
ers. We whistleblowers had written to
his Senate office. He never responded,
even though he was on the relevant
committees. 

As soon as Obama became president,
he showed us that the State Secrets Priv-
ilege was going to continue to be a tool
of choice. It’s an arcane executive privi-
lege to cover up wrongdoing—in many
cases, criminal activities. And the
Obama administration has not only
defended using the State Secrets Privi-
lege, it has been trying to take it even fur-
ther than the previous terrible adminis-
tration by maintaining that the U.S.
government has sovereign immunity.
This is Obama’s change: his administra-
tion seems to think it doesn’t even have
to invoke state secrets as our leaders are
emperors who possess this sovereign
immunity. This is not the kind of lan-
guage that anybody in a democracy
would use.

The other thing I noticed is how
Chicago, with its culture of political cor-
ruption, is central to the new adminis-
tration. When I saw that Obama’s
choice of chief of staff was Rahm
Emanuel, knowing his relationship with
Mayor Richard Daley and with the
Hastert crowd, I knew we were not
going to see positive changes. Changes
possibly, but changes for the worse. It
was no coincidence that the Turkish
criminal entity’s operation centered on
Chicago.

Sibel Edmonds is a former FBI transla-

tor and the founder of the National

Security Whistleblowers Coalition.

Philip Giraldi is a former CIA officer

and The American Conservative’s Deep

Background columnist.
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Patrick J. Buchanan

south Georgia town had to shut down.
Twenty-one hundred Georgians lost
their jobs. 

How could tires made on the other
side of the world, then shipped to
Albany, be sold for less than tires made
in Albany?

Here’s how: At Cooper Tire, the wages
were $18 to $21 per hour. In China, they
are a fraction of that. The Albany factory
was subject to U.S. health-and-safety,
wage-and-hour, and civil-rights laws
from which Chinese plants are exempt.
Environmental standards had to be met
at Cooper Tire, or the plant would have
been closed. Chinese factories are noto-
rious polluters.

China won the competition because
the 14th Amendment’s “equal protection
of the laws” does not apply to the
People’s Republic. While free-trade laws
grant China free and equal access to the
U.S. market, China can pay workers
wages and force them to work hours
that would violate U.S. law, and China
can operate plants whose health, safety,
and environmental standards would
have their U.S. competitors shut down
as public nuisances.

Beijing also manipulates its currency
to keep export prices low and grants a
rebate on its value-added tax on exports
to the U.S.A., while imposing a value-
added tax on goods coming from the
United States.

Thus did China, from 2004 to 2008,
triple her share of the U.S. tire market
from 5 percent to 17 percent. But not to
worry. Cooper Tire has seen the light

and is now opening and acquiring
plants in China and sending Albany
workers over to train the Chinese who
took their jobs.

Welcome to 21st-century America,
where globalism has replaced patriot-
ism as the civil religion of our corporate
elites. As Thomas Jefferson reminded
us, “Merchants have no country.”

What has this meant to the Republic
that was once the most self-sufficient
and independent in all of history?

Since 2001, when George W. Bush
took the oath, the United States has run
$3.8 trillion in trade deficits in manufac-
tured goods, more than twice the $1.68
trillion in trade deficits we ran for
imported oil and gas. Our trade deficit
with China in manufactured goods
alone, $1.58 trillion over those eight
years, roughly equals the entire U.S.
trade deficit for oil and gas.

U.S. politicians never cease to wail
about the need for “energy independ-
ence.” But why is our dependence on the
oil of Saudi Arabia, the Gulf, Nigeria,
Canada, Mexico, and Venezuela a greater
concern than our dependence on a non-
democratic rival power for computers
and vital components of our weapons
systems and high-tech industries?

Auggie Tantillo, executive director  of
the American Manufacturing Trade
Action Committee, compellingly argues,
“Running a trade deficit for natural
resources that the United States lacks is
something that cannot be helped, but run-
ning a massive deficit in manmade prod-
ucts that America easily could produce

itself is a choice—a poor choice that is
bankrupting the country and responsible
for the loss of millions of jobs.”

How many millions of jobs? In the
George W. Bush years, we lost 5.3 mil-
lion manufacturing jobs, one-fourth to
one-third of all we had in 2001.

And our dependence on China is
growing. Where Beijing was responsible
for 60 percent of the U.S. trade deficit in
manufactured goods in 2008, in the first
six months of 2009, China accounted for
79 percent of our trade deficit in manu-
factured goods.

How can we end this dependency and
begin building factories and creating
jobs here, rather than deepening our
dependency on a China that seeks to
take our place in the sun? The same way
Alexander Hamilton did, when we
Americans produced almost nothing
and were even more dependent on
Great Britain than we are on China
today.

Let us do unto our trading partners as
they have done unto us. As they rebate
value-added taxes on exports to us and
impose a value-added tax on our
exports to them, let us reciprocate.
Impose a border tax equal to a VAT on
all their goods entering the U.S. and cut
corporate taxes on all manufacturing
done here in the United States.

Where they have tilted the playing
field against us, let us tilt it back again.
Transnational companies are as amoral
as sharks. What is needed is simply to
cut their profits from moving factories
and jobs abroad and increase their prof-
its for bringing them back to the U.S.

It’s not rocket science. Hamilton,
James Madison, and Abraham Lincoln
all did it. Obama’s tariffs on Chinese
tires are a good start.

Down at the Chinese outlet store in Albany known as
Wal-Mart, Chinese tires have so successfully undercut
U.S.-made tires that the Cooper Tire factory in that 
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