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India may become the countervailing force to China in the 
next decade.

Many in India in positions of power, publicly deny any 
such connection. The majority of people in the country are not 
willing to simply toe a U.S. line, jeopardizing India’s vital in-
terests, which encompass good and strong relations with both 
China and Russia, as well as friendly relations with the United 
States. There is no question that Indian-Chinese relations have 
improved on a wide range of issues in the last decade. In April 
2005,  India  announced  a  strategic  partnership  with  China, 
with the underlying theme of peace and prosperity.

At the same time, the Indian leadership under Prime Min-
ister Singh remains mute about a Chinese threat, but express-
es  concerns  about  growing  Chinese  military,  political,  and 
economic influence in the region. The Indian Navy sees a po-
tential threat in the expanding Chinese Navy. The ambitious 
$8.1 billion Project Seabird, started by India to develop the 
third naval base at Karwar in the state of Karnataka, is part of 
Indian’s strategy to extend and protect its maritime zone of 
influence (the project includes a full operational naval base 
structured around an aircraft carrier, naval armament depot, 
air force station and missile silos). Joint U.S.-India naval ex-
ercises  in  the Malacca Strait were a signal,   addressing  in-
creasing Chinese naval presence in the region, some observ-
ers point out.

China has not said much about these expanding U.S.-In-
dian defense relations. But there is no doubt that Beijing has 
closely observed the developments and has put in place safe-
guards to protect emergence of a potential threat.

China  has  provided  military  assistance  to  Pakistan  to 
counterbalance some of India’s recent gains. In 2001, China 
succeeded  in  getting  Pakistan’s  approval  to  share  the  new 
Pakistani naval base at Gwadar. This provides several benefits 
to China, including Chinese access to Persian Gulf resources, 
a potentially useful military base to counter increasing U.S. 
influence in Central Asia, and as a damper on Indian naval 
power, serving as a wedge between the Middle East and In-
dia.

It is evident that the Manmohan Singh government is try-
ing to walk a fine line to serve its own strategic interests. On 
one hand, it is trying to improve economic and trade relations 
with China, while on other hand it wants to expand security 
relations with the United States to get advanced technology to 
modernize its military. While New Delhi is not likely to di-
rectly challenge Beijing, or side wholly with Washington, if 
there  is  significant  policy  disagreement  between  India  and 
China, there exists a danger that any hostility between India 
and Pakistan, or unexpected events in the region, can put a se-
vere strain on India-China relations.

Given the explicit military dimension, the proposed quad-
rilateral security arrangement could be one of those unexpect-
ed events in the region. At least, China has definitely taken 
note of it, and has responded by claiming Arunachal Pradesh 
once again as its own.
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The  proposed  shutdown  of  the  National  Drug  Intelligence 
Center  in mid-May by GOP and FBI elements, which was 
subsequently blown up by the national media, clearly demon-
strated that this vital drug intelligence facility had been taken 
hostage in a hate campaign directed against Democratic Rep. 
John Murtha, the leading opponent of the Cheney-Bush Iraq 
War, in whose Pennsylvania district the NDIC is located.

Rep. Mike Rogers  (R-Mich.), a  former FBI agent, pro-
posed to shut down the NDIC facility in Johnstown, by offer-
ing an amendment in early May, to strip its funding from the 
Intelligence Appropriations bill on the House floor. The White 
House,  which  had  praised  the  NDIC’s  work  on  Operation 
Twin Oceans in 2006, proposed in 2007 to shut it down.

The idea of shutting down drug intelligence, in the mid-
dle of a crisis of drug proliferation in the United States, and a 
massive expansion of heroin production out of Afghanistan 
since the U.S. invasion and occupation of that country, raises 
questions, such as: What side of the war on drugs is the White 
House really on, since drugs and terrorism are recognized by 
every competent authority in the world as completely inte-
grated issues?

Highly placed military and intelligence sources have em-
phasized to EIR the significance of Murtha’s courageous, and 
correct criticism of Bush’s failed policies in Iraq and Afghan-
istan—all the more effective, since they come from a lifelong 
champion of U.S. military and defense capabilities, who has 
worked for them in a bipartisan manner in the Congress. Since 
Murtha’s Nov. 17, 2005 introduction of a House resolution 
calling for U.S. withdrawal from Iraq, Murtha’s increasingly 
public role, in the Congress, within the Democratic Party, and 
in  the  public  media,  as  the  “face”  of  the  opposition  to  the 
Cheney-Bush policy, and his direct advocacy of ending the 
U.S. occupation of Iraq, by a cutoff of funds for additional 
troops, and enforcement of military preparedness standards, 
has threatened to rally the Democrats to act to end the Iraq 
War, as the voters mandated them to do in November 2006.

The White House has utterly failed in its attempt to use the 
Karl  Rove  tactic  of  painting  Murtha  as  a  “liberal  pinko.” 
Murtha retired in 1990 as a colonel in the U.S. Marines after a 
37-year career. Everyone in Congress knows that the Pennsyl-
vania Democrat is the go-to person for the active-duty mili-
tary, and has chosen to act to save the U.S. military before it is 
chewed up and destroyed in unwinnable wars. The high re-
gard the military and defense leadership holds for Murtha was 
evident  in  his  home  base,  Johnstown,  on  May  31,  at  the 
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Rep. John Murtha (D-Pa.) has earned the wrath of the Republican 
Administration for his leadership against its Iraq War disaster, and 
his long-standing fight against Justice Department and FBI 
corruption and criminality. Here, Murtha (right) receives the 
Profile in Courage Award from Sen. Edward Kennedy (D-Mass.) at 
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“Showcase  for  Commerce,”  which  the  Congressman  orga-
nized  to  facilitate  national  defense  contractors  networking 
with qualified entrepreneurial firms and  the  region’s work-
force.  Every  major  defense  contractor  was  there,  knowing 
that Murtha is the point of resistance to the Administration’s 
military pursuit of militarily unwinnable goals.

From Abscam to the Present
Representative Murtha has been a  target of  the Federal 

Bureau of Investigation for more than 27 years. He was tar-
getted as part of the FBI’s original Abscam investigation, a 
“sting” operation directed at Democratic constituency-based 
Congressmen,  who  opposed  deregulation  of  the  industrial 
economy and other schemes against “the lower 80%” of fam-
ily income-brackets. To this day, the press and right wing per-
sist in slandering Murtha with Abscam, as if he had been in-
dicted, when he was not, despite the elaborate attempt.

Later, Murtha went on the offensive with the Murtha-Mc-
Dade bill, co-sponsored by Rep. Joseph McDade (R-Pa.), which 
was passed by the House in 1998. The fight around the bill ex-
posed false prosecutions of elected officials whose concern was 
the general welfare, and placed penalities on those who brought 
malicious prosecutions. The FBI was furious when a bipartisan 
majority of the House passed Murtha-McDade in 1998, which 
placed serious constraints on the Justice Department, the FBI, 
and other Federal law enforcement agencies, to prevent the con-
tinuing pattern of official criminality which targetted constitu-
ency leaders not under the control of the establishment—includ-

the John Fitzgerald Kennedy Library in Boston in 2006.
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ing, prominently, Democratic statesman Lyndon LaRouche.
The White House point man for the attack, former FBI-man 

Rogers, won the House seat vacated by Democrat Debbie Sta-
benow’s successful run for the Senate in 2000, by 88 votes. Pre-
viously, while spending five years in the Michigan state senate, 
Rogers sponsored a bill requiring students’ voter registration 
addresses to match the address on their driver’s license. Since 
most students’ drivers’  licenses listed their parents home ad-
dress, many students were disenfranchised. Michigan also has 
a law that prohibits any first-time voter (think, “students”) from 
voting absentee. Without  this vote  suppression  scheme,  it  is 
highly doubtful Rogers would be a Congressman today. Other 
law enforcement sources say that it is quite rare that Rogers, 
who remained in the FBI only five years, would have quit so 
soon after going through all the training. Rogers is also a mem-
ber of the Society of Former FBI Special Agents, one of the 
groups which vigorously lobbied against Murtha-McDade.

The NDIC Is Indispensable
The National Drug  Intelligence Center, which  employs 

400 agents based  in Johnstown, Pennsylvania, produces an 
annual National Drug Threat Assessment Report. Since the 
majority  of  drugs  in  the  United  States  come  from  abroad, 
NDIC’s  annual  drug  assessment  provides  a  crucial  tour 
d’horizon  of  where  the  drugs  originate;  where  their  entry 
points are; who runs the drug distribution systems; and where 
the major centers for each illegal drug are located.

NDIC’s 2007 National Drug Threat Assessment  is a no-
holds-barred assessment of gains being made by major drug-
trafficking organizations, and a frank appraisal that illegal drugs 
are having more and more of an effect on the United States.

EIR’s  interviews  with  professional  intelligence  people 
found nothing but praise for the NDIC.

After Sept. 11, 2001, NDIC made its Document Exploita-
tion (Doc Ex) program available to other government agen-
cies,  assisting  them  in  rapidly processing huge amounts of 
data to ferret out important terrorist leads.

When the White House
Sang a Different Tune
“I know that this [Operation Twin Oceans] was a seri-
ous,  time  consuming  undertaking  by  your  agency 
[NDIC], and I truly appreciate the efforts of everyone 
involved. . . . Thanks for the hard work.”

—Executive Office of President George W. Bush, 
the Director of the Office of National Drug Control 
Policy, commenting in a 2006 letter to the NDIC on its 
role in Operation Twin Oceans, which seized $70 mil-
lion in drug assets.
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At 1932 Democratic
Roosevelt Calls for a
by Nancy Spannaus

On July 2, in the Auditorium Theatre of Roosevelt University 
in  Chicago,  the  Museum  of  Broadcast  Communications  is 
sponsoring an historical reenactment of a special type. Actors 
will come together to recreate the July 2, 1932 Democratic 
National  Convention  which  nominated  Franklin  Delano 
Roosevelt 75 years ago as its candidate for the Presidency of 
the United States.

The 1932 Democratic Convention was  the first  to  hear 
from  its  chosen  candidate  in  person.  FDR,  who  had  been 
through  a  bruising  fight  to  win  the  nomination  against  the 
banker-controlled party elders, decided to fly in to Chicago to 
accept the nomination himself. In fact, although he had won 
the nomination, he had not yet wrested control of the party 
from  the  British-linked  bankers  who  ran  it.  FDR’s  speech, 
which was broadcast nationally, was a direct outreach to the 
American people, and identified his intention to run his own 
campaign to recruit people to his “revolution,” bypassing the  
national party leadership, and going directly to what had be-
come a shrinking Democratic base.

Roosevelt believed that the American people had lost faith 
in their government, in their leaders, and in themselves. Only 
by the assertion of a bold and hopeful leadership, with a clear 
program for change, could that bond be restored. His call to 

75th Anniversary of FDR’s Nomination

In 2005, the NDIC was a principal contributor to the U.S. 
Money Laundering Threat Assessment, the first government-
wide anaylsis of money laundering in the United States.

In 2006, the NDIC conducted 60 Doc Ex missions to in-
vestigate illegal drug trafficking, money laundering, and ter-
rorism threatening U.S. national security. In 2006, NDIC also 
conducted a series of missions in support of Operation Twin 
Oceans, successfully raiding  a drug-trafficking organization 
that transported multi-ton quantities of cocaine for at least five 
drug rings. The total value of the seizures of property, ships, 
vehicles, and bank accounts, is estimated at $70 million.

The claims that NDIC is redundant within the group of 
anti-drug agencies  (the Department of Justice,  the FBI,  the 
Drug Enforcement Agency, to name just a few), and that intel-
ligence can be gathered by the El Paso (Texas) Intelligence 
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 Party Convention,
 ‘New Deal’

battle against forces of reaction and the status quo, and for the 
principle of the general welfare in a “New Deal,” gave Amer-
icans the confidence that in FDR they had found a leader in 
whom their trust would not be misplaced.

Moreover, FDR’s nomination reflected a decisive shift of 
direction in the Democratic Party, toward a revival of the ideas 
of the American System of political economy, last put forward 
by Abraham Lincoln. FDR’s reorientation of the party toward 
serving the “forgotten men and women” of the United States, 
while not fully fleshed out in this speech, put its emphasis on 
government’s responsibility to shift away from the Specula-
tive Era of the 1920s, and toward uplifting the conditions of 
life for the common worker and farmer.

The contrast between the principles and programs which 
FDR lays out, and those of both political parties today, could 
not be more obvious. Take,  for example, FDR’s statement: 
“Our Republican leaders tell us economic laws—sacred, in-
violable,  unchangeable—cause  panics  which  no  one  could 
prevent.  But  while  they  prate  of  economic  laws,  men  and 
women are starving. We must lay hold of the fact that eco-
nomic laws are not made by nature. They are made by human 
beings.” Yet today, the worship of the markets, disguised as 
“economic laws,” continues apace.

Center, are false. The NDIC was created in 1993, explictly to 
remedy the problem that the activities of all the organizations 
involved  in  anti-drug  activity  lacked  overall  intelligence-
sharing and coordination. That is the mission of the NDIC. 
The El Paso center, established in 1974—almost two decades 
before NDIC—has never done this job; its intelligence func-
tion is operational, as befits  the entity manning a front-line 
drug entry point into the United States.

Given that the NDIC headquarters in Johnstown doubles 
as  the Continuity of Government Headquarters  for  the De-
partment  of  Justice,  NDIC’s  $39  million  budget  is  money 
well-spent—as  opposed  to  the  estimated  $700  billion  the 
Bush Administration  has  squandered  to  date,  transforming 
Iraq and Afghanistan into ungovernable zones where terror-
ism and illegal drugs proliferate.


