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“Killer Diplomacy”: The Kim-Trump Summit in
Hanoi, Sabotaged by Mike Pompeo?

“If Kim Jong-un suddenly dies, don’t ask me about it"... Given the history of the
CIA, I'm just not going to talk about it,” (Pompeo, October 2017). And you
expect the DPRK to Trust Washington's Chief Negotiator
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Polite diplomacy over the dinner table. Smiles on both sides. A nice private dinner.
“Everybody is having a good time. Hope so”, says Trump.

Trump and Kim met before the formal dinner party for about half an hour. Kim smiled and
said:

“We have exchanged in a very interesting dialogue with each other for about 30 minutes”.
Trump responds with a smile “yes it was good”.

“So we’re going to have a very busy day tomorrow, says Trump.

“And a lot of things are going to be solved. | hope. and | Think it will lead to a
really wonderful situation long term... And our relationship is a very special
relationship”.

Ultimately, however, there was no official statement or joint communique. What happened.
What went wrong?

Prior to the Hanoi encounter, Trump intimated that if a moratorium on nuclear missile
testing by the DPRK was reached, he would be satisfied. And that this commitment would
then lead to subsequent negotiations.

But this stance was not shared by his top advisers:

“Senior Trump aides have privately expressed skepticism ... Some fear that
Trump could feel pressure to make a major concession to Kim during face-to-
face talks, including a one-on-one session, in hopes of securing a reciprocal
commitment he can herald as a political victory. (WPo, February 24, 2018,
emphasis added)
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Who are these “Senior Trump aides”? The WPo fails to mention the central role of Secretary
of State Mike Pompeo who was put in charge of the negotiations from the very outset in
2017 when he was head of the CIA.

While we are not privy to what was discussed behind closed doors (with the two leaders and
their senior advisors), or what was discussed by Pompeo and Kim Yong-chol in meetings
prior to the Hanoi venue, there is evidence that Pompeo was instrumental in the sabotage of
peace negotiations both in Singapore and Hanoi.

Back in October 2017, a few months following the beginning of negotations with the DPRK,
Pompeo while he was head of the CIA, had hinted in a public statement that Kim Jong-un
was on the CIA assassination list:

“If Kim Jong-un suddenly dies, don’t ask me about it”, says CIA chief

“With respect, if Kim Jong-un should vanish, given the history of the CIA, I'm
just not going to talk about it,”

“We are going to become a much more vicious agency ...
... “The president’s made it very clear. He's prepared to ensure that Kim Jong-

un doesn’t have the capacity to hold America at risk. By military force if
necessary.”

If Kim Jong-un dies suddenly don't ask

me about it, CIA chief says

SCMP October 2017
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The US Central Intelligence Agency thinks that North Korea’s Kim Jong-unis a
rational actor who is focused on staying in power and “waking up in his own bed”
each day.

But if Kim should suddenly not show up for work, there is no point asking US spy
chief Mike Pompeo about it.

“With respect to ... if Kim Jong-un should vanish, given the history of the CIA, I'm
just not going to talk about it,” the CIA director said on Thursday, when asked what
would happen if Kim suddenly died.

We are going to become a much more
vicious agency
Mike Pompeo, CIA Director
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“Someone might think there was a coincidence. ‘You know, there was an accident.’
It’s just not fruitful,” he said to laughs from national security officials at a forum

held by the Foundation for Defence of Democracies.

SCMP, July 20, 2018

This was a deliberate act of provocation,
“Killer Diplomacy”
From the outset the DPRK does not trust Washington’s Peace Negotiator.

Pompeo should be removed from the peace negotiation process which eventually requires
the repeal of the 1953 armistice agreement and the signing of a peace agreement with the
DPRK and China.

In a bitter irony, the same Mike Pompeo who casually refers to the “CIA history” of political
assassinations, had come to play a central role in “peace” negotiations together with his
North Korea envoy, Stephen Biegun.

Pyongyang was fully aware of the assassination list. But Pompeo deliberately chose to make
it public prior to the conduct of negotiations with a political leader who is on the CIA hit
list. This is tantamount to saying to Kim: “Lets negotiate but | want to kill you”.


https://www.globalresearch.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/pompeo-assassination.png
https://www.scmp.com/news/asia/east-asia/article/2116212/if-kim-jong-un-suddenly-dies-dont-ask-me-about-it-says-cia-chief

Not surprisingly, in the followup US-DPRK negotiations with Pompeo held in Pyongyang in
the wake of the Singapore Summit (June 12-14, 2018), the DPRK accused the Trump
administration of pushing a “unilateral and gangster-like demand for denuclearization.” The
statement was directed against Pompeo who was in charge of the negotiations on behalf of
president Trump.

“We still cherish our good faith in President Trump ... But, the U.S. side
[Pompeo] came up only with its unilateral and gangster-like demand for
denuclearization... The U.S. side [Pompeo] never mentioned the issue of
establishing a peace regime on the Korean peninsula which is essential for
defusing tension and preventing a war.” (DPRK Statement, July 8, 2018,
emphasis added)

Second Day of the Hanoi Summit

Flash Forward to Hanoi, February 27, 2019: Both leaders expressed their optimism “for
continuing the great dialogue”.

“I'am in no rush,” Trump said alongside Kim. “What is important is that we do
the right deal.”

Acknowledged by Trump, the DPRK has not fired a single nuclear ballistic test missile since
late 2017.

“To me, | very much appreciate no testing of nuclear rockets and missiles,” Trump added.

Both leaders were committed to achieving a positive outcome:

The decision to “permanently shut down” Yongbyon nuclear complex, one of
the DPRK’s main nuclear research centers located in the west of the country,
and Tongchang-ri missile engine test site, was made last September.
Pyongyang also stated that the DPRK is willing to invite international experts to
watch the dismantling or even take additional denuclearization steps if there
are corresponding actions from the U.S. (CGTN, February 27, 2019)

Prior to the final wrap-up session, the two leaders had a fruitful “one-on-one meeting” of
about 45 minutes. (“Senior political aides” feared the one-on-one session which provided
leverage to Trump to strike a deal with Kim, as reported by the WaPo, see above).

About-Turn

And then there was an about-turn at the final session attended by Secretary of State Mike
Pompeo and DPRK'’ vice chairman of the Workers Party of Korea (WPK) Central Committee
Kim Yong-chol.

On the US side, this outcome had been planned well ahead of the Hanoi venue in
Washington in consultations with the CIA, State Department and Pentagon including
National Security Advisor John Bolton.



The Hanoi summit between Kim Jong Un and President Trump, in less than 4 minutes

Screenshot, scroll down for video

Nothing concrete emerged. Why did things go wrong? The meeting behind closed doors
with senior advisors (and translators) led to an impasse.

The US failed to provide anything in exchange for the DPRK’s commitment to
denuclearization. Did Pompeo play a central role in deliberately sabotaging the peace
process at the wrap up session behind closed doors?

No final communique. The US refused to lift the sanctions regime.
See Video below

Final wrap-up meeting at 138"

See press conference statement by Trump at 2".15"

“Basically they wanted the sanctions removed in their entirety and we could not do that.
They are willing to denuke a large part of the areas we wanted. But we could not give up all
of the sanctions”, said Trump.

“Sometimes you have to walk, and this was just one of those times.”

Trump’s statement regarding the removal of the sanctions is a lie.

The DPRK had requested the partial removal of sanctions and that request was turned down.
See Foreign Minister’s statement below at DPRK press conference.

2'50" DPRK Foreign Minister Ri Yon-ho

“If the US removes the sanctions that hamper the civilian economy and the
livelihood of our people in particular, we will permanently and completely
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dismantle the nuclear production facilities in the Yogbyon area, including
plutonium and uranium in the presence of US experts by the joint force of
technicians in bothe countries.”

“What we have asked for was partial lifting of sanctions, not entirely.

In detail, we asked to lift five sanctions that were imposed within 2016 and
2017, out of a total of 11 sanctions, which would affect ordinary people’s
economy and life,”( Statement of the DPRK Foreign Minister Ri Yon-ho).

Final Press Conference and Statements (WaPo video)
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The original source of this article is Global Research
Copyright © Prof Michel Chossudovsky, Global Research, 2019

Comment on Global Research Articles on our Facebook page

Become a Member of Global Research

Articles by: Prof Michel

Chossudovsky

About the author:

Michel Chossudovsky is an award-winning author,
Professor of Economics (emeritus) at the University of
Ottawa, Founder and Director of the Centre for
Research on Globalization (CRG), Montreal, Editor of
Global Research. He has taught as visiting professor in
Western Europe, Southeast Asia, the Pacific and Latin
America. He has served as economic adviser to
governments of developing countries and has acted as
a consultant for several international organizations. He
is the author of 13 books. He is a contributor to the
Encyclopaedia Britannica. His writings have been
published in more than twenty languages. In 2014, he
was awarded the Gold Medal for Merit of the Republic
of Serbia for his writings on NATO's war of aggression

| 6


https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/michel-chossudovsky
https://www.facebook.com/GlobalResearchCRG
https://store.globalresearch.ca/member/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/michel-chossudovsky
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/michel-chossudovsky

against Yugoslavia. He can be reached at
crgeditor@yahoo.com

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


mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca
https://www.globalresearch.ca
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca

