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Benazir Bhutto Didn't Die In Vain <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

She died in Rawalpindi, Pakistan! </font> <br>

By Ernest Stewart <br> <br> </font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"You can imprison a man, but not an idea. You can exile a man, but not an idea. You can kill a man, but not an idea." ~~~ Benazir Bhutto <br> <br>

The future fare. An affair for all and no fair to anybody! ~~~ The Firesign Theatre <br> <br>

"I get by with a little help from my friends!" ~~~ John Lennon

</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br><br>

Was anyone surprised by the martyrdom of Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto? Was anyone surprised that she was murdered by Bush and the CIA? Anyone? <br> <br>

Sure, we didn't pull the trigger but we did con her into going back home where the General's minions could get a good shot at her. She wasn't given protection by US agents nor by Gen. Pervez Musharraf who instead put out the hit on her with our blessings. I hear you ask, why kill her now? For one thing she had planned to reveal new evidence later that day proving the involvement of Pakistan's intelligence agencies in rigging the country's upcoming elections! <br> <br>

It wasn't done by al-Qaeda, no matter what Smirky and Pervez say. There is no such group as al-Qaeda. It was the CIA who created the method known in Arabic as al-Qaeda or in English as "The Base" for our CIA agent Osama to use against the Soviets in Afghanistan! I'm going to repeat that again for those of you on drugs...  <br> <br> <B>

A-Qaeda is not the name of some terrorist organization but a method of operation created and sent out from Langley, Virginia. </B> <br> <br>

Benazir was the fourth member of her family to be killed by the military, including two brothers, one of whom was killed while she was Prime Minister, as well as her father who, too, was Prime Minister. Guess who'll be killed next? If you guessed her husband, Asif Ali Zardari, or her 19 year old son, Bilawal Zardari, who becomes <U>chairman for life</U> of the <I>"Pakistan Peoples Party"</I> as his mother and grandfather were, you win a cookie! Bilawai who said, <I>"My mother always said, democracy is the best revenge!"</I> will wisely remain for the time being in England where he attends Oxford while Benazir's husband becomes party co-chairman and who knows, maybe the next one to die! <br> <br>

While the country edges closer to revolution and all the joys that may bring, especially if the Mullahs seize power and the launch codes, we owe our thanks to the Junta and their puppets in the CIA for the many disasters to come!

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

Next up for your amusement is 2008. Perhaps it's just an unfounded premonition but after studying poli-sci and history for damn near 50 years, I don't like what I see in the road ahead! <br> <br>

Many Americans think this year's elections will bring change but the only hope for that lies with Kucinich and I have a better chance of being elected than Dennis. People are so desperate for change that there is a groundswell of support for Ron Paul and, while I agree with much that he says, he is a Libertarian a.k.a. a pot smoking Nazi and it's not the pot smoking part that I have trouble with! I'm sorry but I don't hate poor people enough to swallow the Libertarian bullshit, especially as I'm one of the poor. Libertarian, Republican, Democrat, what's the difference? Same ole, same ole, just a different set of masters for you and me and like Kucinich, Ron has less of a chance than I do at being president and my chance is absolute zero! <br> <br>

No matter which candidate wins their party's nomination it will be more of the same. No matter which one of those wins the election it will be  more of the same. Big brother will still be following our every move. There will be no rolling back of any of the fascist laws and regulations, your phone will still be tapped, your every move on the internet watched, every purchase you make will be scanned and every where you go will be noted. The signing statements will continue and the <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/billofrights.html"> Bill Of Rights</A> will remain gutted. In addition, the wars will go on in Iraq, Afghanistan and, who knows, maybe start in, Iran, Pakistan or Syria? Our corpo-rat masters will continue to rake in obscene profits, the cost of gas will continue to rise as well as the cost of food, clothing and other necessities. Your house's worth will continue to fall and the mortgage rates will continue to rise. Our treasury will continue to disappear at an alarming rate perhaps bringing on the stock market crash that is well overdue! <br> <br>

Whether it's Hillary or Willard, John or Rudy, or perhaps W will decide to stay or maybe pass it off to little brother Jebthro, the results are likely to be the same, <B>NO CHANGE what-so-ever! </B><br> <br>

Short of a people's revolution there will be no change because America is still too comfortable to get off it's fat posterior and do anything about the loss of our Republic. Of course, it's probably too late to effect any real change and maybe the best thing to do is to head for the borders while they're still open? So my advice for 2008 is... Keep your guns loaded, your bags packed and your passport in hand! <br> <br>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis only ask for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 
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07-06-1926 ~ 12-30-2007 <br>

Weep no more bro! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The new "W" theatre trailer is up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>
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Oligarchical Decay <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Glenn Greenwald </font> <P>

A new lengthy <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2007/12/30/washington/30intel.html?hp">article </A>in this morning's New York Times purports to set forth<I> "new details about why the [CIA interrogation] tapes were made and then eliminated."</I> Written by Scott Shane and Mark Mazzetti (who broke the original story), what the article primarily does is rely on anonymous sources to assign principal responsibility for the tapes' destruction to mid-level CIA official Jose Rodriguez. But in doing so, the article identifies, in passing, the critical question that remains unanswered: what was the involvement of George Bush and Dick Cheney in the videos' destruction? <P> <I>

Scrutiny of the C.I.A.'s secret detention program kept building. Later in 2003, the agency's inspector general, John L. Helgerson, began investigating the program, and <B>some insiders believed the inquiry might end with criminal charges for abusive interrogations. </B>

Mr. Helgerson completed his investigation of interrogations in April 2004, according to one person briefed on the still-secret report, which<B> concluded that some of the C.I.A.'s techniques appeared to constitute cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment under the international Convention Against Torture.</B> Current and former officials said the report did not explicitly state that the methods were torture. <P>

A month later, as the administration reeled from the Abu Ghraib disclosures, Mr. Muller, the agency general counsel, met to discuss the report with three senior lawyers at the White House: Alberto R. Gonzales, the White House counsel; David S. Addington, legal adviser for Vice President Dick Cheney; and John B. Bellinger III, the top lawyer at the National Security Council. <P>

The interrogation tapes were discussed at the meeting, and one Bush administration official said that, according to notes of the discussion, Mr. Bellinger advised the C.I.A. against destroying the tapes. The positions Mr. Gonzales and Mr. Addington took are unknown. One person familiar with the discussion said that in light of concerns raised in the inspector general's report that agency officers could be legally liable for harsh interrogations, there was a view at the time among some administration lawyers that the tapes should be preserved. <P> </I>

Shane and Mazetti previously <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2007/12/19/washington/19intel.html?_r=1&hp&oref=slogin">reported </A>that <I>"several administration and intelligence officials provided conflicting accounts as to whether anyone at the White House expressed support for the idea that the tapes should be destroyed."</I> In that article, they quoted one senior intelligence official <I>"with direct knowledge of the matter [who] said there had been '<B>vigorous sentiment' among some top White House officials to destroy the tapes." </B> </I>The White House <A HREF="http://edition.cnn.com/2007/POLITICS/12/19/cia.tapes/index.html">has simply refused</A> to say whether they were behind the decision. <P>

Just consider how significant that question is, and how striking it is that it remains unanswered. By the time Addington and Gonzales were discussing this matter, it was well known -- obvious -- that those interrogations tapes were critically relevant to a number of judicial proceedings and government investigations, including <A HREF="http://www.boston.com/news/nation/washington/articles/2007/12/22/911_panel_requested_cia_documents/">The 9/11 Commission's. </A>It is thus highly likely, to put it mildly, that any decision to destroy that evidence would constitute the crime of obstruction of justice, the same federal felony for which Lewis Libby has now (in a different matter) been convicted. <P>

And here are the two top legal aides to the President and the Vice President participating in a meeting where the destruction of this vital evidence was expressly considered, yet we do not know what it is that they said. Did they advise that the tapes be destroyed of give implicit permission for it? If so, it very likely means that Bush and/or Cheney (and certainly their top aides) committed serious felonies. <P>

But does anyone really believe that we're going to find out the answers to those questions any time soon? And even if we did find out the answers, and even if they were incriminating, does anyone believe that there would ever be any consequences, any accountability, for this wrongdoing by anyone above a mid-level position of responsibility, such as Rodriguez? <P> 

* * * * * <P>

In case after case, our political establishment has adopted the<I> "principle" </I>that our most powerful actors are immune from the rule of law. And they've adopted the enabling supplemental <I>"principle"</I> that any information which our political leaders want to keep suppressed is -- by definition, for that reason alone -- information that is<I> "classified"</I> and should not be disclosed. <P>

The instruments used to secure these prerogatives are numerous and growing. Slate's Dahlia Lithwick this week <A HREF=" http://www.slate.com/id/2179934/">summarized</A> the Bush administration's 10 most egregious legal inventions to enable lawbreaking, including the <I>"states secrets privilege"</I> which has now <I>"has ballooned into a doctrine of blanket immunity for any conduct the administration wishes to hide"</I> and the claim that <I>"everyone who has ever spoken to the president about anything is barred from congressional testimony by executive privilege."</I> All of these developments have a common strain, a shared objective: ensuring that our highest political officials and our most powerful corporations are beyond the reach of the law. <P>

Thus, our establishment believes that any information that would shed light on whether our most powerful actors have broken the law is information that shouldn't be disclosed. In those accidental cases when -- via unauthorized leaks -- information is disclosed that demonstrates that crimes have been committed, our establishment bands together to insist that nothing be done, that there is no need to investigate or hold anyone accountable, and that the only real wrongdoing is by those <I>"the leakers"</I> who disclosed the lawbreaking. <P>

This is the same pattern seen over and over: leakers reveal that Bush broke the law for years by spying on Americans without the warrants required by law, and every investigation -- <A HREF="http://abcnews.go.com/US/story?id=1698034&page=1">legislative</A> and <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2007/07/07/washington/07nsa.html">judicial </A>-- is successfully blocked, and Congress then moves to legalize the lawbreaking. The top aide to Bush and Cheney, Lewis Libby, is found unanimously by a 12-person jury to have lied deliberately with the intent of blocking an FBI and Grand Jury investigation into illegal leaks and is sentenced by a conservative judge to prison, yet is protected from jail time by the President while our media and political establishment cheer almost unanimously. <P>

Our largest telecommunication corporations reap huge profits by brazenly violating <A HREF="http://www.eff.org/files/nsa/statutes.pdf">numerous, long-standing federal laws</A> (.pdf) for years by enabling government access to our communications without any judicial approval, and our political establishment bands together to demand that they be protected from any consequences and that any efforts to uncover what happened be squelched. Our government implements a secret torture regime that violates numerous laws and treaties and Congress acts to legalize it and provide retroactive immunity to the lawbreakers. Congress subpoenas numerous officials to find out why 9 federal prosecutors were fired and, when the subpoenas are literally ignored, nothing happens. <P>

And now, our government just destroys evidence crucial both to all sorts of court proceedings and a comprehensive investigation into the worst attack on U.S. soil in our history -- part and parcel of its <A HREF=" http://www.salon.com/opinion/greenwald/2007/04/12/lost_documents/">general pattern</A> of destroying or <I>"losing"</I> key evidence -- and the Honorable, Independent Attorney General tells both the <A HREF="http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/americas/7145658.stm">legislative</A> and<A HREF="http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/22272157/"> judicial</A> branches that they have no right even to investigate. And although we know for a fact that the top aides to both Bush and Cheney were involved in discussions of whether the tapes should be destroyed, we have no idea what they said and are unlikely ever to know, and even if we did find out, it's impossible to envision anything happening as a result. <P>

* * * * *<P>

And thus we have a perfect oligarchical system in which, literally, our most powerful and well-connected elite are free to break the law with impunity, exempt from any consequences. While exempting themselves, these same figures impose increasingly Draconian <I>"law and order" </I>solutions on the masses to ensure that even small infractions of the law prompt vigorous prosecution and <A HREF="http://corner.nationalreview.com/post/?q=MTIzNzRhMGY5NGI0MGFkYzlmMDFmZTI3OTE5NmRiZTc=">inflexible, lengthy prison terms.</A> <P>

As Matt Stoller <A HREF="http://openleft.com/showDiary.do?diaryId=2924">recently noted</A> in an excellent post on the bipartisan orthodoxies that are <A HREF="http://openleft.com/showDiary.do?diaryId=2933">untouchable in political debates</A>, <I>"there are 1 million people put in jail for doing what Barack Obama, Bill Clinton, and George Bush have done" </I>(buying and consuming illegal drugs) and <I>"2 million people are in prison in America,<B> by far the highest total of any other country in the world.</B>"</I> It's almost impossible for the non-rich to defend themselves effectively against government accusations of criminality, and judges have increasingly less sentencing discretion to avoid imposing harsh jail terms. Punishment for crimes is for the masses only, not for members in good standing of our political and corporate establishment. <P>

Where our political elite break the law, our leading media stars and pundits fulfill their central purpose by dutifully arguing that establishment figures who have broken the law have done <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/02/07/AR2006020701262.html">nothing wrong </A>and deserve protection, even our gratitude, when they do so. In the <A HREF="http://www.salon.com/opinion/greenwald/2007/10/31/rockefeller/">view of our establishment</A>, even mere civil liability -- never mind criminal punishment -- is <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2007/09/28/AR2007092801332.html">deeply unfair </A>when <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2007/10/26/AR2007102602329.html">imposed on lawbreaking corporations</A>, as we see in the "debate" over telecom immunity. <P>

This same warped principle is also expressed in how our establishment scorns the work John Edwards did in representing maimed or dead individuals against the corporations which, through recklessness or negligence, destroyed their lives. From a <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2007/12/30/opinion/l30wealth.html?_r=1&ref=opinion&oref=slogin">letter</A> from Theodore Frank of the American Enterprise Institute to the New York Times today (h/t Jay Diamond): <P <I>

There is a critical distinction between Mitt Romney's and John Edwards's wealth. Mr. Romney, as a businessman, made investments that created wealth. Mr. Edwards, as a trial lawyer, made his money through lawsuits that merely took from one pocket and gave to another, and probably destroyed wealth in the process. (Mr. Edwards's multimillion-dollar medical malpractice verdicts almost certainly hurt the quality of health care in North Carolina.) <P>

Little wonder that Mr. Romney understands that to improve the economy, one needs to expand the pie, while Mr. Edwards's policy proposals focus entirely on the redistribution of the existing pie without thought for the future adverse consequences to the size of the pie. <P></I>

Anything that results in accountability for our largest corporations is inherently bad, even when they're found under our legal system to have broken the law or acted recklessly. Thus, John Edwards' self-made wealth is deeply dishonorable and shameful because it came at the expense of our largest corporations and on behalf of the poor and dirty masses, while Mitt Romeny's wealth, <A HREF="http://ap.google.com/article/ALeqM5j4pAdVTN_vtnpkvZuxtKy0WRORjwD8THDPOG0">spawned by his CEO-father's connections</A>, is to be honored and praised because it benefited our establishment and was on behalf of our glorious elite. <P>

Naturally, our establishment sees itself as Good, and thus, whatever their most powerful leaders do -- even when illegal -- is never really bad. It can't be, because they do it. Hence, George Bush's and Lewis Libby's felonies aren't really like the felonies<A HREF=" http://openleft.com/showDiary.do?diaryId=2926"> of the "drug dealers" and the other street dirt</A>. Neither the Law nor Jail are for the clean, good, upstanding establishment members, so sayeth Jay Rockefeller and Fred Hiatt and Joe Klein and David Ignatius and the rest. <P>

* * * * * <P>

Most revealing of all, anyone who insists that this should be different -- anyone who believes that our highest political officials and largest corporations should be held accountable when they break the law -- is a shrill <I>"partisan,"</I> bent on vengeance and Guilty of obstructionism: trying to prevent the political establishment from operating in a harmonious, bipartisan manner to do their Important Work. At least under the Bush presidency, investigations into wrongdoing are bad and disruptive and mean-spirited, and calls for consequences for illegal behavior are shrill and nasty. <P>

Digby <A HREF="http://digbysblog.blogspot.com/2007/12/bipartisan-zombies-by-digby-it-was.html"> yesterday analyzed</A> the sudden emergence of the Bipartisan Centrism fetishists -- the David Borens and Sam Nunns and David Broders and other old System Guardians who are threatening to back the third-party candidacy of Michael Bloomberg unless they quickly see more "bipartisanship." As Digby notes -- and one should read her whole post -- these Harmony Mavens were nowhere to be found during the last six years when our government was fully controlled by a one-party machine that did what it wanted without the slightest consequence. <P>

Only now that the prospect has emerged -- however small and remote it is -- that there appears to be some rumblings of dissatisfaction among the masses over the deep corruption pervading every pore of our establishment are they now decreeing that we need Harmony and Bipartisan Cooperation: <P> <I>

I wrote about it right after the 2006 election --- as soon as the Republicans lost power, I knew the gasbags would insist that <B>it's time to let bygones be bygones and meet the Republicans halfway in the spirit of a new beginning</B>. GOP politicians have driven the debt sky-high and altered the government so as to be nearly unrecognizable, so logically the Democrats need to extend the hand of conciliation and move to meet them in the middle --- the middle now being so far right, it isn't even fully visible anymore. </I> <P>

Digby's right that this is an effort to enforce establishment-protecting ideological orthodoxies. The campaigns of Edwards, Mike Hucakbee and Ron Paul each, in their own ways, signify that there is some intense unrest and deep dissatisfaction with our political establishment, and this has to be quashed by the concealing device known as <I>"bipartisanship."</I> But it is also an attempt to ensure that nothing of any significance is exposed, that none of the lawbreaking and corruption of the last six years -- which they all enabled and cheered on -- sees the light of day. <P>

There is a mildly increased desperation that is palpable among our political and media elites to protect and defend their system. The extent of their wrongdoing over the last several years -- political, legal and economic -- is so extreme that the potential for upheaval in the event of accountability is extreme as well. Their chief weapon to protect those privileges is immunity from the rule of law, and most of our political controversies -- over presidential power and state secrets and executive privilege and torture and eavesdropping and these CIA videos -- really share the same root: the effort of the establishment to maintain their immunity from impropriety-exposing legal proceedings and, thus, from political consequences. <P>

Just as the warantless eavesropping revelations did, the CIA video scandal presents an extremely clear and straightforward case of serious lawbreaking by our highest government officials. It's far less complex and far more serious than the scandals that brought down Richard Nixon. That a rational person would be highly skeptical about the prospects that we will find out what happened, let alone that there will be consequences for any of it, is pretty compelling evidence of the<A HREF=" http://www.salon.com/opinion/greenwald/2007/10/14/rule_of_law/"> kind of country we are becoming</A> <P> <B>

UPDATE: </B>On a not unrelated note, the annual survey of worldwide privacy rights conducted by Privacy International and EPIC has <A HREF="http://www.privacyinternational.org/article.shtml?cmd%5B347%5D=x-347-559597">been released for 2007</A>, and the U.S. has been downgraded from "Extensive Surveillance Society" to "Endemic Surveillance Society," the worst possible category there is for privacy protections, the category also occupied by countries such as China, Russia, Singapore and Malaysia. The survey uses a variety of <A HREF="http://www.privacyinternational.org/article.shtml?cmd%5B347%5D=x-347-559597#criteria">objective factors</A> to determine the extent of privacy protections citizens enjoy from their government, and the U.S. now finishes at the bottom for <A HREF="http://www.privacyinternational.org/article.shtml?cmd%5B347%5D=x-347-559478">obvious reasons.</A> <P>

Evidence that we are becoming a<A HREF=" http://www.salon.com/opinion/greenwald/2007/12/16/telecoms/"> lawless surveillance state</A> is abundant. But let's forget all of that and figure out how we can best micro-manage the internal affairs of Pakistan and Iraq and Russia and Iran so that we can preserve Freedom and Democracy for the world. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <http://mailto:GGreenwald@salon.com"> Glenn Greenwald.</A> </font>
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By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

MEPHISTO, the demon who bought the soul of Faust in Goethe's monumental drama, describes himself as <I>"a part of that force which always wants the bad and always creates the good." </I> <P>

Yossi Beilin, who resigned this week as chairman of the Meretz party, is Mephisto's opposite: he always wants the good and all too often creates the bad. <P>

THE<I> "SETTLEMENT BLOCS"</I> provide a glaring example. It was Beilin who invented this term a dozen years ago. It was included in the unofficial understanding that became known as the <I>"Beilin-Abu-Mazen agreement.".</I> <P>

The intention was good. Beilin believed that if most settlers were concentrated in several limited areas near the Green Line, the settlers as a whole would agree to a withdrawal from the rest of the West Bank. <P>

The actual result was disastrous. The government and the settlers jumped at the opportunity. The permit of the<I> "Zionist peace movement"</I> was displayed like a Kosher certificate on the wall of a butcher shop selling pork chops. The settlement blocs were enlarged at a frantic pace and became veritable towns, like Ma'aleh Adumim, the Etzion Bloc and Modi'in Illit. <P>

For dozens of years, the United States had insisted that all the settlements violate international law. But the approval granted to the <I>"settlement blocs" </I>enabled President George W. Bush to change this stance and approve Israeli<I> "population centers"</I> in the occupied territories. Haim Ramon, who in the past had been Beilin's partner in the group of <I>"eight doves" </I>within the Labor Party, went even further: he initiated the <I>"Separation Wall,"</I> which in practice annexes the <I>"settlement blocs"</I> to Israel. <P>

But Beilin's brilliant idea did not in the least diminish the opposition of the settlers to a withdrawal from the rest of the West Bank. On the contrary: they continue to prevent by force the dismantling of the settlement outposts, even a single tiny one. Nothing good came out of this idea. The result was totally bad. <P>

ONE CAN GO ON enumerating Beilin's brilliant ideas. As in the song of the former master comedian (and current orthodox rabbi) Uri Zohar: <P> <I>"The Jewish head is inventing patents for us." I</I>n Israel's political and diplomatic arena, there is no head more fertile than Beilin's. <P>

I don't know what exact role Beilin played in the invention of the patents displayed at the 2000 Camp David conference. For example: the idea that Israel should demand sovereignty over the Temple Mount, but only below the surface. It did not appease the Israeli Right, but it terrified the Palestinians, who feared that Israel was intending to undermine the Islamic holy shrines until they collapsed, thus making it possible to replace them with the Third Jewish Temple. The next step was Ariel Sharon's <I>"visit"</I> to this sensitive site, which triggered the outbreak of the second intifada. <P>

After the 2006 elections, Beilin had another brilliant idea: to invite Avigdor Liberman to a well publicized friendly breakfast. The intention was no doubt good (even if I can't fathom what it was) but the result was calamitous: it gave Liberman a <I>"leftist"</I> Kosher certificate which enabled Ehud Olmert to include him in his government. <P>

After that, Meretz announced that it would not, under any circumstances, sit in a government that included Liberman. But one cannot return Rosemary's baby to the womb of its mother. Liberman stays in the government, Meretz remains outside. Now Olmert explains to the Americans that he cannot dismantle even one settlement outpost, nor negotiate about the <I>"core issues"</I> of the conflict, because Liberman would then bring the government coalition crashing down. <P>

Indeed, Beilin is very generous in dispensing Kosher certificates to extreme rightists. On the eve of one of the annual mass meetings of the <I>"Zionist Left"</I> in commemoration of Yitzhak Rabin, he announced that he was prepared to appear together with the leader of the most extreme Right, General Effi Eytam. Fortunately for him, nothing came of this. <P>

There must be some connection between these ideas and his stand at critical junctures. For example: his support for Ariel Sharon's Separation Plan, without making it conditional on reaching an agreement with the Palestinians. The result: the Gaza Strip turned into the <I>"biggest prison on earth."</I> <P>

Worse: the determined support of Beilin for the Second Lebanon War during its first and most critical stage. In the course of the war, he proposed attacking Syria, too. Only in the fourth week, after a dozen stormy anti-war demonstrations, did Beilin start to voice any criticism and have Meretz organize a demonstration of its own. <P>

IN THE other pan of the scales lie two of Beilin's major positive contributions: to the Oslo Declaration of Principles and the Geneva initiative. <P>

His input to Oslo was certainly significant. But he did not prevent two black holes in the agreement: the omission of the crucial words <I>"Palestinian state"</I> and the absence of an unequivocal ban on the continuation of settlement activity. <P>

These two faults have buried the agreement. The negotiations for a permanent peace agreement, which were to be concluded in 1999, did not even start. The settlements were being enlarged rapidly while everybody was talking about peace. <P>

The Geneva Initiative, on the other side, was entirely a creation of Beilin. It could have crowned his career. Its inauguration became an international event. The Great of the Earth gave it their blessing. It seemed that it would give a decisive push to the peace process. <P>

This did not happen. Ariel Sharon brushed it from the table with the back of his hand: he announced the Separation Plan and diverted national and international attention away from Geneva. <P>

That need not have been the end of the initiative. There could have been a sustained campaign in Israel and throughout the world, preaching it from every pulpit, putting it on the agenda again and again. But then Beilin made the greatest mistake of his life: he ran for the chairmanship of Meretz - and won. <P>

THE ERROR was clear from the first moment: there is a basic contradiction between being a party chairman and being the Prophet of Geneva, a person totally identified with the initiative and its main advocate at home and abroad. <P>

When the Initiator of Geneva became the leader of Meretz, he crippled the initiative by turning it into the platform of one small party. And, on the other hand, he turned Meretz into a one-issue party entirely devoted to the promotion of the initiative. Both the initiative and the party lost. <P>

A smart person like Beilin should have understood that. But I suspect that he has two souls struggling for mastery: the soul of an ideas-man and the soul of a party operative. He is not satisfied with being only one. <P>

The mistake carried a high price. This week, Beilin was compelled to announce his resignation from the Meretz chairmanship. <P>

There is something mysterious in the character of this party: it devours its leaders, one after another. First its founding mother, Shulamit Aloni, was practically kicked out. The man who did this, Yossi Sarid, was compelled to resign in his turn, when the party shrank from 12 to 6 Knesset seats, turning from a medium into a small party. After the last elections, under Beilin, it was down to 5. <P>

Under his leadership, the Meretz faction was a strange bird: neither a real opposition party nor a member of the coalition. Beilin grew up in the establishment, and even when he is formally in opposition he thinks and acts like a member of the establishment. Not only did Meretz, under his leadership, support Sharon's Separation Plan and Olmert's Lebanon war, but even since then Beilin has been openly flirting with the Prime Minister. Just when the great majority in the country has reached the conclusion that Olmert is unfit for his job, Beilin gives him a Kosher certificate. <P>

He says that he believes that Olmert sincerely wants peace. He quotes with approval the sayings of the New Olmert:<I> "My father was wrong and Ben-Gurion was right"</I> (Olmert's father was an Irgun stalwart), and also <I>"Israel is lost" </I>if it does not implement the Two-State solution. Nice-sounding sentences - only Olmert moves in the very opposite direction, avoiding serious peace negotiations and waging war in Gaza. Now the Meretz people seem to have had enough. <P>

When a party kicks its leader out, it is always a sad event. But this is not the first time it has happened to Beilin, and that invites some serious questions.  <P>

He grew up from early youth in the Labor Party and was one of the promising foster-children of Shimon Peres. As Deputy Foreign Minister he had the opportunity to give full scope to his untiring creativity. But then Ehud Barak came to power, with his uncanny ability to put the wrong person in the wrong position. Beilin was appointed Minister of Justice, a job that paralyzed his special talents. <P>

On the eve of the next elections, the Labor Party banished Beilin to a hopeless place on its election list. In fury and frustration, he left the party, slammed the door behind him and joined Meretz. Now he has been practically pushed out of there. <P>

Unlike Shulamit Aloni and Yossi Sarid, Beilin has no intention of <I>"going home."</I> His fertile brain is already hatching new plans. In recent interviews he prophesies a fundamental change in the political landscape and the creation of a new political force including members from Kadima, Labor and Meretz. Presumably he imagines that this party would be headed by Olmert, and that Beilin would play a central role. It would be fighting against Benjamin Netanyahu and Ehud Barak.

An interesting idea, but its chances are close to nil. <P>

BEILIN'S PROBLEMS go beyond his personal story. They symbolize the tragedy of the camp which calls itself the <I>"Zionist Left."</I> Probably the appellation itself already contains the problem. <P>

This camp was born a hundred years ago, and it seems that it never once engaged in real self-criticism. In his last interview, Beilin uses all the terminology of the Zionist establishment. Like everybody else he calls the Palestinian fighters in the Gaza strip <I>"terrorists."</I> In his scale of values, <I>"it is important that a boy attains the rank of an outstanding soldier."</I> And, of course, <I>"If Israel ceases to be a Jewish state, I will have no more interest in it."</I> <P>

With such views, the Zionist peace camp cannot become a political fighting force, engage in a real opposition struggle, bring about change in the country. And that is more than just one of Yossi Beilin's personal problems.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Lisa Sarasohn </font> <br>

By Victoria Stewart <P> 

When I first began the conversation with writer and educator Lisa Sarasohn about power, particularly women's power, I was looking for different perspectives on the world and our future. I wanted fresh visions of possibility and potential and the insight that comes with experience. I also wanted a viewpoint that included a measure of consciousness of the human spirit and the impact that concept has on human constructs. That conversation, a portion of which is included in this interview, gave me all of that and more. Sarasohn, who in addition to working for more than 25 years as a health educator specializing in yoga and bodywork therapy authored <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/Womans-Belly-Book-Confidence-Pleasure/dp/1577315375">"The Woman's Belly Book,"</A> which Dr. Margo Maine has called <I>"a soulful antidote to the cultural indoctrination into body hatred....Many other books inspire us to 'talk the talk' of making peace with our bodies, but the Woman's Belly Book shows us hot to 'walk the walk.'"</I> <P>

<A HREF="http://LisaSarasohn.com">Sarasohn</A>, through her book and articles, workshops and speaking engagements, presents a feminine perspective on power, politics and personal responsibility and change. <P> <B>

Stewart:  You have been a strong advocate for women's health and empowerment for many years. Your work has given you a great insight, I think, into the cultural violence directed against women. </B> <P>

Sarasohn: On the way to addressing questions of women, peace, and war, let's create a context. Let's consider: Who are women? What is women's power? What are women called to do at this turning point in the story of being human? <P>

Who are women? We are beings who embody the feminine principle. <P>

The feminine principle isn't necessarily about gender. In our times, the feminine principle is about establishing balance. <P>

To a great extent, we perceive our world through duality. We understand the world in terms of pairs of elements that seem to oppose each other. Actually, as a whole, these elements complement each other: one could not exist without the other. The Chinese language expresses this elemental balancing act as yin/yang. <P>

The feminine principle is yin: lunar, expansive, inclusive, flowing, cyclical, feeling, reflective, subjective, allowing, integrating, unifying, descending, yielding; the valley. The masculine principle is yang: solar, contracting, selective, differentiating, linear, logical, objective, directive, analytical, unitizing, rising, penetrating; the mountain. <P>

In our times, crisis upon crisis - social, economic, political, and environmental - signals that yin and yang are seriously out of balance. Unchecked, the masculine principle has intensified injustice and elaborated conflict to the point of jeopardizing humankind's survival. The feminine principle has largely remained repressed. <P>

Bringing yin and yang into balance is the key to our individual and collective survival. Such rebalancing requires bringing forth and expressing the feminine principle in every arena of human awareness and activity. <P>

What is women's power? It's exactly this: the capacity to bring the feminine principle into the world. In our times, we're called to translate the feminine principle into tangible experience, leading humankind beyond a mentality of conquest to a consciousness of our interconnection. The survival of our species and of many others on the planet seems to depend on this evolution of human awareness. <P>

We usually encounter <I>"power"</I> as top-down domination. Someone wins and someone loses. Domination enforces ranking, inequality, oppression, injustice. <P>

Women's power is dominion. Sovereign within our own realms, we see to the well-being of who and what lives within our circle. Dominion implies responsibility, relationship, partnering. <P>

What are women called to do? <P>

The question reminds me of Kurt Vonnegut's comparative analysis of Western civilization's most influential philosophers: <P> <I>

"To be is to do." </I>~~~ Socrates <P> <I>

"To do is to be." </I>~~~ Sartre <P> <I>

"Do be do be do."</I> ~~~ Sinatra <P>

At this time of crisis - equal parts danger and opportunity - we're called to do our being and be our doing. None of us has arrived on this planet by accident. We've each received an engraved invitation to be here now, to add our gifts to the mix of being human. We're each here to enact the purpose that ignites our soul power. <P>

As women validate ourselves, speak our truth, and act upon our deep soul guidance, we bring the feminine principle into the world. We, in all our authenticity, are exactly what the world needs for healing. <P>

In <I>"The Chalice and the Blade," </I> Riane Eisler characterizes contemporary culture and the last 5,000 years of Western civilization as displaying a dominator pattern of social and political organization. This pattern of culture enforces competition, ranking, and exploitation through a mentality of coercion and conquest. Fear of death is the coin of the realm. In multiple expressions of a single impulse, the dominator culture devalues women, degrades indigenous peoples, debases nature, and denigrates the feminine sensibility within men. It makes women's bodies - particularly women's bellies, both the emblem and locus of women's power -the target of assault. <P>

Dominator culture has attempted to suppress and appropriate women's pro-creative power through overt and covert violence. These forms of violence range from belly-flattening fashions to epidemics of unnecessary hysterectomies and C-sections. They range from laws limiting women's authority regarding contraception and childbirth to rape and incest. <P>

The statistics are grim. In the United States, a woman is raped every six minutes. Nearly four out of ten percent of pregnant women are subject to their partners' violence. Among pregnant women, murder is the leading cause of death. In several recent conflicts around the world, soldiers and civilians have used rape as a weapon of war. <P>

Riane Eisler suggests an alternative to the dominator pattern of society is partnership. Archeological evidence indicates that our earliest ancestors created life-affirming cultures of cooperation, equality, and mutual respect. As we bring forth the feminine principle into the world, women will have the opportunity to organize social, economic, and political patterns of human interaction that celebrate life in all its diversity. <P> <B>

Stewart: How do you think the war in Iraq and the war on terror have impacted the welfare of women in this country? </B> <P>

Sarasohn: I've been leading workshops guiding women to revalue and reclaim our body-centered, pro-creative power for more than two decades. Aside from teaching a series of belly-energizing movement and breathing exercises, my main job is to create the setting, an environment of warmth and safety and mutual respect. Once that container is created, what emerges is awe-inspiring. In her own timing and in her own way, each woman uncovers and expresses a deep wisdom she may not have articulated before. Relationships build within the circle of women. The group becomes a crucible of insight, affirmation, and empowerment. <P>

Time and again, I see women's wisdom, creativity, and self-validation emerge and flourish. The necessary and sufficient condition is an environment of safety, comfort, and ease. To the extent that the war on terror fails to provide such an environment, it diminishes the expression of the feminine principle and its power. <P>

Both women and men suffer the consequences of soldiers - spouses, sons, daughters - fighting in Iraq. How many soldiers return home from war unharmed and whole in body and mind? <P>

Beyond injuring bodies and souls, the war diverts resources that could otherwise apply to a wide range of women's concerns. Here's a sample of the tradeoffs we're making by funding a war rather than affordable housing or children's education and health. <P>

* By the end of 2007, we taxpayers will have spent more than $450 billion for the war in Iraq. <P>

* These same taxes could have provided health care for 200 million children, or enrollment in Head Start programs for 62 million children, or 3.5 million homes in which to live (see the <A HREF="http://www.nationalpriorities.org">National Priorities Project</A>) for additional estimates). <P>

* A recent New York Times <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2007/01/17/business/17leonhardt.html">article </A>indicates that spending for military operations alone in Iraq is more than $300 million per day. <P>

* On a yearly basis, the cost of the war - accounting not only for military operations but also for the cost of veterans' medical care, the war-related increase in the cost of oil, and the cost of rebuilding the military-is $200 billion. <P>

* As an alternative, we could spend $100 billion annually (half of the war's yearly price tag) to provide health care for all the Americans who are currently uninsured. <P>

* We could spend $35 billion annually (about one-sixth of the war's yearly cost) to provide preschool for 3-year olds and 4-year olds. <P>

George W. Bush recently vetoed a bill to expand the <A HREF="http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/State_Children's_Health_Insurance_Program">State Children's Health Insurance Program (SCHIP)</A> and the House of Representatives failed to override his veto. The SCHIP program provides health insurance for children whose families cannot afford to purchase a private plan. In some states, the program also covers the parents of children receiving SCHIP benefits and women who are pregnant. <P>

The bill that the President vetoed would have increased federal spending to insure children's health by $7 billion per year for a period of five years. Seven billion dollars. That's less than 4 percent of the annual cost of the war in Iraq. That's less than the cost of 24 days of military operations in Iraq. <P> <B>

Stewart: Women have traditionally been at the forefront of social change. I find it troubling that so many women in politics today actually align themselves with war and violence. Do you think it would be possible for a woman who advocated peace to rise to the political status of Hillary Clinton? </B> <P>

Sarasohn: <I>"Peace"</I> is a word that needs to be unpacked. A situation in which a group of people is disempowered, their needs are neglected, their voices are repressed, may appear to be<I> "peaceful."</I> What we need is justice. And to bring forth justice, women may need to act as warriors. <P>

Eve Ensler, author of<I> "The Vagina Monologues," "The Good Body,"</I> and other provocative plays, has sparked a global movement to end violence against girls and women. Through the <A HREF="http://vday.org">V-Day organization</A>, she's mobilized thousands of women as activists addressing rape, domestic violence, and genital mutilation. She recognizes the women who are taking risks to achieve remarkable results as <I>"Vagina Warriors." </I> <P>

Frankly, I think what we see happening in the political arena is largely a distraction. Political decisions seem to be effect, not cause. They seem to be shaped by other forces - for example, by the images that the media choose to distribute and by the selective coverage that the media provide. As Eve Ensler has done, women might do well to exert our influence on politics through the theater, television, film, magazines, the internet, and other communication channels. Women who own production companies - Oprah Winfrey and Tyra Banks, for example - might well be in a position to organize women for political action. <P>

The impact of the war on terror may extend to the images of women that the media select to display. As the war on terror may serve as only one element of a comprehensive conservative agenda, some media corporations may be unwilling to risk offending conservative values regarding women and their proper place. <P>

Here's a case in point: Photographer Frank Cordelle has created a series of stunning nude portraits of women, presented along with their personal statements, that reveal both the challenges and the hard-won triumphs of being female in our culture. Brought together as a book titled <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/Bodies-Souls-Century-Frank-Cordelle/dp/0973027037/ref=sr_1_4?ie=UTF8&s=books&qid=1199231091&sr=1-4">Bodies and Souls</A>, these photographs reveal real women - not airbrushed models - as subject, not object. They display the embodiment of women's power (see <A HREF="http://www.thecenturyproject.com/"> The Century Project</A> for a sampling of portraits). <P>

The photographs receive enthusiastic - and grateful - responses from the women and men who view them as a traveling exhibit. Yet, even after indicating initial interest, several media outlets have refused coverage. Is this refusal an example of self-censorship in a time of tacit repression? According to Frank Cordelle, it may well be. <P>

Along with the media, economic forces shape political decisions. Women can wield significant economic power - if we're willing to do so. For example: <P>

* Women make more than 85% of consumer purchases. Women make 50% or more of purchases in categories such as cars, electronics, computers, and health care. <P>

* Women's annual consumer spending is $3.7 trillion. Women's annual business spending is $1.5 trillion. Women influence the purchase of more than 95% of total goods and services. Women's choices determine two-thirds of the $3 trillion spent in the United States each year. <P>

* Nearly 40% of women have household annual incomes ranging between $50,000 and $100,000. More than 10% of women have household annual incomes exceeding $100,000. <P>

* Women own more than 40% of the nation's small businesses. Women employ 35% more people in the United States alone than the Fortune 500 companies do worldwide. <P>

* Women control or influence 67% of household investments. Women control more than 50% of the private wealth in the United States. Women's wealth will increase as they outlive their husbands by an average of 15 years and inherit their assets. <P> <B>

Stewart:  You stood for a while with Women in Black. Tell me about that organization and that experience. What prompted you to stand with them? </B> <P>

Sarasohn:  As I understand it, Women in Black began in 1988 in Jerusalem in response to the conflict between Palestinians and Israelis. Now, in many places throughout the world, women dress in black and stand silently in a public place on a regular basis - same time, same place, whatever the weather. The intent, plain and simple, is to mourn violence. (For more information, see <A HREF="http://www.womeninblack.org"> Women In Black.</A>) <P>

I chose to join the silent vigils that Women in Black convene because I wished to take a stand in a way that had nothing to do with ideology or partisanship. I wished to participate in a visible, unadorned act of bearing witness. <P>

From time to time I wonder what would happen if we all did nothing for a while. How much trouble do we make for ourselves and each other by being so busy, even when we're busy trying to fix something? Here was a chance to do nothing in a telling way. <P>

As unglamorous as it was, standing at the edge of the downtown traffic circle on a Friday afternoon in the midst of windblown grime and diesel fumes, the experience was very much an expression of the feminine principle. We created a context for awareness and inclusiveness. <P>

As I was there bearing witness, I wore a black t-shirt with a photograph of two Iraqi girls, dolls in hand, emblazoned across the front. The photo was taken at the start of the war. Would the girls survive? Would our bombs destroy their homes? Standing with their photo spread across my chest made the act of mourning violence all the more personal. <P> <B>

Stewart:  How do you see the peace movement in the US today? Do you think we can affect our government's warring in Iraq and the move toward war with Iran? </B> <P>

I believe we can use state-of-the-art media technologies and economic strategies, as well as neighbor-to-neighbor community organizing, to build demand for peace and justice at home and abroad. I call my three-point program for voicing such a demand, NS3. <P> <B>

Stewart:  Mahatma Gandhi established non-violence as a strategy for generating political change. What lessons could we take from Gandhi today? </B> <P>

Three lessons we can learn from Gandhi's example are setting limits to another's abusive behavior within a moral framework, refusing to cooperate with another's abuse, and all this while still embracing the other. <P>

Much of what we learn from Gandhi is what Gandhi learned from his wife, Kasturbai. <P>

As revealed in <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/Gandhi-Man-Story-His-Transformation/dp/0915132974/ref=pd_bbs_sr_1?ie=UTF8&s=books&qid=1199233157&sr=8-1">Gandhi, the Man</A>, by Eknath Easwaran, Gandhi declared: <I>"I learned the lesson of non-violence from my wife, when I tried to bend her to my will. Her determined resistance to my will, on the one hand, and her quiet submission to the suffering my stupidity involved, on the other, ultimately made me ashamed of myself and cured me of my stupidity.... In the end, she became my teacher in non-violence."</I> <P>

Kasturbai countered Gandhi's abusive behavior with unflinching dignity: She challenged her husband: <I>"Have you no sense of shame? Because I am your wife, do you think I have to put up with your abuse? For heaven's sake, behave yourself."</I> <P>

With these words, Kasturbai 1) named the other's behavior as both abusive and  shameful, 2) refused to be the target of abuse, and 3) set limits on the other's actions: <I>"Behave yourself."</I> These are steps in a non-violent process for creating political and social change that we might well apply today. <P>

In challenging the British Empire's rule in India, Gandhi expanded non-cooperation to the scale of a general strike. But he wisely termed the action a national day of prayer and fasting. I doubt fasting would have much appeal in modern-day America. Still, a national day of prayer and renewal, a day in which we refuse to cooperate with injustice of any kind, might begin to broadcast Americans' desire for the nation to find a saner way of being in the world. <P>

He also extended non-cooperation to not-shopping. Gandhi organized Indians to boycott fabric imported from Britain and, instead, to spin their own cotton. They made their own clothes from homespun. <P>

After India gained independence from Britain, violence erupted between Hindus and Muslims. Richard Attenborough's film <I>"Gandhi,"</I> screenplay by John Briley, shows this exchange between Gandhi and Nahari, an anguished Hindu man who's been rioting against the Muslims: <P> <B>

Nahari:</B> I am going to hell. I killed a child ... I smashed his head against a wall.<B> <P>

Gandhi:</B> Why? Why? <P <B>

Nahari: </B>The Muslims killed my son ... they killed him. <P> <B>

Gandhi: </B>I know a way out of hell. Find a child - a child whose mother and father have been killed. A little boy ... and raise him - as your own. <P>

Nahari listens.  <P <B>

Gandhi:</B> Only be sure ... that he is a Muslim. And that you raise him as one. <P>

In this scene, Gandhi provides an exquisite teaching on embracing the other and points to the healing that may follow. Imagine a Christian fundamentalist raising an Iraqi child orphaned by American soldiers, fully affirming the child's ethnicity and religion. <P>

Gandhi affirmed,<I> "If non-violence is the law of our being, the future is with women."</I> But is non-violence in fact the law of our being? <P>

Confirmation comes from a surprising source: General Douglas MacArthur, one of the American heroes of World War II, the man who was Supreme Commander of the Allied Powers. Following Gandhi's assassination in 1948, General MacArthur said: <I>"If civilization is to survive, all men cannot fail to adopt Gandhi's belief that the use of force to resolve conflict is not only wrong but contains within itself the germ of our own self-destruction." </I> <P <B>

Stewart: You try to incorporate your personal philosophy about peace, personal power, and change into your daily life. It is very difficult to live a peaceful life in our culture yet it seems important that those who work for peace also live it. How do you go about learning to live peace? </B> <P>

Sarasohn: I keep learning - remembering, forgetting, and hopefully remembering a bit more quickly - that my own and others' aggravating behavior has its roots in woundedness. In that case, compassion is at least one part of a reasonable response. Blessing is another. <P>

Likewise, I keep learning what it means to practice forgiveness. I'm understanding that forgiveness is allowing myself and others to move beyond what have been our limitations. Holding a grudge keeps us both stuck in attitudes and behaviors that don't work for any of us. <P>

Taking the long, karmic view helps, too. When I consider that I've probably irritated someone in exactly the same way that someone seems to be irritating me now, I lighten up a few degrees. <P>

Another key is to realize that the difficulty I'm having with others reflects the difficulty I'm having with myself. How much of my personal pain am I projecting onto the situation? That's a useful question to ask. Then the external tension becomes a chance to resolve my internal conflict. <P>

I'm also practicing a way to squint, so to speak, that produces an image of our oneness. However fuzzy that image may be, I can be as glad for your triumphs as I am for mine. What's the difference, really? <P>

And it's always a plus to practice gratitude. <P> <B>

Stewart: What are some steps women can take to begin, using Gandhi's words, to be the change they want to see? </B> <P>

Sarasohn:  We can cultivate our connection consciousness, our visceral sense of kinship with all creation. We can envision and actualize new patterns of social, economic, and political organization. <P>

We can be the change we want to see happening around us by living in alignment with our soul's purpose. We connect with allies and opportunities we could barely have imagined. We move out of a competitive framework and into a mode of creative collaboration. <P>

The Asian healing arts identify a point in the body that encodes, holds the energy of, our soul's purpose. Called Zigong in Chinese and translated as Purple Palace, you find the point on the front of your body along the midline, just about at heart level. I call it the home of your heart's desires. <P>

When we honor and energize the body's center, we can live more and more through our deep wisdom, our intuitive knowing. While our analytical thinking compares, contrasts, and judges, this body-centered awareness enables us to sense wholeness, perceive networks of relationship, participate in mutuality. This body-centered awareness engenders a visceral sense of kinship with all creation. Developing this connection consciousness can only help us on the way to being peace. <P>

As I envision a world of peace and justice, I imagine people treating each other, and all creatures, as sacred beings. <P>

Reconsecrating our body's center may seem like an odd place to start. Yet it's a law of nature: What happens to the center happens to the whole. <P>

When we invest our compassionate awareness in our body's center, when we activate the life force concentrated in our bellies, we're on the fast track to befriending our whole bodies and celebrating our whole selves. As we do this act of cultural pioneering, we can revel in the bliss of coming home to ourselves - and at the same time set the stage for humankind's survival. <P>

Ultimately, honoring and energizing our bellies is an act of cultural renewal. In every moment that we honor our body's center, we are revaluing ourselves and reconsecrating our womanhood. We are bringing forth the feminine principle. We are actively creating a world that affirms and cherishes life. <P>

As women move beyond body shame and step into our capacity for leadership, we stop wasting and instead mobilize enormous energy, wisdom, and creativity for manifesting personal vitality, social justice, and global renewal. <P>

We, in all our authenticity, are exactly what the world needs for healing.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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The Bizarre Idolization Of Reagan <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

I must admit that the seven-year reign of Bush & Company makes me yearn for the years of Ronald Reagan, when the term <I>"conservative" </I>merely meant right wing, rather than full-tilt, bull-goose loopy. <P>

Still, let's not get our national memory so warped that we put <I>"The Gipper"</I> on a pedestal, as today's far-right ideologues want to do. Bad enough that they keep trying to stick Reagan's name on public facilities all across America (apparently oblivious to the irony of naming these things for the guy who claimed to hate government) - but now they're pushing to put his mug on <A HREF="http://www.reaganrushomre.com"> Mount Rushmore.</A> I kid you not! One website even offers a retouched photo of Rushmore that superimposes Ronnie's likeness onto the mountaintop, right alongside Washington, Jefferson, Teddy Roosevelt, and Lincoln. <P>

Even more hilarious is the scramble by this year's GOP presidential contenders to one-up each other in their claim to be the New Reagan. This is a hoot, because if Reagan was running today, the ideologically-correct voters who control the Republican primary elections would savage him for his record on practically every hot-button issue. <P>

Start with abortion. As governor of California in 1967, Reagan-the-Conservative-Icon signed a law allowing abortions six years before the U.S. Supreme Court legalized them in the Roe v. Wade decision. How about taxes? Reagan signed a billion-dollar tax increase in California and later signed several tax hikes as president. And, ooooo, looky here: in 1986, Reagan signed a national law giving amnesty to illegal immigrants. With stands like these, the beloved Gipper would be running behind Duncan Hunter in today's Republican race! <P>

The real Reagan certainly doesn't deserve the heights of Mount Rushmore, but neither did he fall to the depth of today's extremist who're trying to claim his image. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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The Great Divide <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Paul Krugman </font> <P>

    Yesterday The Times published a highly informative chart laying out the positions of the presidential candidates on major issues. It was, I'd argue, a useful reality check for those who believe that the next president can somehow usher in a new era of bipartisan cooperation. <P>

    For what the chart made clear was the extent to which Democrats and Republicans live in separate moral and intellectual universes. <P>

    On one side, the Democrats are all promising to get out of Iraq and offering strongly progressive policies on taxes, health care and the environment. That's understandable: the public hates the war, and public opinion seems to be running in a progressive direction. <P>

    What seems harder to understand is what's happening on the other side - the degree to which almost all the Republicans have chosen to align themselves closely with the unpopular policies of an unpopular president. And I'm not just talking about their continuing enthusiasm for the Iraq war. The G.O.P. candidates are equally supportive of Bush economic policies. <P>

    Why would politicians support Bushonomics? After all, the public is very unhappy with the state of the economy, for good reason. The <I>"Bush boom," </I>such as it was, bypassed most Americans - median family income, adjusted for inflation, has stagnated in the Bush years, and so have the real earnings of the typical worker. Meanwhile, insecurity has increased, with a declining fraction of Americans receiving health insurance from their employers. <P>

    And things seem likely to get worse as the election approaches. For a few years, the economy was at least creating jobs at a respectable pace - but as the housing slump and the associated credit crunch accelerate and spill over to the rest of the economy, most analysts expect employment to weaken, too. <P>

    All in all, it's an economic and political environment in which you'd expect Republican politicians, as a sheer matter of calculation, to look for ways to distance themselves from the current administration's economic policies and record - say, by expressing some concern about rising income gaps and the fraying social safety net. <P>

    In fact, however, except for Mike Huckabee - a peculiar case who'll deserve more discussion if he stays in contention - the leading Republican contenders have gone out of their way to assure voters that they will not deviate an inch from the Bush path. Why? Because the G.O.P. is still controlled by a conservative movement that does not tolerate deviations from tax-cutting, free-market, greed-is-good orthodoxy. <P>

    To see the extent to which Republican politicians still cower before the power of movement conservatism, consider the sad case of John McCain. <P>

    Mr. McCain's lingering reputation as a maverick straight talker comes largely from his opposition to the Bush tax cuts of 2001 and 2003, which he said at the time were too big and too skewed to the rich. Those objections would seem to have even more force now, with America facing the costs of an expensive war - which Mr. McCain fervently supports - and with income inequality reaching new heights. <P>

    But Mr. McCain now says that he supports making the Bush tax cuts permanent. Not only that: he's become a convert to crude supply-side economics, claiming that cutting taxes actually increases revenues. That's an assertion even Bush administration officials concede is false. <P>

    Oh, and what about his earlier opposition to tax cuts? Mr. McCain now says he opposed the Bush tax cuts only because they weren't offset by spending cuts. <P>

    Aside from the logical problem here - if tax cuts increase revenue, why do they need to be offset? - even a cursory look at what Mr. McCain said at the time shows that he's trying to rewrite history: he actually attacked the Bush tax cuts from the left, not the right. But he has clearly decided that it's better to fib about his record than admit that he wasn't always a rock-solid economic conservative. <P>

    So what does the conversion of Mr. McCain into an avowed believer in voodoo economics - and the comparable conversions of Mitt Romney and Rudy Giuliani - tell us? That bitter partisanship and political polarization aren't going away anytime soon. <P>

    There's a fantasy, widely held inside the Beltway, that men and women of good will from both parties can be brought together to hammer out bipartisan solutions to the nation's problems. <P>

    If such a thing were possible, Mr. McCain, Mr. Romney and Mr. Giuliani - a self-proclaimed maverick, the former governor of a liberal state and the former mayor of an equally liberal city - would seem like the kind of men Democrats could deal with. (O.K., maybe not Mr. Giuliani.) In fact, however, it's not possible, not given the nature of today's Republican Party, which has turned men like Mr. McCain and Mr. Romney into hard-line ideologues. On economics, and on much else, there is no common ground between the parties.

  <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Paul Krugman</font> --- <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com"> The New York Times </A>
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Ron Paul in 2008? Just Say No to Dr. No! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Jason Miller </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

 "Capitalism is the legitimate racket of the ruling class." ~~~ Al Capone </center> </I> <P> </font> <font size="+2"> 

It has taken Nuremberg-class war crimes, craven ineptitude by Congressional Democrats, foreclosures on every other home in the neighborhood, and a metaphorical gun to our heads when we fill our gas tanks, but growing numbers of us US Americans are shedding our smug insularity. <P> <I>

"Ron Paul in 2008"</I> has become the mantra for untold millions who are realizing that the establishment in the United States is an abomination that needs to be torn down and replaced. Ostensibly, Dr. Paul is the populist maverick we need to shake up the system and set our nation on a path to sanity and viability. His political coffers are overflowing with cash, almost none of which came from corporate or <I>"special"</I> interests. He is principled and consistent. And his position on a number of important issues aligns with the interests of the masses. <P>

When he appeared on Meet the Press on December 23rd, even Tim Russert, one of the system's most prominent cheerleading whores, couldn't rattle him. It would certainly have been difficult not to admire Paul's frontal assault on a number of the <I>"sacred cows"</I> that Russert and his ilk in the mainstream media work so hard to defend. <P>

Consider several of the broad-sides Paul leveled against our malignant status quo:<P> <I> <B>

[MR. RUSSERT:</B> Would you cut off all foreign aid to Israel?  <B> <P>

REP. PAUL: </B>Absolutely. <B> <P>

REP. PAUL: </B>They don't come here to attack us because we're rich and we're free. They come and they, and they attack us because we're over there. <B> <P>

MR. RUSSERT: </B>"Because we're over there." And then you added this on Tuesday: "But" al-qaeda has "determination. The determination comes from being provoked."_How have we, the United States, provoked al-Qaeda? <B> <P>

REP. PAUL:</B> Well, read what the lead-the ringleader says. Read what Osama bin Laden said. We had, we had a base, you know, in Saudi Arabia that was an affront to their religion, that was blasphemy as far as they were concerned. We were bombing Iraq for 10 years, we were-we've interfered in Iran since 1953. Our CIA's been involved in the overthrow of their governments. We're bought right now in the process of overthrowing that nation. We side more with Israel and Pakistan, and, and they get annoyed with this. How would we react if we were on their land-if they were on our land? We would be very annoyed, and we'd be fighting mad. <B> <P>

MR. RUSSERT: </B>Do you think there's an ideological struggle that Islamic fascists want to take over the world?

REP. PAUL:</B> Oh, I think some, just like the West is wanting to do that all the time. Look at the way they look at us. I mean, we're in a, we're in a 130 countries. We have 700 bases. How do you think they proposed that to their people, saying "What does America want to do? Are they over here to be nice to us and teach us how to be good Democrats?" <b> <P>

REP PAUL:</B> ....But the point is I'm not against the FBI investigation in doing a proper role, but I'm against the FBI spying on people like Martin Luther King. I'm against the CIA fighting secret wars and overthrowing government and interfering...] <P></I>

Amen to ending over a hundred years of imperialistic foreign policy, breaking up the military industrial complex, cutting off our financial and military support of the genocidal squatters in Palestine, and reining in the torturers and assassins in our <I>"intelligence" </I>community. His pursuit of these goals is certainly an objectively sound reason to support Ron Paul. <P>

Yet despite these highly laudable positions, Paul is potentially as treacherous as the creatures of the system most of us have come to loathe. Compared to opportunistic moneyed elites like Mitt Romney or Hillary Clinton, Paul is indeed an alluring candidate. <P>

However, he has at least one very deep flaw which would almost certainly make his presidency an unmitigated disaster for the poor and the working class the world over: <P>

Ron Paul ardently supports the libertarian notions of laissez faire, free markets, deregulation, and privatization. In an ironic and almost comical twist, the imperialism, corporatism, and prefigurements of fascism he has so accurately identified (and vowed to eradicate) are symptoms of monopoly capitalism, a mature form of the system that his libertarian principles would serve to buttress and amplify. <P>

In<I> "<B>The Shock Doctrine</B>" </I>Naomi Klein amply documents the widespread murder, mayhem, and misery caused by implementing a libertarian economic doctrine (as the United States facilitated under the tutelage of Milton Friedman and his acolytes) throughout South America, Southeast Asia, Russia, and China. Savage capitalism at its finest. And for evidence that it CAN happen here (in our <I>"enlightened"</I> Western culture), one need only look back to the Gilded Age and Dickensonian England. <P>

Regardless of how malformed it was due to the relentless pressure applied by the United States via the nuclear arms race we initiated to break it and our HUGE economic advantages, the Soviet Union represented a powerful counter-balance to the forces of unrestrained capitalism. Upon its collapse, the capitalists of the world united and set out to eliminate the hard fought gains the working class had made throughout the Twentieth Century. And Dr. Paul wants to hand those cynical bastards the keys to the kingdom by dismantling what is left of government restraints on the bourgeoisie. <P>

Contrary to the agenda advanced by Ron Paul, <I>"all government" </I>is not inherently evil. It is true that the federal government we have now is an enemy to the masses in many respects. But Uncle Sam is not our foe because he<I> "over-regulates"</I> the parasitic capitalists who are raping the planet, <I>"steals"</I> our money through taxation, or acts as a <I>"nanny state"</I> by providing what has become a nominal safety net for the poor and elderly, as Paul suggests. He is our adversary because he is looking out for the wealthy elite and views people like you and me as disposable. In contrast to Lincoln's vision-<I>"of the people, by the people and for the people," </I>we have a government of the rich, by the rich, and for the rich. <P>

While Ron Paul MIGHT be able to slay the dragons of the military industrial complex and undue Zionist influence, his adherence to a <I>"prehistoric"</I> form of capitalism has the potential to essentially eliminate what is left of the rapidly eroding gains the working class and poor have made over the last century. <P>

Despite his apparent opposition to the powers that be, a vote for Ron Paul is still a vote for our continued enslavement by a system predicated on greed, selfishness, and the prosperity of the few at the expense of the many. In fact, unless by some miracle a viable candidate who opposes capitalism actually emerges, the act of voting in our bourgeois democracy is little more than a validation of our servitude. <P>

So don't participate. Our ruling elite can't mouth hollow platitudes about democracy if they don't have voters.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://civillibertarian.blogspot.com/"> Jason Miller </A> </font> is a recovering US American middle class suburbanite who strives to remain intellectually free. His essays have been widely published, he is an associate editor for <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/"> Cyrano's Journal Online, </A> and publishes <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/THOMASPAINE/"> Thomas Paine's Corner </A> within Cyrano's. He welcomes your <A HREF="http://mailto:JMiller@bestcyrano.org"> constructive correspondence.</A>
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Courage In The Crosshairs <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Ron Paul and the Republic </font> <br>

 By Captain Eric H. May <P>

Military Correspondent <P> </font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"It is dangerous to be right when the government is wrong."  -- Voltaire <P>

"We also have to work, though, sort of the dark side, if you will."  -- Dick Cheney <P>

"I think we're at a point right now where they're still hoping I will go away, but the fact that they've started to attack me means that we are annoying them."  -- Ron Paul <P> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <B>

 Mideast Murder </B> <P>

Ecclesiastes was right when he wrote that there is nothing new under the sun. The Thursday assassination of Pakistani reformer Benazir Bhutto gives the world a fresh reminder of the old lesson that those who lead the way invite attack.  Clearly Bhutto herself was aware of this grim reality, since she had discussed it months earlier in a letter to supporters laying the blame for her possible assassination squarely on the shoulders of Pakistani strongman Pervez Musharraf. <P>

The devilish details of Bhutto's death have all Pakistan raising hell with a wave of riots that could turn in to a revolution before all is said and done.  Her frenzied supporters demand answers to questions that their government does not have the credibility to answer satisfactorily.  Where was her security at the fatal moment?  Who fired the shots that rang out across the crowd, the pistol waving gunman in grainy photos from the scene or the sniper reported by Bhutto supporters?  After being shot and then suicide bombed, why does the official autopsy report released a day later claim that neither bullets nor bombs had anything to do with her death? <P>

Some Middle East experts estimate that two thirds of Pakistanis believe that Musharraf and the corrupt Establishment upholding him were either guilty of committing the Bhutto murder, allowing it to happen or covering up details after it happened. <P> <B>

Domestic Deadliness </B> <P>

All the sound and fury from Southwest Asia would signify nothing in America if the vast majority of Americans believed that the United States of <I>"unitary executive" </I>Bush was fundamentally different from the Pakistan of military dictator Musharraf.  The vast majority of Americans, though, believe that the Bush League is capable of any level of mischief.  In fact, the two thirds of us who detest him also believe that Bush and the corrupt Establishment upholding him were either guilty of committing the 9/11 mass murder, allowing it to happen or covering up details after it happened. <P>

In these troubled days, it is quite credible to innumerable US citizens that we have been neoconned into standing our republic on its head.  The new millennium was dubbed the New American Century by Ivy League Bush Boyz and Israel-first Zionazis, then on 9/11 -- the date number coinciding with our national emergency code -- a manufactured terror spectacular began a counterrevolution against our Declaration and Constitution.  Our new King George established secret prisons, torture chambers and imperial wars, while snatching away civil rights all the way back to Magna Carta. <P>

To a sizable chunk of the American electorate, the radical analysis in the paragraph above seems to be a fair exposition of our current political crisis, and the inability of such views -- or indeed of any anti-establishmentarian views -- to find _expression in the mainstream media is just so much more proof that the System is flawed, the Establishment is inimical and the New American Century has always been a Bush League codeword for a dictatorial New World Order. <P> <B>

Paul's Peril </B> <P>

Since 9/11, the Internet has become the printing press of the Second American Revolution, fearlessly exploring issues that would never receive the imprimatur of the Globalist/Zionist mainstream media, political parties or apathetic academics.  Its power is so unsettling to the elites and their pet projects of the Homeland State and Global War that in recent months the House and Senate have declared war upon it as an instrument of homegrown terror. 

To the elites the most dreadful of all netizens is Dr. Ron Paul, the 10-term independent Republican from Texas, whose bread and butter as a presidential candidate is the freethinking Internet user.  Paul has boldly proclaimed his presidential bid<I> "The Ron Paul Revolution,"</I> and lived up to this billing by proposing the abolition of Homeland Security and the Global War.  He envisions and proclaims vastly increased individual liberty and vastly reduced taxation.  Organized efforts by the mainstream media to restrict or ridicule his message have only made it and his political base grow larger.  He has been dubbed <I>"Dr. No" </I>for his prescription of less government to heal our sickly body politic, and there is a real possibility that untold millions of Americans will say yes to Dr. No in the upcoming state primaries. <P>

To end where I began, there is nothing new under the sun, and those who propose radical treatments for radical maladies should be aware of that fact.  To give credit and praise when and where it is due, Dr. No has spoken publicly on the dangers of his reformist -- even revolutionary -- candidacy, and pledged to continue forward.  The Internet has been abuzz for weeks with rumors, reputedly from inside the American power elite, of considerations and contingencies to <I>"remove" </I>the candidate and candidacy that threaten to roll back the 9/11 counterrevolution.  Across the World Wide Web those who long for a return to freedom remind themselves that the last candidate to endanger the powers that be as much as Ron Paul was Ross Perot, who temporarily abandoned his bid for the White House in 1992, claiming that an earlier King George Bush -- father of the present King George Bush -- had threatened him and his family with the CIA.  As Ross Perot and Benazir Bhutto would agree, running for office can be a harrowing experience, one from which those without the courage of conviction would simply run away.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is he the military correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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Gored Again <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Bipartisan Bagmen in Bali and Kyoto </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

In the interests of full disclosure, I must own up to some tenuous personal connections to Al Gore, whose Carthage homeplace was about 20 miles or so from my home in Watertown. My cousin was one of his press officers for several years, back in Gore's House and Senate days. Gore was the very first person I ever interviewed as a college journalism student -- a sit-down (obtained through the good offices of my cousin, naturally) during one of Gore's swings through Knoxville during his first Senate run. And when Gore made his first run for the House of Representatives in 1976, in our Congressional district, he came to my father, who was a community leader, for his endorsement, and asked him to introduce him around town. My father had worked locally for the Senate campaigns of Gore's father, Senator Albert Gore Sr., so he always referred to Gore Jr. as <I>"Little Al."</I> <P>

That's about it, beyond the yearly Christmas cards that my father (along with thousands of other people) still gets from <I>"The Gores."</I> I myself have not laid eyes on or spoke word with Gore in 25 years. I did have one brief encounter with his local Senate office in Knoxville (years after my cousin had left his employ), when I was pulling every wire I could find to get support for an emergency extension to the insurance coverage for my first wife, who had been hospitalized for a catastrophic mental illness. (She was actually my ex-wife by then, but we still lived together with our children.) I worked for the state university system then, so my insurance was through the state government, and I had to go to Nashville and appear before an appeals board and beg for an extension; otherwise, my wife would have been turfed out of the specialized hospital and we'd be left to fend for our own. I got letters of support from Tennessee's other senator at the time, Jim Sasser, and a couple of other high-level contacts who remembered my father from the old days. Gore's people said they'd passed the request on to Washington and something was in the pipeline, but it didn't arrive before the hearing, and it didn't matter anyway: the tribunal -- appointees of then-Governor Lamar Alexander, the feckless, frat-boy non-entity who now sits in the Senate himself -- turned down the appeal. The insurance ran out and she had to leave the hospital, despite her desperate condition; we declared bankruptcy, and she died a year later from cancer. Just another story of life on the ground in the shining city on the hill. <P>

But I said all that to say this: when I lay into Al Gore, it's not something I do lightly. In some small way, it's like going after one of my own -- a vestige of the kind of<I> "tribalism"</I> <A HREF="http://powerofnarrative.blogspot.com/2007/06/government-commentariat-and-blogosphere.html"> that Arthur Silber has delineated so well</A>. Indeed, I come from a long line of <I>"yellow dog Democrats," </I>and it takes a good deal of effort for somebody like that to resist the tribal pull and see the reality in front of our eyes. I trust I've demonstrated my resistance to this pull in my attacks on the Democrats over the years; at the same time, I think this heritage gives some added credibility to the attacks: they're not coming from someone predisposed to despise Democrats anyway, but from someone who has been compelled by reality to change their views and see the truth. <P>

So now we come to Little Al's latest caper: his noble stand in the Bali climate change negotiations, denouncing the United States for blocking and sabotaging efforts to confront this global crisis. Fine words, true words -- but the messenger was perhaps not the most credible. George Monbiot lays it all out clearly in this piece:<A HREF="http://www.guardian.co.uk/Columnists/Column/0,,2228609,00.html"> We've been suckered again by the US. So far the Bali deal is worse than Kyoto. </A> <P> <I>

"After 11 days of negotiations, governments have come up with a compromise deal that could even lead to emission increases. The highly compromised political deal is largely attributable to the position of the United States, which was heavily influenced by fossil fuel and automobile industry interests. The failure to reach agreement led to the talks spilling over into an all-night session." </I> <P>

These are extracts from a press release by Friends of the Earth. So what? Well it was published on December 11 - I mean to say, December 11 1997. The US had just put a wrecking ball through the Kyoto protocol. George Bush was innocent; he was busy executing prisoners in Texas. Its climate negotiators were led by Albert Arnold Gore. <P> <B>

Article continues </B> <P> <I>

The European Union had asked for greenhouse gas cuts of 15% by 2010. Gore's team drove them down to 5.2% by 2012. Then the Americans did something worse: they destroyed the whole agreement. <P>

Most of the other governments insisted that the cuts be made at home. But Gore demanded a series of loopholes big enough to drive a Hummer through. The rich nations, he said, should be allowed to buy their cuts from other countries. When he won, the protocol created an exuberant global market in fake emissions cuts. The western nations could buy "hot air" from the former Soviet Union. Because the cuts were made against emissions in 1990, and because industry in that bloc had subsequently collapsed, the former Soviet Union countries would pass well below the bar. Gore's scam allowed them to sell the gases they weren't producing to other nations. He also insisted that rich nations could buy nominal cuts from poor ones. Entrepreneurs in India and China have made billions by building factories whose primary purpose is to produce greenhouse gases, so that carbon traders in the rich world will pay to clean them up. <P>

The result of this sabotage is that the market for low-carbon technologies has remained moribund. Without an assured high value for carbon cuts, without any certainty that government policies will be sustained, companies have continued to invest in the safe commercial prospects offered by fossil fuels rather than gamble on a market without an obvious floor. <P>

By ensuring that the rich nations would not make real cuts, Gore also guaranteed that the poor ones scoffed when we asked them to do as we don't. When George Bush announced, in 2001, that he would not ratify the Kyoto protocol, the world cursed and stamped its foot. But his intransigence affected only the US. Gore's team ruined it for everyone.... <P>

In both cases, the US demanded terms that appeared impossible for the other nations to accept. Before Kyoto, the other negotiators flatly rejected Gore's proposals for emissions trading. So his team threatened to sink the talks. The other nations capitulated, but the US still held out on technicalities until the very last moment, when it suddenly appeared to concede. In 1997 and in 2007 it got the best of both worlds: it wrecked the treaty and was praised for saving it... <P>

There are still two years to go, but so far the new agreement is even worse than the Kyoto protocol. It contains no targets and no dates. A new set of guidelines also agreed at Bali extend and strengthen the worst of Gore's trading scams, the clean development mechanism. Benn and the other dupes are cheering and waving their hats as the train leaves the station at last, having failed to notice that it is traveling in the wrong direction. <P>

Although Gore does a better job of governing now he is out of office, he was no George Bush. He wanted a strong, binding and meaningful protocol, but American politics had made it impossible. In July 1997, the Senate had voted 95-0 to sink any treaty which failed to treat developing countries in the same way as it treated the rich ones. Though they knew this was impossible for developing countries to accept, all the Democrats lined up with all the Republicans.... <P>

So why, regardless of the character of its leaders, does the US act this way? Because, like several other modern democracies, it is subject to two great corrupting forces. I have written before about the role of the corporate media - particularly in the US - in downplaying the threat of climate change and demonising anyone who tries to address it. I won't bore you with it again, except to remark that at 3pm eastern standard time on Saturday, there were 20 news items on the front page of the Fox News website. The climate deal came 20th, after "Bikini-wearing stewardesses sell calendar for charity" and "Florida store sells 'Santa Hates You' T-shirt". >{?

Let us consider instead the other great source of corruption: campaign finance. The Senate rejects effective action on climate change because its members are bought and bound by the companies that stand to lose. When you study the tables showing who gives what to whom, you are struck by two things. <P>

One is the quantity. Since 1990, the energy and natural resources sector - mostly coal, oil, gas, logging and agribusiness - has given $418m to federal politicians in the US. Transport companies have given $355m. The other is the width: the undiscriminating nature of this munificence. The big polluters favour the Republicans, but most of them also fund Democrats...The whole US political system is in hock to people who put their profits ahead of the biosphere. <P> </I>

So don't believe all this nonsense about waiting for the next president to sort it out. This is a much bigger problem than George Bush. Yes, he is viscerally opposed to tackling climate change. But viscera don't have much to do with it. Until the American people confront their political funding system, their politicians will keep speaking from the pocket, not the gut.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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Hillary Signals Free Pass For Bush <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Parry </font> <P> <B>

Hillary Clinton's campaign is signaling that a second Clinton presidency will follow the look-to-the-future, don't-worry-about-accountability approach toward Republican wrongdoing that marked Bill Clinton's years in office. </B> <P>

That was the significance of former President Clinton's remarkable Dec. 17 comment that his wife's first act in the White House would be to send Bill Clinton and George H.W. Bush on an around-the-world mission to repair America's damaged image. <P> <I>

"The first thing she intends to do is to send me and former President Bush and a number of other people around the world to tell them that America is open for business and cooperation again," </I>said Bill Clinton, who has accompanied the senior Bush on international humanitarian missions over the past several years. <P>

What was perhaps most stunning about the remark was its assumption that Americans would be impressed that the country's two dominant political dynasties would team up in early 2009 to tidy up some of the mess created by the headstrong son of the senior dynasty, the Bush Family. <P>

The Bushes and the Clintons - who have held pieces of the nation's executive power for more than a quarter century dating back to George H.W. Bush's election as Vice President in 1980 - essentially would be keeping matters within the board rooms of the Washington Establishment. <P>:

In responding to Bill Clinton's remark, George H.W. Bush issued a statement making clear he would not join in any slap at his son's foreign policy. That also means Hillary Clinton's <I>"first thing"</I> is unthinkable if her new administration were trying to exact any accountability from George W. Bush for his wrongdoing. <P>

So, to get the senior Bush's cooperation on the worldwide tour, there would have to be an implicit understanding that the second Clinton administration wouldn't investigate the younger Bush's crimes - from authorizing torture, ordering warrantless wiretaps, exposing CIA officer Valerie Plame's identity, waging war under false pretenses and other abuses of executive powers. <P>

If Hillary Clinton does get elected, you can expect to hear lots of talk about <I>"leaving that one for the historians"</I> or about the danger of increased partisanship if the Democrats were viewed as trying <I>"get even"</I> by exposing Bush's offenses. <P>

The wise heads of Washington surely would nod in approval at this<I> "bipartisanship"</I> of a Democratic administration deciding not to get bogged down in <I>"refighting the battles"</I> of the second Bush administration. <P> <B>

The First Clinton-Bush Deal </B> <P>

That's exactly what happened in 1993 when Bill Clinton entered the White House after defeating George H.W. Bush. <P>

Clinton and other senior Democrats shut down or wrapped up four investigations that implicated senior Republicans, including Bush, in constitutional abuses of power and criminal wrongdoing during the Reagan-Bush years. <P>

The Iran-Contra arms-for-hostages case was still alive, with special prosecutor Lawrence Walsh furious over new evidence that President George H.W. Bush may have obstructed justice by withholding his own notes from investigators and then ducking an interview that Walsh had put off until after the 1992 elections. <P>

Bush also had sabotaged the investigation by pardoning six Iran-Contra defendants on Christmas Eve 1992, possibly the first presidential pardon ever issued to protect the same President from criminal liability. _ _In late 1992, Congress also was investigating Bush's alleged role in secretly aiding Iraq's Saddam Hussein during and after Hussein's eight-year-long war with Iran. <P>

Representative Henry Gonzalez, a Democrat from Texas who had served three decades in Congress, had exposed intricate financial schemes that the Reagan-Bush administrations employed to assist Hussein. There also were allegations of indirect U.S. military aid through third countries, including the supply of dangerous chemicals to Iraq. <P>

Lesser known investigations were examining two other sets of alleged wrongdoing: the so-called October Surprise issue (allegations that Bush and other Republicans interfered with Jimmy Carter's hostage negotiations with Iran during the 1980 campaign) and the Passportgate affair (evidence that Bush operatives improperly searched Clinton's passport file in 1992, looking for dirt that could be used to discredit his patriotism and secure reelection for Bush). <P>

All told, the four sets of allegations, if true, would paint an unflattering portrait of the 12-year Republican rule, with two illegal dirty tricks (October Surprise and Passportgate) book-ending ill-considered national security schemes in the Middle East (Iran-Contra and Iraqgate). <P>

Had the full stories been told, the American people might have perceived the legacies of Ronald Reagan and George H.W. Bush quite differently. <P>

But the Clinton administration and congressional Democrats dropped all four investigations beginning in early 1993, either through benign neglect - by failing to hold hearings and keeping the issues alive in the news media - or by actively closing the door on investigative leads. <P>

Clinton let George H.W. Bush retreat gracefully into retirement. [For details on the scandals, see Robert Parry's <A HREF="https://salsa.democracyinaction.org/dia/organizations/consortiumnews/shop/shop.jsp?storefront_KEY=261&t=SecrecyandPrivilege.dwt">Secrecy & Privilege.</A>] <P <B>

Joining the Cover-ups </B> <P>

In his 2004 memoir, My Life, Clinton wrote that he <I>"disagreed with the [Iran-Contra] pardons and could have made more of them but didn't." </I>Clinton cited several reasons for giving his predecessor a pass. <P> <I>

"I wanted the country to be more united, not more divided, even if that split would be to my political advantage," </I>Clinton wrote. <I>"Finally, President Bush had given decades of service to our country, and I thought we should allow him to retire in peace, leaving the matter between him and his conscience."</I> <P>

By his choice of words, Clinton revealed how he saw information - not something that belonged to the American people and had intrinsic value to the democratic process - but as a potential weapon that could be put to <I>"political advantage."</I> <P>

On the Iran-Contra pardons, Clinton saw himself as generously passing up a club that he could have wielded to bludgeon an adversary. He chose instead to join in a cover-up in the name of national unity. <P>

Similarly, the Democratic congressional leadership ignored the flood of incriminating evidence pouring in to the <I>"October Surprise"</I> task force in December 1992. <P>

Chief counsel Lawrence Barcella told me later that he urged task force chairman Lee Hamilton to extend the investigation several months to examine this new evidence of Republican guilt, but Hamilton ordered Barcella simply to wrap up the probe with a finding that the 1980 Reagan-Bush campaign had done nothing wrong. <P>

Some of the new incriminating evidence - including an unprecedented report from the Russian government about its knowledge of illicit Republican contacts with Iran - was simply hidden away in boxes that I discovered two years later and dubbed "<A HREF="http://www.consortiumnews.com/archive/xfile.html">The October Surprise X-Files</A>." <P>

The "Iraqgate" investigation met a similar fate under Clinton's Justice Department, which chose to ignore or dismiss evidence of covert shipments of war materiel to Saddam Hussein during the 1980s. <P>

In 1996, when former Reagan national security official Howard Teicher came forward with <A HREF="http://www.consortiumnews.com/teicher-affidavit.pdf">an affidavit</A> describing secret U.S.-backed arms shipments to Iraq, Clinton's Justice Department went on the offensive - against Teicher, trying to discredit him and bullying him into silence. <P>

That same year, the Clinton administration did nothing when Reagan's 1984 campaign chief Ed Rollins wrote in his 1996 memoir Bare Knuckles and Back Rooms that a top Filipino politician had admitted delivering an illegal $10 million cash payment to Reagan from Philippine dictator Ferdinand Marcos. <P> <I>

"I was the guy who gave the ten million from Marcos to your campaign,"</I> the Filipino told Rollins in 1991, according to the memoir. <I>"I was the guy who made the arrangements and delivered the cash personally. ...It was a personal gift from Marcos to Reagan."</I> __Rollins withheld the names of the Filipino politician and the Republican lobbyist who allegedly handled the pay-off. <P>

The stunning anecdote did attract some press coverage in 1996 but the story died because the Clinton administration made no effort to follow it up. <P>

(Rollins is now chairman of Republican Mike Huckabee's presidential campaign.) [For details on Marcos-Reagan case, see Consortiumnews.com's "<A HREF="http://consortiumnews.com/2007/121707.html">Huckabee's Chairman Hid Payoff Secret</A>."] <P> <B>

Proving Themselves </B> <P>

In the mid-1990s, even as the Republican attack machine pounded the Clintons with allegations about alleged ethical lapses and marital infidelities, the Clinton administration acted like it was determined to prove that it could be trusted with the nation's dark secrets, that it could cover up wrongdoing with the best of them. <P>

The consequence for America, however, was different. With George H.W. Bush's dubious public record whitewashed, the door was opened to the restoration of the Bush Dynasty. If the full truth had been known about former President Bush, it's hard to conceive how George W. Bush ever could have become President. <P>

Now, as Hillary Clinton seeks a strong showing in the Iowa caucuses to solidify her image as the inevitable Democratic nominee, she appears ready to pick up the mantle as the Democratic protector of the Bush Family's legacy. Though she may utter some tough words about George W. Bush on the campaign trail, she's not likely to follow up if she wins the White House. <P>

If Bill Clinton is telling the truth about Hillary Clinton's <I>"first thing" </I>to do as President - recruiting George H.W. Bush for a worldwide goodwill tour on behalf of America's image - that will require closing the door on any serious investigation of George W. Bush. <P>

The two dynastic families then can look to the future, again.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.consortiumnews.com/"> Robert Parry,</A> </font> 
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Obama's European Problem <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

The senator may have traveled widely, but the critically important subcommittee on Europe has languished under his leadership. </font> <P>

Doubts about<A HREF="http://dir.salon.com/topics/barack_obama/"> Barack Obama's </A>presidential credentials have crystallized during the past two weeks over his stewardship of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee's Subcommittee on European Affairs, which has convened no policy hearings since he took over as its chairman last January. That startling fact, <A HREF="http://www.thewashingtonnote.com/archives/002589.php">first uncovered by Steve Clemons</A>, who blogs on the Washington Note, prompted <A HREF="http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/world/us_and_americas/article3080794.ece">acid comment</A> in Europe about the Illinois senator's failure to visit the continent since assuming the committee post, and even speculation that he had never traveled there except for a short stopover in London. <P>

But why should those questions matter to Americans who consider Senate hearings so much useless verbiage? And why does anyone care whether and where a would-be president has traveled, on official or personal visits? <P>

The simple answer to the first question is that Senate hearings do not merely provide occasions for grandstanding as many voters may suspect, but fulfill a critical purpose in providing information and perspective to lawmakers. In the Senate, the foreign relations subcommittees have few direct legislative responsibilities, but they have traditionally gathered substantive research for the committee itself and for the rest of the Senate. <P>

That is why congressional hearings matter, and why a subcommittee chairmanship represents a significant responsibility. Knowledge is not just power but the fundamental requirement for either house of Congress to act as an equal of the executive branch in government. <P>

Should Obama wonder whether he ought to have bothered with his subcommittee, he could ask his friendly rival Joe Biden, D-Del., who chaired the Europe subcommittee for many years during the Cold War. Biden effectively exploited the chairmanship to transform himself from a junior member into one of the Senate's most knowledgeable experts on arms control, nuclear weapons, European attitudes toward America and the Soviet Union, the European Union's policies, and the role of NATO, which also comes under the subcommittee's mandate. As a result, Biden starred in Senate hearings on the SALT II arms treaties and eventually established himself as a leading national voice on foreign policy. <P>

"I wouldn't call it a neglect of duty but a missed opportunity to explore issues that will be of fundamental importance to the next administration," says ambassador John Ritch, who served for two decades as the Senate Foreign Relations Committee's senior staffer on European affairs and East-West relations, before going on to represent the Clinton administration at the United Nations organizations in Vienna. <P>

Ritch points out that as subcommittee chair, Obama could have examined a wide variety of urgent matters, from the role of NATO in Afghanistan and Iraq to European energy policy and European responses to climate change -- and of course, the undermining of the foundations of the Atlantic alliance by the Bush administration. There is, indeed, almost no issue of current global interest that would have fallen outside the subcommittee's purview. <P>

Certainly Obama is capable of formulating the concepts and questions that his subcommittee could have explored. In an otherwise unimportant press release hailing the visit of Poland's president to Washington last July, he took the trouble to note several important issues affecting our relations with Europe, including the renewal of transatlantic relationships, repairing our ties with what the Bush White House contemptuously called<I> "old Europe,"</I> integrating Russia into Western institutions, consulting our allies on proposed missile defense deployments, and securing additional European troops for the Afghan security mission. <P>

Perhaps he could not have been expected to undertake an ambitious round of hearings when he was in the midst of deciding to run for president -- but that decision may merely point up the conflict between ambition and experience that has raised questions about his candidacy. <P>

So much for what might have been. Both Obama and his campaign spokespersons have taken pains to deny the suggestion that he has spent no time in Europe. As <A HREF="http://www.suntimes.com/news/sweet/362269,CST-NWS-sweet29.article">he said at the first Democratic debate </A>last April, Obama regards the European Union and NATO as the most important allies of the United States, which would make ignorance of Europe a huge void for an aspiring chief executive. <P>

"<A HREF="http://www.iowaindependent.com/showDiary.do?diaryId=1720">I've traveled extensively in Europe ... I love Europe," </A>Obama told the Iowa Independent Web site a couple of days ago. But as Clemons noted on the <A HREF="http://www.thewashingtonnote.com/">Washington Note,</A> the Obama campaign has not provided much detail on his European experiences and itineraries so far. <P>

Those details are readily available, as indicated in a Chicago Tribune profile of Obama, which covered his 2005 senatorial trip to examine nuclear sites in Russia with Sen. Richard Lugar, R-Ind., then the chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. That story, whose deeper theme was Obama's tutelage in foreign affairs, mentioned that he had traded his blue tourist passport -- <I>"which he had taken across Asia, Australia and Africa as well as most of Europe"</I> -- for a burgundy-colored passport that identifies him as an official of the U.S. government. <P>

If Obama wants to show where he has been, he merely has to release his passport records. Then everyone would know that his boast about traveling extensively in Europe is true -- even if this year he didn't have time to convene a hearing on the momentous issues affecting our relations with that continent and the world.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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Channeling Suze Orman <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Norman Solomon </font> <P>

     I was near the deadline for a column when I glanced at a TV screen. "The Suze Orman Show," airing on CNBC at prime time, exerted a powerful force in my hotel room. And the fate of this column was sealed. <P

     Orman made a big splash many years ago on public television -- the incubating environment for her as a national phenom. With articulate calls for intelligent self-determination of one's own financial future, she is a master of the long form. Humor and dramatic cadences punch up the impacts of her performances. <P>

     Seeing her the other night, within a matter of seconds, I realized that the jig was up. How could a mere underachieving syndicated columnist hope to withstand the blandishments and certainties of Suze Orman, bestselling author and revered eminence from the erudite bastions of PBS to the hard-boiled financial realms of General Electric's CNBC? <P>

     To resist was pointless. What if I tried to write as a carping critic? After all, Suze Orman has already explained that such critics, particularly the males of the species, just resent a strong woman with the guts, smarts and determination to cast off the shackles of a retrograde past.<I> "Ladies,"</I> I could hear her say from the stage, with one of her magnificent flourishes, <I>"don't let that nonsense wreck your future."</I>

     So, in hopes of putting myself in sync with her redemptive power, I turn the rest of this particular column over to a distillation of Suze Orman's messaging: <P> <I>

     Your money, your life. It's as simple as that. Ladies -- and you men, too -- the time is past when we hold back. Not having control over our own money is something we can't afford, and I mean that literally. We just cannot afford it. <P>

     I'll be blunt here. Anyone who tells you there's something wrong with getting rich and then richer has some serious unresolved problems. Heh heh. <P>

     If you want a solution, you go out and grab it. You rule money or money will rule you. People who can't wrap their minds around that vital concept -- they get nowhere. <P>

     You want to solve social problems, start with yourself. If you can't let yourself accumulate wealth, you're part of a social problem -- like I used to be. Now I do very well, thank you, and I don't want to hear about how some financial company is making money from my self-help website. Sure, I'm getting richer all the time. You got a problem with that? <P>

     The more people get rich, the happier I am. Even a leader of the Chinese Communists (and you know what dummies they were) said it straight out maybe 30 years ago -- "it's glorious to be rich." The baggage we're still carrying around tells us not to mind if some guy says it but if I as a woman make the same point then the knives come out. Ladies, to hell with that. We're not going back. <P>

     It's not glorious to be low-income, that's for damn sure. I know what that's like. Now I go back to PBS at pledge time, and they welcome me with open arms. Public broadcasting. Makes me almost sentimental. But catch me on CNBC these days, and you'll see that I'm swimming with the big-money fish. <P>

     I was a waitress for a pathetically long time. I had to find the courage. The courage, ladies. And I did. Now look at me. <P>

     I don't just want you to plan for the future. I want you to make enough money to buy your future: lock, stock and barrel. Money money money. I've got it on the brain, and I make no apology. I love money. It's freedom, and ladies -- you can earn freedom if you apply yourselves. <P>

     Some people can't stop complaining that the economic system has winners and losers. Whether they realize it or not, that's probably because they're bound and determined to be losers. Well, I think it's a heck of a lot better to be a winner -- don't you? <P>

     What kind of media future do you think I would've had if I chose to keep complaining about the system because of losers? I'd probably be a loser too! Not if I can help it. And I can, obviously. <P>

     So, I'm rich. And I'm trying to inform you about how to get rich, too. If you can't make it happen, maybe you haven't listened to my wisdom closely enough. You got a problem with that? </I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.normansolomon.com">

Norman Solomon's </A> </font> book "Made Love, Got War: Close Encounters with America's Warfare State" just came off the press. The foreword is by Daniel Ellsberg. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http:// www.MadeLoveGotWar.com"> www.MadeLoveGotWar.com</A>. Jeff Cohen is author of <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_gw/002-9188882-4312845?url=search-alias%3Daps&field-keywords=Cable+News+Confidential%3A+My+Misadventures+in+Corporate+Media&x=0&y=0">"Cable News Confidential: My Misadventures in Corporate Media"</A> and the founder of the media watch group <A HREF="http://www.fair.org/index.php">FAIR, </A>which provided research for this article.
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Musharraf Still Stands <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Amy Goodman </font> <P>

Benazir Bhutto and her supporters who died with her during the suicide attack Dec. 27 are the latest victims of decades of dangerous U.S. support for Pakistan's military regime. The country's dictator, Gen. Pervez Musharraf, has held his grip on power despite increasing popular unrest. The Bush administration got nervous, turning to Bhutto to preserve the status quo in Pakistan. There is no doubt the exiled former prime minister was personally brave to return to her country. But Pakistani professor Pervez Hoodbhoy was critical nevertheless: <I>"After returning to Pakistan, she made clear that for a few table scraps, she would have happily teamed up with Musharraf under the hopelessly absurd U.S. plan to give the military government a civilian face." </I> <P>

While President Bush imposed <I>"regime change" </I>on Iraq, based on fictitious weapons of mass destruction, <I>"regime preservation"</I> is the U.S. policy for Pakistan, despite its role in global nuclear proliferation, the sale of true WMDs. <P>

Adrian Levy is a senior staff correspondent for the British newspaper The Guardian and co-author of <I>"Deception: Pakistan, the United States and the Secret Trade in Nuclear Weapons."</I> He describes a <I>"military government repressing human rights, connected tentatively to 9/11, state-sponsored terrorism with radical connections to al-Qaida that was proliferating WMD and of course that was not Iraq, it was Pakistan." </I>He told me: <I>"The problem facing the Bush administration was their policy post-9/11 was very much to embrace Pakistan as an essential ally in the war on terror in order to allow the narrative over Iraq and the WMD in Iraq to rise. The Pakistanis milked their nuclear program for hard cash, selling to Iran, Iraq, North Korea, Libya, the Axis of Evil powers. We also know there is intelligence to show that they began negotiations very much with Saudi Arabia, Syria and, of course, there are tentative contacts with al-Qaida elements as well." </I> <P>

The New York Times revealed last week that at least $5 billion in U.S. aid delivered to Pakistan since 9/11 to fight al-Qaida and the Taliban actually went into weapons systems against another U.S. ally, India. <P>

The more nuclear weapons Pakistan has, the more the U.S. has a vested interest in protecting them. As The Washington Post reported last week, even before the Bhutto assassination U.S. Special Forces were planning a vastly increased presence in Pakistan in 2008, <I>"to train and support indigenous counterinsurgency forces and clandestine counterterrorism units." </I>The Glasgow Herald now reports that U.S. Special Forces <I>"snatch squads"</I> are in Pakistan, prepared to secure the nuclear warheads in the event of the government's collapse. What Pakistani author Tariq Ali told me recently about Afghanistan equally applies to Pakistan: <I>"The people of Afghanistan ... do not like being occupied by foreign powers. They didn't like being occupied by the Russians, and they don't like being occupied by the United States and the NATO armies in their country. And as long as this foreign occupation lasts, there will be forms of resistance against it." </I> <P>

The CIA coined the term <B>blowback</B>. It applies to situations like Afghanistan in the 1970s and '80s when the U.S. armed and trained the mujahedeen, including Osama bin Laden, to counter the Soviet occupation. When the Soviets were finally forced out, the mujahedeen set their sights on a new target: the U.S. That's blowback. <P>

While the Bush administration pushes for quick elections in Pakistan, it is important to raise these issues in our elections here at home. The assassination of Bhutto put foreign policy back on the front burner in the U.S. presidential race-though you would think that 2007 being the deadliest year yet in Iraq for U.S. soldiers (at least 900 dead) would have accomplished that. The candidates could use this as a "teachable moment" to talk about the wrongheaded long-term U.S. support-Republican and Democrat-for Pakistan's corrupt, human-rights-abusing nuclear regime. Did any of the leading Democratic contenders use the moment to demonstrate that they represent a true opposition party? While they each tout themselves as true <I>"change"</I> agents, they have yet to prove it. We are waiting. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> 2008 Amy Goodman</font> is the host of <A HREF=" http://www.democracynow.org/">"Democracy Now!,"</A> a daily international TV/radio news hour airing on 650 stations in North America.
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Pennsylvania Ackerbau Minister Wolff, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your banning organic milk producers from labeling their products free of Monsanto BGH poisons, keeps the bribe money from Monsanto flowing into our coffers, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with Ruby clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Fuhrer Bunker," </I>formally <I>"The White House," </I>on 03-15-2008. We salute you Herr Wolff, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 
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Deign Or Reign? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By MAUREEN DOWD </font> <P>

AMES, Iowa <P>

Edith Wessel, an 80-year-old white-haired retired nurse, moved slowly up the aisle with her walker after listening to Hillary make her pitch. <P>

She told one of the Hillary volunteers that she had<I> "great admiration" </I>for the senator, but also great doubts about whether her strong negatives would sink her in the general election. <P> <I>

"I can't understand why people dislike her so much," </I>Mrs. Wessel said. <P>

The volunteer assured the wavering caucusgoer that the Republicans will slime anyone who gets the nomination and that Hillary has more experience wrestling them than her rivals. <P>

Mrs. Wessel is torn. She likes Obama but worries about his experience. She likes Hillary but worries about her baggage. <P>

The presidential anglers here are dancing on the head of a pin. The Democratic race - three lawyers married to lawyers who talk too much - is very tight and very volatile. Even the jittery pack of seasoned political operatives gazing into their BlackBerrys doesn't seem to have a clue which way the Iowa snowdrifts are blowing. <P>

Across town, Nancy Hibbs, a 57-year-old nurse, came to listen to John Edwards give his son-of-a-mill-worker rant against corporate greed, complete with a sneer aimed at Obama that anyone who thinks you can <I>"just nice" </I>the carnivorous Republican fat cats into submission is in <I>"Never-Never Land."</I> <P>

Ms. Hibbs had decided after seeing Barack Obama a year ago that she would vote for him. She saw him again Monday night in Ames and felt even more certain that he was the one. After listening to Edwards for 40 minutes on Tuesday, she up and changed her mind, deciding to vote for him. <P> <I>

"You can tell in his voice he's not playing the game, you can hear his moral commitment,"</I> she said. <I>"We need a big turnaround." </I> <P>

And what about Hillary? <I>"I don't want the same old entrenched politics,"</I> she replied, adding emphatically, <I>"And I don't want Bill in the White House again." </I> <P>

But Bill very much wants to be in the White House again. He is going around the state relentlessly, giving a speech as tightly choreographed with Hillary's as a <I>"Dancing With the Stars" </I>routine. <P>

<I>"Miss Bill? Vote Hill!"</I> reads one button being sold outside their events. By the time Bill and Hill are finished with you, you could be forgiven for thinking that she had personally forged the peace accord in Northern Ireland while socking away the $127 billion Clinton budget surplus and dodging bullets en route to ending ethnic cleansing in Bosnia. <P>

The Big Dog pushed the experience card hard.<I> "Whatever's fixin' to happen," </I>whether it's something like 9/11, Katrina or Pakistan, he said, Hillary is better equipped to face it. <P>

As to the health care debacle, he said, <I>"Every president will fail at something or another." </I>It's how they dust themselves off that counts. <P>

And whether she has learned from her mistakes, of course, is the heart of the matter, and something that voters can never really know - even if they study up as much as Iowans. <P>

Has Hillary truly changed, and grown from her mistakes? Has she learned to be less stubborn and imperious and secretive and vindictive and entitled? Or has she merely learned to mask her off-putting and self-sabotaging qualities better? If elected, would the old Hillary pop up, dragging us back to the dysfunctional Clinton kingdom? She is speaking in a soft, measured voice in these final days, so that, as with Daisy Buchanan, you have to lean in to listen. But is she really different than she was in the years when she was so careless about the people around her getting hurt by the Clinton legal whirlwind that she was dubbed the Daisy Buchanan of the boomer set? <P>

The underlying rationale for her campaign is that she is owed. Owed for moving to Arkansas and giving up the name Rodham, owed for pretending to care about place settings and menus when she held the unappetizing title of first lady, owed for enduring one humiliation after another at the hands of her husband. <P>

Oddly, Barack and Michelle Obama also radiate a sense that they are owed. Not for a lifetime of sublimation and humiliation, but for this onerous campaign, for offering themselves up to save and uplift the nation, even though it disrupted their comfortable lives. <P>

Michelle told Vanity Fair that Americans would have only one chance to anoint her husband, vowing <I>"it's now or never" </I>and explaining <I>"there's an inconvenience factor there"</I> and a <I>"really, really hard" </I>pressure and stress on the family that can only be justified if her husband can win the presidency and <I>"change the world."</I> <P>

She told a group gathered at a nursing home in Grinnell on Monday that <I>"Barack is one of the smartest people you will ever encounter who will deign to enter this messy thing called politics." </I> <P>

So it comes down to this: Will Queen Hillary reign? Will Prince Barack deign? And who is owed more?

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF=" http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.

</font> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<p> <br> <br> <center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/caglepak.gif"> <br>

<br> </center>

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>  

<p> <br> <br> <font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000> 

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/scheer.gif"> <br>

What 'Good Time Charlie' Brought <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"><font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Scheer </font> <P>

In the film "Charlie Wilson's War," the nitwit and deeply corrupt congressman elevated to heroic status through Tom Hanks' ever-charming performance has a meeting with Pakistan's then-dictator Zia ul-Haq in which they broker a deal for a joint effort to <I>"save" </I>Afghanistan from the Soviets. It's all great fun; the United States is, as always, on the side of the good guys, in this case the Afghan mujahedeen, who later morphed into the Taliban, hosts of al-Qaida. <P>

The movie does not mention that the mujahedeen went to war against the Soviet-backed government then in power in Kabul after the government committed the unpardonable crime of allowing female students to attend rural schools. The film casually notes that Gen. Zia, the U.S. ally in this effort to bring <I>"freedom"</I> to Afghanistan, was, like so many of the movie's heroes, a hard case full of contradictions, as exemplified by his having murdered Pakistan's previous ruler, Zulfikar Ali Bhutto. <P>

Bhutto was, of course, the father of Benazir Bhutto, killed last week in Pakistan. What is not noted is that not only Zia but every ruler of Pakistan since him, including Benazir Bhutto, supported increasingly virulent forms of Islamic fanaticism in Afghanistan, ending with the Taliban and the al-Qaida terrorists who attacked America on 9/11, and that all rulers of Pakistan enthusiastically amplified the successful effort initiated by Benazir's now mythically beloved father to build an Islamic nuclear bomb. <P>

I bring this up now at a time when the mass media is all too enthusiastically celebrating Benazir Bhutto as the carrier of the democratic ideal and apologizing for her bequeathing control over the party that she ruled as <I>"chairman for life"</I> to her arranged-marriage husband, Asif Ali Zardari, and their 19-year-old son, Bilawal. Before attending Oxford, Bilawal spent his formative years in the United Arab Emirates, which was one of the three countries to diplomatically recognize the Taliban (Saudi Arabia and Pakistan being the other two). <P>

Bilawal Bhutto Zardari doesn't seem familiar with the language used in Pakistan or much else about daily life in the country, but his father, known as <I>"Mr. Ten Percent" </I>for skimming wildly in Bhutto governments, assures us that a few more years at Oxford is all the seasoning this future hereditary democratic leader needs. It is hoped that the curriculum will include some reference to Pakistan's key role, abetted by American visionaries like Charlie Wilson, in spawning the current terrorism menace. <P>

While the war on terror is used as the justification for U.S. meddling in Pakistan's politics and wasting at least $10 billion in propping up the Pervez Musharraf government, it is rarely noticed that the general-turned-dictator and his key opponents are all more or less equally compromised by their past support of the Taliban. <P>

Nawaz Sharif, the religious-based opposition leader, is deeply sympathetic to the fundamentalists, as are his Saudi backers, who bear the most responsibility for funding Islamic extremism. But the "democratic alternative" of Bhutto, whom the United States sought to broker back into power, was as compromised on this issue of support for the Taliban as she was on the matter of the Islamic bomb. <P>

Indeed Benazir Bhutto, in her second term as Pakistan's prime minister, oversaw funding of the Taliban and concealed that fact from the United States. As reported in Steve Coll's authoritative book <I>"Ghost Wars,"</I> in a 1995 White House meeting with President Bill Clinton, Bhutto<I> "promoted the Taliban as a pro-Pakistan force that could help stabilize Afghanistan. ... During her visit and for many months afterward, Bhutto and her aides repeatedly lied to American government officials and members of Congress about the extent of Pakistani military and financial aid to the Taliban." </I> <P>

No doubt Bhutto had her virtues. Like many other reporters, I was mightily impressed with her intelligence upon meeting her. I never bothered to look too closely into the murders of her two brothers or the corruption charges that swirled around her and her husband. Nor did I focus on the disparity between the enormous wealth of the Bhutto clan and the miserable poverty of most they claimed to lead with their populist politics. <P>

But I am not a Pakistani voter, and neither are those geniuses in the U.S. government who talked her into returning home without planning for the consequences. So, what else is new? But there is something: This time, the subject of our nation-building fantasy does have weapons of mass destruction and, thanks to our previous military sales of advanced jets, the means to deliver them. This time the blowback price of our incessant meddling could prove quite high. Even Tom Hanks can't put a pretty face on that one.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Robert Scheer </font>is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.truthdig.com/"> Truthdig</A>. A journalist with over 30 years experience, Scheer has built his reputation on the strength of his social and political writing. His columns have appeared in newspapers across the country, and his in-depth interviews have made headlines. 
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Condi, Condi <br> </font> </font><font size="+2">

By Steve Earle <P>

Oh Condi Condi beggin' on my knees <br>

Open up your heart and let me in wontcha please <br>

Got no money but everybody knows <br>

I love you Condi and I'll never let you go <br>

Sweet and dandy pretty as can be <br>

You be the flower and I'll be the bumble bee <br>

Oh she loves me oops she loves me not <br>

People say you're cold but I think you're hot <P>

Oh, Condi, Condi <br>

Oh, Condi, Condi <P>

Oh Condi, Condi I'm talkin' to you girl <br>

What's it gonna hurt come on give me a whirl <br>

Shake your body now let me see you go <br>

One time for me Oh Condi I love you so <br>

Skank for me Condi show me what you got <br>

They say you're too uptight I say you're not <br>

Dance around me spinnin' like a top <br>

Oh Condi Condi Condi don't ever stop <P>

Oh Condi Condi Can't you hear me call <br>

I'm standin' in the street outside your garden wall <br>

Pocketful of money belly full of wine <br>

Condi in my heart and romance on my mind <br>

Listen to me Condi don't be afraid <br>

I come here tonight to chase your blues away <br>

I'll never hurt you I'll treat you right <br>

Oh Condaleeza won't you come out tonight <P>

Pretty little Condi precious as can be <br>

Bet you never had another lover like me <br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2004/2008 Steve Earle
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New Rules <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By George Carlin </font> <P> <b>

New Rule:</B>  Stop giving me that pop-up ad for Classmates.com.  There's a reason you don't talk to people for 25 years -- because you don't particularly like them! Besides, I already know what the captain of the football team is doing these days -- mowing my lawn. <B> <P>

New Rule: </B> Don't eat anything that's served to you out a window unless you're a seagull. People are acting all shocked that a human finger was found in a bowl of Wendy's chili.  Hey, it cost less than a dollar. What did you expect it to contain? Trout? <B> <P>

New Rule:  </B> Stop saying that teenage boys who have sex with their hot, blonde teachers are permanently damaged. I have a better description for these kids: lucky bastards. <B> <P>

New Rule: </B>  If you need to shave and you still collect baseball cards, you're a dope.  If you're a kid, the cards are keepsakes of your idols. If you're a grown man, they're pictures of MEN. <B> <P>

New Rule:  </B> Ladies, leave your eyebrows alone. Here's how much men care about your eyebrows: do you have two of them? Okay, we're done. <B> <P>

New Rule: </B>  There's no such thing as flavored water. There's a whole aisle of this crap at the supermarket -- water, but without that watery taste. Sorry, but flavored water is called a soft drink. You want flavored water? Pour some scotch over ice and let it melt. That's your flavored water! <B> <P>

New Rule: </B> Stop screwing with old people. Target is introducing a redesigned pill bottle that's square, with a bigger label. And the top is now the bottom. And by the time grandpa figures out how to open it, his ass will be in the morgue. Congratulations, Target, you just solved the Social Security crisis. <B> <P>

New Rule:  </B> The more complicated the Starbucks order, the bigger the asshole.  If you walk into a Starbucks and order a "decaf grande, half-soy, half-low fat, iced vanilla, double-shot, gingerbread, cappuccino, extra dry, light ice, with one sweet-'n'-Low, and one NutraSweet," ooh, you're a huge asshole. <B> <P>

New Rule: </B>  I'm not the cashier!  By the time I look up from sliding my card, entering my PIN number, pressing "Enter," verifying the amount, deciding, no, I don't want cash back, and pressing "Enter" again, the kid who is supposed to be ringing me up is standing there eating my Almond Joy. <B> <P>

New Rule: </B>Just because your tattoo has Chinese characters in it doesn't make you spiritual. It's right above the crack of your ass. And it translates to "beef with broccoli." The last time you did anything spiritual, you were praying to God you weren't pregnant. You're not spiritual -- you're just high! <B> <P>

New Rule: </B>Competitive eating isn't a sport -- it's one of the seven deadly sins. ESPN recently televised the U.S. Open of Competitive Eating, because watching those athletes at the poker table was just too damned exciting. What's next, competitive farting? Oh wait! They're already doing that. It's called<I> "The Howard Stern Show."</I> <B> <P>

New Rule: </B>I don't need a bigger mega M&Ms. If I'm extra hungry for M&Ms, I'll go nuts and eat two. <B> <P>

New Rule: </B> If you're going to insist on making movies based on crappy, old television shows, then you have to give everyone in the Cineplex a remote so we can see what's playing on the other screens. Let's remember the reason something was a television show in the first place is that the idea wasn't good enough to be a movie. <B> <P>

New Rule: </B> No more gift registries. You know, it used to be just for weddings. Now it's for babies and new homes and graduations from rehab. Picking out the stuff you want and having other people buy it for you isn't gift giving, it's the white people's version of looting. <B> <P>

New Rule:  </B> (and this one is long overdue)  No more bathroom attendants. After I zip up, some guy is offering me a towel and a mint like I just had sex with George Michael. I can't even tell if he's supposed to be there, or just some freak with a fetish. I don't want to be on your webcam, dude. I just want to wash my hands. <B> <P>

New Rule: </B>When I ask how old your toddler is, I don't need to know in months -- "27 Months."  "He's two," will do just fine. He's not a cheese. And I didn't really care in the first place. <B> <P>

New Rule: </B> If you ever hope to be a credible adult and want a job that pays better than minimum wage, then for God's sake don't pierce or tattoo every available piece of flesh. If so, then plan your future around saying, <I>"Do you want fries with that?"</I>

 <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.georgecarlin.com/"> George Carlin </A>
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Issues & Alibis is published in America every Friday. We are not affiliated with, nor do we accept funds from any political party. We are a non-profit group that is dedicated to the restoration of the American Republic. All views expressed are those of the authors and not necessarily the views of Issues & Alibis.Org. </font> <font color=#FF0000>  <P>
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In This Edition </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <p>

The Sunday Times and Sibel Edmonds with a must read, "For Sale: West's Deadly Nuclear Secrets." <br> <br>

Uri Avnery explores, "The Case Of The White Bird."<br> <br>

Victoria Stewart says, "The Change Is Going To Do You Good."

<br> <br>

Jim Hightower discovers who is, "Paying The Price For NAFTA." <br> <br>

George McGovern reveals, "Why I Believe Bush Must Go." <br> <br>

Joel S. Hirschhorn concludes, "Change Yes, Ron Paul No." <br> <br>

Captain Eric H. May investigates, "Ron Paul's 9/11 Truth And Glenn Beck's 7/27 Treason." <br> <br>

Chris Floyd finds, "There Will Be Blood...But No Justice for Iraq Atrocity." <br> <br>

Robert Parry gives us, "The Logic Of Obama-mania."<br> <br>

Joe Conason follows, "Bloomberg's Exercise In Vanity." <br> <br>

Norman Solomon explains, "Edwards Reconsidered." <br> <br>

Ted Rall returns with, "An Iron Fist In A Velvet Glove." <br> <br>

Indiana Solicitor General Thomas Fisher wins the coveted, "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd considers, "Voting For A Smile." <br>  <br>

Chris Hedges hears, "One True Voice On The Trail." <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department 'The Onion' reports, "Bush Begins Preparations For Nation's Final Year" but first Uncle Ernie sez, "You're Not Paying More, You Are Getting Less." <br> <br>

This week we spotlight the cartoons of Gary Varvel with additional cartoons and photos from Abell Smith, Micah Wright, Destonio, Storm Bear, John Chuckman, Jeff Swenson, Bob McCarty, Freaking News.Com, Anager, Issues & Alibis and Pink & Blue Films. <br> <br>
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You're Not Paying More, You Are Getting Less <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

The Death of the middle class under Bush </font> <br>

By Ernest Stewart <P </font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

What was 5 is 3. What was 3 is 1. What was 1 is nothing! <br>

TV or Not TV ~~~ Proctor and Bergman <br> <br>

"W regime under investigation for war crimes. That god damned Uncle Ernie!" <br>

"W" ~~~ W to a supreme court justice. <br> <br>

"My fellow Americans: - As President and Commander in Chief, it is my duty to the American people to report that renewed hostile actions against United States ships on the high seas in the Gulf of Tonkin have today required me to order the military forces of the United States to take action in reply." ~~~ Lyndon Baines Johnson ~ August 4, 1964 <br> <br>

"Hey, hey, LBJ, how many kids did you kill today?" ~~~ War protestors chant

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

Way back when Slick Willy got Papa Smirk's NAFTA and WTO passed, something that Papa couldn't get by Congress, I predicted the end of the middle class. The middle class is, after all, the only thing standing between us and a return to the dark ages where there is the King and his court and the serfs. Who do you think you'll be, America? <br> <br>

This came to mind the other day when faced with $3.20 a gallon gasoline. I immediately flashed back on Cheney's secret meeting with Nixon/Goebbels and the boys. When Smirky took office on January 20, 2001, the national average gas price was $1.46 per gallon. In just seven years the worth of a dollar at the gas pump has been cut by approximately 55%. Couple that with how the actual wages paid to American workers have declined slightly in most cases and have been cut in half in many others and we can plainly see the middle class disappear right before our eyes! When your Masters degree only allows you to say, <I>"Would you like fries with that sir?"</I> we are in deep doo doo America! <br> <br>

When I was a lad working a single job of 40 hours a week, made a family middle class. Today when both parents work two or three jobs each they're slowly sliding down the ladder and becoming the working poor without any benefits.<br> <br>

When you add that with the cost of the average home doubling since 2001 and the mortgage rates going through the roof the <I>"American Dream" </I>is fast fading away beyond the reach of the average person. <br> <br>

Then figure in the loss of health insurance and the soaring cost of drugs and hospitalization. Total up the loss of retirement funds and the increase in age for social security benefits. And don't forget the rising cost of automobiles, insurance, not to mention food and one can see that it doesn't take a genius to know that we are fast returning to those exciting daze of yesteryear in an ever increasing rush. <br> <br>

Oh, and did I mention the "Sword of Damocles" hanging over our heads? The treasury has been gutted and our future mortgaged to pay for several illegal, unnecessary oil wars? <br> <br>

Trouble is, most all of the major candidates from both political parties are signed on to this downward spiral and no matter who sits on the White House throne this will continue until we're all slaves to the corpo-rat state. Sure a few doctors, scientists and the like will be retained and given boons and such but that will only encompass a few percent, the rest that aren't sent to the <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/camps.html">"Happy Camps"</A> for disposal will live to serve the new elite on plantations, in sweat shops and as personal slaves! <br> <br> 

Knowing the American middle class as I do, there isn't a snowball's chance in hell that they will do anything about this before it's too late and will only admit it's happening to them on the way to the camps. Don't say that you weren't warned, America!

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

Just when the <I>"TV people"</I> thought Obama had a lock on the nomination Hillary came along and ruined their day. It was obvious on all of the networks that they had picked Obama, as their man, which should give a pause to Obama's supporters, should it not? <br> <br>

When the mainstream media picks their candidate, you have to know that the fix is in! If they had chosen Dennis Kucinich to fawn over and promote I would seriously consider changing my mind about him too! <br> <br>

Still, I found myself rooting for Hillary Tuesday night, something I thought I could never do! It's because in the film <I>"W"</I> there is a thinly disguised Hillary, i.e., Jezebel who wins the 2008 election. Jezebel in the movie is a prostitute and Madam who leads the underground rebellion against the alien space creature, W. When we were working on the script in early 2005 it looked like a lock for Hillary and we wrote it with her in mind. And if Hillary doesn't have the nomination when the film is released next summer, we could be in a jam. Fortunately, the director of <I>"W,"</I> Sir Alfred Eaker, got in touch with me Tuesday night and we decided to film a couple of new scenes this week, just in case, with a black Senator winning and Jezebel standing on the sidelines cheering him on. <br> <br>

By <I>"Super Tuesday"</I> we'll know which one will have the nomination and will have a couple of weeks to put in the new scenes, if necessary, before we ship the film off to the Cannes and Berlin film festivals! W should be at a theatre near you in time for the conventions no matter who wins the nomination!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, I'm having a déjà vu all over again. As George Santayana, the noted philosopher, once said, <I>"Those who do not learn from history are doomed to repeat it."</I> Ergo comes the report that The Pentagon's up to no good again, this time in the Straits of Hormuz. <br> <br>

I'm so old that I can remember the last time the Pentagoons pulled this trick. It was back in August of 1964 when we put a pair of US destroyers inside the territorial waters off Viet Nam. <br> <br>

The first incident occurred August 2nd when the USS Maddox fired on patrol boats from the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam. We initially claimed that the patrol boats then fired 22 torpedoes at the Maddox but it eventually came out that the Maddox's sonar man confused the sound of torpedoes with his own engines! Yeah, right! <br> <br>

The second incident involving the destroyer USS Turner Joy occurred August 4th but never really happened! This time they said patrol boats opened fire with heavy machine guns although they apparently missed as the navy couldn't produce any evidence. In fact, in a tape recording that surfaced in 2001, President Lyndon Baines Johnson admits that the Gulf of Tonkin second <I>"attack,"</I> which he used to obtain approval for the Vietnam War from Congress, never occurred! That's right. A president lied to the American people in order to start a war, imagine that if you can! <br> <br>

Now we hear a group of Iranian speed boats harassed three US vessels, the USS Hopper a guided-missile destroyer, the cruiser USS Port Royal and a frigate, the USS Ingraham. The captain of the Hopper was about to give the order to open fire on one of the speedboats, which had pulled within 200 yards of the destroyer when it veered off suddenly. <br> <br>

On the same day two F-18's crashed in the area. It was stated that they collided but I wonder, did they? If it goes according to plan the next time, the Iranian speedboats appear we may have a shooting war with Iran. I'm sure the Admirals will continue to run into Iranian waters until they get the response they want and Smirky can have WWIII after all. And you probably thought the NIE report changed all that!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help Ya'll! Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis only ask for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

Bob from <A HREF=" http://groups.yahoo.com/group/IssuesAndAlibis_The_Forum/">The Forum</A> requested we remember Papa Smirks 16th anniversary of his trip to Japan and since we aim to please here it is, American diplomacy at work! <br> <br> <center>

<object width="450" height="746"><param name="movie" value="http://www.youtube.com/v/XnOnDatqENo&rel=1&color1=0x006699&color2=0x54abd6&border=1"></param><param name="wmode" value="transparent"></param><embed src="http://www.youtube.com/v/XnOnDatqENo&rel=1&color1=0x006699&color2=0x54abd6&border=1" type="application/x-shockwave-flash" wmode="transparent" width="850" height="746"></embed></object> </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/edmondhillary.jpg"> <br>

July-20-1919 ~ January 11, 2008 <br>

Can you take me higher? </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>
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For Sale: West's Deadly Nuclear Secrets <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

The Sunday Times and Sibel Edmonds </font> <P>

A WHISTLEBLOWER has made a series of extraordinary claims about how corrupt government officials allowed Pakistan and other states to steal nuclear weapons secrets. <P>

Sibel Edmonds, a 37-year-old former Turkish language translator for the FBI, listened into hundreds of sensitive intercepted conversations while based at the agency's Washington field office. <P>

She approached The Sunday Times last month after reading about an Al-Qaeda terrorist who had revealed his role in training some of the 9/11 hijackers while he was in Turkey. <P>

Edmonds described how foreign intelligence agents had enlisted the support of US officials to acquire a network of moles in sensitive military and nuclear institutions. <P>

Among the hours of covert tape recordings, she says she heard evidence that one well-known senior official in the US State Department was being paid by Turkish agents in Washington who were selling the information on to black market buyers, including Pakistan. <P>

The name of the official - who has held a series of top government posts - is known to The Sunday Times. He strongly denies the claims. <P>

However, Edmonds said:<I> "He was aiding foreign operatives against US interests by passing them highly classified information, not only from the State Department but also from the Pentagon, in exchange for money, position and political objectives."</I> <P>

She claims that the FBI was also gathering evidence against senior Pentagon officials - including household names - who were aiding foreign agents. <P> <I>

"If you made public all the information that the FBI have on this case, you will see very high-level people going through criminal trials," </I>she said. <P>

Her story shows just how much the West was infiltrated by foreign states seeking nuclear secrets. It illustrates how western government officials turned a blind eye to, or were even helping, countries such as Pakistan acquire bomb technology. <P>

The wider nuclear network has been monitored for many years by a joint Anglo-American intelligence effort. But rather than shut it down, investigations by law enforcement bodies such as the FBI and Britain's Revenue & Customs have been aborted to preserve diplomatic relations. <P>

Edmonds, a fluent speaker of Turkish and Farsi, was recruited by the FBI in the aftermath of the September 11 attacks. Her previous claims about incompetence inside the FBI have been well documented in America. <P>

She has given evidence to closed sessions of Congress and the 9/11 commission, but many of the key points of her testimony have remained secret. She has now decided to divulge some of that information after becoming disillusioned with the US authorities' failure to act. <P>

One of Edmonds's main roles in the FBI was to translate thousands of hours of conversations by Turkish diplomatic and political targets that had been covertly recorded by the agency. <P>

A backlog of tapes had built up, dating back to 1997, which were needed for an FBI investigation into links between the Turks and Pakistani, Israeli and US targets. Before she left the FBI in 2002 she heard evidence that pointed to money laundering, drug imports and attempts to acquire nuclear and conventional weapons technology. <P><I>

"What I found was damning," </I>she said. <I>"While the FBI was investigating, several arms of the government were shielding what was going on." </I> <P>

The Turks and Israelis had planted<I> "moles"</I> in military and academic institutions which handled nuclear technology. Edmonds says there were several transactions of nuclear material every month, with the Pakistanis being among the eventual buyers. <I>"The network appeared to be obtaining information from every nuclear agency in the United States,"</I> she said. <P>

They were helped, she says, by the high-ranking State Department official who provided some of their moles - mainly PhD students - with security clearance to work in sensitive nuclear research facilities. These included the Los Alamos nuclear laboratory in New Mexico, which is responsible for the security of the US nuclear deterrent. <P>

In one conversation Edmonds heard the official arranging to pick up a $15,000 cash bribe. The package was to be dropped off at an agreed location by someone in the Turkish diplomatic community who was working for the network. <P>

The Turks, she says, often acted as a conduit for the Inter-Services Intelligence (ISI), Pakistan's spy agency, because they were less likely to attract suspicion. Venues such as the American Turkish Council in Washington were used to drop off the cash, which was picked up by the official. <P>

Edmonds said: <I>"I heard at least three transactions like this over a period of 21/2 years. There are almost certainly more." </I> <P>

The Pakistani operation was led by General Mahmoud Ahmad, then the ISI chief. <P>

Intercepted communications showed Ahmad and his colleagues stationed in Washington were in constant contact with attach's in the Turkish embassy. <P>

Intelligence analysts say that members of the ISI were close to Al-Qaeda before and after 9/11. Indeed, Ahmad was accused of sanctioning a $100,000 wire payment to Mohammed Atta, one of the 9/11 hijackers, immediately before the attacks. <P>

The results of the espionage were almost certainly passed to Abdul Qadeer Khan, the Pakistani nuclear scientist. <P>

Khan was close to Ahmad and the ISI. While running Pakistan's nuclear programme, he became a millionaire by selling atomic secrets to Libya, Iran and North Korea. He also used a network of companies in America and Britain to obtain components for a nuclear programme. <P>

Khan caused an alert among western intelligence agencies when his aides met Osama Bin Laden. <I>"We were aware of contact between A Q Khan's people and Al-Qaeda,"</I> a former CIA officer said last week. <I>"There was absolute panic when we initially discovered this, but it kind of panned out in the end."</I> <P>

It is likely that the nuclear secrets stolen from the United States would have been sold to a number of rogue states by Khan. <P>

Edmonds was later to see the scope of the Pakistani connections when it was revealed that one of her fellow translators at the FBI was the daughter of a Pakistani embassy official who worked for Ahmad. The translator was given top secret clearance despite protests from FBI investigators. <P>

Edmonds says packages containing nuclear secrets were delivered by Turkish operatives, using their cover as members of the diplomatic and military community, to contacts at the Pakistani embassy in Washington. <P>

Following 9/11, a number of the foreign operatives were taken in for questioning by the FBI on suspicion that they knew about or somehow aided the attacks. <P>

Edmonds said the State Department official once again proved useful. "A primary target would call the official and point to names on the list and say, <I>'We need to get them out of the US because we can't afford for them to spill the beans'," </I>she said. <I>"The official said that he would 'take care of it'." </I> <P>

The four suspects on the list were released from interrogation and extradited. <P>

Edmonds also claims that a number of senior officials in the Pentagon had helped Israeli and Turkish agents. <P> <I>

"The people provided lists of potential moles from Pentagon-related institutions who had access to databases concerning this information,"</I> she said. <P> <I>

"The handlers, who were part of the diplomatic community, would then try to recruit those people to become moles for the network. The lists contained all their 'hooking points', which could be financial or sexual pressure points, their exact job in the Pentagon and what stuff they had access to." </I> <P>

One of the Pentagon figures under investigation was Lawrence Franklin, a former Pentagon analyst, who was jailed in 2006 for passing US defence information to lobbyists and sharing classified information with an Israeli diplomat. <P> <I>

"He was one of the top people providing information and packages during 2000 and 2001,"</I> she said.  <P>

Once acquired, the nuclear secrets could have gone anywhere. The FBI monitored Turkish diplomats who were selling copies of the information to the highest bidder. <P>

Edmonds said: <I>"Certain greedy Turkish operators would make copies of the material and look around for buyers. They had agents who would find potential buyers." </I> <P>

In summer 2000, Edmonds says the FBI monitored one of the agents as he met two Saudi Arabian businessmen in Detroit to sell nuclear information that had been stolen from an air force base in Alabama. She overheard the agent saying: <I>"We have a package and we're going to sell it for $250,000." </I> <P>

Edmonds's employment with the FBI lasted for just six months. In March 2002 she was dismissed after accusing a colleague of covering up illicit activity involving Turkish nationals. <P>

She has always claimed that she was victimised for being outspoken and was vindicated by an Office of the Inspector General review of her case three years later. It found that one of the contributory reasons for her sacking was that she had made valid complaints. <P>

The US attorney-general has imposed a state secrets privilege order on her, which prevents her revealing more details of the FBI's methods and current investigations. <P>

Her allegations were heard in a closed session of Congress, but no action has been taken and she continues to campaign for a public hearing. <P>

She was able to discuss the case with The Sunday Times because, by the end of January 2002, the justice department had shut down the programme. <P>

The senior official in the State Department no longer works there. Last week he denied all of Edmonds's allegations: <I>"If you are calling me to say somebody said that I took money, that's outrageous . . . I do not have anything to say about such stupid ridiculous things as this." </I> <P>:

In researching this article, The Sunday Times has talked to two FBI officers (one serving, one former) and two former CIA sources who worked on nuclear proliferation. While none was aware of specific allegations against officials she names, they did provide overlapping corroboration of Edmonds's story. <P>

One of the CIA sources confirmed that the Turks had acquired nuclear secrets from the United States and shared the information with Pakistan and Israel.<I> "We have no indication that Turkey has its own nuclear ambitions. But the Turks are traders. To my knowledge they became big players in the late 1990s,"</I> the source said. <P> <B>

How Pakistan got the bomb, then sold it to the highest bidders  <P>

1965 </B>Zulfikar Ali Bhutto, Pakistan's foreign minister, says: <I>"If India builds the bomb we will eat grass . . . but we will get one of our own." </I> <B> <P>

1974 </B>Nuclear programme becomes increased priority as India tests a nuclear device. <B> <P>

1976</B> Abdul Qadeer Khan, a scientist, steals secrets from Dutch uranium plant. Made head of his nation's nuclear programme by Bhutto, now prime minister. <B> <P>

1976 onwards</B> Clandestine network established to obtain materials and technology for uranium enrichment from the West.<B> <P>

1985</B> Pakistan produces weapons-grade uranium for the first time. <B> <P>

1989-91</B> Khan's network sells Iran nuclear weapons information and technology.<B> <P>

1991-97</B> Khan sells weapons technology to North Korea and Libya. <B> <P>

1998</B> India tests nuclear bomb and Pakistan follows with a series of nuclear tests. Khan says: <I>"I never had any doubts I was building a bomb. We had to do it."</I> <B> <P>

2001</B> CIA chief George Tenet gathers officials for crisis summit on the proliferation of nuclear technology from Pakistan to other countries.<B> <P>

2001</B> Weeks before 9/11, Khan's aides meet Osama Bin Laden to discuss an Al-Qaeda nuclear device.<B> <P>

2001</B> After 9/11 proliferation crisis becomes secondary as Pakistan is seen as important ally in war on terror.<B> <P>

2003</B> Libya abandons nuclear weapons programme and admits acquiring components through Pakistani nuclear scientists.<B> <P>

2004</B> Khan placed under house arrest and confesses to supplying Iran, Libya and North Korea with weapons technology. He is pardoned by President Pervez Musharraf.<B> <P>

2006</B> North Korea tests a nuclear bomb.<B> <P>

2007</B> Renewed fears that bomb may fall into hands of Islamic extremists as killing of Benazir Bhutto throws country into turmoil.<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.timesonline.co.uk/"> The Sunday Times </A>
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The Case Of The White Bird <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"><font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

TZIPI LIVNI, as her name indicates, is the white bird of Israeli politics (Tzipi is short for Tzipora, <I>"bird,"</I> and Livni comes from Lavan, <I>"white"</I>). As against the hawk Binyamin Netanyahu, the vulture Ehud Barak and the raven Ehud Olmert, she was seen as the immaculate feathered friend. <P>

In public opinion polls, she has enjoyed a remarkable popularity. She trumps all the other politicians in the governing coalition. While the rating of the two Ehuds - Olmert and Barak - was going down, hers was on the way up. <P>

Why? Perhaps it was a case of the wish being the father of the thought. It is generally accepted that in the present Knesset no coalition could be set up without Kadima. Therefore, if one wants to throw Olmert out while avoiding new elections, Olmert's substitute must also come from Kadima. Livni is the only creditable candidate. <P>

Still there is something odd about Livni's popularity. Up to now, she has not been faced with a serious test. She has never borne any real executive responsibility. She has been only a mediocre Minister of Justice.  <P>

Her public image is indeed impressive. She seems to be honest, a rare attribute for a politician. She looks wise. She looks courageous. <P>

But anyone who studies her record must regretfully come to the opposite conclusion. Tzipi Livni is far from courageous and far from wise. <P>

THAT BECAME CLEAR a year ago, after the Second Lebanon War. <P>

It seemed that public anger over the failed war would topple Olmert. Livni jumped at the opportunity. In a dramatic move she called for the resignation of the Prime Minister and offered herself as his successor. It was leaked that soon after the beginning of the war, she had already called for its termination (which did not prevent her from voting for all of Olmert's moves.)  <P>

A courageous act, even if not very wise. Because very soon it became clear that public anger was subsiding rapidly. The protest movement petered out. Olmert, with the skin of an elephant and the cunning of a fox, just kept his head down and survived. He shook off the interim report of the Commission of Inquiry (the Winograd Report) as a dog sheds water. The day after the attempted putsch, Livni found herself alone in a political vacuum. <P>

What does a courageous politician do in such a situation? Resign, of course. Join the opposition, exhort, admonish, preach at the gate like the prophets of yore. <P>

But Livni did not do any of this. She just muttered some noncommittal words, folded her arms and remained in the cabinet. Like most of our politicians, she paraphrases Descartes: <I>"I am a minister - ergo I exist." </I> <P>

As a minister, she continues to bear <I>"collective responsibility" </I>for all the acts and defaults of a government headed by the very person she herself has described as incompetent.  <P>

So much for courage. As for wisdom: if she was not certain about her ability to unseat Olmert, why did she start this escapade in the first place? And if she was not prepared to resign, why did she play at rebellion? <P>

Olmert could have dismissed her. But he is much too clever. Better to have her in the tent spitting out, than outside spitting in. Since then he has lavished her with praise and paid her compliments at every opportunity. What a successful Foreign Minister! What a wise diplomat! <P>

THE LAST few days showed just how successful a Foreign Minister and how wise a diplomat Tzipi Livni really is.  <P>

It began with her appearance in the Foreign and Security Committee of the Knesset. In the distant past, that was a closed forum. But nowadays it resembles a sieve with very large holes indeed. Every word spoken there is leaked even before the speaker has closed his mouth - mostly by the assistants of the speakers themselves.  <P>

In this forum, Livni said that the Egyptians were cheating on their commitment to stop the smuggling of arms into the Gaza Strip. She demanded they mend their ways and put an end to this traffic. <P>

It was not just a verbal complaint. It had practical implications: in the US Congress, there is an ongoing campaign to punish Egypt by cutting the huge package of financial aid it gets from the US. True, the Israeli Foreign Office does not associate itself openly with this demand, but everybody in Washington knows that in matters like this, the US Congress is not much more than an instrument of Israeli policy. Members of the Knesset roam the corridors of the Capitol and lobby for the cut. They may belong to the right-wing opposition, but they are clearly acting as emissaries of the Foreign Office.  <P>

To reinforce this effort, the Israeli government has distributed a video cassette around Washington showing Egyptian policemen standing passively by while the smuggling goes on under their very noses. <P>

No wonder that Cairo considered Livni's remarks as another exercise of blackmail against Egypt: if you don't comply with our demands, we shall hit you in your most sensitive spot - the pocket. <P>

IT IS HARD to imagine a more foolish policy. Anyone who knows anything about Egypt - and there are such people even in the Foreign Office - would be aware that this is not just about hitting the pocket, but also the heart. Not just a matter of money, but also of pride. <P>

Every year Egypt gets more American money than any other country on earth - except Israel, of course. And not for nothing: it started when Egypt signed the peace agreement with Israel. The enemies of the Egyptian regime call it a bribe for serving Israeli interests. <P>

No country is more sensitive about its honor than Egypt. Its leaders regularly remind everybody - and, indeed, its foreign minister reminded Tzipi Livni this week - that the Egyptian state has existed for 7000 years, and is not prepared to be lectured by Israel (which was not even there 60 years ago.) <P>

Egypt lives in a painful contradiction: it sees itself as the cradle of human civilization and the center of the Arab world, but it is a very poor country and needs every dollar it can get. Hosni Mubarak's regime is totally dependent on the United States, but desperately craves the respect of 70 million Egyptians and hundreds of millions of other Arabs. <P>

That demands subtlety, even finesse. The accumulated experience of thousands of years has prepared the Egyptian diplomats for such a task. They never say<I> "no,"</I> but <I>"Yes, quite, but the moment is not appropriate"</I> or<I> "good idea, we shall consider it with utmost seriousness."</I> Those who understand, understand. No wonder that Egyptian diplomats look upon their unsophisticated Israeli counterparts with thinly veiled contempt. <P>

Tzipi Livni entered this porcelain shop like an elephant. <P>

WHY DID she do it? The political correspondents, most of whom are merely reporters of political gossip, assume that the motive was personal: she spoke on the eve of Ehud Barak's meeting with Mubarak. Her real aim was to spoil it for Barak. <P>

Perhaps she saw it as an opportunity to polish her image. For weeks now, the security establishment has been running a public relations campaign concerning the arms in the Gaza Strip. Its agents in the media tell us every day about the quantities of arms and explosives that are flowing into the Strip from Egypt through the tunnels under the border. The Egyptians are accused of closing their eyes. Livni wanted to ride this crest. <P>

Livni's problem is common to all of Israel: the inability and unwillingness to see the point of view of the other side, especially if the other side is Arab. (The other side has, of course, a similar problem.) <P>

The Egyptians consider themselves the natural leaders of the Arab world. President Mubarak and his followers are very sensitive to the accusations of their enemies - especially the Muslim Brotherhood - that they are serving the Israeli occupation at a time when Israel is starving the Gaza population and killing their leaders. Mubarak has no wish to do anything against Hamas that would seem to confirm these charges. <P>

It is quite possible that the Egyptian authorities would be unable to prevent the traffic even if they wanted to. Most of the smuggled items are unobtainable in the besieged Gaza Strip, from milk powder to cigarettes. The smugglers can do business with the Sinai Bedouins or bribe the Egyptian policemen - who most certainly do not cherish the idea of stabbing their Arab brothers in the back while they are fighting against the Israeli occupation. <P>

The Israeli public lives in a bubble. They cannot imagine that the same people who they know as "terrorists" are the heroes of the Arab world, that the detested<I> "murderers" </I>are the holy martyrs of the Arabs, that the <I>"terrorism"</I> is seen by the Arabs (and not only by them) as a heroic resistance to a monstrous occupation, that the <I>"smugglers" </I>are seen by the Arabs the same way as we saw <I>"our fine boys"</I> of the Palmach who smuggled arms under the noses of the British and risked their lives in order to break the blockade. <P>

In the eyes of the Egyptians - and, indeed, of all Arabs - the Palestinian people are defending themselves against a brutal oppressor. The Palestinian martyrs restore the honor of the entire Arab nation. Even the Egyptians who support Mubarak and believe that there is no choice but to cooperate with the Americans and to keep the peace with Israel are torn between conflicting emotions. <P>

If one does not understand the psychological and political dilemma of the Egyptian people, one is liable to do foolish things. And nothing could be more foolish than the Israeli action against those returning from the Hajj last week. <P>

THE PILGRIMAGE to Mecca is, as everybody knows, one of the five pillars of Islam. A person starting on this voyage, with all its hardships, is much respected by all Muslims. <P>

The million and a half inhabitants of the Gaza strip are prevented from fulfilling this duty, unless they undergo a <I>"security check"</I> by the Israeli army, often accompanied by harassment and humiliation. On Israel's demand, the Egyptians have closed the only border station that connects the Gaza Strip with the outside world: the Rafah crossing. <P>

Two thousand pilgrims from Gaza have broken this blockade and crossed the Rafah border. It seems that the Egyptians cooperated, either openly or by closing their eyes. Indeed, how can an Egyptian leader block the path of devout Muslims on their way to fulfill one of the holiest duties? But the chiefs of the Israeli security establishment were furious. <P>

The problem became worse when the pilgrims were on their way back from Mecca. When their ferry reached the Sinai shore, Israel demanded that the Egyptians block the Rafah crossing and compel the pilgrims to return through Israeli territory. This would have delivered Hamas members and other <I>"wanted"</I> people into the hands of the Israeli Security Service. <P>

For the Egyptians, that was an altogether intolerable demand. If they had acceded to it, they would have looked to the whole Muslim world like collaborators who had turned over to the Jews pious Muslims returning from the holy Hajj. <P>

The end was foreseeable: the Egyptians allowed all the pilgrims to return through Rafah. The Israeli government had scored an own goal. <P>

All this would not have happened if the Foreign Minister had persuaded her colleagues to close their eyes and shut up. She didn't. They would not have listened to her anyhow. <P>

Something tells me that this white bird will not be flying very far.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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The Change Is Going To Do You Good <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1">  <P> <I> <center>

"If a man is offered a fact which goes against his instincts, he will scrutinize it closely, and unless the evidence is overwhelming, he will refuse to believe it. If, on the other hand, he is offered something which affords a reason for acting in accordance to his instincts, he will accept it even on the slightest evidence." <br>Roads to Freedom ~~~ Bertrand Russell <P>

"When I give food to the poor, they call me a saint. When I ask why the poor have no food, they call me a communist." <br>

Camara ~~~ Dom Helder <P>

"True compassion is more than flinging a coin at a beggar; it comes to see that an edifice which produces beggars needs restructuring." <br>~~~ Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. ~~~ <P> </center> </I> </center </font> <font size="+2">

Just as the men who send us to war know they won't actually fight those wars, the men who control our economy know they won't suffer deprivation.  The panel of economists who will soon decide whether the US is in a recession aren't worried about keeping their phone and electricity on.  The <I>"experts"</I> who tell us what is happening, and to a great extent what we should believe to be real, live in a world of privilege that is inaccessible to all but the smallest minority and their one directive is to protect themselves.  Any help given to the masses-that would be you and me-is designed to ultimately serve the wellbeing of the elite.  You aren't a cog in the wheel.  You are dirt on a road they don't plan to travel again. <P>

This is an almost impossible reality for many Americans to accept, especially middle class Americans but it is no surprise to most of the <A HREF="http:// www.globalissues.org">rest of the world.</A> And it is not news to Americans who live in poverty.  Poor people know the rich do not care about them.  Almost 37 million Americans now live below the poverty level, currently $19,971.00 for a family of four. One in three Americans are now classified as low income.  The US is ranked 24th out of 25 developed nations when measuring the number of people living below 50% of the median income  ($48, 201.00 in 2006) and is ranked 25th out of the 25 rich nations on child wellbeing by UNICEF.  <P>

The numbers of poor and low income citizens have grown during the Bush Regime but poverty in America is not the <A HREF="http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/poverty/histpov/hstpov2.html">province of any particular administration or political party.</A> Somehow, awareness of the issue of poverty in the US got lost in the last couple of decades. Being poor has been an unforgivable transgression, a failure of character and will. Being poor has been the fault of the poor and even, somehow deserved. Homelessness, hunger, underemployment, lack of health care and the destruction of the lives of millions of children have not been newsworthy or deserving of political attention. But the woes of the middle class?  That's an economic war. <P>

It is, in fact, an economic rebalancing. The greed and consumption that have driven our economy have come to an end. Sure, the wealthiest will stay wealthy without dramatic intervention but for the middle class, which thought it was part of the power structure, lean times lie ahead. <P>

As the middle class loses the security it has not only taken for granted but assumed was part of an entitlement the opportunity exists for genuine social change. If the middle class will renounce its allegiance to the corporate elite, if the middle class can understand that everyone deserves decent housing, health care, education and pay, if the middle class can begin to align itself with the underpaid and underprivileged and understand that our futures are linked, if the middle class can accept that they can have a little less so that others can have more, then it might be possible to create a better world.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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Paying The Price For NAFTA <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

New Year's Day is normally considered a harbringer of hope, but this New Year dawned as a day of dread for hundreds of thousands of small farmers just to the south of our border with Mexico. <P>

Their unease is the product of their real-life experience with NAFTA - the corporate-generated trade scam that Mexico's ruling elite had promised would be a boon for that country's rural people. The promised boon was a bust. Fifteen years after NAFTA was approved, some 3 million Mexicans have lost their farms or their farm jobs, 19 million more Mexicans have been added to the country's poverty rolls, and millions have had to leave their homeland and cross into the U.S. to try to lift their families from abject poverty. Of the 400,000 Mexican people who migrate to our country each year, 80 percent are from rural areas. <P>

However, NAFTA did have one safety valve in it. Corn and beans - which are economically and culturally the two most important Mexican crops - were protected for 15 years from a deluge of exports that would otherwise have come from subsidized corporate farms in the U.S. On January 1st, that protection expired, and the full corporate arrogance of NAFTA is about to come down on the remaining small farmers of Mexico. <P>

Corn and beans have been both a staple dish and an essential part of Mexico's identity since the Aztecs. Now, Mexicans will be made dependent on Cargill, ConAgra, and other U.S. exporters for these basics. Many more Mexican farms and farm jobs will be lost - and additional hundreds of thousands of Mexican people will have no choice but to head north. <P>

If we are to ever deal with the waves of illegal Mexican immigrants in our country, we must stop looking down at the hordes of desperate people crossing over - and instead start looking look up at the corporate elites in both countries. It's their insider, self-serving deals like NAFTA that are causing this mass displacement.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Why I Believe Bush Must Go <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Nixon Was Bad. These Guys Are Worse. </font> <br>

By George McGovern <P>

As we enter the eighth year of the Bush-Cheney administration, I have belatedly and painfully concluded that the only honorable course for me is to urge the impeachment of the president and the vice president. <P>

After the 1972 presidential election, I stood clear of calls to impeach President Richard M. Nixon for his misconduct during the campaign. I thought that my joining the impeachment effort would be seen as an expression of personal vengeance toward the president who had defeated me. <P>

Today I have made a different choice. <P>

Of course, there seems to be little bipartisan support for impeachment. The political scene is marked by narrow and sometimes superficial partisanship, especially among Republicans, and a lack of courage and statesmanship on the part of too many Democratic politicians. So the chances of a bipartisan impeachment and conviction are not promising. <P>

But what are the facts? <P>

Bush and Cheney are clearly guilty of numerous impeachable offenses. They have repeatedly violated the Constitution. They have transgressed national and international law. They have lied to the American people time after time. Their conduct and their barbaric policies have reduced our beloved country to a historic low in the eyes of people around the world. These are truly "high crimes and misdemeanors," to use the constitutional standard. <P>

From the beginning, the Bush-Cheney team's assumption of power was the product of questionable elections that probably should have been officially challenged -- perhaps even by a congressional investigation. <P>

In a more fundamental sense, American democracy has been derailed throughout the Bush-Cheney regime. The dominant commitment of the administration has been a murderous, illegal, nonsensical war against Iraq. That irresponsible venture has killed almost 4,000 Americans, left many times that number mentally or physically crippled, claimed the lives of an estimated 600,000 Iraqis (according to a careful October 2006 study from the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health) and laid waste their country. The financial cost to the United States is now $250 million a day and is expected to exceed a total of $1 trillion, most of which we have borrowed from the Chinese and others as our national debt has now climbed above $9 trillion -- by far the highest in our national history. <P>

All of this has been done without the declaration of war from Congress that the Constitution clearly requires, in defiance of the U.N. Charter and in violation of international law. This reckless disregard for life and property, as well as constitutional law, has been accompanied by the abuse of prisoners, including systematic torture, in direct violation of the Geneva Conventions of 1949. <P>

I have not been heavily involved in singing the praises of the Nixon administration. But the case for impeaching Bush and Cheney is far stronger than was the case against Nixon and Vice President Spiro T. Agnew after the 1972 election. The nation would be much more secure and productive under a Nixon presidency than with Bush. Indeed, has any administration in our national history been so damaging as the Bush-Cheney era? <P>

How could a once-admired, great nation fall into such a quagmire of killing, immorality and lawlessness? <P>

It happened in part because the Bush-Cheney team repeatedly deceived Congress, the press and the public into believing that Saddam Hussein had nuclear arms and other horrifying banned weapons that were an "imminent threat" to the United States. The administration also led the public to believe that Iraq was involved in the 9/11 attacks -- another blatant falsehood. Many times in recent years, I have recalled Jefferson's observation: <I>"Indeed I tremble for my country when I reflect that God is just."</I> <P>

The basic strategy of the administration has been to encourage a climate of fear, letting it exploit the 2001 al-Qaeda attacks not only to justify the invasion of Iraq but also to excuse such dangerous misbehavior as the illegal tapping of our telephones by government agents. The same fear-mongering has led government spokesmen and cooperative members of the press to imply that we are at war with the entire Arab and Muslim world -- more than a billion people. <P>

Another shocking perversion has been the shipping of prisoners scooped off the streets of Afghanistan to Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, and other countries without benefit of our time-tested laws of habeas corpus. <P>

Although the president was advised by the intelligence agencies last August that Iran had no program to develop nuclear weapons, he continued to lie to the country and the world. This is the same strategy of deception that brought us into war in the Arabian Desert and could lead us into an unjustified invasion of Iran. I can say with some professional knowledge and experience that if Bush invades yet another Muslim oil state, it would mark the end of U.S. influence in the crucial Middle East for decades. <P>

Ironically, while Bush and Cheney made counterterrorism the battle cry of their administration, their policies -- especially the war in Iraq -- have increased the terrorist threat and reduced the security of the United States. Consider the difference between the policies of the first President Bush and those of his son. When the Iraqi army marched into Kuwait in August 1990, President George H.W. Bush gathered the support of the entire world, including the United Nations, the European Union and most of the Arab League, to quickly expel Iraqi forces from Kuwait. The Saudis and Japanese paid most of the cost. Instead of getting bogged down in a costly occupation, the administration established a policy of containing the Baathist regime with international arms inspectors, no-fly zones and economic sanctions. Iraq was left as a stable country with little or no capacity to threaten others. <P>

Today, after five years of clumsy, mistaken policies and U.S. military occupation, Iraq has become a breeding ground of terrorism and bloody civil strife. It is no secret that former president Bush, his secretary of state, James A. Baker III, and his national security adviser, Gen. Brent Scowcroft, all opposed the 2003 invasion and occupation of Iraq. <P>

In addition to the shocking breakdown of presidential legal and moral responsibility, there is the scandalous neglect and mishandling of the Hurricane Katrina catastrophe. The veteran CNN commentator Jack Cafferty condenses it to a sentence:<I> "I have never ever seen anything as badly bungled and poorly handled as this situation in New Orleans."</I> Any impeachment proceeding must include a careful and critical look at the collapse of presidential leadership in response to perhaps the worst natural disaster in U.S. history. <P>

Impeachment is unlikely, of course. But we must still urge Congress to act. Impeachment, quite simply, is the procedure written into the Constitution to deal with presidents who violate the Constitution and the laws of the land. It is also a way to signal to the American people and the world that some of us feel strongly enough about the present drift of our country to support the impeachment of the false prophets who have led us astray. This, I believe, is the rightful course for an American patriot. <P>

As former representative Elizabeth Holtzman, who played a key role in the Nixon impeachment proceedings, wrote two years ago,<I> "it wasn't until the most recent revelations that President Bush directed the wiretapping of hundreds, possibly thousands, of Americans, in violation of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA) -- and argued that, as Commander in Chief, he had the right in the interests of national security to override our country's laws -- that I felt the same sinking feeling in my stomach as I did during Watergate. . . . A President, any President, who maintains that he is above the law -- and repeatedly violates the law -- thereby commits high crimes and misdemeanors." </I> <P>

I believe we have a chance to heal the wounds the nation has suffered in the opening decade of the 21st century. This recovery may take a generation and will depend on the election of a series of rational presidents and Congresses. At age 85, I won't be around to witness the completion of the difficult rebuilding of our sorely damaged country, but I'd like to hold on long enough to see the healing begin. <P>

There has never been a day in my adult life when I would not have sacrificed that life to save the United States from genuine danger, such as the ones we faced when I served as a bomber pilot in World War II. We must be a great nation because from time to time, we make gigantic blunders, but so far, we have survived and recovered. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 George McGovern </font>
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Change Yes, Ron Paul No <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Joel S. Hirschhorn </font> <P>

Ron Paul's obnoxious supporters like more traditional political activists can spin and delude themselves about election results.  But the Iowa caucus results could not be clearer: The vast national desire for political change is manifesting itself through support for both Democratic and Republican change-candidates.  Despite Paul being flush with money and having a large number of workers in Iowa, he was solidly rejected as the leading change agent. <P>

Even with a huge historic turnout of about 348,000 participants, Paul did not attract significant numbers of independents that could easily participate in the Republican caucuses.  They went to Obama, Edwards and Huckabee. <P>

On the Democratic side, of some 232,000 people that turned out for the caucuses, nearly doubling what it was four years ago, about 70 percent wanted change and went for Obama and Edwards, roughly 150,000 participants. <P>

On the Republican side, of the 116,000 participants, about 40,000 change-voters went for Huckabee, compared to 11,600 that chose Paul, giving him fifth place.  That 10 percent for Paul was very close to the 9 percent found in a Des Moines Register poll of likely caucus voters (margin of error 3.5 points).  Interestingly, like Paul, Huckabee also wants to eliminate the federal income tax. <P>

In both parties, change-voters totaled about 200,000.  So Paul received just 6 percent of that large fraction, and just 3 percent of the total of all caucus participants in Iowa.  Paul was first in only one county, Jefferson, with 36 percent.

Edwards was absolutely correct when he summed things up this way: <I>"The one thing that is clear from the results in Iowa tonight is the status quo lost and change won." </I>

With all the hoopla from Paul supporters about younger people being for Paul, that's not what the Iowa results showed.  Younger people seeking change and inspiration flocked to Obama, in particular.  There was no demographic in Iowa that overwhelmingly went for Paul.  Sure, Paul beat Giuliani, but Paul's effort in Iowa was much bigger than Giuliani's. <P>

None of these results will impact Paul's supporters nationwide.  Earl Ofari Hutchinson wrote a great article on Alternet.org:<I> "Ron Paul is Scary, But Those Who Cheer Him Are Even Scarier." </I> He was right when he said:<I> "The scariest thing about GOP presidential contender Ron Paul is not his fringe, odd-ball racial views. It is that people take him seriously." </I> But now Iowa has thankfully shown that the vast majority of Americans, especially those seeking political change, reject Paul. <P>

After losing badly in Iowa Paul said: <I>"The other candidates talk about tinkering with the status quo.  We don't want to tinker; we want to change the status quo."</I>  He said that his campaign is on the upswing and gaining support among independents, frustrated Republicans and unhappy Democrats.  Just one very big problem: The Iowa results show that all these people are much more likely to vote for other Democratic and Republican change-candidates. <P>

Paul's supporters claim that he will do much better in New Hampshire where Libertarian Party members hold a number of offices.  I don't think so.  Several polls taken before the Iowa results found Paul at just 5 to 9 percent.  Will Paul get a big boost from Iowa?  I don't think so.  Paul had predicted he could finish in third place in Iowa, and many of his supporters think he will do that in New Hampshire.  I don't think so.  Paul will likely finish fifth in New Hampshire, in large part because more independents will go to Obama and McCain. <P>

When Paul first ran for president as the Libertarian Party candidate in 1988, he won just 0.54 percent of the vote.  Iowa shows that his second presidential bid will not produce much better results.  Paul is definitely not tapping in a major way into the national populist movement, major desire for political change, anti-status quo sentiment, or even the anti-Iraq war issue.  Clearly, other Democratic and Republican change-candidates are doing much better.  This reality will not affect Paul's passionate, cult-like followers that are solidified like cement in their belief that Paul can and should be our next president, something that Paul himself probably never really believed.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 </font> <A HREF="http:// www.delusionaldemocracy.com">Joel S. Hirschhorn</A> observed our corrupt federal government firsthand as a senior official with the Congressional Office of Technology Assessment and the National Governors Association and is the author of<A HREF="http://www.delusionaldemocracy.com"> Delusional Democracy - Fixing the Republic Without Overthrowing the Government. </A> To discuss issues <A HREF="//http://mailto:articlev@gmail.com">write the author. </A>
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Ron Paul's 9/11 Truth And Glenn Beck's 7/27 Treason <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P> 

Military Correspondent <P> <B>

Writer's Note:</B> All quotes below are from Glenn Beck's CNN interview of Ron Paul on Dec. 18, 2007.  I strongly recommend that anyone who takes an interest in Paul <A HREF="http://dandelionsalad.wordpress.com/2007/12/18/ron-paul-on-glenn-beck-videos/">view it. </A> <P> <B>

Ron Paul and 9/11 </B> <I> <P>

"When you have rabid supporters, some of them believe they can speak to their own agendas using the candidate's name."  </I>-- Glenn Beck to Ron Paul <P>

Congressman Ron Paul, a Republican libertarian and presidential candidate, faces a classic leader's dilemma.  In front of him are his enemies -- championed by the mainstream media -- who want to lure him into rash statements.  They believe that if they can do this they can label him an extremist and destroy his aspirations. <P>

His 911 Truth friends, on the other hand, are pushing him from behind.  They want him to state outright that 9/11 was either committed, permitted or covered up by the Bush administration in order to start a Global War in the Middle East and a dictatorial Homeland in the United States.  Their strategy would place Paul exactly where his enemies want him. <P> <B>

Paulestinian Liberation Organization </B>  <P> <I>

"Some of these people speak in your name, and they actually say that you will be on this program tonight and you will answer the way you were answering now because you can't let on.  They believe that you are part of another kind of conspiracy to expose the conspiracy of 9/11 and the World Trade Center." </I> -- Glenn Beck to Ron Paul <P>

Hostile wags belittle Paul's supporters as <I>"Paulestinians"</I> whose Internet radicalism makes them homegrown terrorists and hatemongers.  For their own part, Paul's supporters regard the Internet as the printing press of the second American Revolution, and they consider themselves a patriotic parallel to the upstarts who toppled King George in the first American Revolution.  Their enthusiasm and efforts have swelled Paul's ranks and filled his coffers. <P>

In the event that the official 9/11 theory of 19 very lucky Arab hijackers is true, the Paulestinians will pass into oblivion along with pet rocks and mood rings.  In the event, though, that the Internet 9/11 theory of an inside government operation is correct, there will be hell to pay if an honest government comes to power to investigate, prosecute and punish those who have perpetrated the 9/11 treason or protected the 9/11 traitors. <P> <B>

Glenn Beck and the Great Betrayal </B>  <P> <I>

"My life has been threatened.  I've had to wear a vest and have security.  I've had a SWAT team watch my family because of people who say that they support you. </I>-- Glenn Beck to Ron Paul <P>

In November, CNN's Glenn Beck accused Paul supporters of being terrorists.  After that ill-advised remark, though, he found that the finger of accusation points both ways.  Outraged Paulestinians accused him of being a traitor.  On December 18 he tried to smooth things over by interviewing Paul, giving him a chance to put forth his positions on many key topics.  Beck showed himself inimical only to those who allege that 9/11 was treason. <P>

All in all, I thought Beck was doing a good job of making himself seem like an innocent and innocuous media mainstreamer, and making Paulestinians seem like irascible and irrational blogger bullies.  Too bad for him that he didn't shut his mouth about how Paul's supporters were unjustly accusing him of being a traitor before proving that they were right. <P> <B>

Glenn Beck and 7/27 </B> <P> <I>

"If we don't find our way back to the Constitution soon we are in real real trouble.  With that being said, we are facing things our founding fathers could have never ever imagined.  Even 7/27 I don't think they could have imagined at the time." </I> -- Glenn Beck to Ron Paul <P>

Note in the paragraph above that Beck used the date<I> "7/27"</I> in a place where he probably meant to say <I>"9/11." </I> At the time he was turning the interview to the topic of Paul's non-interventionist foreign policy and trying to rationalize post-9/11 US interventionism. So what on earth is the significance of 7/27, and what did it have to do with 9/11?  I invite the objective reader to think long and hard about that question -- then to admit that no good answer comes to mind. <P>

My regular readers are by now familiar with my command of the Internet's Ghost Troop, a cyber intelligence unit comprised of current and former service members and activist civilian researchers.  A week before the 7/7/05 London bombings, Ghost Troop and its many Internet associates issued a warning that we expected the <I>"Next 9/11"</I> -- which we identify by the operational code 911-2B -- to occur in the Houston area on 7/27/05.  The next day, on 7/28/05, there was a major explosion at the British Petroleum refinery in the Houston-area petroleum town Texas City.  A couple of hours later, just after dark, there was an immense energy eruption in the skies above Texas City that lasted an hour, and was visible for 100 miles in every direction.  The spectacle left me and my intelligence contacts, both in the Houston Police Department and at British Petroleum, convinced that it was meant to simulate a nuclear explosion, one that would have occurred with a real nuclear weapon without our intervention.  We have always maintained that nuclear terror was scheduled for 7/27, and that it was delayed for a day before being aborted due to our efforts.  This explains the significance behind the <I>"7/27"</I> that Beck mistakenly mentioned.  The Ron Paul interview must have crossed Beck's wires, since Paul's 14th Texas Congressional District includes Texas City.  Glenn Beck, who knows about the 7/27 treason, committed a Freudian slip in the presence of the congressman whose district was the target of the 7/27 treason. <P> <B>

Postscript and Prologue </B> <P> <I>

"I am named a traitor, and traitors should be executed... They're calling for my death... They say that I'm part of a 9/11 conspiracy." </I>-- Glenn Beck to Ron Paul <P>

I do not make the accusation of treason lightly, nor do I now make it for the first time.  There is proof of the 911-2B attack against British Petroleum in Texas City, which I followed and observed from my home in Houston.  My report as a trained military officer was captured in a live international broadcast with <A HREF="http://www.cloakanddagger.de/media/Captain%20May/capt1.htm">Canadian radio. </A> There are two 15-minute segments of the interview: the first was in the late afternoon after the refinery explosion, and the second was after dark during the nuclear simulation.  For a more general overview of the repeated efforts by the Bush administration to stage terror in the Houston area, interested readers can refer to my October article, <A HREF="http://archivesthree.150m.com/page346.html">The Texas Triangle: Terror and Treason.</A> <P>

To those who have not been involved so closely with the Internet efforts to expose and thereby thwart repeated 911-2B attempts, the interview and article above may not be thoroughly convincing.  I believe that they are enough, though, to convince the open-minded reader that my claim of a 911-2B attempt against Texas City is worth further investigation.  Accordingly, my next column will further explore and explain the 7/27 treason.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is he the military correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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There Will Be Blood...But No Justice for Iraq Atrocity <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Floyd  </font> <P>

The headline in Friday's Washington Post says it all: "<A HREF=" http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/01/03/AR2008010303546_pf.html">No Murder Charges Filed in Haditha Case</A>." <P>

Two years ago, a group of Marines killed 24 Iraqi civilians -- including women and children cowering in their own homes -- in a revenge rampage in Haditha. Once the story emerged from the usual layers of lies and cover-up, the atrocity flared briefly on the public stage and eight of the Marines and their officers were charged <I>"with murder or failing to investigate an apparent war crime,"</I> as the Post reports. But public attention moved swiftly on, and over the past few months, the Pentagon's "military justice" system has quietly reduced or dropped charges against most of the men. Yesterday's announcement signaled the final climb-down in the case, leaving only a single Marine, Staff Sgt. Frank Wuterich, facing a charge of voluntary manslaughter, and lesser charges against one other enlisted man and two officers. <P>

Two dozen civilians slaughtered, as confirmed by the Pentagon itself -- and yet there was no murder. Indeed, Brian Rooney, the lawyer for one of the officer charged with failing to investigate the killings, now says "it's clear now that no massacre occurred, yet this legal fiction is moving forward." Twenty-four actual, physical dead bodies in the ground -- yet the incident was a <I>"legal fiction" -- "no massacre occurred."</I> <P>

The Pentagon has decided that the beserkers who killed two dozen innocent civilians were essentially following the accepted rules of engagement for U.S. forces in Iraq -- a revealing fact in itself. As the Post notes: <P <I>

Investigating officers in the cases have recommended lesser charges because they have found that the Marines determined the houses were hostile and believed they could kill everyone inside, more likely a case of recklessness than intent to commit a crime. </I> <P>

Even the indictment of Wuterich contains mitigating circumstances in the charge itself, which, the Post notes, alleges <I>"that he had an intent to kill and that his actions inside a residential home and on a residential street in November 2005 amounted to unlawful killing 'in the heat of sudden passion caused by adequate provocation.'" </I> <P>

<I>"Adequate provocation"</I> to kill twenty-four unarmed civilians in cold blood -- or rather, as the indictment terms it, in hot blood, <I>"the heat of sudden passion." </I>

There is little I can say about this case beyond what I first wrote about it in 2006 in this post: <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=676&Itemid=1">The Line of Atrocity: From the White House to Haditha</A> (see the original for links): <P> <B>

Many observers have compared the methodical murder of 24 innocent civilians by U.S. Marines in the Iraqi town of Haditha - now confirmed by Pentagon and Congressional sources - to the infamous My Lai massacre in Vietnam, when American troops slaughtered hundreds of civilians in a bloody rampage. But this is a false equation, one that gravely distorts the overall reality of the Coalition effort in Iraq. <P>

For it is not the small-scale Haditha atrocity that should be compared to My Lai: it is the entire Iraq War itself. The whole operation - from its inception in high-level mendacity to its execution in blood-soaked arrogance, folly, greed and incompetence - is a war crime of almost unfathomable proportions: a My Lai writ large, a My Lai every single day, year after year after year. <P>

....Photos taken afterwards by U.S. military intelligence document the carnage [at Haditha].<I> "One portrays an Iraqi mother and young child, kneeling on the floor, as if in prayer,"</I> the Sunday Times reports. <I>"They have been shot dead at close range. The pictures show other victims, shot execution-style in the head and chest in their homes." </I>The victims<I> "included a 76-year-old amputee and a four-year-old boy,"</I> the Observer reports.<I> "In one house an entire family, including seven children, were attacked with guns and grenades. Only a 13-year-old girl survived."</I> A U.S. government official told the Sunday Times that the attackers had<I> "suffered a total breakdown in morality and leadership."</I> <P>

Take special note of that last statement: it may be the first time that a Bush Administration spokesman has ever told the truth about the war. There has indeed been a "total breakdown in morality and leadership" in Iraq; but it's not confined to the Haditha killers. They are just the inevitable end product of the culture of lawlessness, brutality, and aggression deliberately manufactured by the White House to serve its predatory geopolitical ambitions and its dirty war-profiteering schemes. <P>

This fish has rotted from the head, and the corruption has eaten through the entire body politic. It was bound to find its most extreme manifestations in those whom Bush has armed with lies - a majority of U.S. soldiers believe that Iraq was involved in 9/11, polls show - and sent off to kill and be killed in an illegal war of aggression based on knowingly false and tricked-up evidence. If atrocity is the foundation of your enterprise, if atrocity is the atmosphere you breathe, why then, you are bound to produce atrocities, over and over, despite the many individual soldiers and honorable officers who struggle against the infected tide. <P>

These massacres aren't just momentary outbursts of revenging anger; they're learned behavior. The Marines who killed at Haditha were veterans of the much larger atrocity at Fallujah the year before. There they took part in one of the most savage demolitions of a city since World War II. Eight weeks of relentless bombing was followed by a cut-off of the city's water, electricity and food supplies. a clear war crime under the Geneva Conventions. More than two-thirds of the city's residents, some 200,000 people, fled the coming inferno, refugees in their own land. Those who remained were considered fair game in the house-by-house ravaging that followed. Among the Americans' first targets were the city's hospitals and clinics, as U.S. officers freely admitted to the New York Times: another blatant war crime. They were destroyed or shut down, with medical staff killed or imprisoned, to prevent bad publicity about civilian casualties from reaching the outside world, the officers said. Later, an investigation by the U.S.-backed Iraqi government found credible evidence of the use of chemical weapons against the city; yet another war crime. Up to 6,000 people were killed in the attack, most of them civilians. <P>

The few hundred Fallujah-based insurgents who had been the ostensible target of the assault had escaped long before the onslaught began. Thus there was no real military purpose to the city's destruction, which had been ordered by the White House; it was instead an act of reprisal, a collective punishment against the Iraqi people as a whole, non-combatants included, for the armed resistance to the Coalition conquest. The Marines of Kilo Company simply took what they were taught by their eminently respectable superiors in Fallujah and applied it in Haditha. <P>

...Like Abu Ghraib, Haditha is not an aberration by a few "bad apples" but the emblem of a wider, systemic crime, the natural fruit of an outlaw regime that has made aggressive war, torture, indefinite detention, "extrajudicial killing," rendition and concentration camps official national policy. This moral rot is Bush's true historical legacy. <P> </B>

It is also the historical legacy of every single public figure and presidential candidate who fails to stand up -- right now, today, and every single day-- and demand that this abomination come to an immediate end, and that its perpetrators face the full measure of justice for what they have done. Who gives a damn about Obama's<A HREF=" http://www.prospect.org/csnc/blogs/ezraklein_archive?month=01&year=2008&base_name=obamas_gift#103509"> "elevating rhetoric"</A> or Hillary's <I>"tough fight-back"</I> in New Hampshire -- or any of the other soul-rotting bullshit of the presidential campaign -- when this innocent blood drenches us all, day after day after day? Moral insanity has gripped this nation -- and we are all of us, every single one, tainted and corrupted by it...and are passing it on to our children.  Who will break this chain of madness? And where will we find mercy for these crimes?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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The Logic Of Obama-mania <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Parry </font> <P> <B>

Sen. Hillary Clinton is telling Democrats that they shouldn't let their hearts run away with their heads by embracing the lightly experienced Sen. Barack Obama for President. She says she is the battle-tested one who can best carry the Democratic banner. </B> <P> <I>

"Some of us are ready and some of us are not," </I>she said in Portsmouth, New Hampshire, on Jan. 7 as tears welled in her eyes. <I>"Some of us know what we will do on day one and some of us haven't thought it through enough." </I> <P>

Yet, despite Sen. Clinton's insistence that she's the responsible choice, there is logic to<I> "Obama-mania." </I>Indeed, he may be the only Democrat in the race who can transcend the expected dirty politics of the Right and achieve a victory that can transform American politics for the better. <P>

While Sen. Clinton says she knows how to combat the right-wing attack machine, the truth is that she and her husband most often ended up on the losing end of those fights._ _Under fire from the Right, they botched the best chance in decades to enact universal health care; they oversaw devastating Democratic congressional defeats starting in 1994; Bill Clinton became the first President since Andrew Johnson to be impeached by the House though he managed to survive after the spectacle of a Senate trial; and their missteps set the stage for the restoration of the Bush Dynasty in 2000. <P>

The Clintons also engineered a generational change in the Democratic Party that ushered out - or marginalized - many of the party's old lions and replaced them with a coterie of careerists and accommodators. <P>

Though the Clintons may have wanted to <I>"do good" </I>for the country, they opted for a strategy of unprincipled compromise and <I>"triangulation,"</I> a concept of endless repositioning that Hillary Clinton championed as First Lady and as a top political adviser to her husband. <P>

In her memoir, Living History, Mrs. Clinton claims credit for bringing Republican pollster Dick Morris back into President Clinton's inner circle in 1994, overriding resistance from others in the White House. <I>"Nobody in the Democratic power structure liked or trusted him,"</I> she acknowledged. <P>

While Morris helped advance Mrs. Clinton's <I>"triangulation"</I> strategies, he ultimately proved his critics right by betraying the Clintons and going on TV to decry Democrats in the most venomous terms, helped by the insider credibility that Hillary Clinton had bestowed on him. <P>

Her alliance of convenience with Morris was typical of the Clinton brand of politics. The Clintons rarely stood up for decent individuals who suffered for doing the right thing in Washington; usually those people got sold out as the Clintons sought out unprincipled characters on the other side who could be put to short-term use. <P> <B>

Real Reasons for Victory </B> <P>

For similar reasons of self-promotion, the Clintons and their top advisers also misrepresented how they prevailed in 1992 against President George H.W. Bush. Their preferred narrative was contained in James Carville's pithy slogan, <I>"It's the economy, stupid!" </I> <P>

But the economy alone would not have sunk President Bush's re-election bid. After his victory in the Persian Gulf War in 1991, Bush enjoyed record-high poll numbers and was widely admired for his foreign-policy acumen. <P>

However, in the months after the U.S.-led victory over Iraqi dictator Saddam Hussein in Kuwait, an investigation led by House Banking Committee Chairman Henry Gonzalez, D-Texas, revealed that the Reagan and Bush administrations had helped and coddled Hussein during and after his eight-year war with Iran in the 1980s. <P>

Investigative journalists, such as Murray Waas at the Los Angeles Times, expanded on Gonzalez's findings. Evidence emerged that Reagan and Bush had sanctioned indirect military aid to Hussein, including precursor chemicals for weapons, and had supplied the dictator with battlefield intelligence. <P>

This<I> "Iraqgate scandal"</I> took the gloss off President Bush's singular foreign-policy achievement. <P>

Meanwhile, the continuing Iran-Contra investigation ate away at Bush's insistence that he was <I>"not in the loop"</I> on the arms-for-hostage dealings with Iran or the illegal assistance to the contra rebels in Nicaragua. <P>

Combined, these allegations and suspicions eroded two of President Bush's greatest political strengths - the impression that he was a master of foreign policy and the belief that he was a reasonably honest politician. <P>

Instead of the great foreign-policy sorcerer, Bush looked increasingly like the sorcerer's apprentice who created the messes that needed cleaning up. <P>

In 1992, though then struggling in the polls, Bush remained an accomplished political infighter, knowing how to play dirty when in <I>"campaign mode." </I> <P>

Bill Clinton and his advisers may have seen themselves as a match for Team Bush, but the reality was that at a key moment in fall 1992, Clinton needed to get bailed out by experienced Democratic operatives on Capitol Hill. <P>

In late September 1992, Bush gave his aides a green light to search through Clinton's passport file looking for some derogatory information that could destroy Clinton, possibly a rumored letter renouncing his citizenship. <P>

Though the purported renunciation letter didn't exist, Bush's operatives cited some staple holes in the corner of Clinton's passport application to fashion a criminal referral that suggested that someone may have removed the letter. <P>

The referral and its nasty insinuation were then leaked to the press, creating a firestorm over whether Clinton was, in effect, a disloyal American. <P>

As Clinton's poll numbers plummeted, congressional investigators dispatched by House Foreign Affairs Committee chief counsel Spencer Oliver examined what had happened with Clinton's passport file. What they discovered was an illegal dirty trick orchestrated by senior Bush administration officials. <P>

So, the Clinton passport gambit blew up in Bush's face, becoming known as <I>"Passportgate."</I> The furor essentially insulated Clinton from other smears that Bush's operatives had planned for the closing days of the campaign. <P>

Then, on the Friday before the election, to Bush's chagrin, the Iran-Contra scandal came back to haunt him. Special prosecutor Lawrence Walsh filed a new indictment against former Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger that included documentation undercutting Bush's longtime <I>"not in the loop"</I> claim. <P>

Bush and his top advisers, including then-White House chief of staff James Baker, blamed this series of calamities -- the botched passport dirty trick, the last-minute Iran-Contra indictment and the corrosive effect of other scandals like Iraqgate -- for their failure to win a second term. <P>

Looking to the Future <P>

After the election, however, Clinton and his inner circle put the spotlight on their own political savvy and Carville's <I>"It's the economy, stupid"</I> slogan. They simultaneously turned their backs on investigators who had stuck their necks out challenging the powerful Bush administration. <P>

The incoming Clinton administration helped sweep the Iraqgate and Iran-Contra investigations under the rug, leaving Rep. Gonzalez and prosecutor Walsh looking like misguided old men. <P>

Spencer Oliver, who had been dealing with Republican dirty tricks since his phone was bugged during the first Watergate break-in in 1972, was offered no prominent job in the new administration. He instead moved to Denmark and became secretary general of the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe's parliamentary assembly. <P>

As Oliver - an early critic of the rising neoconservatives - was leaving the United States, Clinton was rewarding Democratic neocons who had supported him. Clinton gave the job of CIA director to James Woolsey, a neoconservative Democrat who had worked closely with the Reagan-Bush administrations. <P>

Journalists who had pursued stories of Republican wrongdoing also were left in the lurch. As the new Clinton administration <I>"looked to the future," </I>the dirty history of the Reagan-Bush years was <I>"left for the historians."</I> At times, the Democrats even joined in trashing evidence of Republican wrongdoing. <P>

Mocked as<I> "conspiracy theorists,"</I> some journalists and government investigators who had exposed Reagan-Bush abuses saw their careers badly damaged, while others who had played ball with the Reagan-Bush regimes gained stature. [For details, see Robert Parry's <A HREF=" https://salsa.democracyinaction.org/dia/organizations/consortiumnews/shop/shop.jsp?storefront_KEY=261&t=SecrecyandPrivilege.dwt">Secrecy & Privilege</A>.] <P>

The Clintons had set the stage for a new breed of Democrat, always willing to sacrifice a principle, always ready to strike a deal with the Republicans, never too committed to the truth. Meanwhile, the Republicans - freed from the need to defend the Reagan-Bush years - went on the offensive. <P>

So, when Hillary Clinton harkens back to the 1990s as some golden age when she learned how to handle nasty Republicans, there is a measure of fantasy to the recollection. Despite some real achievements of the Clinton administration, such as balancing the federal budget, the decade was essentially a period of Democratic decline and defeat. <P>

It was a precursor to the Democratic pattern of submission before President George W. Bush in this decade. <P>

Having lost the skills of political warfare - indeed having sidelined many of their best political warriors - the Democrats were left with little choice but to "triangulate" their response to Bush's expansion of presidential powers. They endorsed the Iraq War; they shied away from battles over Bush's right-wing Supreme Court nominees; they accepted draconian laws like the Military Commissions Act; they didn't dare talk about impeachment or seriously challenge Bush's blank checks for open-ended war. <P>

Now, Hillary Clinton's presidential campaign seeks a reaffirmation of those strategies from the 1990s, more maneuvering to the right as a way to buy some protection from the right-wing machine, more acceptance of the Republican frame of debate while counting on poll-tested phrases to finesse GOP attacks, more promises that some nice government programs might somehow transcend the need to stand up for principle. <P> 

By contrast, Obama's appeal for a new paradigm that relies on the enthusiasm of young voters and the patriotism of rank-and-file Americans to leap past the stale politics of the Clinton and Bush years makes some sense. <P>

Given Obama's relatively thin résumé, his candidacy may require a leap of faith. But it is at least a leap toward something new and untested, rather than something old and failed. <P>

If his campaign continues to gain momentum, Obama might be wise, too, to reach back to that earlier generation of Democrats who dared to challenge the deceptions of the Reagan-Bush years. <P>

Rather than dip into the pool of accommodating careerists who now dominate Official Washington, Obama might look for experienced Democratic hands who suffered for their commitment to principle. <P>

Along with bringing in newcomers from around the country, Obama also might consider former officials from the CIA, State Department and other federal agencies who sacrificed their careers rather than play along with policies that were either dishonest or harmful to the nation. <P>

In short, the gamble of "Obama-mania" may be the Democrats' safest bet.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.consortiumnews.com/"> Robert Parry,</A> </font> 

broke many of the Iran-Contra stories in the 1980s for the Associated Press and Newsweek. His new book written with two of his sons, Sam and Nat is <A HREF="https://salsa.democracyinaction.org/dia/organizations/consortiumnews/shop/shop.jsp?storefront_KEY=261&t=SecrecyandPrivilege.dwt"> Neck Deep: The Disastrous Presidency of George W. Bush. </A>

</font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center> 

<p> <br> <br>

<center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/BongingBloomberg.jpg"> 

</center> <br> <p> <center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td> <br> <br> <font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/joeconason2.jpg"> <br>

Bloomberg's Exercise In Vanity <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

As political buzzwords, <I>"bipartisan" </I>and <I>"non-partisan"</I> and <I>"independent" </I>sound elevated and even virtuous, which must be why we so often hear them touted as remedies for our national ills. Every four years the promoters of these miracle cures seek a vessel for their illusions, preferably someone whose fortune is as limitless as his ego. This year's model seems to be Michael Bloomberg, the mayor of New York and billionaire owner of the national business news service. <P>

The immediate charm of a Bloomberg candidacy-or the candidacy of any other such supposed savior-is that it serves as a blank screen suitable for the projection of whatever obsessions, beliefs, projects or personal qualities are desired. <P>

He is not only independent but free-floating, at least in the imaginations of his would-be supporters; he is not only devoid of ideology but practically free of content altogether, like nonpartisanship itself. <P>

Or at least that is how he appears, until he is subjected to closer scrutiny. <P>

For now let's leave aside the most obvious impediments to presidential victory for a short, divorced, secular Jewish New Yorker who lives in unwedded sin with his girlfriend and whose speaking style is most politely described as uninspiring. Let's focus instead on the logic behind his anticipated bid and what Americans will learn about him if he does run. <P>

For most of his life, Mr. Bloomberg was a Democrat, and that is what he remains to this day, despite his repeated re-branding. Voters who expect to discover something new and different in his beliefs will be badly disappointed. On many issues, in fact, he sits on the leftward end of the Democratic spectrum-along with those who share his strong opposition to the death penalty; his eagerness to regulate cigarettes, fatty foods, handguns and cars; his zeal against global warming; and his admirable desire to improve the lives of the poor. He has spoken out against restrictions on immigration and the growing income gap between wealthy Americans like himself and the rest of us. <P>

In short, he shares most of the beliefs and concerns of the Democratic Party. But back in 2001, when he decided to run for mayor, he worried that his fellow Democrats wouldn't nominate him. So he bought the New York City Republican Party, which was on sale for cheap, and became a nominal Republican. <P>

After 9/11, Mr. Bloomberg embraced his new political identity. He welcomed the Bush Republicans to New York City for their convention, arrested and detained peaceful protesters in blatant violation of their civil rights and enthusiastically endorsed the invasion and occupation of Iraq back when that was still a popular position. <P>

By last spring he realized that most Americans regard the war as a mistake at best.<I> "Nobody wants the war in Iraq to continue," </I>he told The New York Sun,<I> "but how are you going to pull out, and what happens next? You've got to be able to say, if pulling out of Iraq causes this, this is what I would do; if staying in Iraq causes that, this is what I would do." </I> <P>

So far, the mayor has yet to form a coherent response to those questions, but he is reportedly taking foreign affairs tutorials with Nancy Soderberg, a former Clinton National Security Council official, and Henry Kissinger, a Manhattan social friend of Mr. Bloomberg who happens to be responsible for several of the worst policy initiatives ever perpetrated by an American president. <P>

While pondering the mysteries of world affairs, he repented his support of President Bush and of the Republican Party, which he has formally abandoned. The G.O.P. label was never much use to him as mayor of New York, a city legislatively dominated by Democrats. Much as he complains about the rise of partisanship, the truth is that his successful administration has enjoyed a high degree of bipartisan cooperation and support. (It's the Republicans who despise him now.) <P>

Presumably Mr. Bloomberg won't run for president unless he believes he has a real chance to win, but that is hard to imagine today, when his national name recognition remains low and his standing in many polls is lower than "undecided."<P>

Even harder to imagine is why he would spend billions to divide liberals and moderates in the general election, risking another four years of failed right-wing government, partisan stasis and national decline. Exactly what is it about him that makes such a risk worth taking?

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>

</font> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center> 

<p> <br> <br> <center> 

<table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<font size="+4"> <font color=#FF0000>

<p> <br> <br>

<a name="TheQuotableQuote..."> The Quotable Quote... </a> <br> </font> </font>

<center> <font size="+2"> 

<font color=#0000FF> <I> <P> <br>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/rule08.gif"> <P> <br> 
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Edwards Reconsidered <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Norman Solomon </font> <P>

There have been good reasons not to support John Edwards for president. For

years, his foreign-policy outlook has been a hodgepodge of insights and

dangerous conventional wisdom; his health-care prescriptions have not taken

the leap to single payer; and all told, from a progressive standpoint, his

positions have been inferior to those of Dennis Kucinich. <P>

But Edwards was the most improved presidential candidate of 2007. He

sharpened his attacks on corporate power and honed his calls for economic

justice. He laid down a clear position against nuclear power. He explicitly

challenged the power of the insurance industry and the pharmaceutical

giants. <P>

And he improved his position on Iraq to the point that, in an interview with

the New York Times at the start of January, he said: <I>"The continued

occupation of Iraq undermines everything America has to do to reestablish

ourselves as a country that should be followed, that should be a leader."</I>

Later in the interview, Edwards added: <I>"I would plan to have all combat

troops out of Iraq at the end of nine to ten months, certainly within the

first year." </I> <P>

Now, apparently, Edwards is one of three people with a chance to become the

Democratic presidential nominee this year. If so, he would be the most

progressive Democrat to top the national ticket in more than half a century. <P>

The main causes of John Edwards' biggest problems with the media

establishment have been tied in with his firm stands for economic justice

instead of corporate power. <P>

Several weeks ago, when the Gannett-chain-owned Des Moines Register opted to

endorse Hillary Clinton this time around, the newspaper's editorial threw

down the corporate gauntlet: "<I>Edwards was our pick for the 2004 nomination.

But this is a different race, with different candidates. We too seldom saw

the positive, optimistic campaign we found appealing in 2004. His harsh

anti-corporate rhetoric would make it difficult to work with the business

community to forge change." </I> <P>

Many in big media have soured on Edwards and his <I>"harsh anti-corporate

rhetoric."</I> As a result, we're now in the midst of a classic conflict between

corporate media sensibilities and grassroots left-leaning populism. <P>

On Jan. 2, Edwards launched a TV ad in New Hampshire with him saying at a

rally: <I>"Corporate greed has infiltrated everything that's happening in this

democracy. It's time for us to say, 'We're not going to let our children's

future be stolen by these people.' I have never taken a dime from a

Washington lobbyist or a special interest PAC and I'm proud of that." </I> <P>

But, when it comes to policy positions, he's still no Dennis Kucinich. And

that's why, as 2007 neared its end, I planned to vote for Kucinich when

punching my primary ballot. <P>

Reasons for a Kucinich vote remain. The caucuses and primaries are a time to

make a clear statement about what we believe in -- and to signal a choice

for the best available candidate. Ironically, history may show that the

person who did the most to undermine such reasoning for a Dennis Kucinich

vote at the start of 2008 was... Dennis Kucinich. <P>

In a written statement released on Jan. 1, he said: <I>"I hope Iowans will

caucus for me as their first choice this Thursday, because of my singular

positions on the war, on health care, and trade. This is an opportunity for

people to stand up for themselves. But in those caucuses locations where my

support doesn't reach the necessary [15 percent] threshold, I strongly

encourage all of my supporters to make Barack Obama their second choice.

Sen. Obama and I have one thing in common: Change." </I> <P>

This statement doesn't seem to respect the intelligence of those of us who

have planned to vote for Dennis Kucinich. <P>

It's hard to think of a single major issue -- including <I>"the war," "health

care"</I> and <I>"trade"</I> -- for which Obama has a more progressive position than

Edwards. But there are many issues, including those three, for which Edwards

has a decidedly more progressive position than Obama. <P>

But the most disturbing part of Dennis' statement was this: <I>"Sen. Obama and

I have one thing in common: Change." </I>This doesn't seem like a reasoned

argument for Obama. It seems like an exercise in smoke-blowing. <P>

I write these words unhappily. I was a strong advocate for Kucinich during

the race for the 2004 Democratic presidential nomination. In late December,

I spoke at an event for his campaign in Northern California. I believe there

is no one in Congress today with a more brilliant analysis of key problems

facing humankind or a more solid progressive political program for how to

overcome them. <P>

As of the first of this year, Dennis has urged Iowa caucusers to do exactly

what he spent the last year telling us not to do -- skip over a candidate

with more progressive politics in order to support a candidate with less

progressive politics. <P>

The best argument for voting for Dennis Kucinich in caucuses and primaries

has been what he aptly describes as his <I>"singular positions on the war, on

health care, and trade."</I> But his support for Obama over Edwards indicates

that he's willing to allow some opaque and illogical priorities to trump

maximizing the momentum of our common progressive agendas. <P>

Presidential candidates have to be considered in the context of the current

historical crossroads. No matter how much we admire or revere an individual,

there's too much at stake to pursue faith-based politics at the expense of

reality-based politics. There's no reason to support Obama over Edwards on

Kucinich's say-so. And now, I can't think of reasons good enough to support

Kucinich rather than Edwards in the weeks ahead.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.normansolomon.com">
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An Iron Fist In A Velvet Glove <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ted Rall </font> <P>

How American Democracy Relies on Fascism <P>

NEW YORK--What would you do if you learned that Bush Administration officials wanted to round up thousands of Americans and throw them into concentration camps?

For all we know, there is no slippery slope. It's entirely possible that extraordinary rendition, eliminating habeas corpus, and the torture camps at Guantánamo and elsewhere are exactly what the government says they are--tools for fighting terrorists, not domestic political opponents. But how likely is it? <P>

History is clear: Over and over again, the U.S. government places fascists in powerful positions. Once in office, they exploit wars and national tragedies to roll back hard-won freedoms. They're Democrats as well as Republicans. <P>

As has happened with increasing frequency in recent years, another blockbuster story revealing the anti-democratic impulse within the top echelon of the U.S. government has appeared and vanished overnight. According to Cold War-era files declassified last week, FBI director J. Edgar Hoover repeatedly advised President Harry Truman to arrest <I>"all individuals potentially dangerous" </I>to national security, jail them in military prisons and try them before kangaroo tribunals that <I<>"will not be bound by the rules of evidence."</I> <P> <I>

"For a long period of time the FBI has been accumulating the names, identities and activities of individuals found to be potentially dangerous to the internal security through investigation,"</I> Hoover wrote in a 1950 memo. <I>"These names have been compiled in an index, which index has been kept up to date." </I> <P>

Capitalizing on anti-communist hysteria at the start of the Korean War, Hoover asked Truman to preemptively detain 12,000 people, 97 percent of them American citizens, in order to <I>"protect the country against treason, espionage and sabotage."</I> <P>

Hoover was a lunatic. Truman ought to have fired him on the spot. Instead, in September 1950 Congress took his advice and passed a law authorizing the detention of<I> "dangerous radicals" </I>if the president declared a national emergency. Truman signed it. In fact, he declared such an emergency three months later. No one knows why, but the president never actually followed through with mass arrests. Hoover's <I>"subversives"</I>--people suspected of left-wing political sympathies--remained free. He was wrong. There were no acts of sabotage. <P>

It wasn't the first time the government went <I>"crazy."</I> <P>

Between 1919 and 1921 the Bureau of Investigation (predecessor of the FBI) carried out the Palmer Raids, named for Alexander Palmer, Woodrow Wilson's attorney general. The BOI rounded up 10,000 lefties, anarchists and foreigners on a list compiled by a young J. Edgar Hoover, then in charge of the Justice Department's General Intelligence Division. Many were tortured. Five hundred fifty were deported. <P>

Palmer's clampdown accomplished nothing. On September 16, 1920, a bomb attributed to anarchists went off on Wall Street, killing 38 people and wounding over 400.

Crazy...like a fox. <P>

During the 1960s and 1970s the CIA--in violation of its charter, which limits the agency to acting overseas--cooperated with local police departments across the country to compile a list of 300,000 Americans and organizations suspected of opposing the Vietnam War. <P>

On April 6, 1984, President Ronald Reagan signed National Security Decision Directive No. 52. Reagan targeted 400,000 people for arrest and confinement at concentration camps in mothballed Army bases. The National Security Council's<I> "secret government within a government,"</I> as Congressional investigators later described it, planned to cancel the 1984 presidential election so Reagan could remain in office indefinitely. <P> <I>

"Lt. Col. Oliver North, for example, helped draw up a controversial plan to suspend the Constitution in the event of a national crisis, such as nuclear war, violent and widespread internal dissent or national opposition to a U.S. military invasion abroad," </I>The Miami Herald reported on July 5, 1987. <P>

People who hate The People never sleep. In 2006 Congress passed the National Defense Authorization Act, which overturns the Posse Comitatus Act of 1878, which prohibited the use of combat troops on the soil of the United States. For the first time in 128 years, the president can declare martial law in case of a hurricane, riot or terrorist attack. In May 2007 Bush attached a National Security Presidential and Homeland Directive to the National Defense Authorization Act. In case of a <I>"national emergency"</I>--the president could declare it without consulting anyone--he could suspend the Constitution and appoint an unelected provisional government under a <I>"national continuity coordinator."</I> <P>

To an optimist, America's brushes with fascism seem like comforting evidence that the system works. Despite it all, even taking into account grotesqueries such as the concentration camps for Japanese-Americans during World War II, the First Amendment remains in force. Few Americans feel threatened by government tyranny. Few worry about getting shot by trigger-happy soldiers or being detained in concentration camps (unless they're flood victims in New Orleans). <P>

So why does a democracy need fascist schemes like Reagan's Rex-84 Alpha Explan (a FEMA plan to put American protesters against a planned war against Nicaragua into camps)? Because American democracy is an iron fist in a velvet glove, a glove that's becoming increasingly transparent. <P>

Threats of repression are rarely carried out. They don't need to be. <P>

If potential opponents are afraid, there's little need for concentration camps. The threat of repression (and actual crackdowns, explained away as exceptional excesses and brushed off with a token apology) creates a chilling effect on people who might pick up a rock instead of a sign. <P>

A dog doesn't have to bite everyone every day to earn a fearsome reputation. Mount cameras all over the place, and you don't need to have anyone actually watching on the other side. <P>

In a country whose legal framework authorizes the government to kidnap, torture and murder them, opponents of U.S. policy must decide whether getting out of line--anything from a letter to the editor to direct action--is worth the risk of getting kidnapped, tortured and murdered.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Indiana Rechtsanwalt General Fisher, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your support to end voting rights for poor, elderly and black Indiana voters which vote mostly Democrat, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with Emerald clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Fuhrer Bunker," </I>formally <I>"The White House," </I>on 03-15-2008. We salute you Herr Fisher, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 
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Voting For A Smile <br> </font> </font><font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

CONCORD, N.H. <P>

The Hillary forces at the Plymouth Church caucus in Des Moines weren't averse to bribes. <P>

They were passing out See's chocolates to Richardson supporters. <P>

And they weren't averse to threats. <I>"My wife told me I'd have to join them or I'd be sleeping on the couch tonight," </I>said Ed Truslow, a compact 68-year-old manufacturing representative. He was still wearing his Chris Dodd sticker when he lumbered over to his wife's side. A Clinton organizer slapped a Hillary sticker over the offending Dodd sticker, and with a frantic cheeriness told him: <P>"Hillary now, right? God bless!" </I> <P>

They weren't averse to bending the rules. When they realized that they might not have enough people to get even one Hillary delegate, they sneaked out of their assigned room to Red-Rover their neighbors over, before they'd been officially counted themselves. <P>

It was understandable that Hillary's "Golden Girls" acolytes would freak out when they saw the throngs of young Obama hopemongers swarming the caucuses. As one Dodd supporter said, looking for her little Dodd corner, <I>"I'm lost in the Obamas." </I> <P>

A caucusgoer drily noted that it did not seem the most propitious harbinger for Hillary that the fateful evening began with a threat to withhold connubial bliss. <P>

But that's the way the tough cookie crumbled Thursday night. The Obama revolution arrived not on little cat feet in the Iowa snow but like a balmy promise, an effortlessly leaping lion hungry for something different, propelled by a visceral desire among Americans to feel American again. <P>

The Bushes always self-consciously and swaggeringly put themselves <I>"on the American side," </I>as Poppy used to say, implying that their rivals were somehow less American. But many Americans can no longer see themselves in the warped values of the Bush White House or the pathetic paralysis of Congress or the disapproving gaze of the world. <P:>

They want a different looking glass. So they rolled the dice and, as The Chicago Tribune's Mike Tackett put it, <I>"voted for a smile." </I> <P>

I interviewed three Republicans in the Obama section of the caucus who were ready for the red state, blue state merger. They said they didn't want Hill and Bill back in the White House, and that John McCain was too much of a yes man for W., who had betrayed Republicans with his handling of the Iraq war and his fiscal irresponsibility. <P>

Hillary's aides were grumbling last week that Obama had no rationale to offer but himself. <P>

Perhaps that was true when he started. People usually run for president because somebody tells them they should and then graft on the reasons afterward. But on Thursday, Obama's vague optimism and smooth-jazz modernity came together in a spectacular fusion with the deep yearning of Democrats who have suffered through heartbreaking losses in the last two elections with uninspiring candidates. <P>

Often unable to surf the electricity he sparked over the last year, Obama has now put on his laurel wreath and dropped his languid pose, tapping directly into what he calls the<I> "fire burning"</I> across the country - the dream of a cool, smart, elegant, reasonable, literary, witty, decent <I>"West Wing" </I>sort of president who won't bankrupt us or endanger us or co-opt our rights or put a black hood on the Constitution. <P> <I>

"I want to go before the world and say, America's back,"</I> he told cheering Democrats in Milford, N.H., adding: <I>"We are one nation. We are one people. And our time for change has come." </I> <P>

Even though Obama was wooing the young demographic so coveted by Hollywood, he took a page from J.F.K. and avoided the casual look last week. There were no jeans or snow boots. Just dark suits, stylish ties and dress shoes. <P>

By the time she got to New Hampshire, Hillary was reduced to urging voters not to buy into<I> "false hopes." </I> <P>

At a hangar in Nashua, with chatty Bill and chatless Chelsea, Hillary tried to purloin more of the Obama message. Besides saying the word "change" as often as possible, she said she was particularly reaching out to young people to help them<I> "reclaim the future." </I>She claimed that she disliked the red state, blue state terminology - <I>"We are one country,"</I> she said, echoing Obama - even as she added that she should be the nominee because she's the best one <I>"to withstand the Republican attack machine." </I> <P>

What she doesn't mention is that she knows how to fight off the Republican attack machine because she and her husband were so adept at revving it up. <P>

Listening to Hillary and Obama evokes the famous scene in the classic<I> "The Night of the Hunter,"</I> when Robert Mitchum, whose fingers are tattooed with <I>"LOVE" </I>on his right hand and <I>"HATE"</I> on his left, has a wrestling match with his hands to see which emotion triumphs. <P>

In the movie, love does, but it's a close call.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF=" http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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One True Voice On The Trail <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Hedges </font> <P>

I am tired of living in a country where 16-year-old girls die because insurance company profits are more important than human life. <P>

I am tired of a government that runs offshore penal colonies where the detained are tortured and denied the basic protections of the Geneva Convention. <P>

I am tired of living in a state that makes war against countries that do not threaten us. <P>

I am tired of watching basic constitutional rights, such as the right to privacy, taken away from citizens. <P>

Most of all, I am tired of being told every four years that I must vote for candidates who do nothing to stop the brutal and callous assault by corporations on the American working class, sending their jobs overseas and stripping workers of benefits and human dignity. <P>

And so-to be sure that this year my vote goes to someone who does more than pay lip service to the moral and physical deterioration of the nation-I will pull the lever for Dennis Kucinich. <P>

I can hear the collective groan. He won't win. He has no real following. It is a wasted vote. <P>

But this is the groan of the comfortable, those who have health insurance and a decent job. This is the groan of those who can send their kids to expensive colleges and probably went to one. The groans of the poor in this country, including the increasingly impoverished working class, are no longer audible to most of us. Their lives have been rendered invisible, of little interest to the advertisers who sell us products on television or take out full-page color ads in the newspapers and glossy magazines. And when the corporations write you off in America, everyone else does, too. <P>

Any vote is wasted that does not address the terrible injustices being done to tens of millions of people who have lost the opportunity to earn a living wage. Any vote is wasted that does not, even if it ends up being a protest vote, attempt to halt our transformation into an oligarchic state where a tiny, privileged elite controls our money and our politics. <P>

The irony and tragedy of the Kucinich candidacy is that, in many ways, he is proclaiming the failure of his own party. Again and again, he says what his party should be, but no longer is. He has championed democratic freedoms and defended the interests of the working class, from which he comes, for decades. He was alone among the major candidates to vote against the Patriot Act, against authorizing the war in Iraq, and he wants to repeal the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and withdraw from the World Trade Organization (WTO). <P>

He has called for the impeachment of the vice president and public financing for elections. If you compare his voting record with that of any of the other major candidates, he is the only one who has steadfastly remained free from corporate control. <P>

I went to see Kucinich in Washington. I asked him during a two-hour <A HREF="http://www.truthdig.com/interview/item/20080106_a_conversation_with_dennis_kucinich/">interview </A>why the Democratic Party has failed so badly. Why did the party, despite the midterm elections, refuse to cut funding for a war that is probably the worst foreign-policy blunder in U.S. history? <P> <I>

"Lack of commitment to democratic principles," </I>he said after a long pause. He then began to list the reasons: <I>"No understanding of the period of history we are in ... unwillingness to assert congressional authority in key areas which makes the people's house paramount to protecting democracy; the institutionalized influence of corporate America through the Democratic Leadership Council." <P>

"Oil runs our politics, corrupt Wall Street interests run our politics, insurance companies run our politics, arms manufacturers run our politics, and the public's interests are being strangled,"</I> he added. <P>

He stands as a maverick within the party, denouncing the series of trade agreements, many put in place by Bill Clinton, which have devastated U.S. workers. <P> <I>

"What I see is that the Democratic Party abandoned working people and paradoxically they are the ones who hoist the flag of workers every two and four years, only to engender excitement and then turn around and abandon the same constituency. This is now on a level of a practiced ritual." </I> <P>

Kucinich advocates a full-employment economy, calling for a new version of the 1930s Works Progress Administration (WPA), which employed millions of Americans. He wants to put people to work to rebuild the country's crumbling infrastructure, from its roads and bridges to its dams, levies, sewer systems, libraries and mass transit. He has introduced, along with Republican Rep. Steven LaTourette of Ohio, a bill, H.R. 3400, that would provide federal funds for this jobs program. He has called for the government to invest in wind and solar technologies to be retrofitted into tens of millions of U.S. homes and businesses. <P>

Kucinich is the only candidate in the race who advocates a single, not-for-profit health-care system for all citizens, in essence a national Medicare. He coauthored H.R. 676, which would provide universal health coverage. This coverage would, he said, not only assure that people will not suffer or die from lack of medical care, but would also stem the epidemic of personal bankruptcies, half of which are attributed to people who cannot pay their medical bills. <P>

He rails against his party's refusal to end the war, blaming the Democrats' decision to continue funding the war on <I>"an implicit understanding of the power of those interests that profit from war and the power of war as an idea." </I> <P>

I asked him if he was ever frustrated, given his lonely status as an outsider. He was excluded from a Dec. 13 Democratic debate in Iowa sponsored by the Des Moines Register. His lack of corporate money has seen his campaign subsist on $2 million while Hillary Rodham Clinton and Barack Obama each raised $100 million in 2007 for their presidential bids. <P> <I>

"What you do in life is you stand up and fight for those things you believe in," </I>he said, <I>"and you do it without question or pause, to take a phrase in one of my favorite songs. I don't have any complaints."</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Chris Hedges, </font> the former Middle East bureau chief for The New York Times, spent seven years in the Middle East. He was part of the paper's team of reporters who won the 2002 Pulitzer Prize for coverage of global terrorism. He is the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=War+Is+a+Force+That+Gives+Us+Meaning&Go.x=12&Go.y=8&Go=Go">War Is a Force That Gives Us Meaning</A>. His latest book is <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=American+Fascists%3A+The+Christian+Right+and+the+War+on+America&Go.x=8&Go.y=13&Go=Go">American Fascists: The Christian Right and the War on America</A>.
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Flags Of Freedom <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Neil Young <P>

Today's the day our younger son <br>

Is going off to war <br>

Fightin' in the age old battle <br>

We've sometimes won before <br>

Flags that line old main street <br>

Are blowin' in the wind <br>

These must be the flags of freedom flyin' <P>

Church bells are ringin' <br>

As the families stand and wave <br>

Some of them are cryin' <br>

But the soldiers look so brave <br>

Lookin' straight ahead <br>

Like they know just where they're goin' <br>

Past the flags of freedom flyin' <P>

Sister has her headphones on <br>

She hears the music blasting <br>

She sees her brother marchin' by <br>

Their bond is everlasting <br>

Listening to Bob Dylan singin' in 1963 <br>

Watching the flags of freedom flyin' <P>

She sees the president speakin' <br>

On a Flat-screen TV <br>

In the window of the old appliance store <br>

She turns to see her brother again <br>

But he's already walkin' past <br>

The flags of freedom flyin' <P>

Have you seen the flags of freedom? <br>

What color are they now? <br>

Do you think that you believe in yours <br>

More than they do theirs somehow? <br>

When you see the flags of freedom flyin' <P>

Today's the day our younger son <br>

Is goin' off to war <br>

Fightin' in the age old battle <br>

We've sometimes won before <br>

Flags that line old main street <br>

Are blowin' in the wind <br>

These must be the flags of freedom flyin' <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2006/2008 Neil Young
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Bush Begins Preparations For Nation's Final Year <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

WASHINGTON-As his last term in office winds to a close, President Bush has directed White House aids and Cabinet staff to begin preparing for 2008, the nation's 232nd and final year in existence. <P> <I>

"My fellow Americans, it has been an honor to be your last president,"</I> said Bush during a televised address Tuesday, assuring citizens he would do everything possible over the next few months to promote a smooth transition into utter oblivion. <I>"I want you all to know that I do not intend to let what precious little time we have left go to waste. That's why I ask all citizens to pull together and follow me, so we can accomplish everything we've ever wanted to before it all crumbles around us in a terrible belch of smoke and ash." </I> <P>

Added Bush, <I>"It's now or never, people. No regrets."</I> <P>

As part of his ambitious 11-and-a-half-month plan, Bush has prioritized winning the War on Terror in order to secure Iraq's stability in a world where the U.S. is nothing more than a fleeting memory. Additionally, he has urged Congress to block upcoming stem-cell legislation <I>"just in case," </I>and has set aside the months of April and May to get in touch with all countries the U.S. has wronged in the past and apologize, and default on America's $9.16 trillion dollar international debt with a wild spending spree, respectively. <P>

A special executive committee has also been formed to draft the country's final words. <P>

In response to critics who claim Bush is a lame duck and plans to pass the responsibility of helplessly watching the collapse of society onto the next president, Bush said he is <I>"still the commander in chief,"</I> and remains dedicated to solidifying America's legacy before the darkness takes hold. <P> <I>

"I am committed to making this the best damn Swan Song the world has ever seen," </I>said Bush, after enclosing a copy of the Constitution and a recipe for corn dogs in an air-tight titanium capsule to be placed just across the Canadian border. <I>"I know this looks like the end-and it is-but I intend to go out with a bang. Now, who's with me?"</I> <P>

The president held a special America Wrap-Up press conference with members of the international press earlier today, where he spoke frankly with reporters and gave out long, heartfelt hugs. Bush also took time from his hectic schedule of staring blankly into the gaping maw of absolute dissolution to reflect on the country's past and look forward to its 281-day future. <P> <I>

"Our great nation will be a shining, then blinking, then slowly fading beacon to the world,"</I> Bush said.<I> "As our time as a sovereign country with borders and currency comes to a close, let us hope we will be remembered for all the great things we accomplished, and not for the 1960s." </I> <P> <I>

"We sure did have some good times, didn't we?"</I> Bush added. <P>

To help the members of Congress pass the time until both houses are a jagged shell of concrete and marble, looted of valuables by roving bands of nomadic warlords to sell for spears and kerosene, Bush submitted to the Senate a short list of what he called<I> "Dream Projects"</I> to be carried out in the tenuous weeks following Dec. 9, 2008. The nation's last acts include approving one final all-encompassing tax break, launching a nationwide skydiving initiative, reducing carbon emissions by 1 percent over the next decade, and writing his memoirs. <P>

Members of the Bush Administration have consulted with top officials from the CIA, the FBI, NASA, the USDA, the Centers for Disease Control, noted scholars on the myth of Narcissus, a Chernobyl survivor, and the International Atomic Energy Agency to determine if the U.S. will indeed have time to carry out its final wishes. Bush, however, has instructed all Americans <I>"not to get [their] hopes up."</I> <P>

The Democrats, who will hold a majority in the House and Senate until the rule of law is supplanted by an especially savage series of blood feuds, have promised to work with the president for whatever it's worth. <P> <I>

"None of that matters now, don't you see?" </I >Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi said. <I>"What will it matter how many Kyoto Protocols we didn't sign or whether we're going to invade Iran in March? Have any of you ever seen a sunset-I mean really seen it?" </I> <P>

While Congress continues to assist the president as we hurdle toward what is known in Norse mythology as Ragnarök or <I>"Doom of the Gods,"</I> some have expressed anger at Washington's perceived unwillingness to take action in the face of the coming wall of fire. <P> <I>

"Are we just going to sit back and wait for January?" </I>said Chelsea Furlong, a Tennessee resident and uninsured mother of three. <I>"That's going to take forever. My branch is closing next month-can't we just get it over with then?"</I> <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.theonion.com/content/index"> The Onion </A>
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Achtung! Zee papers, show us zee papers! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font></font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br><I> <center> <P>

"The last thing I want to do is punish citizens of a state who would love to have a REAL ID license but can't get one. <br>But in the end, the rule is the rule as passed by Congress." ~~~ Michael Chertoff ~ who is only following zee orders. <br> <br> 

"Iran is today the world's leading state sponsor of terror." ~~~ George W. Bush <br> <br>

Nihil curo de ista tua stulta superstitione. Tace atque abi!

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

Michael Chertoff, the well known Israeli 5th columnist and Fatherland Security Secretary, crawled out from under his rock the other day to warn America that he will implement the <A HREF="http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d109:h.r.00418:">Real ID Act</A>, no matter the consequences. A hundred million or so Americans will have great difficulty in entering a federal building or boarding a US airliner as most states have not adopted this Orwellian nightmare. Oh, did I mention you won't be able to open a bank account either? Won't that be good for the economy! <br> <br>

Mikey, of course, said that he was only following zee orders of the 911 Commission, you may recall that group of traitors and corpo-rat goons appointed by Smirky to cover up the Junta's involvement with the 911 false flag attack with the help of the fascist controlled US House and Senate. This turkey was first proposed by Wisconsin's favorite fascist son, James (Jack Boots) Sensenbrenner. Thanks, Jimi!<br> <br>

Without this trackable ID system, starting in May 2008, American citizens will have to use a passport or a newly created federal passport card if they want to avoid a vigorous secondary screening at airport security. This will cost the already broke states billions of extra dollars that Mikey and the boys won't be providing them. Hey, you can take the money out of food stamps to pay for this, right? In addition, this will cost the airlines, which are all but broke, more billions in lost revenue and slower schedules. Not to mention yet another boarding nightmare for passengers who already spend three plus hours for what used to take 10 minutes. After all, Grandmother, what's the matter with being strip searched  by some otherwise bored Bureaucrat? And all just so you can get into that sardine can and crash into the ground at 600 mph because the over- worked air traffic control has had it's money given to security to make sure little Susie isn't carrying a couple of pounds of C4 in her crotch? We all gotta go sometime, right? <br> <br>

Of course, if you need to go into a federal building expect to be harassed unmercifully if you haven't zee right papers, Ja? Perhaps little Johnny has made himself a new drivers license on his computer, it could happen, no? <br> <br>

As our economy goes into a tailspin, let's not forget what this will do to the already failing banks. This just may be the straw that breaks the camel's back and gives us a depression that makes <A HREF="http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Black_Thursday">Black Thursday's</A> seem like a Swiss Picnic by comparison! <br> <br>

Folks like myself won't have to comply until 2017 because there is no such thing as an old terrorist, right? However, if you were born on or after December 1, 1964, they have vays of making you cooperate if you don't have the proper ID. You have relatives in Brooklyn, Ja?  Das ist goot, das ist sehr goot! <br> <br>

Of course this new federal ID has little to do with securing the airliners or federal buildings and everything to do with stealing some more of your rights and, of course, scaring the sh-t out of you so you'll be a nice little Sheeple and do what you are told! So, as we goose step off into this brave new world let's all sing the <I>"Horst Wessel"</I> song!

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

Our national embarrassment was off on another Taxpayer funded junket to try and save face in the rest of the world. Desperately trying to improve his image for the history books by kissing plenty of Zionazi ass on his first stop in occupied Palestine, Bush pledged to get a Palestinian state by the end of 2008 even if it is only a couple of square miles of the Negev desert! Bush spent most of his time there praising the war criminal Ehud Olmert who later declared that Iran would not be allowed to have any kind of Nuclear Power. Ehud dared the rest of the world to stop him from carrying out this threat to begin WWIII! <br> <br>

Then our west Taxus prairie monkey was off to Bahrain, where U.S. Vice Adm. Kevin Cosgriff, commander of the U.S. Navy's 5th Fleet, winked when he told Bush that he took it <I>"deadly seriously"</I> when an Iranian fleet of high-speed boats charged at and threatened to blow up a heavily armored three-ship U.S. Navy convoy passing through Iranian waters. With that the new Gulf of Tonkin scam was well under way. Trouble was the Navy Times announced that the voice that Smirky had been promoting as threatening the ships was declared to be that of a prankster, perhaps from one of the boys in the state department? Bush then met with Bahrain's king. The two men played with swords and did a scene from <I>"The Adventures of Robin Hood"</I> with Bush as Basil Rathbone and King Hamad bin Isa Al-Khalifa as Errol Flynn! <br> <br>

Then it was off to the Arab Emirates where he pushed us a step closer to WWIII by calling Iran the <I>"world's leading sponsor of terror"</I> which caused the assembled dignitaries to laugh out loud because the rest of the world knows that Bush and Cheney are the leading sponsors of terror! <br> <br>

Bush then rode out into the sand dunes to the desert encampment of Abu Dhabi's crown prince, Sheik Mohammed Bin Zayed Al Nahyan. The high point of that meeting came when the Sheik let Bush hold one of his prize falcons which wisely tried to escape. <br> <br>

Next came Saudi Arabia where King Abdullah bin Abd al-Aziz Al Saud stood at the bottom of Air Force One's staircase and greeted Bush with a kiss and passionate embrace. They then went off holding hands and disappeared for hours in his highness's <I>"royal chambers"</I> to talk of arm deals and other things! Bush announced later that we'll be selling the Saudis satellite controlled smart bombs and other advanced weapon systems, so look out Tel Aviv! <br> <br>

Meanwhile, newspapers from Cairo to Teheran cursed America and made jokes about our national embarrassment wherever Bush went. All-in-all a typical Bush road trip, bringing even more shame and hatred of America throughout the world. Your tax dollars at work, America!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, here is part of a reply I wrote to a member of <A HREF="http://groups.yahoo.com/group/IssuesAndAlibis_The_Forum/">Issues & Alibis Forum</A> on how Muslims are perceived and various conspiracy theories written by a Muslim from Australia... <br> <br>

I thought <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_gw/104-2563339-5761530?url=search-alias%3Daps&field-keywords=The+Satanic+Verses&x=0&y=0">The Satanic Verses</A> was a pretty good read. I especially liked the opening scene where the airliner blew up. I'd like to make it into a movie but, then again, I'm an Atheist who views all religious fanatics with equal scorn, although some are funnier than others, see Mormons, Scientologists and our American Talibaners, the Southern Baptists! <br> <br>

Without a doubt, the strangest of these cults are those of Yahweh. The Christians, Jews, Muslims and their offshoots are the cause of most of the deaths and problems in the world today. Of the 2500 gods and goddesses that we've created, these followers of the bronze age god of wandering, barbarian, syphilitic sheep herders won't be satisfied until they kill us all! <br><br> 

The Muslims are followers of a prophet who, in his spare time, was a child molester! The Jews, being god's chosen, want to rule the world and make the rest of us their slaves, while the hypocritical Christians are the worst of the lot! <br> <br>

While all of the presidential candidates are followers of Yahweh, two of them are real bonafide lunatics, Willard <I>"the Mitt"</I> and Huckleberry Huckabee. <br> <br>

Mikie has gone so far as to say that, if elected or selected to be our next Fuhrer, amongst other things, he will change the Constitution to make Jesus the lord of us all! Mikie, being an American Talibaner, apparently isn't aware that what he proposes is treason or maybe he knows but doesn't care as he follows Yahweh's laws and not America's!  Of course, he doesn't even obey his <I>"lord"</I> who told him quite clearly in Mathew chapter 6 verses 5 - 6 KJV... <br> <br> <I>

"And when you prayest, thou shall not be as the hypocrites are, for they love to pray standing in the synagogues and in the corners of the streets, that they may be seen of men. Verily I say to you, they have their reward. But thou, when thou prayest, enter into thy closet, and when thou hast shut thy door, pray to thy Father which is in secret; and thy Father which seeth in secret shall reward thee openly."</I> In-other-words Mikie, kill the mythological B.S. and go back into your closet! <br> <br>

If you think that is bizarre, Willard has plans to become a god. He desires to be worshiped on his own planet or, if he's lucky, his very own solar system! Uh huh!  Holy Mitt, indeed! <br> <br>

The rest of the Rethuglicans are worshipers of the god Rayguns, a new god, but a very hard worker!  <br> <br>

Meanwhile, the Demoncrats want to destroy the world in the name of the <I>"Prince of Peace!"  </I> <br> <br>

Oh, and did I mention that with the exception of Dennis Kucinich, all of the above are Zionazi 5th columnist bought and paid for by their masters in Israel? I mentioned that, right? Didn't I? <br> <br>

Still, I guess I should <I>"confess"</I> at this point that I am a member of<A HREF="http://www.churchofreality.org/"> "The Church of Reality,"</A> where we only believe in things that are real! And I am also a follower of holy Cheryl, where I was made a Cardinal by good Pope Alfred (the once and future Pope) in the church of <A HREF="http://groups.yahoo.com/group/jesusandhergospelofyes/?yguid=81287303">

"Jesus and Her gospel of Yes!"</A> You know, the church of god's little girl, holy Cheryl. Now can I get an Awoman? Ya'll go and sin no more!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help, Ya'll! Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. Working 60 hours a week on the magazine leaves me no time for <I>"real"</I> work! We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis only ask for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/vampira.jpg"> <br>

12-21-1921 ~ 01-10-2008 <br>

Come Vampira and fly away with me! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 
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07-25-1982 ~ 01-15-2008 <br>

The dream is over! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>
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CIA, Iran & The Gulf Of Tonkin <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ray McGovern </font> <P>

When the Tonkin Gulf incident took place in early August 1964, I was a journeyman CIA analyst in what Condoleezza Rice refers to as <I>"the bowels of the agency."</I> <P>

As a current intelligence analyst responsible for Russian policy toward Southeast Asia and China, I worked very closely with those responsible for analysis of Vietnam and China. <P>

Out of that experience I must say that, as much as one might be tempted to laugh at the bizarre theatrical accounts of Sunday's incident involving small Iranian boats and U.S. naval ships in the Strait of Hormuz, this is-as my old Russian professor used to insist-nothing to laugh. <P>

The situation is so reminiscent of what happened-and didn't happen-from Aug. 2-4, 1964, in the Gulf of Tonkin and in Washington, it is in no way funny. <P>

At the time, the U.S. had about 16,000 troops in South Vietnam. The war that was <I>"justified"</I> by the Tonkin Gulf resolution of Aug. 7, 1964, led to a buildup of 535,000 U.S. troops in the late Sixties, 58,000 of whom were killed-not to mention the estimated two million Vietnamese who lost their lives by then and in the ensuing 10 years. <P>

Ten years. How can our president speak so glibly about 10 more years of a U.S. armed presence in Iraq? He must not remember Vietnam. <P> <B>

 Lessons From Vietnam and Iraq </B> <P>

What follows is written primarily for honest intelligence analysts and managers still on <I>"active duty."</I> <P>

The issuance of the recent National Intelligence Estimate (NIE) on Iran was particularly welcome to those of us who had been hoping there were enough of you left who had not been thoroughly corrupted by former CIA Director George Tenet and his malleable managers. <P>

We are not so much surprised at the integrity of Tom Fingar, who is in charge of national intelligence analysis. He showed his mettle in manfully resisting forgeries and fairy tales about Saddam Hussein's <I>"weapons of mass destruction." </I> <P>

What is, frankly, a happy surprise is the fact that he and other non-ideologues and non-careerist professionals have been able to prevail and speak truth to power on such dicey issues as the Iranian nuclear program, the upsurge in terrorism caused by the U.S. invasion of Iraq, and the year-old NIE saying Iraq is headed for hell in a hand basket (with no hint that a "surge" could make a difference). <P>

But those are the NIEs. They share the status of <I>"supreme genre"</I> of analytic product with the President's Daily Brief and other vehicles for current intelligence, the field in which I labored, first in the analytic trenches and then as a briefer at the White House, for most of my 27-year career. <P>

True, the NIE <I>"Iraq's Continuing Program for Weapons of Mass Destruction" </I>of Oct. 1, 2002, (wrong on every major count) greased the skids for the attack on Iraq on March 19, 2003. But it is more often current intelligence that is fixed upon to get the country into war. <P>

The Tonkin Gulf events are perhaps the best case in point. We retired professionals who worked through the Tonkin Gulf incident are hopeful that Fingar can ensure integrity in the current intelligence process as well. <P> <B>

Salivating for a Wider War </B> <P>

Given the confusion last Sunday in the Persian Gulf, you need to remember that a "known known" in the form of a non-event has already been used to sell a major war-Vietnam. It is not only in retrospect that we know that no attack occurred that night. <P>

Those of us in intelligence, not to mention President Lyndon Johnson, Defense Secretary Robert McNamara and National Security Adviser McGeorge Bundy all knew full well that the evidence of any armed attack on the evening of Aug. 4, 1964, the so-called <I>"second"</I> Tonkin Gulf incident, was highly dubious. <P>

But it fit the president's purposes, so they lent a hand to facilitate escalation of the war. <P>

During the summer of 1964, President Johnson and the Joint Chiefs of Staff were eager to widen the war in Vietnam. They stepped up sabotage and hit-and-run attacks on the coast of North Vietnam. <P>

Defense Secretary Robert McNamara later admitted that he and other senior leaders had concluded that the seaborne attacks <I>"amounted to little more than pinpricks"</I> and <I>"were essentially worthless,"</I> but they continued. <P>

Concurrently, the National Security Agency was ordered to collect signals intelligence from the North Vietnamese coast on the Gulf of Tonkin, and the surprise coastal attacks were seen as a helpful way to get the North Vietnamese to turn on their coastal radars. <P>

The destroyer USS Maddox, carrying electronic spying gear, was authorized to approach as close as eight miles from the coast and four miles from offshore islands, some of which already had been subjected to intense shelling by clandestine attack boats. <P>

As James Bamford describes it in <I>"Body of Secrets:" <P>

"The twin missions of the Maddox were in a sense symbiotic. The vessel's primary purpose was to act as a seagoing provocateur-to poke its sharp gray bow and the American flag as close to the belly of North Vietnam as possible, in effect shoving its 5-inch cannons up the nose of the Communist navy. In turn, this provocation would give the shore batteries an excuse to turn on as many coastal defense radars, fire control systems, and communications channels as possible, which could then be captured by the men...at the radar screens. The more provocation, the more signals...

"The Maddox' mission was made even more provocative by being timed to coincide with commando raids, creating the impression that the Maddox was directing those missions and possibly even lobbing firepower in their support.... <P>

"North Vietnam also claimed at least a twelve-mile limit and viewed the Maddox as a trespassing ship deep within its territorial waters."</I>_(pp 295-296) <P>

On Aug. 2, 1964, an intercepted message ordered North Vietnamese torpedo boats to attack the Maddox. The destroyer was alerted and raced out to sea beyond reach of the torpedoes, three of which were fired in vain at the destroyer's stern. <P>

The Maddox's captain suggested that the rest of his mission be called off, but the Pentagon refused. And still more commando raids were launched on Aug. 3, shelling for the first time targets on the mainland, not just the offshore islands. <P>

Early on Aug. 4, the Maddox captain cabled his superiors that the North Vietnamese believed his patrol to be directly involved with the commando raids and shelling. That evening at 7:15 (Vietnam time) the Pentagon alerted the Maddox to intercepted messages indicating that another attack by patrol boats was imminent. <P>

What followed was panic and confusion. There was a score of reports of torpedo and other hostile attacks, but no damage and growing uncertainty as to whether any attack actually took place. McNamara was told that <I>"freak radar echoes"</I> were misinterpreted by <I>"young fellows"</I> manning the sonar, who were <I>"apt to say any noise is a torpedo." </I> <P>

This did not prevent McNamara from testifying to Congress two days later that there was <I>"unequivocal proof" </I>of a new attack. And based largely on that, Congress passed the Tonkin Gulf resolution bringing 10 more years of war. <P> <B>

Meanwhile, in the Trenches </B> <P>

By the afternoon of Aug. 4, the CIA's expert analyst on North Vietnam (let's call him <I>"Tom"</I>) had concluded that probably no one had fired on the U.S. ships. He included a paragraph to that effect in the item he wrote for the Current Intelligence Bulletin, which would be wired to the White House and other key agencies and appear in print the next morning. <P>

And then something unique happened. The Director of the Office of Current Intelligence, a very senior officer whom Tom had never before seen, descended into the bowels of the agency to order the paragraph deleted. He explained: <P> <I>

"We're not going to tell LBJ that now. He has already decided to bomb North Vietnam. We have to keep our lines open to the White House." </I> <P>

<I>"Tom"</I> later bemoaned-quite rightly: <I>"What do we need open lines for, if we're not going to use them, and use them to tell the truth?" </I> <P>

Two years ago, I would have been tempted to comment sarcastically, <I>"How quaint; how obsolete."</I> But the good news is that the analysts writing the NIEs have now reverted to the ethos in which <I>"Tom"</I> and I were proud to work. <P>

Now the analysts/reporters of current intelligence need to follow suit, and we hope Tom Fingar can hold their feet to the fire. For if they don't measure up, the consequences are sure to be disastrous. <P>

This should be obvious in the wake of the Tonkin Gulf reporting experience, not to mention more recent performance of senior officials before the attack on Iraq in 2003. <P>

The late Ray S. Cline, who was the current intelligence director's boss at the time of the Tonkin Gulf incident, said he was <I>"very sure"</I> that no attack took place on Aug. 4. He suggested that McNamara had shown the president unevaluated signals intelligence which referred to the (real) earlier attack on Aug. 2 rather than the non-event on the 4th. <P>

There was no sign of remorse on Cline's part that he didn't step in and make sure the president was told the truth. <P>

We in the bowels knew there was no attack; and so did the Director of Current Intelligence as well as Cline, the Deputy Director for Intelligence. But all knew, as did McNamara, that President Johnson was lusting for a pretext to strike the North and escalate the war. And, like B'rer Rabbit, they didn't say nothin'. <P>

Commenting on the interface of intelligence and policy on Vietnam, a senior CIA officer has written about: <P> <I>

"... the dilemma CIA directors and senior intelligence professionals face in cases when they know that unvarnished intelligence judgments will not be welcomed by the President, his policy managers, and his political advisers...[They] must decide whether to tell it like it is (and so risk losing their place at the President's advisory table), or to go with the flow of existing policy by accentuating the positive (thus preserving their access and potential influence). In these episodes from the Vietnam era, we have seen that senior CIA officers more often than not tended toward the latter approach."  _"CIA and the Vietnam Policymakers: Three Episodes, 1962-1968," </I>Harold P. Ford <P>

Back to Iran. This time, we all know what the president and vice president are lusting after-an excuse to attack Iran. But there is a big difference from the situation in the summer of 1964, when President Johnson had intimidated all his senior subordinates into using deceit to escalate the war. <P>

Bamford comments on the disingenuousness of Robert McNamara when he testified in 1968 that it was <I>"inconceivable"</I> that senior officials, including the president, deliberately used the Tonkin Gulf events to generate congressional support for a wider Vietnam War. <P>

In Bamford's words, the Joint Chiefs of Staff had become <I>"a sewer of deceit,"</I> with Operation Northwoods and other unconscionable escapades to their credit. Then-Under Secretary of State George Ball commented, <I>"There was a feeling that if the destroyer got into some trouble, that this would provide the provocation we needed." </I> <P> <B>

Good News: It's Different Now </B> <P>

It is my view that the only thing that has prevented Bush and Cheney from attacking Iran so far has been the strong opposition of the uniformed military, including the Joint Chiefs. <P>

As the misadventure last Sunday in the Strait of Hormuz shows, our senior military officers need all the help they can get from intelligence officers more concerned with the truth than with <I>"keeping lines open to the White House"</I> and doing its bidding. <P>

In addition, the intelligence oversight committees in Congress seem to be waking from their Rip Van Winkle-like slumber. It was Congress, after all, that ordered the controversial NIE on Iran/nuclear (and insisted it be publicized). <P>

And the flow of substantive intelligence to Congress is much larger than it was in 1964 when, remember, there were no intelligence committees as such. <P>

So, you inheritors of the honorable profession of current intelligence - I'm thinking of you, Rochelle, and you, Rick - don't let them grind you down. <P>

If you're working in the bowels of the CIA and you find that your leaders are cooking the intelligence once again into a recipe for casus belli, think long and hard about your oath to protect the Constitution. Should that oath not transcend any secrecy promise you had to accept as a condition of employment? <P>

By sticking your neck out, you might be able to prevent 10 years of unnecessary war.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto:rrmcgovern@aol.com"> Ray McGovern </A> </font>served as a CIA analyst for 27 years -- from the administration of John F. Kennedy to that of George H. W. Bush. During the early 1980s, he was one of the writers/editors of the President's Daily Brief and briefed it one-on-one to the president's most senior advisers. He also chaired National Intelligence Estimates. In January 2003, he and four former colleagues founded Veteran Intelligence Professionals for Sanity.
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The Hands Of Esau <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

WHICH OF the two men is the leader of the greatest power on earth and which is the boss of a small client state? <P>

A visitor from another planet, attending the press conference in Jerusalem, would find it hard not to answer: Olmert is the president of the great power, Bush is his vassal. <P>

Olmert is taller. He talked endlessly, while Bush listened patiently. While Olmert anointed Bush with flattery that would have made a Byzantine emperor blush, it was quite clear that it is Olmert who decides policy, while Bush humbly accepts the Israeli diktat. And Bush's flattery of Olmert exceeded even Olmert's flattery of Bush. <P>

Both, we learned, are<I> "courageous."</I> Both are <I>"determined."</I>Both have a <I>"vision."</I> The word <I>"vision,"</I> once reserved for prophets, starred in every second sentence. (Bush could not know that in Israel, <I>"vision"</I> has long become a jocular appellation for highfaluting speeches, usually in combination with the word <I>"Zionism."</I>) <P>

The President and the Prime Minister have something else in common: not a word of what they said at the press conference had any connection with the truth.  <P>

ONE OF the most moving dramas in the Bible tells about our old blind forefather, Isaac, who wanted to bless his eldest son, Esau, a reddish and hairy hunter. But the second son, the homebody (or rather tent-body) Jacob, exploited the absence of his brother and went to his father in order to steal the blessing. He wore Esau's clothes and covered his arms with hairy goat skins. The ruse nearly failed, when the father felt the arms of Jacob and his suspicion was aroused. <P>

That's when he uttered the famous words: <I>"The voice is Jacob's voice, but the hands are the hands of Esau." </I>(Genesis, 27: 22).<P>

Yet Jacob, the impostor, did receive the blessing and became the father of the nation which was named after him (he was also called Israel). It seems that Ehud Olmert is a true successor: there is no connection between his voice and his hands. <P>

Anyone who listens to him - not just at the press conference, but also on every other occasion - hears words of peace and reason: The Palestinians must have a state of their own. The <I>"vision"</I> must be realized while Bush is president, because Israel has never had and never will have a truer friend. The settlement outposts must be removed, as promised by us again and again. The settlements must be frozen. Etc. etc. <P>

That is the voice of Jacob. But the hands, well, they are the hands of Esau. <P>

BEFORE ANNAPOLIS, during Annapolis and after Annapolis, nothing at all was done to promote the Two-State Solution. The negotiations were about to begin - any moment now - a year ago, and now they are again about to begin - any moment now. Yes, the <I>"core issues"</I> - borders, Jerusalem, refugees - will be addressed. Sure. Any moment now. <P>

But in the meantime, the hands of Esau are working feverishly. All over the occupied territories, the settlements are being enlarged. The existing outposts remain untouched, new ones spring up from time to time. Around them, a well choreographed dance has evolved, a kind of formal ballet executed by the settlers and the army. The settlers set up a new outpost, the army removes it, the settlers return and set it up again, the army dismantles, and so forth. <P>

In the meantime the outpost gets bigger and bigger. The government connects it to the electricity and water systems and builds a road. And the army, of course, protects it day and night. We cannot leave good Jews at the mercy of the evil Palestinian terrorists, can we? <P>

Bush knows all this and still continues to blabber that <I>"the illegal outposts must be removed."</I> And so it continues: the voice is Jacob's voice, the hands are the hands of Esau. <P>

BUT ONE cannot fool all of the people all of the time, to quote another American President who was slightly more intelligent than the present incumbent. <P>

And so, after Olmert and Bush repeated the mantra about removing the outposts and freezing the settlements, one of the journalists popped an innocent question: How does this fit together with the announcement about the building of a huge new housing project at Har Homa? <P>

If anyone thought that this would embarrass Olmert, he was sadly mistaken. Olmert just cannot be embarrassed. He simply answered that this promise does not apply to Jerusalem, nor to the <I>"Jewish population centers"</I> beyond the Green Line. <P> <I>

"Jerusalem"</I> - since the time of Levy Eshkol - is not only the Old City and the Holy Basin. It is the huge tract of land annexed to Israel after the Six-Day War, from the approaches to Bethlehem to the outskirts of Ramallah. This area includes the hill that was once forested and called Jebel Abu-Ghneim, now the site of the big and ugly Har Homa settlement. And the <I>"population centers"</I> are the big settlement blocs in the occupied Palestinian territories, which President Bush so generously presented to Ariel Sharon. <P>

This means that almost all the extensive building activities that are now going on beyond the Green Line are not covered by the Israeli undertaking to freeze the settlements. And while Olmert publicly announced this, President Bush was standing at his side, smiling foolishly and painting on another layer of compliments.  <P>

The following day, Bush visited Mahmoud Abbas in Ramallah and told the shocked Palestinians that the innumerable Israeli roadblocks in the West Bank, which turn the life of the Palestinians into hell, are necessary for the protection of Israel and must remain where they are - until after the establishment of the hoped-for democratic Palestinian state. <P>

Condoleezza Rice was quick to remind him in private that this was not very wise, since he was about to visit half a dozen Arab countries. So Bush hastened to call another press conference in Jerusalem, talking about the <I>"core issues;"</I> there would be a<I> "contiguous"</I> Palestinian state, but the 1949 borders (the Green Line) would not be restored. He would not speak about Jerusalem.  Also, the refugee problem would be settled by an international fund - meaning that none at all would be allowed to return.  <P>

Altogether, much less than Bill Clinton's 2000 <I>"parameters,"</I> and less than most Israelis are already prepared to accept. It amounts to 110% support for the official Israeli government line. <P>

After that, Bush had dinner with Israeli cabinet ministers. He cordially shook the hand of Minister Rafael Eitan, the former spymaster who controlled the Israeli spy in Washington, Jonathan Pollard, whom Bush refuses to pardon. (Eitan would be arrested the moment he set foot on American soil.) He spoke cordially with the ultra-rightist Minister Avigdor Liberman, urging him to support Olmert. Throughout the dinner, he talked and talked, until Condi sent him a discreet note suggesting that he shut up. Bush, in high spirits, read the note out loud.  <P>

I HAVE mentioned more than once the British World War II poster which was pasted up on the walls in Palestine: <I>"Is this trip really necessary?"</I> <P>

That is again the question now: Is this trip of Bush's really necessary? <P>

The answer is: Of course. Necessary for Bush. Necessary for Olmert. Necessary for Abbas, too. <P>

For Bush, because he is a lame duck, in the last year of his term, and therefore almost paralyzed. In the United States he is rapidly becoming irrelevant. His touted Middle East tour has been drowned out by the primary elections mayhem, which produces a new drama almost every day. While Hillary wrestles with Obama and the glib Bill competes with an impressive black grandma, who cares where the worst president in American history is traipsing around? <P>

Olmert is well aware of the situation. When he declares that the last year of the term of his noble friend must be used, what he really means to say is: he cannot exert any pressure on us, he cannot even <I>"nudge"</I> us, as he promises. There is no need to remove even one single outpost for him. So let us squeeze the last drop of juice out of his presidency, before he is thrown onto the trash pile of history. <P>

But Olmert needs the presence of Bush at his side, because his position is not much more secure than Bush's. Bush is bankrupt in a big way, after starting one of the most pointless and unsuccessful wars in US history. That is true for Olmert in a small way. He is bankrupt too, and he also started a pointless, failed war. <P>

In two weeks time, the Winograd Commission will publish its final report on Lebanon War II, and everyone expects it to come down on Olmert like a 16 ton weight. He may survive, if only because there is now no credible substitute. But he needs all the help he can get - and what better help than the <I>"Leader of the Free World"</I> gazing at him with liquid eyes? <P>

It's the old story about the lame and the blind. <P>

THIS WAS NOT Bush's last presidential visit to Israel. He has already promised to return on the 60th anniversary of the founding of the state, which falls this year (in accordance with the Hebrew calendar) on May 8. What else can a president do in his last months in office, except star in ceremonies with kings, presidents and prime ministers? <P>

Perhaps he had intended to finish with a big bang, a historic climax that would overshadow even his invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq, such as a grand attack on Iran. But it seems that the US intelligence community, in a patriotic act that makes up for some of its earlier sins, has prevented this by publishing its sensational report. <P>

True, this week something happened that put on a warning light. Some small Iranian boats were reported to have made a provocative gesture against the powerful American warships in the Strait of Hormuz. <P>

That takes us right back to 1964 and to what has become known as the <I>"Gulf of Tonkin incident."</I> President Lyndon Johnson announced that Vietnamese vessels had attacked American warships. That was a lie, but it was enough for Congress to empower the president to widen the war that killed millions of people (and buried Johnson's career). <P>

But this time the red light went out quickly. The US Congress is not what it was, it seems that the Americans have no stomach for another war, the historical parallel was too obvious. Bush has been left without an option for war. He has been left with nothing. <P>

Apart from Olmert's flattery, of course.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Whose House Is It? <BR> </FONT> </FONT> <FONT SIZE="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center> 

Men should continue to fight, but they should fight for things worthwhile, not for imaginary geographical lines, <br>racial prejudices and private greed draped in the colors of patriotism. ~~~ Albert Einstein <P>

The future of civilization depends on our overcoming the meaninglessness and hopelessness that characterizes the thoughts of men today. ~~~ Albert Schweitzer <P>

It's time for greatness -- not for greed. It's a time for idealism -- not ideology. It is a time not just for compassionate words, but compassionate action. <br> ~~~ Marian Wright Edelman ~~~ <P> </center> </I > </font> <font size="+2">

Surely, everyone has heard by now. It's the borrowers who are really responsible for the subprime mortgage disaster. As some of the world's largest financial institutions post record losses, we are witnessing a brilliant example of public relations doublespeak. What were those (read poor, low income, uneducated, unsophisticated, working class and people of color-you know-the other) borrowers thinking? Did they really believe they could afford to own a home? In carefully crafted news footage we are shown neighborhoods with boarded up houses and derelict streets. Neighborhoods hit hard by foreclosures.  And every scene screams <I>"Not middle class.  Not white America." </I>As more financial bad news is heaped on top of an already grim slag heap the blame is subtly and carefully being shifted to the people who are the victims of the worst type of greed-greed that preys on the dreams and hopes of those who have not been asked to the table before.  <P>

Although this unethical and repugnant lending scheme has only caught the attention of national news over the past few months, the problems began to surface much earlier. In some areas foreclosures started to climb in 2006. On April 5, 2007, The Queens (NY) Courier carried this headline:<P> <A HREF="http://www.queenscourier.com/articles/2007/04/05/news/news01.txt">

Record number of subprime mortgage foreclosures here. </A> <P>

The article, written by Pete Davis, examined the rising foreclosures in the borough of Queens.  Sarah Ludwg founder of New York's <A HREF="http://www.nedap.org/">Neighborhood Economic Development Advocacy Project</A> is quoted as saying; <I>"It's really been a feeding frenzy the past few years. When you see a pattern where there are so many in a year or two, that's a flag that goes up that maybe they [the loans] weren't affordable when they were made. The underwriting has been so bad and reckless, and there hasn't been strong regulatory oversight by a government agency. The lenders are the ones responsible for making sure the loans are affordable, not the borrowers. These predatory and subprime loans are often targeted specifically at people of color, low income and vulnerable people." </I> <P>

Some victims of the subprime scam already owned their homes but refinanced or took out second mortgages with subprime lenders. Others were buyers who wanted that integral part of the American dream, home ownership. For many people, especially those of us who have experienced the stigma of poverty, class and/or color, owning a home represents a measure of safety and belonging. It signifies success and responsibility and financial security. For many people owning a home is much more than a real estate investment. It is a matter of heart.<P>

The labyrinthine methodology of subprime mortgages (the type of loan which now accounts for 20% of all home mortgages) is confusing and lacks any connection to fiscal sanity. It is not surprising that borrowers did not understand the ramifications of subprime mortgages. The loan application process, by definition, is supposed to evaluate the suitability of the borrower. Real estate agents and brokers, banks and mortgage companies have historically protected themselves by making certain the people buying houses can keep those houses under all but the direst circumstances. It is neither unrealistic nor irresponsible to expect the institutions lending the money to provide accurate and reasonable assessments of the borrower's ability to meet the terms of the loan. The borrowers might be guilty of hope and a desire to purchase a home of their own but they did not ask for the world of pain they have received. They did not expect to be tricked by the mortgage companies. The whisper campaign is this:  <I>"Those people should have known not to get a loan they couldn't repay. They should have known they couldn't afford a house. They should have thought about the interest rates going up. They should have known." </I>And what is really being said is this:  <I>"It couldn't happen to me. I am different. I know better. I am safe. They deserved what happened to them. It won't happen to me." </I>This is the mantra of fear and it will not protect you. <P>

This week, as Citigroup posted enormous losses and sought money from foreign investors and forecasters predicted the foreclosure crisis would worsen, the advocacy group <A HREF="http://www.faireconomy.org/">United for a Fair Economy</A> (UFE) released its report on subprime loans, charging that loans were <I>"ruthlessly hawked"</I> and that some lenders steered borrowers to subprime loans when they could have qualified for better and more conventional loans.  <P> <I>

"Hungry for new and different products, the financial services industry added features to these loans -- exploding adjustable rates, balloon payments, penalties for early re-payment -- that hobbled their recipients financially and made it unlikely that they would be able, after a brief honeymoon period, to repay the loans at all,"</I> the report said. <P>

Racism and classism are inherent not only in the marketing of subprime loans but also in the long inattention to the rising foreclosures. Just as New Orleans underwent a kinder, gentler variation on ethnic cleansing during and after Katrina, wide swaths have been cut through the populations of non-white and poor neighborhoods by these foreclosures.  American cities are facing loss of revenue and a resultant decrease in services-services like police and fire protection and sanitation. Those services will be scaled back first in the poorest neighborhoods, the neighborhoods hit hardest by subprime foreclosures.  <P>

Whatever the rationale used by the purveyors of the subprime loans, the means of luring people into those loans was abhorrent on the most basic human level. Beyond the driving force of greed was a willingness to consciously manipulate, mislead and lie to people about something that could-and now is-destroying lives. This is not just a crime of monolithic corporations nor is it the <I>"fault" </I>of automated loan processing. Corporations are made of people and people made the decisions to design and issue subprime loans; individuals, seemingly respectable, successful people used the hopes and dreams of others for personal profit and each and every person who participated in the perpetration of these loans is guilty and should be held accountable to the people whose lives they ruined. <P>

The cities of Baltimore and Cleveland are now suing subprime lenders. Baltimore has charged that Wells Fargo targeted black neighborhoods for their high-risk and unfair loans. Cleveland has based its lawsuit on a state law that relates to public nuisances.  More lawsuits could follow. The U.S. Conference of Mayors commissioned a report in the fall of 2007 that projected 361 metropolitan areas would be hit-to the tune of $166 billion dollars-- by the escalation in foreclosures. <P>

Mass-market newscasters are telling us in sonorous tones that the subprime disaster is the cause of the economic problems our country is facing. This is a lie. Our economy has been a shell game for a long time but the loss of jobs to third world and developing countries, the cost of the wars on Afghanistan and Iraq and the unbridled corporate greed that has controlled the Bush administration's domestic policies brought about the current crisis. The subprime mortgage scheme and the rapacity of those who created it happened because our country's leaders, in both the White House and Congress, have abandoned honesty, ethics, basic human decency and the law. Those men and women have no attachment to and no concern for the wellbeing of ordinary citizens. <P>

We must begin the process of rebuilding our lives and country ourselves. The initiative and determination must come from the people if we are to achieve substantive change. Certainly, the government should act to forestall more foreclosures by freezing interest rates and steps should also be taken to prevent additional predatory lending but it will be action, <I>"compassionate action," </I> by local and regional groups and organizations that addresses the problems facing our communities. We must relearn how to stand together to meet our essential needs. The past few years have shown us how untrustworthy and dishonorable our institutions of business, government and religion have become.  If we are to provide hope for future generations we must begin now to work together to shape solutions for the damage done by greed, injustice and violence.   

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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The Permanent War? <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

Want the U.S. out of Iraq before year's end? Or maybe next year? Or even four years from now? <P>

If George W and his backers have their way, you can forget about any timetables for withdrawal. During the holiday hiatus at the end of last year, Bush quietly noted that he and the current leaders of the Iraqi government had agreed to what he called an <I>"enduring"</I> relationship that would keep American troops and our money in that country for a long, long time. <P>

How long? Bush's general, David Petraeus, who was sent to Iraq last year with a surge of more troops to produce quick results, has now said that a 50-year U.S. presence there would be a <I>"realistic assessment."</I> And, indeed, well before the surge, the Pentagon was building a dozen permanent American bases in Iraq. <P>

Then comes Sen. John McCain, a big backer of Bush's surge, declaring that he supports an ongoing occupation and permanent military bases there. He even has a fantasy that you and I would be happy with that, declaring: <I>"I don't think Americans are concerned if we're there for 100 years or 1,000 years or 10,000 years,"</I> as long as we don't have too many troop deaths. <P>

Aside from Bush, Buckshot Cheney, and Halliburton executives, what<I> "Americans" </I>is McCain talking about? Even with deaths in Iraq down in the past few weeks, polls consistently show that the public overwhelmingly thinks this occupation is a horrible mistake, that Bush is doing a poor job, and that we need a short timetable for withdrawal. Also, does McCain really think Americans want endless trillions of our tax dollars thrown down the bottomless hole of that divided country? There are a few more important needs to spend money on in our country. <P>

We the People must demand not only the quick withdrawal of all of our troops from the deadly sectarian violence of this civil war, but also the defunding of permanent American bases in Iraq.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Levite Be Gone <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Releasing the Samaritan within </font> <br>

By Jason Miller <P> </font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

 [30] In reply Jesus said: "A man was going down from Jerusalem to Jericho, when he fell into the hands of robbers. They stripped him of his clothes, beat him and went away, leaving him half dead. [31] A priest happened to be going down the same road, and when he saw the man, he passed by on the other side. [32] So too, a Levite, when he came to the place and saw him, passed by on the other side. [33] But a Samaritan, as he traveled, came where the man was; and when he saw him, he took pity on him. [34] He went to him and bandaged his wounds, pouring on oil and wine. Then he put the man on his own donkey, took him to an inn and took care of him. [35] The next day he took out two silver coins and gave them to the innkeeper. 'Look after him,' he said, 'and when I return, I will reimburse you for any extra expense you may have.' <P>

[36] "Which of these three do you think was a neighbor to the man who fell into the hands of robbers?" <P>

[37] The expert in the law replied, "The one who had mercy on him." Jesus told him, "Go and do likewise." ~~~ Luke 10:30-37 <P> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

In contrast to the seriousness of Christ's message, consider a related irony that is comically absurd. Commonly referred to as the <I>"U.S."</I> our nation consists of grossly deformed social, political, economic, and cultural systems that indoctrinate us in the quasi-religion of <I>"it's all about me"</I> while conditioning us to reflexively reject nearly all things related to the collective<I> "US."</I> <P>

Self-satisfied and narcissistic little careerists that many of us are, we remain oblivious to the immense suffering we are inflicting on the world as we gleefully pursue the American Dream, replete with the requisite Hummer, McMansion, trophy spouse, 2.5 <I>"perfect"</I> children, and all the trappings to which our American Exceptionalism entitles us at the expense of billions of other humans, hundreds of billions of non-human animals, and Mother Earth herself. <P>

Sure, many of us hear Jesus's parable and think of ourselves as the Good Samaritans. After all, our humanitarian imperialism has made the world safe for freemarket-dom and corporatocracy for years. And those <I>"ignorant savages"</I> whom we have <I>"rescued"</I> by bringing them the <I>"stability"</I> of ruthless dictatorships and showing them how to put their resources we exploit to good use damn well better be thankful we bestowed our<I> "compassion"</I> upon them. So in a very perverse sense, we are Samaritans when it comes to our foreign policy because we often involve ourselves in the affairs of others, but no argument based on a shred of intellectual honesty would support us being<I> "Good."</I> <P>

Generally speaking, we have much more in common with the Levite than the Good Samaritan. From the moment the doctor retrieved us from the birth canal and severed the umbilical cord that nurtured us for nine months, our sponge-like minds began absorbing the idiocies of the distinctly <I>"American"</I> myth of rugged, hyper-individualism. We devote such exhaustive levels of emotional and mental energy to aping the ridiculous archetypes personified by the likes of<I> "go it alone hard asses"</I> such as John Wayne, Sylvester Stallone, and Bruce Willis that our capacity to experience empathy, compassion, and deep connections with human and non-human animals is severely stunted. <P>

How beguiled are we with a cultural dogma that elevates the individual to the level of a deity and portrays collectivism as a plague of Biblical proportions? <P>

Let's examine some of the contradictions and distortions to which many of us are blind. <P>

Even the <I>"lone wolf"</I> legends of the silver screen can't escape their humanity. They were conceived by two human beings, developed in their mother's womb for nine months, brought into this world by doctors or mid-wives, raised and nurtured, educated, and remain(ed) highly interdependent with the rest of the human race. <P>

Few people other than Ted Kaczynski can claim anything close to true independence, and even his wasn't life-long or absolute. Yet many of us conduct our lives with a thinly veiled <I>"me first and to hell with the rest of the world"</I> attitude, as if we are the only ones on the face of the planet who really matter and as if we don't need a soul to help us as we bull-doze through life to attain our goals. <P>

As a nation we have seriously defaulted on the social contract to which we are each bound as long as we participate in society. Our moneyed elite, petite bourgeoisie, and wild-eyed libertarians insist that society provide them with Rock of Gibraltar assurance of their negative rights to attain profit and protect their infinitely precious property-and they want heads rolling if someone violates these <I>"sacrosanct" </I>privileges. Meanwhile they struggle (often successfully) with nearly every ounce of their being to minimize, diminish, or obliterate the use of public, communal resources to uphold and fulfill positive rights, such as access to health care, education, food, and housing. <P>

In the propagandistic jargon of the ruling class and libertarians, negative rights are<I> "freedom"</I> and positive rights are <I>"welfare."</I> Associating their coveted <I>"rights"</I> to profit and private property with the word freedom, a universally beloved ideal, and positive rights with the word welfare, a pejorative term, is a clever way of keeping the masses working against their own interests. <P>

For instance, what decent human being would argue that we don't have a moral obligation to tend to our sick and dying? Even in the amoral chaos of war soldiers do their utmost to care for their wounded comrades. Yet as is common knowledge, Michael Moore recently made a documentary which clearly demonstrates how depraved and grossly inadequate our profit-driven health care system is. And there is still incredible resistance to universal health care. In the<I> "me first society"</I> we have no problem telling Christ to go to Hell with all that compassion nonsense. <P>

Let's follow the twisted logic here. John Calvin told us that the quickest way to ascend to heaven is to get rich. Universal health care is a form of socialism. And if we begin to surrender our beloved capitalism, 'evil Commies' will eliminate our freedom to think what television tells us to think, our <I>"right" </I>to buy more stuff, and our one in a billion chance to be like<I> "The Donald." </I> <P>

So, without yielding to the abject malevolence of collectivism, how do we deal with the problem of 46 million uninsured, the tens of millions more who are under-insured, the indigent whom the hospitals dump on Skid Row without treatment, and the millions of seniors who choose between having enough to eat and filling their prescriptions? <P>

Quite simple really. We PRETEND to be the Good Samaritan while continuing along our private little <I>"roads to success" </I>like the Levites we are. We pass laws requiring that people carry health insurance (again we can thank John Calvin-this time for imbuing us with the tortured notion that punishment is a form of love for one's fellow man since it cleanses our sinful nature). We produce scandalously deceptive commercials in which Montel Williams shills for a Big Pharma front called the PPA and leaves viewers with the impression that the major drug companies are going from community to community dispensing free prescription medication (when in reality the PPA merely provides information on public and private assistance available to the uninsured). We push for medical savings accounts. We shift the costs to those with insurance by raising premiums, deductibles, and co-pays. We shout down those who decry the obscene state of health care in the wealthiest nation in the world by telling them to quit whining about<I> "entitlements"</I> and to move to France if they hate America so much. <P>

In the 18th Century Rousseau recognized that the ruling class was enforcing a grossly one-sided social contract which ensured that they maintained their wealth and power. Little has changed, even in the<I> "land of the free."</I> How peculiar that we profess to be a nation of Christians yet tenaciously cling to a system that ensures extremely polarized socioeconomic strata, causes suffering for billions of sentient creatures and violates nearly every principle for which Christ was martyred. <P>

Perhaps the most telling sign of our shattered moral compass is that many of the millions of US Americans who are finally recognizing that the United States is a brutish monster have stampeded to support a libertarian reactionary from Texas. While Ron Paul is principled and courageous in his stances against the establishment's murderous foreign policy, he remains wedded to the libertarian ideals which rest on the deluded infantilism of hyper-individualism. <P>

Just as there are no atheists in foxholes, there are no libertarians in homeless shelters. Libertarianism is simply a rather transparent guise for the myopic selfishness and naked greed that accompany our obsession with <I>"me first and only."</I> To justify maintaining their negative rights under the social contract while minimizing or eliminating positive rights (which actually place a burden of responsibility upon all of us-and this very jejune bunch is apparently incapable of accepting such a load), they attack laws and regulations that <I>"threaten" </I>the <I>"free"</I> market and the use of public monies to provide for the well-being of society as a whole. <P>

Some of the more rabid libertarian<I> "thinkers"</I> such as F.A. Hayek went so far as to remind the poor and working class to thank their oppressors and exploiters for their very existence. <P> <I>

"The proletariat which capitalism can be said to have 'created' was thus not a proportion of the population which would have existed without it and which it had degraded to a lower level; it was an additional population which was enabled to grow up by the new opportunities for employment which capitalism provided." </I> <P>

Or in other words, forget about a living wage, safe working conditions, or reasonable hours, you miserable ingrates. Without us, you would not have been born. Bend over and say thank you! <P>

Once presented with the glaringly obvious moral and practical deficiencies of libertarianism, capitalism, and hyper-individualism (each of which we have been conditioned to embrace as <I>"normal,"</I> healthy, and inevitable), most decent human beings recoil in horror. Objectively, we want to be the Good Samaritan, but have been dogmatically trained to be the Levite. <P>

While most of us aren't evil by nature, the psychic disfigurement caused by our dedication to hyper-individualism manifests itself in some very ugly ways. However, we have the power to regurgitate the intellectual manure we have been digesting since birth and focus our time, energy, thoughts and actions to honoring the social contract as Rousseau prescribed: <P> <I>

"Each of us puts his person and all his power in common under the supreme direction of the general will; and in a body we receive each member as an indivisible part of the whole." </I> <P>

It's time to abandon the childish notion that it is <I>"all about me." </I>The world is in flames, in large part because of us. We need to be Samaritans, not Levites.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://civillibertarian.blogspot.com/"> Jason Miller </A> </font> is a recovering US American middle class suburbanite who strives to remain intellectually free. His essays have been widely published, he is an associate editor for <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/"> Cyrano's Journal Online, </A> and publishes <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/THOMASPAINE/"> Thomas Paine's Corner </A> within Cyrano's. He welcomes your <A HREF="http://mailto:JMiller@bestcyrano.org"> constructive correspondence.</A>
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Space Invaders: Five Million Aliens For Hillary <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Will José Crow Voter ID Laws Pick Our President? </font> <br>

By Greg Palast <P>

State Representative Russell Pearce of Mesa Arizona has warned us: <P> <I>

"There is a massive effort under way to register illegal aliens in this country."</I> <P>

How many? According to the Congressman's office, there are five million: Democrats, he says, who are not good Americans - they're Mexicans! <P>

Really?! Holy Cow! The Senator has uncovered a conspiracy to flood the voter rolls with Brown Hordes who've swum the Rio Grande just for a chance to vote for Hillary Clinton?! <P>

Thank the Lord for vigilant citizens like Senator Pearce. His efforts, along with the work of other patriotic (Republican) politicians, successfully stopped 300,000 voters from obtaining ballots in 2004 - because these voters had brought the wrong ID to the polls. New ID laws in Arizona and half a dozen states blocked these voters at the polling-house door. Others with<I> "wrong" </I>ID's were handed what are called 'provisional' ballots - which were then not counted. <P>

On Wednesday, the Republican majority on the US Supreme Court indicated it would vote to uphold these new voter ID requirements. <P>

And just in time. If not for these new ID laws, warns Senator Pearce and other Republicans across the nation, a dark wave of illegal aliens would vote again in our upcoming Presidential election. <P>

Or maybe not. Maybe there aren't five million illegal voters for Hillary or Obama or Edwards. Maybe there are just five hundred. Maybe there are none. <P>

I called Senator Pearce's office to get a couple of the names of these illegal voters. After all, it should be easy as pie to catch them: they have to give their names and addresses to register and vote. Odd thing, out of five million illegal registrants, the Senator, after a week of looking, couldn't provide me the name of one. Not one. <P>

Another Republican politician, this one in New Mexico, the sponsor of the voter ID law there, said on the floor of the State Legislature that she had the names of two illegal voters. Well, that's a start. <P>

I called her, Representative <A HREF="#TheDeadLetterOffice...">  Justine Fox-Young</A> (yes, that's her name, and she has the ID to prove it). <P>

Q. Justine, you've uncovered felony criminals [illegal voting is a jail-time crime in every state]. Do you have the names? <P>

A. Oh, yes! <P>

Q. Really? Wow! Did you turn these names over to the US Attorney? <P>

A. Well, no .... <P>

Q. You had evidence of a crime and you didn't have the bad guys arrested? <P>

A. Not exactly ....<P>

Fox-Young promised to send me the names of the illegal voters. The names never arrived. But shortly thereafter, based on her claim, the Legislature passed, and Governor Bill Richardson signed, a voter ID law certain to knock out Hispanic citizens. (In fairness to Richardson, I should note that he forced the Republicans to drastically alter their bill.) <P>

Our investigations team talked to some of New Mexico's allegedly illegal voters. <P>

In 2004, the Catholic Church organized a bus and caravan to take newly registered Chicano<I> "low-riders"</I> to a Roswell, New Mexico polling station. The white officials turned away several of the young Hispanics for presenting the wrong ID. Maybe the middle initial on the voter form was missing from the driver's license, or <I>"Jr."</I> was added. No perfect match, no vote: a gotcha! set of rules that seemed to apply only to voters of a darker hue. <P>

One of the rejected young Chicanas said she wouldn't return to try again to vote; one round of humiliation was enough. <I>"They don't want me to vote there anyway,"</I> she said. And they don't. <P>

But hey, what's wrong with requiring voter ID? I'll give you a million reasons. Since 2004, when 300,000 citizens lost their right to vote because of ID challenges, the number of states that have passed voter ID laws has quadrupled. Expect the challenges to quadruple as well, to over a million in the upcoming 2008 presidential election. Does ID challenges make a difference? In New Mexico, George Bush's victory over John Kerry by 5,900 votes can be completely accounted for by minority provisional ballots rejected. ID was the key. <P>

In Louisiana, the law says voters may be asked to produce a photo ID. A study conducted by the US Department of Justice discovered that Black voters are only one-fifth as likely to have photo ID's as white voters. (That figure may be optimistic - as Justice took the survey before Black voters' ID washed away with Hurricane Katrina.) <P>

In New Mexico, in Louisiana, in Georgia, in Alabama and in Florida, it's the same story. It's not a random set of voters who lose out on ID challenges; it's voters of color. <P>

Four years ago, the Jim Crow era ended when biased impediments to voting were struck down by the courts and Congress: poll taxes, <I>"literacy"</I> tests, citizenship tests that blocked Blacks more than whites. From that time until now, almost every state has accepted your signature matched to prior records as proof you're a legal voter. Now we're going to change this system to prevent the crime of folks voting more than once and the crime of aliens voting. The odd thing about these crimes: they virtually don't exist. Yet to prevent crimes that aren't committed, we are allowing elections officials to commit a greater crime: stopping legal voters - especially new, young, Hispanic voters - from having their piece of our democracy. <P>

Who was behind these viciously undemocratic, racist José Crow attack on brown-skinned voters? His initials are Karl Rove. In 2006, I smelled out the link to Rove, then White House political chief, when I reached out to the US Attorney for New Mexico. <P>

That US Attorney, David Iglesias, had indeed investigated the<I> "illegal" </I>voters identified by Fox-Young, working from a list of 150 sent to him by Republican officials. After marching all over the mesas with the FBI, Iglesias found exactly zero cases to prosecute. <P>

So, finding folks innocent, Iglesias did not arrest them. That was a mistake - at least for his career. Karl Rove, visiting New Mexico, heard from the state's Republican Party chiefs that Iglesias was not bringing prosecutions and would not continue the witchhunt for <I>"illegal" </I>voters. Iglesias contends that Rove took the Republican complaint to the Oval Office. There, a man who goes by the alias,<A HREF=" http://decider.cf.huffingtonpost.com/"> <I>"The Decider," </I> </A>decided to fire Iglesias and other US Attorneys who wouldn't agree to phony prosecutions of innocent voters.<P>

Iglesias told me, <I> "This voter fraud thing is the bogeyman. It was designed to scare up, rile the [Republican] base. I looked into [the fraud allegations] ...We didn't find the evidence." </I> <P>

I met with Iglesias at the park overlooking the Statue of Liberty in New York. The wistful ex-prosecutor, who has returned to his former post with the Navy as a JAG lawyer, said,<I> "Looking back, I mean I feel like I was set up; that they really felt that I would go forward with some half-baked prosecutions and hope for a guilty plea. That's not what a legitimate federal prosecutor does." </I> <P>

(Rove won't respond to BBC's requests for his views - nor respond to a subpoena from Congress to explain his involvement in the firings.) <P>

Whatever Rove's political motives, I did have to ask if there's a legitimate reason for these new ID laws. I challenged the leader of the New Mexico Catholic Charities voter drive, Santiago Juarez, to answer Ms. Fox-Young's charge that, without voter ID, his new citizens could steal elections by voting more than once using someone else's name. <P>

Santiago replied,<I> "How do you organize thousands of people to vote twice? Hell, it's hard enough organizing them to vote once!" </I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) <A HREF=" http://www.gregpalast.com/"> 2008 Greg Palast </A></font>is the author of the New York Times bestseller, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Armed+Madhouse.&Go.x=4&Go.y=13&Go=Go">Armed Madhouse</: Sordid Secrets and Strange Tales from a White House Gone Wild. </A> 
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Dr. Ron Paul And False Flag Fever <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P>

Military Correspondent <P> </font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"We should remember that Iran, like Iraq, is a third-world nation without a significant military.  Nothing in history hints that she is likely to invade a neighboring country, let alone do anything to America or Israel.  I am concerned, however, that a contrived Gulf of Tonkin- type incident may occur to gain popular support for an attack on Iran." -- Ron Paul, speech to US House of Representatives, Jan. 11, 2007 <P>

"Everything we have done in response to the 9-11 attacks, from the Patriot Act to the war in Iraq, has reduced freedom in America. Spending more money abroad or restricting liberties at home will do nothing to deter terrorists, yet this is exactly what the 9-11 Commission recommends." -- Ron Paul, The 9-11 Commission Charade, Aug. 24, 2004 <P>

"We are facing things our founding fathers could have never ever imagined. Even 7/27 I don't think they could have imagined at the time." -- Glenn Beck (CNN), interviewing Ron Paul, Dec. 18, 2007 <P>

"Don't fire unless fired upon, but if they mean war, let it begin here."  -- American Revolutionaries at Lexington (quoted by Ron Paul) <P></center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <B>

False Flags Afloat </B> <P>

International events this week have proved Ron Paul a most insightful American. A year ago Paul worried aloud that a contrived incident at sea might neocon us into more Middle East mischief. A year later, on Jan. 6, just before Bush was to make a hawkish visit to a Jewish state eager for us to start a war with Iran, the US Navy reported that five Iranian speedboats were threatening to attack three heavily armed and armored US fighting ships, the smallest of which was one and a half football fields long. <P>

US mainstream media gamely chimed in with the act.  Since 9/11, they have regularly told us whoppers to lure us to and keep us in the quicksand of a Middle Eastern war. In 2003 they sold us a <I>"Saving Private Jessica Lynch"</I> farce to avoid showing us the Battle of Baghdad, which US forces took only after four days of fierce and bloody fighting. In 2005 they suppressed the Downing Street Memo, which proved the criminal aggression of Bush and Blair's Iraq war. In the later months of 2007 they cheered the stalled surge of war weary American ground forces, and kept smiling as the UK abandoned Basra. They hope that the American people, if sufficiently misinformed, will accept either a Democratic president who lies about getting us out of the war or a Republican president who lies about winning it. <P>

Needless to say, the cheerleader in chief and his presstitute corps didn't spoil the story of Persian naval provocation by reporting the facts that debunked it. By Friday the US Navy had admitted that the guttural, bellicose radio threats allegedly made by the five Iranian speedboats were US insertions. Iranian government officials insisted all along that the incident in the Strait of Hormuz was a US/Israel contrivance, and that only real provocation in the Persian Gulf continues to be the presence there of half the US Navy. <P> <B>

Dr. Paul's 9/11 Prescription </B> <P>

The establishment growls at Paul for having rowdy supporters, and for refusing to denounce the 9/11 truth movement. It scowls at him when he regularly uses his vote to challenge <I>"post-9/11 realities" </I>like an emergency Homeland State and an unending Global War on Terror. It fears that a growing Ron Paul Revolution will continue to champion the Constitution, and will one day begin to preach the Declaration. <P>

9/11 zealots are the most energized of all Paul's people, and the most chaotic. They urge him to declare outright that 9/11 was an inside job, as did former congresswoman Cynthia McKinney, ousted by her party last election, who is now running as a Green Party presidential candidate. Last summer they saw how the Bush administration pushed the country toward a war for Israel against Iran, and how the mainstream media played along. They are afraid that the government may be preparing another terror attack against the American people, and they don't consider Paul's patience a virtue. <P> 

I'm sure that Dr. Paul knows who really attacked America on 9/11, and that he can best serve his country by running for a presidency badly in need of a man of courage. He understands what he is up against, and appreciates that it can be quite dangerous. The establishment that merely growled and scowled at him yesterday may attack him murderously tomorrow. Still, I don't think he will back down from his unwavering prescription of more liberty and less tyranny as the cure-all for what ails us. After all, Paul knows just how malicious the neocon malady can become. His own congressional district around Texas City has long been the most likely place in America to be nuked by its own government, and in fact was very nearly nuked on July 27, 2005. <P> <B>

Texas City Target Zone </B> <P>

In my column last week, Ron Paul's 9/11 Truth and Glenn Beck's 7/27 Treason, I pointed out that Beck had made a huge Freudian slip when he mentioned the 7/27 date as he chatted with Dr. Paul in December. 7/27 was the date in 2005 that a task force of 9/11 truth activists predicted four weeks in advance for the <I>"911-2B" </I>attack in the Houston area. I led Ghost Troop, a cyber-intelligence militia, into that most unusual military intelligence/public affairs operation, and began to receive calls from Houston Police CID and the Houston FBI after the London bombings of 7/7 convinced a widening circle of experts to take our 7/27 alert seriously. <P>

Houston police did not trust the FBI, that much was clear, and they discouraged me from confiding in the feds. They wanted me to keep them updated on Ghost Troop efforts, though, as we looked for indicators of the attack. Sgt. John Karshner and Lt. Felix Garcia were my two primary contacts at HPD. The FBI had selected Special Agent Skip Midcap to contact me, but I only replied to his calls through my lawyer. I had been threatened by the Houston FBI for correctly forecasting the British Petroleum, Texas City explosion of March 30, 2004, over a year previously. I knew that the FBI's job was to set up the false flag attempt, not shut it down. Major William Fox (USMC) recently wrote a thorough article about the 3/30/04 explosion and the FBI obstruction: Did Ghost Troop Prevent a Nuke Scheme on Its First Mission?<P>

Summer of 2005 may seem like a long time ago now, but a few observations will sketch the mood of things back then.  Bush had started the year with a second term awarded him by a second corrupt election, and with an ominous promise to use his new political capital. Neocons were beginning their mainstream media monologue that Iran was an existential threat to Israel and the US, and began predicting a nuclear attack by Al Qaeda, probably against a US petrochemical port city, and probably soon. The Bush administration was ready for just such a scenario. In May, the Pentagon's CONPLAN 8022 became operational, allowing US military forces to initiate unilateral nuclear war against Iran in the event that the US endured another terrorist attack, no matter who was behind it. Just as New York City's 9/11 had justified the war on Iraq, Texas City's 911-2B would justify a war on Iran. As our 7/27 prediction date neared, my Houston-area media contacts were exchanging Ghost Troop's Internet intelligence and the Houston FBI was trying to stamp out the fires of speculation. I made calls to, or received calls from, dozens of reporters nationwide. All were anxious, and all of them took very seriously our prediction date. When swarms of reporters began showing up in the Texas City area in the days before 7/27, most of my contacts considered the attack imminent. <P> <B>

Proving the Point for Paul </B> <P>

In future columns, I will continue to delve into the 7/27 treason against Texas City.  Readers of my column last week have likely already listened to the <A HREF="http://www.cloakanddagger.de/media/Captain%20May/capt1.htm">audio clip </A>of my live international broadcast from July 28, 2005, in which I describe the Texas City British Petroleum explosion of the early evening and a simulated nuclear explosion just after dark. <P>

Given that the entire sky above Texas City looked very much like an erupting volcano that night, my publishers and I believe that many thousands of Southeast Texas residents saw the spectacle, and many of them photographed it. We ask all sources with any knowledge or photographs of the events we describe to contact The Lone Star Iconoclast or the writer. <P>

Individuals or agencies may want to make statements or submit photos anonymously. If so, then both the publisher and the writer agreed to keep identities confidential, if requested. We look forward to pursuing the story, whatever the evidence shows it to be, and sharing the results with the public. We are eager to compare information with other researchers, and quite willing to discuss our claims with interested and independent media.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is he the military correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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Death Count Politics </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd <P>

In an age where Hitlerian wars of aggression are considered standard practice for <I>"healthy"</I> democracies (with only the <I>"competence"</I> of their execution being a fit subject for debate), it is difficult, if not impossible, to single out a single element of the grotesque carnival as the most macabre. But surely the warmongers' game-playing with the death toll of slaughtered Iraqis is a prime candidate. <P>

Throughout George W. Bush's rape of Iraq, which was launched on a sea of lies and spin, the warmakers and their innumerable sycophants and transcribers in the media have relentlessly downplayed the number of Iraqis being killed in the conflict -- when they deign to notice the darker-hued dead at all, that is. Bush and his accomplices have been tossing around a number of 30,000 to 50,000 for a long time; these figures -- more than 10 times the number of people killed in the 9/11 attacks -- are obviously considered a perfectly acceptable amount of <I>"collateral damage"</I> for such a noble crusade. <P>

Several other death tolls have been offered, most notably the Iraq Body Count, which restricts itself to deaths reported in the press and by officials of the conquerors and their collaborators. This count has always run in advance of the number of murders happily admitted to by Bush, but the IBC numbers have always been, by design, merely a minimum baseline for the ever-churning slaughter. <P>

As we all know, there was a very brief moment of panic amongst the death merchants when a survey by Johns Hopkins experts reported in 2006 that the true count of civilians who had died as a result of the war was at least 650,000. This study, published by The Lancet, one of the world's leading peer-reviewed medical journals, was quickly given the smear treatment, haughtily dismissed by Bush and his British moll, Tony Blair for its <I>"unsound methodology"</I> -- despite the fact that the moll's own officials confessed privately that the Lancet study's methodology was sound. Indeed, it was the same methodology employed by the U.S. and UK governments to estimate the slaughters in Rwanda and Darfur, among other atrocities. But evidently the same science does not apply when those ordering the atrocities have white hands.  <P>

Very quickly, the media mandarins took up the smear, and never failed, in their very few mentions of the Lancet study, to note the <I>"controversy" </I>over its methodology -- a controversy ginned up entirely by the warmakers and their apologists, much as revisionists like David Irving concoct "controversies" over the mass slaughter of Jews by the Nazis. Of course, Bush and his supporters are themselves very active revisionists on the Irving model -- <I>"revising," </I>in real time, the history of the holocaust they are carrying out in Iraq. <P>

Last year, a follow-up to the Lancet study gave a credible estimate of more than 1 million Iraqis killed as a result of the invasion. One salient fact about this and the Lancet study should be borne in mind: there were areas of Iraq that are so dangerous that they could not be surveyed. In other words, the most deadly areas of the conquered land had to be left out of the studies. So they too are, in the end, minimum baselines for the total death count. Needless to say, the Lancet study follow-up has been invisible in the corporate press, not to mention in the presidential <I>"debates." </I> <P>

(<I>"Debate"</I> is certainly an odd term for a process deliberately designed to choke off any careful, thoughtful, in-depth examination and critique of issues and policy -- i.e., a debate -- and instead restricts candidates to throwing quick soundbites at each other for 90 minutes or so. Of course, it serves the purposes of the kind of sham democracy that the United States is saddled with, but it would be regarded as a ludicrous and sinister farce in any genuine republic.) <P>

But even though the masticators of conventional wisdom have swallowed the Administration's blood-streaked bull droppings about the <I>"success" </I>of the <I>"surge,"</I> pushing the war crime into the media background (<I>"Thank god [Iraq] is off the front pages,"</I> the resurgent surge-monger John  McCain told one of his sycophants in the press corps recently), the very length of the continuing conflict has forced war supporters to grudgingly adopt somewhat more<I> "realistic" </I>figures for the number of human beings gutted, shredded, shot and annihilated to aggrandize the wealth and power of corrupt and fanatic elites in both countries. <P>

Thus a new study published in the New England Journal of Medicine has been seized upon by some war supporters as <I>"vindication"</I> for their cause -- primarily because it seems to refute or undercut the Lancet study: <I>"Why, we haven't killed a million or even half a million fellow human beings in Iraq; we've only killed 151,000 of them! We're on the side of the angels over there, just like we said all along. Now, let me tell you <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/Articles/Articles/Bipartisan_Paradise:_Liberals,_Bush_Unite_in_Ethnic_Cleansing_of_Iraq/">my ideas about soft partitioning</A>...." </I> <P>

But like the compulsive mastication surrounding the surge itself, the macabre PR driving this latest dribbling of conventional wisdom cud offers much less than meets the eye. Even putting aside the perversity of touting the senseless slaughter of 151,000 people as some kind of moral victory, the new study does not refute the Lancet survey at all; in fact, <A HREF=" http://www.counterpunch.org/andrew01122008.html">as Andrew Cockburn notes in an excellent Counterpunch article,</A> the new report is guilty of the same kind of <I>"questionable methodology"</I> of which the Lancet study was unjustly accused. From Cockburn: <P> <I>

...Now we have a new result complied by the Iraqi Ministry of Health under the sponsorship of the World Health Organization and published in the once reputable New England Journal of Medicine, (NEJM) estimating the number of Iraqis murdered, directly or indirectly, by George Bush and his willing executioners at 151,000 -- far less than the most recent Johns Hopkins estimate. Due to its adherence to the rule cited above, this figure has been greeted with respectful attention in press reports, along with swipes at the Hopkins effort as having, as the New York Times had to remind readers, "come under criticism for its methodology." <P>

However, as a careful and informed reading makes clear, it is the new report that guilty of sloppy methodology and tendentious reporting -- evidently inspired by the desire to discredit the horrifying Hopkins findings, which, the NEJM study triumphantly concludes "considerably overestimated the number of violent deaths." In particular, while Johns Hopkins reported that the majority of post-invasion deaths were due to violence, the NEJM serves up the comforting assessment that only one sixth of deaths in this period have been due to violence. <P>

Among the many obfuscations in this new report, the most fundamental is the blurred distinction between it and the survey it sets out to discredit. The Johns Hopkins project sought to enumerate the number of excess deaths due to all causes in the period following the March 2003 invasion as compared with the death rate prior to the invasion, thus giving a number of people who died because Bush invaded. Post hoc, propter hoc. This new study, on the other hand, explicitly sought to analyze only deaths by violence, imposing a measure of subjectivity on the findings from the outset. For example, does the child who dies because the local health clinic has been looted in the aftermath of the invasion count as a casualty of the war, or not? As CounterPunch's statistical consultant Pierre Sprey reacted after reading the full NEJM paper, "They don't say they are comparing entirely different death rates. That's not science, it's politics." <P>

...Les Roberts, one of the principal authors of the Johns Hopkins studies, has commented: "We confirmed our deaths with death certificates, they did not. As the NEJM study's interviewers worked for one side in this conflict, [the U.S. - sponsored government] it is likely that people would be unwilling to admit violent deaths to the study workers." <P>

...If any further confirmation of the essential worthlessness of the NEJM effort, it comes in the bizarre conclusion that violent deaths in the Iraqi population have not increased over the course of the occupation. As Iraq has descended into a bloody civil war during that time, it should seem obvious to the meanest intelligence that violent deaths have to have increased. Indeed, even Iraq Body Count tracks the same rate of increase as the Hopkins survey, while NEJM settles for a mere 7% in recent years.... <P>

Finally, there is the matter of the New England Journal of Medicine lending its imprimatur to this farrago. Once upon a time, under the great editor Marsha Angell, this was an organ unafraid to cock a snoot at power. In particular, Angell refused to pander to the mendacities of the drug companies, thereby earning their undying enmity. Much has evidently changed, as the recruiting ad for the U.S. Army on the home page of the current New England Journal reminds us. <P> </I>

But of course, for moral perverts like George W. Bush and all those who have championed his Hitlerian assault -- from the bootlicking yellowstains of the Young Republicans to the bloodthirsty <I>"liberal hawks"</I> like Christopher Hitchens and Michael O'Hanlon -- it doesn't really matter how you count the dead....when the dead don't count.
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Will Anyone Pay For The Iraq War? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Parry </font> <P>

If the latest polls are to be believed, the Republican frontrunner is John McCain, who favors continuing the Iraq War for decades if not centuries, and the leading Democrat is Hillary Clinton, who voted to give George W. Bush the power to start the misadventure in 2002 and remained a staunch war supporter until the eve of Campaign 2008. <P>

In Congress, the Democrats appear so spooked about being accused of <I>"partisanship"</I> that they have replaced their periodic little white flags of surrender to President Bush on Iraq with a permanent large one. For his part, Bush is on his own personal victory lap of the Middle East, hailing the success of his <I>"surge."</I> <P>

In the U.S. news media, the Washington Post's editorial page, which beat the drums early and often for invading Iraq, is not only still run by the same neoconservative writer, Fred Hiatt, but is still baiting those who <I>"<A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/01/07/AR2008010702632.html">refuse to acknowledge progress in Iraq</A>,"</I> much as the Post ridiculed and marginalized early war opponents. <P>

At the New York Times, publisher Arthur Ochs Sulzberger Jr. sought out and recruited prominent neoconservative writer William Kristol to bolster the op-ed ranks of other Iraq War enthusiasts, David Brooks and Thomas L. Friedman. (Sulzberger's reputed first choice, Charles Krauthammer, was already locked up by the Washington Post.) <P>

So, even though the neocons (and their political/media fellow travelers) deceptively maneuvered the United States into possibly the worst national security debacle in the nation's history (or acquiesced to the catastrophe), they pretty much have avoided any real accountability and have a good chance of dodging any in the future. <P>

In one of his first Times op-eds, Kristol followed the lead of the Post's Hiatt in pounding the new drum of neocon triumphalism by mocking Democratic presidential candidates for failing to recognize the great <I>"leadership of ... George W. Bush"</I> and praise his courageous <I>"surge"</I> policies. <P>

Kristol took particular pleasure in hoisting war critics on their own petard by suggesting that it is the neocons who respect objective reality and it is the war opponents who are living in a fantasy world. <P>

Though the neocons promoted the deadly falsehoods about Iraq's weapons of mass destruction and Saddam Hussein's fictional collaboration with al-Qaeda, Kristol charged that Sen. Barack Obama's <I>"view of the current situation in Iraq is out of touch with reality." </I> <P>

Kristol took particular aim at Obama's argument that it was the Iraqi perception of likely Democratic victories, which could herald a U.S. withdrawal, that encouraged the various Iraqi factions (both Shiite and Sunni) to tamp down their internecine violence and prepare for a post-occupation struggle without an American presence. <P>

Kristol rejected this Obama argument, ironically by citing the pre-surge September 2006 agreement between U.S. commanders and Sunni tribal leaders, who turned against extremist al-Qaeda elements before the Democrats won control of Congress in November 2006. [<A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/01/14/opinion/14kristol.html?_r=2&oref=slogin&oref=slogin">NYT, Jan. 14, 2008</A>] <P>

(Kristol's point, however, unintentionally undercut the importance of Bush's troop <I>"surge,"</I> which wasn't announced until January 2007.) <P> <B>

Why the Drop-off in Casualties </B> <P>

Though there is some logic behind Obama's argument, other factors also played into the drop-off of casualty figures since summer 2007. <P>

For one, the United States backed away from the aggressive tactics that were pursued during the early months of the<I> "surge"</I> and that led to a politically unacceptable spike in the U.S. death toll. (That spike made 2007 the deadliest year since the U.S. invasion in 2003 and helped push the total of U.S. dead to almost 4,000, not to mention the hundreds of thousands of Iraqis killed.) <P>

In effect, U.S. commanders accepted a de facto armistice on large-force movements against nationalistic Sunni insurgents and Shiite militias linked to radical cleric Moqtada al-Sadr. Even risky Special Forces operations were curtailed, according to well-placed U.S. intelligence sources. <P>

By summer 2007, U.S. forces in Iraq were relying increasingly on remote-controlled Predator drones, high-tech optical devices for detecting night-time movements, and low-risk air strikes to kill suspected insurgents, much like the tactics that Israel uses against Hamas militants in Gaza. <P>

During the early phase of the <I>"surge,"</I> U.S. forces also detained <I>"military age males"</I> on the slightest suspicions. The mass detentions took many so-called MAMs off the streets and built up an Iraqi biometric data base (now exceeding one million people) for future field access by mobile satellite hookups. <P>

A leading Pentagon weapons designer, Anh Duong, explained how the biometric data would help the war effort. <I>"A war fighter needs to know one of three things: Do I let him go? Keep him? Or shoot him on the spot?"</I> Duong told the Washington Post. [See Consortiumnews.com's "<A HREF="http://www.consortiumnews.com/2007/121307.html">Mobile Labs Target Iraqis for Death</A>."] <P>

Even before these mobile satellite hookups began to be brought online this year, U.S. forces were applying loose <I>"rules of engagement"</I> that allowed them to kill Iraqis on the slightest indication they might be insurgents, a reality that rarely gets front-page attention in the U.S. media, except as an afterthought. <P>

For instance, a New York Times investigation cited 121 cases of veterans from the Iraq and Afghan wars returning home and then being implicated in killing other Americans. The article evinced sympathy for these stressed-out U.S. soldiers, but a secondary element of the article was that some were wracked by guilt for having killed innocent Iraqis. <P>

Seth Strasburg of Arnold, Nebraska, who pleaded guilty to manslaughter in connection with a drunken New Year's Eve shooting in 2005, recounted how in 2004, west of Mosul in Iraq, he was posted in an abandoned bus and assigned to look for Iraqis who might be planting roadside bombs. <P>

When Sgt. Strasburg saw an Iraqi man looking for something in the dirt and then dragging a sack toward the road, he radioed the information to his superiors. Strasburg told the Times: <I>"They said, 'Whatever, use your discretion.' So I popped him."</I> <P>

It turned out the sack contained nothing but gravel. <I>"I reported the kill to the battalion,"<?I> Strasburg said. <I>"They said, you know, 'Good shot. It's legal. Whatever. Don't worry about it.' After that, it was never mentioned. But, you know, I had some issues with it later."</I> [<A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/01/13/us/13vets.html?pagewanted=5&incamp=article_popular_4">NYT, Jan. 13, 2008</A>] </I> <P> <B>

Successful Repression </B> <P>

Another little-acknowledged factor in the supposed success of Bush's <I>"surge"</I> is that repression - if inflicted brutally enough over a long period - can work. Throughout history, conquerors have achieved dominance over other people by engaging in mass slaughters or by inflicting severe economic deprivations. <P>

Eventually, much of the population succumbs and accepts foreign control, even if some nationalist elements continue to resist. <P>

That appears to be where President Bush is headed on Iraq as he tours the Middle East claiming vindication for his <I>"surge"</I> strategy. <P> <I>

"A lot of people thought that I was going to recommend pulling out [of Iraq] or pulling back,"</I> Bush said while visiting Camp Arifjan, a U.S. base in Kuwait. <I>"Quite the contrary, I recommended increasing the number of forces so they could get more in the fight, because I believed all along if people are given a chance to live in a free society, they'll do the hard work necessary to live in a free society. ...

"There is no doubt in my mind that we will succeed. There is no doubt in my mind when history is written, the final page will say: 'Victory was achieved by the United States of America for the good of the whole world.'"</I> <P>

In the shorter term, Bush indicated that he was prepared to halt any reduction in U.S. force levels when they hit about 130,000 or roughly where they were before he dispatched 30,000 additional troops for the <I>"surge."</I> <P>

<I>"My attitude is, if he [Gen. David Petraeus] didn't want to continue the drawdown, that's fine with me in order to make sure we succeed, see," </I>Bush told reporters. <I>"I said to the general, 'If you want to slow her down, fine.' It's up to you."</I> [<A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/01/12/AR2008011201121.html">Washington Post, Jan. 13, 2008</A>] <P>

Some Iraqi officials also are looking forward to a long-term commitment of U.S. troops, not to mention the delivery of expensive American military hardware. During a U.S. visit, Iraqi Defense Minister Abdul Qadir said he favored the continuation of a significant U.S. troop presence, to protect Iraq's borders, until at least 2018 and possibly beyond. [<A HREF="ttp://www.nytimes.com/2008/01/15/world/middleeast/15military.html?ref=washington">NYT, Jan. 15, 2008</A>] <P> <B>

The Frontrunners </B> <P>

Sen. McCain of Arizona, the new Republican frontrunner, said the U.S. military presence in Iraq could extend even further into the future. <P>

On Jan. 9, the day after winning the New Hampshire primary, McCain was asked on ABC's <A HREF="http://www6.lexisnexis.com/publisher/EndUser?Action=UserDisplayFullDocument&orgId=574&topicId=100007428&docId=l:726424081&start=14">"Good Morning America</A>" about a comment he had made that the U.S. presence in Iraq <I>"could be 100 years." </I> <P>

McCain responded, <I>"could be 1,000, could be 1,000 years or a million years. ... It's a fallacious argument by people who don't understand that it's not American presence, it's American casualties. If we can get American casualties down and eliminate them, Americans are not concerned." </I> <P>

In other words, McCain is saying that the American public would be content with the United States becoming a long-term imperial power in the Middle East as long as U.S. military casualties could be minimized. <P>

Stripped away of the window-dressing rhetoric about <I>"democracy," </I>McCain's position is essentially the neocon position: permanent U.S. bases in Iraq as a means of projecting American military power throughout the region and suppressing Muslim threats to the security of Israel. <P>

So, as long as high-tech means can be used to kill suspicious Iraqis while keeping American deaths to politically acceptable levels, the U.S. occupation could go on indefinitely. <P>

Meanwhile, Sen. Clinton of New York, who tops national Democratic polls, has opted for what looks like an audacious Karl Rove-like strategy of attacking Sen. Obama on his perceived strong point, his early vocal opposition to invading Iraq. <P>

The Clinton campaign has targeted Obama's failure to join the staunchest anti-war Senate Democrats in opposing all funding for the Iraq War as an argument that there is no real difference between him and Hillary Clinton on the war. <P>

That was the context of former President Bill Clinton's harsh dismissal of Obama's anti-war credentials as <I>"the biggest fairy tale I've ever seen."</I> <P>

Sen. Clinton picked up on the theme on NBC's "<A HREF="http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/22634967/">Meet the Press"</A> on Jan. 13, attacking Obama for voting for $300 billion in war funding and opposing pullout <I>"timelines and deadlines, initially."</I> Then, she added: <I>"So I think it's important that we get the contrasts and the comparisons out. I think that's fair game."</I> <P>

A casual viewer tuning in <I>"Meet the Press"</I> might well have gotten the impression that Sen. Clinton had been a brave Iraq War opponent, when the reality was that she consistently supported the Iraq War from her vote for the war resolution in 2002 until she repositioned herself as a war critic as she began competing for the Democratic presidential nomination in 2007. <P>

Later in the program, host Tim Russert challenged her on exactly that point, playing excerpts from her Senate floor speech supporting the Iraq War resolution and Obama's speech opposing the war. <P <I>

"So it is with conviction that I support this resolution as being in the best interest of our nation,"</I> Clinton said on Oct. 10, 2002. <I>"And it is a vote that says clearly to Saddam Hussein, this is your last chance. Disarm or be disarmed."</I> <P>

Russert then noted that on the same week, Obama gave a speech, saying: <I>"I know that Saddam poses no imminent and direct threat to the United States, or to his neighbors. ... I know that even a successful war against Iraq will require a U.S. occupation of undetermined length, at undetermined cost, with undetermined consequences. ...  I am not opposed to all wars. I'm opposed to dumb wars."</I> <P>

Russert then asked Clinton, <I>"Who had the better judgment at that time?"</I>

Avoiding a direct answer, Clinton insisted that her pro-war vote <I>"was not a vote for preemptive war. ... It was a vote to put inspectors back in to determine what threat Saddam Hussein did in fact pose. ... My belief was we did need to pin Saddam down, put inspectors in. But I said I was against preemptive war, I spoke against it."</I> <P>

Though Clinton then tried to turn the discussion back onto Obama's alleged inconsistency, Russert said, <I>"I want to stay with your vote because that same day, Senator [Carl] Levin offered an amendment, the Levin amendment, and this is how the New York Times reported it. 'The [Levin] amendment called ... for the U.N. to pass a new resolution explicitly approving the use of force against Iraq. It also required the president to return to Congress if his U.N. efforts failed.' ... <P>

"You voted against Carl Levin, who was saying give diplomacy a chance and yet you said no. You voted to authorize war. The resolution you voted for, Robert Byrd said was a blank check for George Bush. Ted Kennedy says it was a vote for war. James Carville and Paul Begala said anyone who says that vote wasn't a vote for war is bunk."</I> <P>

Clinton responded, <I>"Well, Tim, if I had a lot of paper in front of me, I could quote people who say something very differently, so I know you're very good at this and I respect it, but let's look at the context here. Number one, the Levin amendment, in my view, gave the Security Council of the United Nations a veto over American presidential power. I don't believe that is an appropriate policy for the United States, no matter who is our president. ...<P> 

"It is absolutely unfair to say that the [war resolution] vote as Chuck Hagel, who was one of the architects of the resolution, has said, was a vote for war. It was a vote to use the threat of force against Saddam Hussein, who never did anything without being made to do so."</I> <P> <B>

Title of War Resolution </B> <P>

Russert then reminded Clinton, <I>"The title of the act was 'The Authorization for Use of Military Force against Iraq' resolution."</I> <P>

Clinton: <I>"Now, we can sit here and argue about 2002 or we can say what has happened since and what needs to happen going forward in the future. And I think that you have two different story lines here. You have Senator Obama's story line, the speech he gave in '02, to his credit, which then was not followed up on. By '03, it was off his Web site. By '04, he was saying he didn't know [how] he would vote and that he basically agreed with George Bush on the conduct of the war. There were others, Tim, who voted against it, spoke out against it and never wavered over that period of time." <P> <B>

Russert:</B> "But you voted for all the funding for the war." <B> <P>

Clinton:</B> "I did. I never--I'm not premising my campaign on something different." <B> <P>

Russert:</B> "And then until '06 was against the timetable."<B> <P>

Clinton: </B>"But I did what I--my principal concern has always been doing what I thought was best for our country and what I thought was best for our troops. I'm not here saying anything different than that. I'm not giving you a story line that does not hold up ... under the facts and the times we were in."<B> <P>

Russert: </B>"Did he [Obama] have better judgment in October of 2002?"<B> <P>

Clinton: </B>"You know, look, judgment is not a single snapshot. Judgment is what you do across the course of your life and your career."<B> <P>

Russert: </B>"A vote for war is a very important vote."<B> <P>

Clinton:</B> "Well, you know, Tim, we can have this Jesuitical argument about what exactly was meant. You know, when Chuck Hagel, who helped to draft the resolution, said it was not a vote for war, when I was told directly by the White House in response to my question, 'if you are given this authority, will you put the inspectors in and permit them to finish their job,' I was told that's exactly what we intended to do.<P>

"Now, I think it's important to take a look at the entire context here. If Senator Obama's going to get credit for his speech and his position against the war, then he deserves to be asked what happened in '03, '04, '05, '06 and '07. I voted for the authorization. ... And his answer was very political. ...  I mean, his whole point is that he doesn't make political decisions."</I> <P>

As the Democratic presidential campaign moves into a decisive phase over the next several weeks, Clinton's strategy appears to be to muddy the waters about Obama's purity as a critic of the Iraq War and thus minimize any advantage he might have with voters for having the foresight to oppose the original war vote. <P>

In doing so, Clinton seems to have taken a page from Karl Rove's playbook that calls for attacking opponents at the point of their perceived greatest strength. In 2000, Rove made a mockery of Al Gore's early support for the Internet and advanced technology; in 2004, Rove helped demean John Kerry's heroism in the Vietnam War. <P>

Now, Hillary Clinton is trying to make Obama look like a hypocrite for highlighting his opposition to the Iraq War. In effect, she is trying to transform a major Obama positive into a negative. How well that strategy works remains to be seen. <P>

But it is clear that if the current poll standings hold up - and the two major parties nominate John McCain and Hillary Clinton - the overriding message will be that no one will pay a serious political price for handing George W. Bush a blank check for war in 2002. <P>

And elsewhere within the U.S. political and media establishments, virtually all the architects and all the apologists for the war will continue to profit from their positions while avoiding any meaningful accountability.
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The Attack On Obama <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

BY JOE CONASON </font> <P> <I>

"They will try to Swift Boat me," </I>said Barack Obama in the days before the New Hampshire primary, looking forward to the Democratic nomination that he now believes will be his with a prediction that is both accurate and chilling. <P>

Whether he can go on to claim the nomination is yet to be determined. Much more predictable is the nature of the campaign that will be waged against him-and the fickleness of the national press corps when that ugly process eventually reaches its nadir. <P>

The effective template for attacking a Democratic nominee was developed by former Republican political boss Karl Rove during decades of trench warfare in Texas and across the country. Whether he is whispering advice from the sidelines next fall won't matter much, because his approach can be easily copied by lesser talents: Seize upon the Democrat's most attractive quality and sow doubts to undermine that appeal. With candidates such as John Kerry and Max Cleland, that meant tearing down their records as war heroes and raising questions about their patriotism. <P>

With Mr. Obama, the obvious target is his inspirational life story. The task of the opposition operatives will be to twist that saga, to unearth facts or factoids that raise concerns about the candidate's background, and to make his cosmopolitan upbringing appear alien and even sinister-and of course to play the race card against him, either subtly or blatantly. These themes will begin to appear in the right-wing press, which is of course where the original Swift Boat smears first showed up four years ago. <P>

Indeed, that process has begun, and is accelerating along with Mr. Obama's drive toward the nomination. Conservatives will briefly applaud him for defeating Hillary Clinton, the immediate object of their hatred, which they will then turn on him as the next target. Denigrating material about the front-runner-whose popularity and skill they clearly fear-will be ready for deployment very shortly, but will not be aired until his nomination is a certainty. <P>

Meanwhile, certain themes are being tested on the Web sites of the extreme right. The basic concept is to suggest that Mr. Obama is not as wholesome as he appears to be. On these sites and in e-mail barrages, he is portrayed as the son and stepson of Muslims from Africa and Asia, who worshipped in mosques and madrasas as a young boy. That is a proven falsehood surrounding a tiny grain of fact, but no matter. Repetition will make the poison. <P>

Next will come questions about the Chicago church he attends, whose eccentric pastor, the Rev. Jeremiah Wright, is a close friend and spiritual adviser to the Obama family. In an article published on the Newsmax Web site just days ago, Mr. Wright is depicted as a raving black nationalist and a proud associate of Louis Farrakhan. He is prone to polarizing remarks about a wide range of topics, from Jews and Israel to the disappearance of Natalee Holloway. <P>

That Newsmax article on the relationship between Mr. Obama and Mr. Wright displays at least one aspect of the campaign under construction on the right. Although such Web sites may seem marginal, they are not-and more powerful forces are clearly indicating their interest in these same lines of attack. <P>

Brad Blakeman, a former Bush White House aide who now runs Freedoms Watch, a political committee funded by major Republican donors that has aired several pro-war commercials, told Newsmax that he was aware of the Obama-Wright connection. <P> <I>

"If your spiritual adviser makes outrageous statements, it's incumbent on you as a leader to denounce those statements,"</I> he said. <I>"Silence is an admission that you agree with what your spiritual adviser pronounces." </I> <P>

Newsmax concluded that <I>"if Obama is his party's nominee, his Republican opponent will rightly be able to make use of Rev. Wright and his radical teachings as effectively as supporters of George H.W. Bush used Willie Horton's furlough to help Bush win the presidency." </I>In other words, be prepared for the attack ads to be aired by Freedoms Watch and other shadowy, well-funded organizations, just like the Willie Horton ads put up by an earlier <I>"independent committee" </I>in 1988. <P>

The right wing will do exactly the same thing to Hillary Clinton if she somehow revives her campaign, of course-except that those ads would have to be reruns.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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  The End Of The Road For George W. Bush <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Hedges </font> <P>

    The Gilbert and Sullivan charade of statesmanship played out by George W. Bush and his enabler, Condoleezza Rice, as they wander the Middle East is a fitting end to seven years of misrule. Despots stripped of power are transformed from monsters into buffoons. And this is the metamorphosis that is eating away at the Bush presidency. <P>

    Bush stood in Jerusalem, uncomfortable and palpably bored. He mouthed platitudes about a peace settlement that mocked the humanitarian crisis he aided and abetted in Gaza, the rapacious land grab by Israel in the West Bank and the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. The diminished George Bush, increasingly irrelevant at home and abroad, is fading into insignificance. A year from now one half expects to see him stand up at the next president's inauguration and screech <I>"I'm melting! I'm melting!" </I>as he sinks into a puddle of slime. He will return, I expect, to his ranch, where he will be able to spend the rest of his life doing the only task for which he has shown any aptitude - cutting down brush with a chain saw. <P>

    He may yet rise again to torment us with an attack on Iran, condemning more innocents to slaughter. He and his cigar-smoking soul mate Ehud Olmert would like to go out with one more flash of mayhem and violence. But even this will not ultimately save him. Bush will soon be reduced to the cipher he once was, left to spend the rest of his life trying to salvage a legacy of shame and deceit. In a just world he would be put on trial, if not by the International Criminal Court of Justice then by the U.S. Congress. He would be forced to face up to his lies and wars of aggression. But the moral rot that infects the nation has seeped into the bowels of the legislative as well as the executive branch. <P>

    World leaders, including those whom Bush desperately wants to intimidate, now dismiss him. Iran's Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei said a few days ago that relations with the United States are of <I>"no benefit to the Iranian nation. The day such relations are of benefit, I will be the first one to approve of that." </I> <P>

    Bush will have flown from Israel to Palestine to Kuwait to Bahrain to the United Arab Emirates to Saudi Arabia to Egypt in search of a legacy, one that he hopes will lift up his name in history. But, isolated and deluded, he has yet to grasp that he and the United States are reviled and detested for our violence, arrogance and greed. The bands played on the tarmac. He was toasted at state dinners. But even our allies, including Kuwait and Egypt, know Bush is a danger to himself and others. <P>

    He publicly displayed his inability to connect rhetoric with reality. He promised peace and cooperation, a new era, a Palestinian homeland. He promised solutions that will arise from negotiations that do not exist. Negotiations, in his eyes, are always about to begin. They were about to begin a year ago. They were about to begin with Annapolis. They are about to begin now. The messy issues between the Israelis and Palestinians that he and his administration have never attempted to address - the borders, the expanding Jewish settlements and outposts, the plight of Palestinian refugees and Jerusalem - will all be seamlessly solved ... one day. But the brutal reality of the Israeli occupation barrels forward. The Jewish settlements and outposts continue to be expanded. The crisis in Gaza, with the cuts in fuel and electricity, the deadly army incursions and airstrikes, has turned the world's largest walled prison into a swamp of human misery. And huge new settlements, like Har Homa, continue to rise up on Palestinian soil. <P>

    When Bush met with the Palestinian leader Mahmoud Abbas in Ramallah he blithely defended the patchwork of Israeli roadblocks that have turned the West Bank into a series of ringed Palestinian ghettos. The roadblocks, he told Abbas, are necessary for Israeli security. He announced that the 1949 Green Line, the borders established by the United Nations, would never be restored. There would be no discussion, he said, of the status of Jerusalem. And the plight of Palestinian refugees would be solved by setting up an international fund, meaning, of course, that none would ever return. In short, he offered an unequivocal endorsement of right-wing Israeli policy with not a murmur of dissent. And the Palestinians can either have it rammed down their throat or rot. Bush will be back, he has promised, in May to celebrate the 60th anniversary of the founding of the Jewish state. Olmert, no doubt, will again be fulsome in his praise, which is probably what Bush's trip to the Middle East is, at its core, really about. Bush desperately wants someone to pretend with him that he is an agent for peace and statesmanship. Olmert, who knows the callow American leader will give him everything he desires, is happy to oblige. <P>

    But as Bush basks in the glow of his own fantasy, the suffering in Gaza, one of the world's worst humanitarian disasters, along with the savage occupation of Iraq, continues to fuel widespread anger and rage. Bush has spent his time in office bolstering the Middle East's most despotic regimes, including that of Gen. Hosni Mubarak in Egypt. He approved a $20-billion arms package for these states. He has backed efforts to crush mainstream Islamic groups that have electoral legitimacy and popular support. He has stood by as these regimes have stifled democratic dissent, and he has, with Israeli encouragement, isolated governments, even friendly governments, in the Middle East that raised feeble protests. But his day is past. There is open revolt. Opinion polls show that two-thirds of Palestinians, and three-fourths of Israelis, do not believe Bush can affect events in the Palestinian territories. <P>

    The agenda of the Bush White House is exposed as irrelevant, myopic and counterproductive. Most Arab countries are in open defiance of Washington and are actively reaching out to Iran. <P> <I>

    "As long as they [Iran] have no nuclear program ... why should we isolate Iran? Why punish Iran now?" </I>Arab League Secretary-General Abu Moussa told The Washington Post. <P>

    The chief of the International Atomic Energy Agency, Mohamed ElBaradei, is in Iran for talks. President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad attended December's Gulf Cooperation Council summit. The Iranian president attended the just-completed hajj in Mecca at the invitation of the Saudi monarch, King Abdullah. Tehran is exploring the resumption of diplomatic ties with Egypt, cut since the 1979 revolution, and has offered to cooperate with Cairo in the production of nuclear energy. And the Syrian and Lebanese governments have ignored Washington's warnings to sever ties with Hezbollah and Hamas. <P>

    It is the end of the road for George Bush. The world takes less and less notice of him. He strutted and swaggered across the stage. He bellowed and raged. He plundered and murdered. And now he wants to be anointed as a peacemaker. His presidency, like his life, has been a tragic waste. But he at least he has a life. There are tens of thousands of mute graves in Gaza, Lebanon, Iraq and Afghanistan that stand as stark testaments to his true legacy. If he wants to redeem his time in office he should kneel before one and ask for forgiveness.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Chris Hedges, </font> the former Middle East bureau chief for The New York Times, spent seven years in the Middle East. He was part of the paper's team of reporters who won the 2002 Pulitzer Prize for coverage of global terrorism. He is the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=War+Is+a+Force+That+Gives+Us+Meaning&Go.x=12&Go.y=8&Go=Go">War Is a Force That Gives Us Meaning</A>. His latest book is <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=American+Fascists%3A+The+Christian+Right+and+the+War+on+America&Go.x=8&Go.y=13&Go=Go">American Fascists: The Christian Right and the War on America</A>.
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The Politics Of Dopes <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Barack Obama, Empty Suit </font> <br>

By Ted Rall <P>

CHICAGO--Barack Obama's supporters compare him to John Kennedy, another great orator whose youth and short political resume opened him to complaints that he didn't have enough experience to be president. But there's no comparison. JFK served two terms in the House and won two terms in the Senate before asking us not to ask what he could do for us. If Obama wins, he will only have had four years in Congress, next to Kennedy's fourteen. (Hillary Clinton, running as a grizzled veteran, would have eight.) <P>

Ted Kennedy is a better analogy. At the start of his 1980 Democratic primary challenge to incumbent President Jimmy Carter, Kennedy was riding high in the polls. But when Roger Mudd of CBS News asked him why he wanted to be president, he fumbled. <I>"Kennedy's problem,"</I> Paul Waldman wrote in The American Prospect in July 2007, <I>"was not that he didn't have a good reason to run--he had plenty of them."</I> His problem was the way he thought about that run. He thought about issues, he thought about the weaknesses of the president he was trying to supplant, he thought about the programs he wanted to institute. What he didn't construct was a story that explained his candidacy to voters and offered a narrative structure for journalists to use when reporting on him. <P>

Successful presidential contenders, Waldman argues persuasively, answer Mudd's classic question with a three-part story. First, the candidate <I>"describes the state of the country and its government, clearly defining what is wrong." </I>Next comes<I> "the place the candidate wants to take us, the better day being promised."</I> Then he tells us why he's the person who can get us there. <P>

Waldman is having a good week. Barack Obama, he predicted a full six months ago, had the best three-part campaign narrative of the major contenders. America's biggest problem, Obama says, is <I>"partisan bickering," </I>which he traces to the lingering ideological rifts of the 1960s protest era. His biracial heritage gives white voters a chance to prove they're not racist. As a Gen Xer, he says he's the guy to move us past the Boomers' battles. <P>

Of course, Obama's three-part story ignores important issues that affect real people--jobs, college tuition costs, taxes, healthcare, Iraq. I'm 44, and I've never met anyone who thinks there's <I>"partisanship in Washington."</I> (Most voters complain that their party isn't forceful enough.) It's a lame sales pitch, though it may work. <P>

What Obama has not done is answer the question: Why does he want to be president? The answer--that it would be a cool addition to his resume--is too unappealing to say out loud.

The night of the New Hampshire primary Obama declared (four times!): <I>"There is something happening in America!"</I> What's happening? <I>"Change,"</I> he said, <I>"is what's happening in America."</I> Change to what? Obama didn't say. <P>

<I>"Yes, we can,"</I> Obama said (11 times). <I>"Yes, we can, to justice and equality. Yes, we can, to opportunity and prosperity. Yes, we can heal this nation. Yes, we can repair this world. Yes, we can." </I>Great. How? <P>

He cannot say. <P>

All the candidates, except for John Edwards, want to be president because they want to be president. Winning the presidency is their goal. Like Robert Redford at the end of <I>"The Candidate,"</I> they have no idea what they'll do if they get the gig. <P>

In his memoirs Nixon chief of staff H.R. Haldeman described moving into the White House after the grueling 1968 campaign. Nearly a year passed, grinding thousands of Americans and Vietnamese to death and dismemberment, as the incoming administration learned to use the phones and master the inner workings of the federal bureaucracy. Defeating Hubert Humphrey hadn't left enough time to develop a coherent domestic or foreign policy. Setting an agenda was done on the fly, as Nixon's officials responded to events. <P>

Among presidents in the modern political era, only FDR and LBJ entered the Oval Office knowing what they wanted to do. (George W. Bush--or rather Dick Cheney--knew what he/they wanted to do but didn't deign to tell us.) It's no accident that they were two of the most effective leaders of the 20th century, or that their legislative agendas remain cherished legacies of American progress. <P>

If I received a call tonight informing me that I needed to come to Washington because I had somehow been selected president, I would be ready to work tomorrow morning at 9 o'clock. I already know who I'd choose as my secretaries of state, defense and other cabinet appointees. Guantánamo would be shut down. The Department of Homeland Security would be abolished. We'd pull out of NAFTA and the WTO. Torture would be banned; habeas corpus restored. I have tax reform ready to go (soak corporations and the rich, companies that outsource U.S. jobs and use offshore tax shelters would be barred from selling goods to U.S. consumers), a detailed education policy (federal control would replace local control and funding of public schools, colleges and universities would be nationalized and made free) and a plan for healthcare (fully socialized). My foreign policy would go into effect at once: immediate withdrawal from Afghanistan and Iraq, an address to the United Nations apologizing for the wars and the torture and offering reparations, normalizing diplomatic relations with Iran, North Korea and Cuba, and cutting off aid to oppressive dictatorships. <P>

I'm just a writer and cartoonist, but I know exactly what I'd do if I became president. Why doesn't Barack Obama? <P>

We ought to expect nothing less from the men and women--all professional politicians--who seek the most important office in the country, and on earth.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear New Mexico Staat Regierungsvertreter Fox-Young, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your support to end voting rights for poor, dark skin New Mexico voters who vote mostly Democrat, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with Sapphire clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Fuhrer Bunker," </I>formally <I>"The White House," </I>on 03-15-2008. We salute you Frau Fox-Young, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>
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Recession -- Who Cares?

<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Barbara Ehrenreich </font> <P>

The soothsayers have slaughtered the ox and are examining the gloppy entrails for signs: Rising unemployment, a falling dollar, weak consumer spending, the credit crisis, a swooning stock market. Could there be something wrong here? Could we actually be approaching a, god forbid, recession? <P>

To which the only sane response is: Who cares? According to a CNN poll, 57 percent of Americans thought we were already in a recession a month ago. Economists may complain that this is only because the public is ignorant of the technical -- or at least the newspapers' standard -- definition of a recession, which specifies that there must be at least two consecutive quarters of negative growth in the GDP. But most of the public employs the more colloquial definition of a recession, which is hard times. If hard times have already fallen on a majority of Americans, then <I>"recession" </I>doesn't seem to be a very useful term anymore. <P>

The economists' odd fixation on growth as a measure of economic well-being puts them in a parallel universe of their own. WorldMoneyWatch's website tells us that, for example, that <I>"The GDP growth rate is the most important indicator of economic health. If GDP is growing, so will business, jobs and personal income." </I>And the latest issue of US News and World Report advises, <I>"The key... for America is to keep its economy growing as fast as possible without triggering inflation."</I> <P>

But hellooo, we've had brisk growth for the last few years, as the president always likes to remind us, only without those promised increases in personal income, at least not for the middle class. Growth, some of the economists are conceding in perplexity, has been <I>"de-coupled" </I>from mass prosperity. <P>

Growth is not the only economic indicator that has let us down recently. In the last five years, America's briskly rising productivity has been the envy of much of the world. But at the same time, real wages have actually declined. It's not supposed to be this way, of course. Economists have long believed that some sort of occult process would intervene and adjust wages upward as people worked harder and more efficiently. <P>

And what about the unemployment rate? The old liberal faith was that <I>"full employment"</I> would create a workers' paradise, with higher wages and enhanced bargaining power for the little guy and gal. But we've had nearly full employment, or at least an unemployment rate of under five percent, for years now, again, without the predicted gains. What the old liberals weren't counting on was a depressed minimum wage, impotent unions, and a witch's brew of management strategies to hold wages and salaries down. <P>

Now if those great and solemn economic indicators -- growth, productivity and employment rates -- have become de-coupled from most people's lived experience, then there's something wrong with the economists, the economy, or both. The clue lies in the word <I>"most." </I>We have become so unequal as a nation that we increasingly occupy two different economies -- one for the rich and one for everyone else -- and the latter has been in a recession, if not a depression, for a long, long time. Not all economists can bring themselves to admit this. <P>

I suspect that America's fabulous growth in productivity is another illustration of the disconnect between economic measures and human experience. It's been attributed to better education and technological advances, which would be nice to believe in. But a revealing 2001 study by McKinsey also credited America's productivity growth to<I> "managerial innovations" </I>and cited Wal-Mart as a model performer, meaning that we are also looking at fiendish schemes to extract more work for less pay. Yes, you can generate more output per apparent hour of work by falsifying time records, speeding up assembly lines, doubling workloads, and cutting back on breaks. Productivity may look good from the top, but at the middle and the bottom it can feel a lot like pain. <P>

When employees are squeezed hard enough, then you have the possibility of a genuine recession as technically defined. People buy less, so growth declines, to the point where even the economic over-class has to sit up and take notice. This is happening in Japan, where a recent Wall Street Journal headline announces: <I>"Growing Reliance on Temps Holds Back Japan's Rebound: Firms Increasingly Add Part-Time Workers; Spending Power Lags." </I>The U.S., where consumer spending accounts for 70 percent of the economy compared to a little more than half in Japan, is even more vulnerable to a downturn in personal consumption. <P>

What is this fixation on growth anyway? As a general rule of biological survival, any creature or entity that depends on perpetual growth is well worth avoiding, lest you be eaten alive. As Bill McKibben argues in his book Deep Economy, the <I>"cult of growth" </I>has led to global warming, ghastly levels of pollution, and diminishing resources. Tumors grow, at least until they kill their hosts; economies ought to be sustainable.  <P>

Apocalypse aside, the mantra of growth has deceived us for far too long. What it translates into is: Don't worry about the relative size of your slice, just concentrate on growing the pie! Now, with a recession threatening even more suffering for those who are already struggling, may be the perfect time to get out the pie-cutter again. Too bad that the one leading Democratic candidate who promises to do so now appears to be on the ropes. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Barbara Ehrenreich</font> is the author of thirteen books, including the New York Times bestseller <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/002-7670865-4097659?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Nickel+and+Dimed&x=0&y=0">Nickel and Dimed.</A> A frequent contributor to the New York Times, Harpers, and the Progressive, she is a contributing writer to Time magazine. She lives in Florida.
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The Burning Question <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

In the many, (too many) gang interviews that are currently called debates by the mainstream media, the question is asked at each gathering, <I>"What will you do on your first day in office?"</I> The candidates of both parties will harangue and equivocate, one after another, but not one will reply with the answer that would gladden the heart of a real progressive, Constitution-loving citizen of the United States. Can't you just imagine the roar of approval if any one of the prospective Presidents would give the following answer? <P> <I> <B>

"On my first day in office, I will sign an Executive Order which will cancel every Executive Order instituted by any former President. I will open the records of every official department to the Freedom of Information Act so that the press and, thereby, the people can learn what has really happened to the liberties which every one of us once took for granted. In addition, I will send a letter to Congress stating that, despite the "exception statements" that may have been signed by any former President, every law that has been passed by them and signed into law will be followed in both letter and intent by this administration. Further, the powers claimed by the Executive Branch will be those outlined in the Constitution; no more and no less." </B> </I> <P>

Why is it so impossible for anyone to run for the highest office in the land without acknowledging their recognition of the true problems of our democracy and the necessity to restore its once-proud state of affairs? They touch upon the Iraq War and debate how and when to disengage American troops but refuse to touch the question of the lies that put them there. They will turn over and discuss briefly the millions of illegal aliens but never bring up the Mexican military incursions into our sovereign territory as protection for their drug runners. They lament the state of our economy but not one, of either party, has any plans or even suggestions as to how to deal with it. True, some on the far right will offer that taxation must be ended, the Internal Revenue Service eliminated, and Social Security <I>"drowned in the bathtub"</I>, but none are able to project what would happen next. <P>

As a vastly important <I>"planning meeting"</I> is being conducted in Oklahoma to try to build compromise and pull the political scene back to <I>"the middle"</I> with <I>"compromise and coalition,"</I> all we see from any candidate is precisely <I>"compromise and coalition"</I> as every one of them claims to be in the<I> "middle-of-the-road."</I> Meanwhile, the few who might speak for the disenchanted, like Dennis Kucinich on one side and Ron Paul on the other, are discredited and ignored by most of the media so that there is really no chance for their views to be considered by the <I>"slobbering masses." </I>Only one candidate, former Senator John Edwards, even comes close to expressing our hopes and fears. <P>

Born without the proverbial <I>"silver foot in his mouth" </I>he worked his way through college and has made his fortune by his own legalistic abilities. He knows the worries of working-class families and, though winning no primaries, has made a respectable showing in all, not only this year, but sufficiently in 2004 to become the candidate for vice-President. However, lacking the glamour and charisma of Obama and Clinton, he is evidently not going to be the <I>"people's choice,"</I> and that is to our detriment. Our choices have been made by the media. <P>

The progressive movement turned out in force in 2006, defeated many of the hard-core Bushites and installed <I>"liberal"</I> Democrats in their stead. It didn't help. They were stymied at every turn by their business-as-usual senior colleagues of both parties who really understood<I> "how the game is played." </I>Congressman <A HREF="#HaveYouSeenThis..."> Robert Wexler</A> has accumulated over 200,000 signatures on a petition to impeach vice-President Dick Cheney but don't bet on it ever getting to the floor of Congress or, for that matter, the presence of the good Congressman there after the next election. The people in Congress say that it would do no good for them to begin anything that would not go through the Senate and the Senators will not approve or even propose anything at all unless they have the backing of a veto-proof majority. Both sides are desperately afraid of provoking a filibuster so, if they can't work out a compromise, they will do nothing. Never mind the hordes of hurting folks out here who are screaming, <I>"You can't do anything unless you try!"</I>

As the politicking season began, we were faced with choosing between several of these Senators, all of whom are charter members of a <I>"do-nothing"</I> Congress and all scrambling for the<I> "middle of the road."</I> The two exceptions on the Democratic side are Congressman Kucinich and former Senator John Edwards but, instead, the media spotlight shines only for the glamour and charisma of the inexperienced Senator Obama and the all-too-experienced Senator Clinton who must have calluses on her behind from<I> "straddling the fence."</I> <P>

Must we wait until the nation is in another Great Depression before the huddled masses realize what their negligence and nonchalance has cost before we can anticipate a <I>"savior"</I> arising who can put our democracy back together on the pattern set out by our Founding Fathers and we can again walk in the sunshine of freedom and equality? I shall not be here to see it but I have the utmost confidence that the blood of our forebears will arise, even if belatedly, but I believe that it can and will be done once the people awake and arise. Otherwise, we will all go down in history alongside ancient Greece and the mighty Roman Empire as an example of the folly of caring only too late to preserve our own honor.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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We Seek No Wider War <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Phil Ochs <P>

Over the ashes of blood marched the civilized soldiers, <br>

Over the ruins of the French fortress of a failure <br>

Over the silent screams of the dead and the dying <br>

Saying please be reassured, we seek no wider war. <P>

The treaties were signed, the country was split into sections <br>

But growing numbers of prisons were built for protection <br>

Rapidly filling with people who called for elections <br>

But please be reassured, we seek no wider war. <P>

Ngo Dinh Diem was the puppet who danced for the power <br>

The hero of hate who gambled on hell for his hour <br>

Father of his country was stamped on the medals we showered <br>

But please be reassured, we seek no wider war. <P>

Machine gun bullets became the bloody baptizers <br>

And the falcon 'copters don't care if someone's the wiser <br>

But the boy in the swamp didn't know he was killed by advisers <br>

So please be reassured, we seek no wider war. <P>

And fires were spitting at forests in defoliation <br>

While the people were pressed into camps not called concentration <br>

And the greater the victory the greater the shame of the nation <br>

But please be reassured, we seek no wider war. <P>

While we were watching the prisoners were tested by torture <br>

And vicious and violent gasses maintained the order <br>

As the finest Washington minds found slogans for slaughter <br>

But please be reassured, we seek no wider war. <P>

Then over the border came the Bay of Pigs planes of persuasion <br>

All remaining honor went up in flames of invasion <br>

But who'll tell the bodies of children it's not escalation? <br>

But please be reassured, we seek no wider war. <P>

We're teaching people freedom for which they are yearning <br>

While were dragging them down to the path of never returning <br>

But we'll condescend to talk while the cities are burning <br>

But please be reassured, we seek no wider war. <P>

And the evil is done in hopes  that evil surrenders <br>

But the deeds of the devil are burned too deep in the embers <br>

And a world of hunger in vengeance will always remember <br>

So please be reassured, we seek no wider war, <br>

We seek no wider war. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1965/2008 Phil Ochs
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<br> Rep. Wexler Wants Cheney Impeachment Hearings
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Americans Accidentally Select A Crazy Right Wing Southern Baptist Hillbilly Preacher To Be Their Next President! </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <P>

Freehold, Iowa - Most Americans are too busy worrying about how much<A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/news0100/chatgirl.html"> Britney Spears</A> had to drink last night to fret about researching the backgrounds of the Presidential candidates they might vote for. True Christians(tm) however, are rejoicing for America's lack of interest in politics, since it means that church going folks will determine yet again who spends the next four years in the White House. "<A HREF="http://www.cafepress.com/landoverbaptist/646012">Pastor Huckabee</A> is one of the nicest men you will ever meet," Deacon Fred told a crowd of fellow Iowans last week. <I>"And that's really all American voters who are undecided, need to know.  Because if they knew any more than that, they'd pee their pants and run screaming for their lives!"</I>  Deacon Fred believes that by this time next year, Americans will find themselves living in a country being run by a Southern Baptist Preacher named, Mike Huckabee. <I>"Rev. Huckabee is a Fundamentalist, Evangelical, Republican, Old Time Gospel preacher from the deep south who hates <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/news0704/homoprevention.html">homosexuals</A>, the <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/subjectarchive/creationscience.html">Theory of Evolution</A>, lazy <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/subjectarchive/negroes.html">colored folks</A>, liberals, <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/sermons/abortion.html">abortion doctors</A>, and loves the Baby Jesus just as much as I do," </I>he said. <I>"He is on top of the polls, and Americans love him! I thought the media would get upset if someone told them that homosexuals should be shipped off to live on an island far away from normal people! Well, I was wrong! Pastor Huckabee knows what Americans really think, and he sure as heck ain't afraid to say it!  The media even gives the good Pastor prime spots on major talk shows! Praise! Glory to God for brother in Christ, Pastor/President Mike Huckabee! And thank you, American voters, for doing right by God."</I> <P>

Pastor/President Huckabee promised his brothers and sisters in Jesus back in 1998 at a meeting of Southern Baptist Preachers that the true reason he left the pulpit for politics is that God wants him to take this nation back for Jesus Christ. Sound too good to be true? Let the facts speak for themselves. <I>"We're praying that once Pastor Huckabee takes office, God willing, he'll focus on<A HREF="http://www.whitehouse.org/dof/defending-israel.asp"> jump-starting a long overdue Armageddon</A> and get the United States back on track with Baby Jesus,"</I> says Deacon Fred. <I>"America is a Christian Nation, and if you ain't a Christian, you'd best start looking for another place to live, because we're tired of putting up with your nonsense! And Pastor Huckabee won't stand for it either, because <A HREF="http://www.whitehouse.org/DOF/israel.asp">the Bible commands </A>him not to!  Glory!" </I> <P>

As True Christian(tm) voters, we've gathered a list of all of Pastor/President Mike Huckabee's beliefs and placed them below. Please feel free to spread the good news of Jesus Christ and Pastor/President Huckabee to your family and friends so they know without a doubt who God wants them to put into the White House for the upcoming election. <P> <B>

What Does Pastor/President Hillbilly Mike Huckabee Believe? </B> <P>

Some of this may be repetitive for many of you who are already familiar with what all ordained Southern Baptist Hillbilly Pastors believe: <P><B>

 1. </B>He believes that people who don't have a belief in God are immoral human beings, irresponsible, and that they engage in destructive behavior.<B> <P>

 2.</B> He believes that allowing gays to marry will lead to the end of civilization. <B> <P>

 3. </B>He believes that homosexuality is an aberrant, unnatural, sinful lifestyle and a dangerous public health risk, and that sodomites should be isolated. <B>? <P>

 4. </B>He believes that teachers should carry paddles and rule the hallways of our public schools. <B> <P>

 5. </B>He believes that environmentalists are pornographers.<B> <P>

 6. </B>He believes that homosexuality, necrophilia (sex with dead people), and pedophilia (sex with little children) are the same thing. <B> <P>

 7. </B>He believes that the United States is divided between people of faith, and secularists and that<A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/news0806/secularhumanist.html"> the secularists are an immediate threat to the nation</A>.<B> <P>

 8. </B>He believes that the Constitution should be rewritten to constitutionally ban abortion and gay marriage. <B> <P>

 9. </B>He believes that women should not be allowed to serve in combat, and that gays should not be allowed in the military. <B> <P>

 10. </B>He believes that students attending public schools should be taught Creation Science. <B> <P>

 11. </B>He believes that Jesus Christ is directly responsible for his success in politics. <B> <P>

 12. </B>He believes that his primary responsibility on this Earth is to serve Jesus Christ. Jesus comes before family, and before country (but no conflict there, since this is a Christian nation). <B> <P>

 13. </B>He believes that Jesus Christ was born of a virgin, is the Son of God, and is fully God and fully man. <B> <P>

 14. </B>He believes that everyone who doesn't accept Jesus Christ as their personal savior will be sent to a Lake of Fire (or a giant furnace - God's choice of torture) where they will burn and be tortured for eternity. <B> <P>

 15. </B>He believes that the Holy Bible was written by God Almighty and that anyone who adds or takes away from the Bible, so be the tortures and horrors written therein added unto them as they struggle to live their miserable lives.<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/"> The Landover Baptist Church </A>
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use), scholarship, or research, is not an

infringement of copyright.<p> In determining whether the use made of a work in

any particular case is a fair use the factors to

be considered shall include:   </center> <P>

(1) the purpose and character of the use, including whether

such use is of a commercial nature or is for nonprofit

educational purposes;<br>

(2) the nature of the copyrighted work; <br>

(3) the amount and substantiality of the portion used in

relation to the copyrighted work as a whole; and <br>

(4) the effect of the use upon the potential market for or

value of the copyrighted work. The fact that a work is unpublished shall

not itself bar a finding of fair use if such

finding is made upon consideration of all the above factors." <P> <br> <P> <br> <P>
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Changes<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Destroying the new Triumvirate </font> <br>

By Ernest Stewart </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br><I> <center> <P>

Well my mind keeps goin' through them changes <br>

I think I'm goin' outta my mind <br>

Every time you see me goin' somewhere <br>

I think I could commit a crime, yeah <br>

Dem Changes ~~~ Buddy Miles <br> <br>

"I have opponents in this race who do not want to change the Constitution. But I believe it's a lot easier to change the Constitution than it would be to change the word of the living god. And that's what we need to do to amend the Constitution so it's in God's standards rather than try to change God's standards so it lines up with some contemporary view." ~~~ Mike Huckabee <br> <br>

"We will speak up for our principles and we will stand up for our friends in the world. And one of our most important friends is the State of Israel." ~~~ George W. Bush

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

I got to talking the other night about what a hopeless situation that we are in and why I dropped out of school before I completed my masters and became a D.J.. I wasn't able to face what a horrible situation we were in and had been in for the last 6,000 years and I sure as hell didn't want to teach it, i.e., have my nose rubbed in it, day after day for the rest of my life! In all of those 6,000 years nothing much has changed; certainly nothing has changed since the time of Julius Caesar. <br> <br>

When old Gaius came to power he formed a Triumvirate with his banker and mentor, the Roman general Marcus Licinius Crassus, and his son-in-law, the Roman general Gnaeus Pompeius Magnus, who was also extremely wealthy. Between the three they could buy anyone and anything. Trouble is, the rest of the elites (the old money) didn't want to lose their power to those three upstart generals. These three men started a system that is in use to this day. The only major change occurred in 312 CE when the Roman emperor Flavius Valerius Aurelius Constantinus declared an official religion to help the state and the corporations control the mob. We've been the prey of this state-corporate-religious triumvirate ever since. <br> <br>

The conclusion I came to in the early seventies is the same conclusion I have today. As long as the government, the corpo-rats who rule though their control of all media and the Church exist there is no hope for us, no matter who we elect. When an advisor warned him against conflict with the Catholic Church, Josef Stalin contemptuously demanded, <I>"How many divisions does the Pope have?"</I> Well guess what, Joe. The USSR is gone and the Panzer Pope is back in Russia! <br> <br>

Ergo, short of a French styled revolution directed against all three segments that own and control us, nothing will ever change. It doesn't matter who is elected, PERIOD! As Charles Bronson said in "Death Wish Three," <I>"It's like killing roaches - you have to kill'em all, otherwise, what's the point?"</I> Retaking our government back for the people will fail and the corpo-rats will simply buy a different set of politicians and the Church will back them up, i.e.,<I> "Render unto Caesar, the things which are Caesar's!"</I> <br> <br>

So up the revolution I hear you cry, just like they did in 1776. First, let me remind you of two things... <br> <br> <B>

One: </B>The American Revolution of 1776 wasn't a people's revolution but a revolt by American corporations against British Corporations. That wasn't King George's tea that was thrown into Boston Harbor. It belonged to the East India Company! That wasn't the people dressed up like Indians but rather the Boston Chamber of Commerce! <br> <br> <B>

Two:</B> They have H-bombs; we have sticks and stones and they will use the bombs if they have to. In fact, they have long since decided that there are way too many of us and are doing their best around the world to get rid of the excess population, culling the herd as it were, until 300 or 400 million of us are left to serve their every need! <br> <br>

Elect Hillary or Billary or Barack or Willard or Rudy or Ron. It all means the same thing. It's full of sound and fury and signifies absolutely nothing and absolutely nothing will change. American political parties are simply leisure services of the 4% who control us all and nothing more! The parties are just smoke and mirrors that allow our masters to keep going to the bank while allowing us to be their willing slaves and, in most cases, not even knowing it!

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

There was good news this week for our battered Constitution from South Carolina and Florida. Huckleberry Huckabee lost to John McCain and is running a distant third or fourth in Florida's winner-take-all primary. More and more Mikie is seeming to be a one hit wonder. I suppose that is what you get for announcing your ambition to rewrite the Constitution so it favors your mythology over others, a smooth move indeed! That Mikie won Iowa is easily understood it being another notch in the bible belt but what a major disappointment it must have been for him to lose South Carolina to <I>"1000 Year Reich er War"</I> McCain. <br> <br>

Johnny is my hope for the Rethuglican candidate as I think he would be easier to beat than Millionaire Willard or the fast fading Rudy who is tied for third or fourth with Mikie in Florida, depending upon which poll you use. Johnny, who hit his head when he bailed out over North Vietnam, is another Ray Guns without the Hollywood slickness and is shooting himself in the foot like Mikie and Barack have been doing of late with his war lovers spiel. While Willard is still in the race, he, being even crazier than Mikie, hasn't a prayer and is likely to drop out soon to start running for godhood. <br> <br>

Barack, you'll recall, came out of the closet the other day with his love affair for old Dementia Head, singing the praises of one of the worst presidents of all time. While Ronnie's war crimes, mass murder and many acts of treason do pale by comparison to our current dictator, the Presidency of Ronald Wilson Reagan was one of the darker chapters of American history. Not to mention, the beginnings of most of the disasters that plague us even to this day. What Obama was thinking is beyond me but he might have just ruined any chance he had of being the Democrats candidate in 2008. Perhaps he can run as a Republican in 2012 on a Obama/Lieberman <A HREF="http://www.december212012.com/">end of the world</A> ticket? <br> <br>

Meanwhile Hillary, while trailing in South Carolina, has a lock on Florida and their winner take all delegates which should provide the <I>"surge"</I> she needs to pull well ahead of the pack. <br> <br>

Fred Thompson, who went on an ego trip thinking we had the right stuff to be dictator, finally dropped out after another dismal showing as John Edwards should do as well. However, I don't think Edwards will drop out until the February 5th circus which should winnow the field down considerably!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, there's that <I>"History repeating itself, again"</I> fiendish thingy going on now in occupied Palestine. You know, that thing we refuse to learn from,<B> HISTORY!</B> <br> <br>

It's obvious that the Zionazis in Tel Aviv have learned from it as they begin the final crackdown of the Palestinian <I>"Final Solution"</I> by closing off the Gaza ghetto to food, medicine, heating fuel and diesel for the power plant much as the Germans did in another ghetto in Warsaw, Poland in 1942. The Israeli's say they were forced to do this because of the 4th of July style bottle rockets that the Palestinians keep shooting at Israel, much like the Jews shot at the Germans from behind their ghetto walls in Warsaw. Do you see that history thingy yet? <br> <br>

Meanwhile in the <I>"West Bank"</I> the Zionazi puppet government of Mahmoud Abbas, think Vidkun Quisling the Nazi puppet governor of Norway for whom we named our weekly award for treason, sits idly by watching a couple million of his fellows slowly starve to death. And the world watches and does nothing, just like it did in 1942 in Poland. Does anything sound familiar yet? <br> <br>

Well, how about now, after the Palestinians tore down part of the wall that faces Egypt and, like the Jews in the Warsaw ghetto, ran into the other part of town outside of the ghetto and bought supplies and took them back to their starving fellows in Gaza instead of fleeing into Egypt, just like the Jews did in Warsaw! This was done much to the consternation of the Abbas government which would rather see its people starve to death or die from lack of medicines than disobey its Zionazi masters. <br> <br>

Of course, one must admit that the Jews had good teachers in the Germans, and in the Americans, who did the same thing to the Indians. Let's not forget, America, that many of the more rabid Zionazis came from these here United Snakes! <br> <br>

With Bush okaying anything that fellow war criminal Ehud Olmert wants to do, I can't help but wonder when Tel Aviv will finally have the ovens built, can you? 

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help, Ya'll! Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. Working 60 hours a week on the magazine leaves me no time for <I>"real"</I> work! We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis only ask for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 
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03-09-1943 ~ 01-17-2007 <br>

Checkmate </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 
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01-31-1937 ~ 01-19-2007 <br>

R.I.P Sweetie! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 
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01-04-1979 ~ 01-22-2008 <br>

G'Bye Mate </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>
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We Own The World <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Noam Chomsky </font> <P>

You all know, of course, there was an election -- what is called <I>"an election"</I> in the United States - in November 2006. There was really one issue in the election, what to do about U.S. forces in Iraq and there was, by U.S. standards, an overwhelming vote calling for a withdrawal of U.S. forces on a firm timetable. <P>

As few people know, a couple of months earlier there were extensive polls in Iraq, U.S.-run polls, with interesting results. They were not secret here. If you really looked you could find references to them, so it's not that they were concealed. This poll found that two-thirds of the people in Baghdad wanted the U.S. troops out immediately; the rest of the country -- a large majority -- wanted a firm timetable for withdrawal, most of them within a year or less. <P>

The figures are higher for Arab Iraq in the areas where troops were actually deployed. A very large majority felt that the presence of U.S. forces increased the level of violence and a remarkable 60 percent for all of Iraq, meaning higher in the areas where the troops are deployed, felt that U.S. forces were legitimate targets of attack. So there was a considerable consensus between Iraqis and Americans on what should be done in Iraq, namely troops should be withdrawn either immediately or with a firm timetable. <P>

Well, the reaction in the post-election U.S. government to that consensus was to violate public opinion and increase the troop presence by maybe 30,000 to 50,000. Predictably, there was a pretext announced. It was pretty obvious what it was going to be.<I> "There is outside interference in Iraq, which we have to defend the Iraqis against. The Iranians are interfering in Iraq." </I>Then came the alleged evidence about finding IEDs, roadside bombs with Iranian markings, as well as Iranian forces in Iraq.<I> "What can we do? We have to escalate to defend Iraq from the outside intervention."</I> <P>

Then came the <I>"debate."</I> We are a free and open society, after all, so we have <I>"lively"</I> debates. On the one side were the hawks who said, <I>"The Iranians are interfering, we have to bomb them."</I> On the other side were the doves who said, <I>"We cannot be sure the evidence is correct, maybe you misread the serial numbers or maybe it is just the revolutionary guards and not the government."</I> <P>

So we had the usual kind of debate going on, which illustrates a very important and pervasive distinction between several types of propaganda systems. To take the ideal types, exaggerating a little: totalitarian states' propaganda is that you better accept it, or else. And <I>"or else"</I> can be of various consequences, depending on the nature of the state. People can actually believe whatever they want as long as they obey. Democratic societies use a different method: they don't articulate the party line. That's a mistake. What they do is presuppose it, then encourage vigorous debate within the framework of the party line. This serves two purposes. For one thing it gives the impression of a free and open society because, after all, we have lively debate. It also instills a propaganda line that becomes something you presuppose, like the air you breathe. <P>

That was the case here. This is a classic illustration. The whole debate about the Iranian <I>"interference"</I> in Iraq makes sense only on one assumption, namely, that <I>"we own the world."</I> If we own the world, then the only question that can arise is that someone else is interfering in a country we have invaded and occupied. <P>

So if you look over the debate that took place and is still taking place about Iranian interference, no one points out this is insane. How can Iran be interfering in a country that we invaded and occupied? It's only appropriate on the presupposition that we own the world. Once you have that established in your head, the discussion is perfectly sensible. <P>

You read a lot of comparisons now about Vietnam and Iraq. For the most part they are totally incomparable; the nature and purpose of the war, almost everything is totally different except in one respect: how they are perceived in the United States. In both cases there is what is now sometimes called the <I>"Q"</I> word, quagmire. Is it a quagmire? In Vietnam it is now recognized that it was a quagmire. There is a debate of whether Iraq, too, is a quagmire. In other words, is it costing us too much? That is the question you can debate. <P>

So in the case of Vietnam, there was a debate. Not at the beginning -- in fact, there was so little discussion in the beginning that nobody even remembers when the war began -- 1962, if you're interested. That's when the U.S. attacked Vietnam. But there was no discussion, no debate, nothing. <P>

By the mid-1960s, mainstream debate began. And it was the usual range of opinions between the hawks and the doves. The hawks said if we send more troops, we can win. The doves, well, Arthur Schlesinger, famous historian, Kennedy's advisor, in his book in 1966 said that we all pray that the hawks will be right and that the current escalation of troops, which by then was approaching half a million, will work and bring us victory. If it does, we will all be praising the wisdom and statesmanship of the American government for winning victory -- in a land that we're reducing to ruin and wreck. <P>

You can translate that word by word to the doves today. We all pray that the surge will work. If it does, contrary to our expectations, we will be praising the wisdom and statesmanship of the Bush administration in a country, which, if we're honest, is a total ruin, one of the worst disasters in military history for the population. <P>

If you get way to the left end of mainstream discussion, you get somebody like Anthony Lewis who, at the end of the Vietnam War in 1975, wrote in retrospect that the war began with benign intensions to do good; that is true by definition, because it's us, after all. So it began with benign intentions, but by 1969, he said, it was clear that the war was a mistake. For us to win a victory would be too costly -- for us -- so it was a mistake and we should withdraw. That was the most extreme criticism. <P>

Very much like today. We could withdraw from Vietnam because the U.S. had already essentially obtained its objective by then. Iraq we can't because we haven't obtained our objectives. <P>

And for those of you who are old enough to remember -- or have read about it -- you will note that the peace movement pretty much bought that line. Just like the mainstream discussion, the opposition of the war, including the peace movement, was mostly focused on the bombing of the North. When the U.S. started bombing the North regularly in February 1965, it also escalated the bombing of the South to triple the scale -- and the South had already been attacked for three years by then. A couple of hundred thousand South Vietnamese were killed and thousands, if not tens of the thousands, had been driven into concentration camps. The U.S. had been carrying out chemical warfare to destroy food crops and ground cover. By 1965 South Vietnam was already a total wreck.

Bombing the South was costless for the United States because the South had no defense. Bombing the North was costly -- you bomb the North, you bomb the harbor, you might hit Russian ships, which begins to become dangerous. You're bombing an internal Chinese railroad -- the Chinese railroads from southeast to southwest China happen to go through North Vietnam -- who knows what they might do. <P>

In fact, the Chinese were accused, correctly, of sending Chinese forces into Vietnam, namely to rebuild the railroad that we were bombing. So that was <I>"interference"</I> with our divine right to bomb North Vietnam. So most of the focus was on the bombing of the North. The peace movement slogan, <I>"Stop the bombing"</I> meant the bombing of the North. <P>

In 1967 the leading specialist on Vietnam, Bernard Fall, a military historian and the only specialist on Vietnam respected by the U.S. government -- who was a hawk, incidentally, but who cared about the Vietnamese -- wrote that it's a question of whether Vietnam will survive as a cultural and historical entity under the most severe bombing that has ever been applied to a country this size. He was talking about the South. He kept emphasizing it was the South that was being attacked. But that didn't matter because it was costless, therefore it's fine to continue. That is the range of debate, which only makes sense on the assumption that we own the world. <P>

If you read, say, the Pentagon Papers, it turns out there was extensive planning about the bombing of the North -- very detailed, meticulous planning on just how far it can go, what happens if we go a little too far, and so on. There is no discussion at all about the bombing of the South, virtually none. Just an occasional announcement, okay, we will triple the bombing, or something like that. <P>

If you read Robert McNamara's memoirs of the war -- by that time he was considered a leading dove -- he reviews the meticulous planning about the bombing of the North, but does not even mention his decision to sharply escalate the bombing of the South at the same time that the bombing of the North was begun. <P>

I should say, incidentally, that with regard to Vietnam what I have been discussing is articulate opinion, including the leading part of the peace movement. There is also public opinion, which it turns out is radically different, and that is of some significance. By 1969 around 70 percent of the public felt that the war was not a mistake, but that it was fundamentally wrong and immoral. That was the wording of the polls and that figure remains fairly constant up until the most recent polls just a few years ago. The figures are pretty remarkable because people who say that in a poll almost certainly think, I must be the only person in the world that thinks this. They certainly did not read it anywhere, they did not hear it anywhere. But that was popular opinion. <P>

The same is true with regard to many other issues. But for articulate opinion it's pretty much the way I've described -- largely vigorous debate between the hawks and the doves, all on the unexpressed assumption that we own the world. So the only thing that matters is how much is it costing us, or maybe for some more humane types, are we harming too many of them? <P>

Getting back to the election, there was a lot of disappointment among anti-war people -- the majority of the population -- that Congress did not pass any withdrawal legislation. There was a Democratic resolution that was vetoed, but if you look at the resolution closely it was not a withdrawal resolution. There was a good analysis of it by General Kevin Ryan, who was a fellow at the Kennedy School at Harvard. He went through it and he said it really should be called a re-missioning proposal. It leaves about the same number of American troops, but they have a slightly different mission. <P>

He said, first of all it allows for a national security exception. If the president says there is a national security issue, he can do whatever he wants -- end of resolution. The second gap is it allows for anti-terrorist activities. Okay, that is whatever you like. Third, it allows for training Iraqi forces. Again, anything you like. <P>

Next it says troops have to remain for protection of U.S. forces and facilities. What are U.S. forces? Well, U.S. forces are those embedded in Iraqi armed units where 60 percent of their fellow soldiers think that they -- U.S. troops, that is -- are legitimate targets of attack. Incidentally, those figures keep going up, so they are probably higher by now. Well, okay, that is plenty of force protection. What facilities need protection was not explained in the Democratic resolution, but facilities include what is called <I>"the embassy."</I> The U.S. embassy in Iraq is nothing like any embassy that has ever existed in history. It's a city inside the green zone, the protected region of Iraq, that the U.S. runs. It's got everything from missiles to McDonalds, anything you want. They didn't build that huge facility because they intend to leave. <P>

That is one facility, but there are others. There are <I>"semi-permanent military bases,"</I> which are being built around the country. <I>"Semi-permanent"</I> means permanent, as long as we want. <P>

General Ryan omitted a lot of things. He omitted the fact that the U.S. is maintaining control of logistics and logistics is the core of a modern Army. Right now about 80 percent of the supply is coming in though the south, from Kuwait, and it's going through guerilla territory, easily subject to attack, which means you have to have plenty of troops to maintain that supply line. Plus, of course, it keeps control over the Iraqi Army. <P>

The Democratic resolution excludes the Air Force. The Air Force does whatever it wants. It is bombing pretty regularly and it can bomb more intensively. The resolution also excludes mercenaries, which is no small number -- sources such as the Wall Street Journal estimate the number of mercenaries at about 130,000, approximately the same as the number of troops, which makes some sense. The traditional way to fight a colonial war is with mercenaries, not with your own soldiers -- that is the French Foreign Legion, the British Ghurkas, or the Hessians in the Revolutionary War. That is part of the main reason the draft was dropped -- so you get professional soldiers, not people you pick off the streets. <P>

So, yes, it is re-missioning, but the resolution was vetoed because it was too strong, so we don't even have that. And, yes, that did disappoint a lot of people. However, it would be too strong to say that no high official in Washington called for immediate withdrawal. There were some. The strongest one I know of -- when asked what is the solution to the problem in Iraq -- said it's quite obvious, <I>"Withdraw all foreign forces and withdraw all foreign arms." </I>That official was Condoleeza Rice and she was not referring to U.S. forces, she was referring to Iranian forces and Iranian arms. And that makes sense, too, on the assumption that we own the world because, since we own the world U.S. forces cannot be foreign forces anywhere. So if we invade Iraq or Canada, say, we are the indigenous forces. It's the Iranians that are foreign forces. <P>

I waited for a while to see if anyone, at least in the press or journals, would point out that there was something funny about this. I could not find a word. I think everyone regarded that as a perfectly sensible comment. But I could not see a word from anyone who said, wait a second, there are foreign forces there, 150,000 American troops, plenty of American arms. <P>

So it is reasonable that when British sailors were captured in the Gulf by Iranian forces, there was debate, "Were they in Iranian borders or in Iraqi borders? Actually there is no answer to this because there is no territorial boundary, and that was pointed out. It was taken for granted that if the British sailors were in Iraqi waters, then Iran was guilty of a crime by intervening in foreign territory. But Britain is not guilty of a crime by being in Iraqi territory, because Britain is a U.S. client state, and we own the world, so they are there by right. <P>

What about the possible next war, Iran? There have been very credible threats by the U.S. and Israel -- essentially a U.S. client -- to attack Iran. There happens to be something called the UN Charter which says that -- in Article 2 -- the threat or use of force in international affairs is a crime. <I>"Threat or use of force." </I> <P>

Does anybody care? No, because we're an outlaw state by definition, or to be more precise, our threats and use of force are not foreign, they're indigenous because we own the world. Therefore, it's fine. So there are threats to bomb Iran -- maybe we will and maybe we won't. That is the debate that goes on. Is it legitimate if we decide to do it? People might argue it's a mistake. But does anyone say it would be illegitimate? For example, the Democrats in Congress refuse to put in an amendment that would require the Executive to inform Congress if it intends to bomb Iran -- to consult, inform. Even that was not accepted. <P>

The whole world is aghast at this possibility. It would be monstrous. A leading British military historian, Correlli Barnett, wrote recently that if the U.S. does attack, or Israel does attack, it would be World War III. The attack on Iraq has been horrendous enough. Apart from devastating Iraq, the UN High Commission on Refugees reviewed the number of displaced people -- they estimate 4.2 million, over 2 million fled the country, another 2 million fleeing within the country. That is in addition to the numbers killed, which if you extrapolate from the last studies, are probably approaching a million. <P>

It was anticipated by U.S. intelligence and other intelligence agencies and independent experts that an attack on Iraq would probably increase the threat of terror and nuclear proliferation. But that went way beyond what anyone expected. Well known terrorism specialists Peter Bergen and Paul Cruickshank estimated -- using mostly government statistics -- that what they call <I>"the Iraq effect"</I> increased terror by a factor of seven, and that is pretty serious. And that gives you an indication of the ranking of protection of the population in the priority list of leaders. It's very low. <P>

So what would the Iran effect be? Well, that is incalculable. It could be World War III. Very likely a massive increase in terror, who knows what else. Even in the states right around Iraq, which don't like Iran -- Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, and Turkey -- even there the large majority would prefer to see a nuclear armed Iran to any U.S. military action, and they are right, military action could be devastating. It doesn't mean we won't do it. There is very little discussion here of the illegitimacy of doing it, again on the assumption that anything we do is legitimate, it just might cost too much. <P>

Is there a possible solution to the U.S./Iran crisis? Well, there are some plausible solutions. One possibility would be an agreement that allows Iran to have nuclear energy, like every signer of the non-proliferation treaty, but not to have nuclear weapons. In addition, it would call for a nuclear weapons free zone in the Middle East. That would include Iran, Israel, which has hundreds of nuclear weapons, and any U.S. or British forces deployed in the region. A third element of a solution would be for the United States and other nuclear states to obey their legal obligation, by unanimous agreement of the World Court, to make good-faith moves to eliminate nuclear weapons entirely. <P>

Is this feasible? Well, it's feasible on one assumption, that the United States and Iran become functioning democratic societies, because what I have just quoted happens to be the opinion of the overwhelming majority of the populations in Iran and the United States. On everything that I mentioned there is an overwhelming majority. So, yes, there would be a very feasible solution if these two countries were functioning democratic societies, meaning societies in which public opinion has some kind of effect on policy. The problem in the United States is the inability of organizers to do something in a population that overwhelmingly agrees with them and to make that current policy. Of course, it can be done. Peasants in Bolivia can do it, we can obviously do it here. <P>

Can we do anything to make Iran a more democratic society? Not directly, but indirectly we can. We can pay attention to the dissidents and the reformists in Iran who are struggling courageously to turn Iran into a more democratic society. And we know exactly what they are saying, they are very outspoken about it. They are pleading with the United States to withdraw the threats against Iran. The more we threaten Iran, the more we give a gift to the reactionary, religious fanatics in the government. You make threats, you strengthen them. That is exactly what is happening. The threats have lead to repression, predictably. <P>

Now the Americans claim they are outraged by the repression, which we should protest, but we should recognize that the repression is the direct and predictable consequence of the actions that the U.S. government is taking. So if you take actions, and then they have predictable consequences, condemning the consequences is total hypocrisy. <P>

Incidentally, in the case of Cuba about two-thirds of Americans think we ought to end the embargo and all threats and enter into diplomatic relations. And that has been true ever since polls have been taken -- for about 30 years. The figure varies, but it's roughly there. Zero effect on policy, in Iran, Cuba, and elsewhere. <P>

So there is a problem and that problem is that the United States is just not a functioning democracy. Public opinion does not matter and among articulate and elite opinion that is a principle -- it shouldn't matter. The only principle that matters is we own the world and the rest of you shut up, you know, whether you're abroad or at home. <P>

So, yes, there is a potential solution to the very dangerous problem, it's essentially the same solution: do something to turn our own country into a functioning democracy. But that is in radical opposition to the fundamental presupposition of all elite discussions, mainly that we own the world and that these questions don't arise and the public should have no opinion on foreign policy, or any policy. <P>

Once, when I was driving to work, I was listening to NPR. NPR is supposed to be the kind of extreme radical end of the spectrum. I read a statement somewhere, I don't know if it's true, but it was a quote from Obama, who is the hope of the liberal doves, in which he allegedly said that the spectrum of discussion in the United States extends between two crazy extremes, Rush Limbaugh and NPR. The truth, he said, is in the middle and that is where he is going to be, in the middle, between the crazies. <P>

NPR then had a discussion -- it was like being at the Harvard faculty club -- serious people, educated, no grammatical errors, who know what they're talking about, usually polite. The discussion was about the so-called missile defense system that the U.S. is trying to place in Czechoslovakia and Poland -- and the Russian reaction. The main issue was, <I>"What is going on with the Russians? Why are they acting so hostile and irrational? Are they trying to start a new Cold War? There is something wrong with those guys. Can we calm them down and make them less paranoid?"</I> <P>

The main specialist they called in, I think from the Pentagon or somewhere, pointed out, accurately, that a missile defense system is essentially a first-strike weapon. That is well known by strategic analysts on all sides. If you think about it for a minute, it's obvious why. A missile defense system is never going to stop a first strike, but it could, in principle, if it ever worked, stop a retaliatory strike. If you attack some country with a first strike, and practically wipe it out, if you have a missile defense system, and prevent them from retaliating, then you would be protected, or partially protected. If a country has a functioning missile defense system it will have more options for carrying out a first strike. Okay, obvious, and not a secret. It's known to every strategic analyst. I can explain it to my grandchildren in two minutes and they understand it. <P>

So on NPR it is agreed that a missile defense system is a first-strike weapon. But then comes the second part of the discussion. Well, say the pundits, the Russians should not be worried about this. For one thing because it's not enough of a system to stop their retaliation, so therefore it's not yet a first-strike weapon against them. Then they said it is kind of irrelevant anyway because it is directed against Iran, not against Russia. <P>

Okay, that was the end of the discussion. So, point one, missile defense is a first-strike weapon; second, it's directed against Iran. Now, you can carry out a small exercise in logic. Does anything follow from those two assumptions? Yes, what follows is it's a first-strike weapon against Iran. Since the U.S. owns the world what could be wrong with having a first-strike weapon against Iran. So the conclusion is not mentioned. It is not necessary. It follows from the fact that we own the world. <P>

Maybe a year ago or so, Germany sold advanced submarines to Israel, which were equipped to carry missiles with nuclear weapons. Why does Israel need submarines with nuclear armed missiles? Well, there is only one imaginable reason and everyone in Germany with a brain must have understood that -- certainly their military system does -- it's a first-strike weapon against Iran. Israel can use German subs to illustrate to Iranians that if they respond to an Israeli attack they will be vaporized. <P>

The fundamental premises of Western imperialism are extremely deep. The West owns the world and now the U.S. runs the West, so, of course, they go along. The fact that they are providing a first-strike weapon for attacking Iran probably, I'm guessing now, raised no comment because why should it? <P>

You can forget about history, it does not matter, it's kind of <I>"old fashioned,"</I> boring stuff we don't need to know about. But most countries pay attention to history. So, for example, for the United States there is no discussion of the history of U.S./Iranian relations. Well, for the U.S. there is only one event in Iranian history -- in 1979 Iranians overthrew the tyrant that the U.S. was backing and took some hostages for over a year. That happened and they had to be punished for that. <P>

But for Iranians their history is that for over 50 years, literally without a break, the U.S. has been torturing Iranians. In 1953 the U.S. overthrew the parliamentary government and installed a brutal tyrant, the Shah, and kept supporting him while he compiled one of the worst human rights records in the world -- torture, assassination, anything you like. In fact, President Carter, when he visited Iran in December 1978, praised the Shah because of the love shown to him by his people, and so on and so forth, which probably accelerated the overthrow. Of course, Iranians have this odd way of remembering what happened to them and who was behind it. When the Shah was overthrown, the Carter administration immediately tried to instigate a military coup by sending arms to Iran through Israel to try to support military force to overthrow the government. We immediately turned to supporting Iraq, that is Saddam Hussein, and his invasion of Iran. Saddam was executed for crimes he committed in 1982, by his standards not very serious crimes -- complicity in killing 150 people. Well, there was something missing in that account -- 1982 is a very important year in U.S./Iraqi relations. That is the year in which Ronald Reagan removed Iraq from the list of states supporting terrorism so that the U.S. could start supplying Iraq with weapons for its invasion of Iran, including the means to develop weapons of mass destruction, chemical and nuclear weapons. That is 1982. A year later Donald Rumsfeld was sent to firm up the deal. Well, Iranians may very well remember that this led to a war in which hundreds of thousands of them were slaughtered with U.S. aid going to Iraq. They may well remember that the year after the war was over, in 1989, the U.S. government invited Iraqi nuclear engineers to come to the United States for advanced training in developing nuclear weapons. <P>

What about the Russians? They have a history too. One part of the history is that in the last century Russia was invaded and practically destroyed three times through Eastern Europe. You can look back and ask, when was the last time that the U.S. was invaded and practically destroyed through Canada or Mexico? That doesn't happen. We crush others and we are always safe. But the Russians don't have that luxury. Now, in 1990 a remarkable event took place. I was kind of shocked, frankly. Gorbachev agreed to let Germany be unified, meaning join the West and be militarized within a hostile military alliance. This is Germany, which twice in that century practically destroyed Russia. That's a pretty remarkable agreement. <P>

There was a quid pro quo. Then-president George Bush I agreed that NATO would not expand to the East. The Russians also demanded, but did not receive, an agreement for a nuclear-free zone from the Artic to the Baltic, which would give them a little protection from nuclear attack. That was the agreement in 1990. Then Bill Clinton came into office, the so-called liberal. One of the first things he did was to rescind the agreement, unilaterally, and expand NATO to the East. <P>

For the Russians that's pretty serious, if you remember the history. They lost 25 million people in the last World War and over 3 million in World War I. But since the U.S. owns the world, if we want to threaten Russia, that is fine. It is all for freedom and justice, after all, and if they make unpleasant noises about it we wonder why they are so paranoid. Why is Putin screaming as if we're somehow threatening them, since we can't be threatening anyone, owning the world. <P>

One of the other big issues on the front pages now is Chinese <I>"aggressiveness."</I> There is a lot of concern about the fact that the Chinese are building up their missile forces. Is China planning to conquer the world? Big debates about it. Well, what is really going on? For years China has been in the lead in trying to prevent the militarization of space. If you look at the debates and the Disarmament Commission of the UN General Assembly, the votes are 160 to 1 or 2. The U.S. insists on the militarization of space. It will not permit the outer space treaty to explicitly bar military relations in space. <P>

Clinton's position was that the U.S. should control space for military purposes. The Bush administration is more extreme. Their position is the U.S. should own space, their words, We have to own space for military purposes. So that is the spectrum of discussion here. The Chinese have been trying to block it and that is well understood. You read the most respectable journal in the world, I suppose, the Journal of the American Academy of Arts and Sciences, and you find leading strategic analysts, John Steinbrunner and Nancy Gallagher, a couple of years ago, warning that the Bush administration's aggressive militarization is leading to what they call <I>"ultimate doom."</I> Of course, there is going to be a reaction to it. You threaten people with destruction, they are going to react. These analysts call on peace-loving nations to counter Bush's aggressive militarism. They hope that China will lead peace-loving nations to counter U.S. aggressiveness. It's a pretty remarkable comment on the impossibility of achieving democracy in the United States. Again, the logic is pretty elementary. Steinbrunner and Gallagher are assuming that the United States cannot be a democratic society; it's not one of the options, so therefore we hope that maybe China will do something. <P>

Well, China finally did something. It signaled to the United States that they noticed that we were trying to use space for military purposes, so China shot down one of their satellites. Everyone understands why -- the mili- tarization and weaponization of space depends on satellites. While missiles are very difficult or maybe impossible to stop, satellites are very easy to shoot down. You know where they are. So China is saying, "Okay, we understand you are militarizing space. We're going to counter it not by militarizing space, we can't compete with you that way, but by shooting down your satellites." That is what was behind the satellite shooting. Every military analyst certainly understood it and every lay person can understand it. But take a look at the debate. The discussion was about,<I> "Is China trying it conquer the world by shooting down one of its own satellites?"</I> <P>

About a year ago there was a new rash of articles and headlines on the front page about the <I>"Chinese military build-up."</I> The Pentagon claimed that China had increased its offensive military capacity -- with 400 missiles, which could be nuclear armed. Then we had a debate about whether that proves China is trying to conquer the world or the numbers are wrong, or something. <P>

Just a little footnote. How many offensive nuclear armed missiles does the United States have? Well, it turns out to be 10,000. China may now have maybe 400, if you believe the hawks. That proves that they are trying to conquer the world. <P>

It turns out, if you read the international press closely, that the reason China is building up its military capacity is not only because of U.S. aggressiveness all over the place, but the fact that the United States has improved its targeting capacities so it can now destroy missile sites in a much more sophisticated fashion wherever they are, even if they are mobile. So who is trying to conquer the world? Well, obviously the Chinese because since we own it, they are trying to conquer it. <P>

It's all too easy to continue with this indefinitely. Just pick your topic. It's a good exercise to try. This simple principle,<I> "we own the world,</I>" is sufficient to explain a lot of the discussion about foreign affairs. <P>

I will just finish with a word from George Orwell. In the introduction to Animal Farm he said, England is a free society, but it's not very different from the totalitarian monster I have been describing. He says in England unpopular ideas can be suppressed without the use of force. Then he goes on to give some dubious examples. At the end he turns to a very brief explanation, actually two sentences, but they are to the point. He says, one reason is the press is owned by wealthy men who have every reason not to want certain ideas to be expressed. And the second reason -- and I think a more important one -- is a good education. If you have gone to the best schools and graduated from Oxford and Cambridge, and so on, you have instilled in you the understanding that there are certain things it would not do to say; actually, it would not do to think. That is the primary way to prevent unpopular ideas from being expressed. <P>

The ideas of the overwhelming majority of the population, who don't attend Harvard, Princeton, Oxford and Cambridge, enable them to react like human beings, as they often do. There is a <B>lesson</B> there for activists.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chomsky.info/"> Noam Chomsky </A> </font> is emeritus professor of linguistics and philosophy at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and is co-author, with Gilbert Achcar, of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/Perilous-Power-Foreign-Dialogues-Democracy/dp/1594513120"> Perilous Power: The Middle East & U.S. Foreign Policy: Dialogues on Terror, Democracy, War, and Justice. </A> His most recent book is <A HREF=" http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=Hegemony+or+Survival+Americas+Quest+for+Global+Dominance&z=y">Hegemony or Survival Americas Quest for Global Dominance. </A>
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Look Who's Talking <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

SOMETIMES, SOMETHING is said about you, and you are not quite sure whether to take it as a compliment or an insult. <P>

Two prominent journalists, whom I respect very much, mentioned me in connection with the Prime Minister. Akiva Eldar of Haaretz asked last month about Ehud Olmert: <I>"How to treat a son of the Fighting Family (a nickname of the Irgun, one of whose leaders was Olmert's father) who sounds like Uri Avnery?"</I> And this week Gideon Levy wrote in the same newspaper that Olmert <I>"speaks like Uri Avnery, even if 40 years later."</I> <P>

They refer, I assume, to the public demand I addressed 40 years ago to the then Prime Minister to enable the Palestinians to establish a Palestinian State in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, both of which had just been occupied by Israeli troops. <P>

I was then alone among the 120 Members of the Knesset, and my weekly news magazine, Haolam Hazeh, was alone among the media in publishing the plan. <P>

Now Olmert says that the State of Israel will be lost if a Palestinian state is not set up in the framework of the Two-State Solution. <P>

SHOULD I feel satisfaction? If the Prime Minister of Israel accepts the things you were saying 40 years (and also 60 years) ago, what could be better? <P>

After all, when you propose a political plan, you want it to be realized. The only person who can implement it in practice is the prime minister. When the prime minister expropriates your plan, you should be happy and hop around, singing:<I> "Told you so!"</I> <P>

In a book published in 1970 by the official publishing house of the PLO in Beirut, the Two-State Solution was called <I>"the Avnery Plan."</I>  The author, Kamil Mansur, condemned it in no uncertain terms. But only three years later, at the end of 1973, Yasser Arafat adopted it. Now it is supported both by the leader of the PLO and the Prime Minister of Israel. Hallelujah. <P>

Of course, Olmert does not make these statements because my friends and I have convinced him. I have known him for 40 years, since his first steps in the public arena, and for most of that time we have been enemies. At the beginning he was the yeoman of Shmuel Tamir, who in 1967 coined the slogan <I>"liberated territory will not be returned.".</I> <P>

Later, as mayor of Jerusalem, he built settlements all over the place and deliberately provoked bloody clashes, like the infamous tunnel incident. <P>

But if he now feels the need to support a plan that is the opposite of everything he has advocated all his life, this testifies to the popularity of the idea. Our direct part in this may have been limited, but our indirect contribution was, perhaps, considerable. We have prepared public opinion. And in any case, the historic processes have developed the way we foresaw, and they have pushed the leadership of both sides in this direction. <P>

This proves again that even if on the surface monstrous things are happening, underneath, in the depths of the national consciousness, rational and positive trends are gaining ground. It is a long and painful process, but in the end these ideas will prevail. <P>

BUT DOUBT is gnawing. Perhaps Olmert's words are only illusion? Deception? Trickery? <P>

Has Olmert really seen the light, like Saul on the road to Damascus, or is this only a political exercise? <P>

Some people believe that the talk about the<I> "core issues"</I> and the <I>"shelf-agreement before the end of 2008"</I> are nothing but the sophisticated tactics of a shrewd politician who is in trouble. In two weeks time, the Winograd Commission will publish its final report on Lebanon War II, and Olmert may find himself in an impossible position. Demonstrators in the street will demand his dismissal. The Labor Party leader, Ehud Barak, will face the demand to resign, as he has promised, on the day the report is issued, and thus bring down the government. <P>

In such a situation, a politician can do only one of two things: start a war or run towards peace. Since the necessary conditions for a war seem not to be present at the moment, the only option left is a peace process. So Olmert becomes a man of peace, speaks the language of peace and makes peace moves. <P>

Skeptics ask: assuming that this will help Olmert to survive the crisis and remain prime minister with a stable coalition - will he then continue to move towards peace? Will he not use the first available pretext to put an end to it? Isn't this indicated by his present behavior - not honoring the commitment to remove settlement outposts, intensifying building activity in East Jerusalem and the West Bank, continuing the blockade and the bloodshed in the Gaza Strip and refusing the Hamas offer for a cease-fire? <P>

In brief, one should not fall prey to hope. On the contrary, one should expose the real face of the Prime Minister who is exploiting our plan as a means of deception. <P>

BUT, EVEN if this analysis looks reasonable, doesn't it suffer from over-simplification? <P>

The most important political event of last week was the resignation of Avigdor Lieberman from the government. His official reason was that he cannot remain in a government that is conducting negotiations about the <I>"core issues"</I> - borders, refugees, Jerusalem and settlements. This may be only a pretext. Lieberman performs convoluted political calculations that a reasonable person cannot follow. But fact is fact. Olmert's new admirers, including Meretz leader Yossi Beilin, assert that the resignation proves that Olmert is serious. <P>

Lieberman is gone, but Shas remains - respond the skeptics. Lieberman's way of thinking may be labyrinthine, but the considerations of Shas are quite plain to see. Shas is now in the situation that every politician dreams about. After Lieberman's secession, the government coalition has only 67 votes in the 120-member Knesset. If the 11 members of Shas secede, too, then Olmert has no government. <P>

Shas is a rightist-nationalist party, and needs a pretext for staying at the governmental trough. They declare that they will leave the moment the government starts talking with the Palestinians about Jerusalem. But in serious negotiations it will be impossible not to do so. The core issues are not separate - a concession on one issue must be answered with a matching concession on another issue. The continued presence of Shas in the government suggests a secret commitment by Olmert not to touch the core issues at all. <P>

Olmert's assistants do their best to put the rightists at ease: there is nothing to worry about. All in all, Olmert intends only to reach a "shelf-agreement" within a year. <I>"Shelf-agreement"</I> is a new political term that means a document which summarizes all the principles of a peace agreement. Its actual implementation will then be postponed until both sides fulfill the basic demands: the <I>"liquidation of the terror infrastructure"</I> on one side and the <I>"evacuation of settlement outposts"</I> on the other.<I> "That will never happen," </I>Olmert's people tell the rightists with a wink. <P>

Either way - when weighting the possibilities, one must also remember that the declarations of a prime minister have a life of their own, whatever their intention. They cannot be returned to the mouth that uttered them. The words are engraved in the collective memory, they change the national consciousness. When Olmert says that the state of Israel is <I>"lost"</I> if a Palestinian state is not established next to it, this is a meaningful milestone. <P>

LIKE THE people on <I>"reality"</I> TV, Olmert's first priority is to survive.  <P>

This must be taken into account in trying to guess whether he is serious when he talks our language, or if these are just empty words. Is this a <I>"New Olmert,"</I> has Saul indeed turned into Paul, or is this only the old Olmert in a fashionable new disguise? Is it possible that on top of all the tactical considerations, Olmert really wants to imprint his name on history with a great deed? <P>

In the meantime, the situation in the besieged Gaza Strip gets worse and worse. The number of Palestinians killed every day has doubled. The Chief of Staff boasts about it. The Palestinian organizations, on their part, have doubled the number of Qassam rockets launched at Israel, and this time Hamas, too, is officially assuming responsibility. As usual, each side claims that it is only responding to the acts of the other side. <P>

Among the Palestinians killed was Hussam al-Zahar, the son of the former Foreign Minister of the Hamas government. The Shabak security service claims that the father is now the most extreme Hamas leader. If true, this is significant. 16 years ago, al-Zahar demonstrated together with Israeli peace activists against the expulsion of Islamic figures by Yitzhak Rabin. When the exiles returned, he organized the big assembly in Gaza, in which I was invited to speak (in Hebrew) before hundreds of Sheiks, wearing the two-flag emblem - the flag of Israel and the flag of Palestine. <P>

If such a person has become the most extreme leader, this is undoubtedly the fruit of the occupation. It proves again - if proof is needed - that the oppression, which is supposed to destroy Hamas, achieves the exact opposite: it pushes the Palestinian organization into more and more extreme positions. This week, after al-Zahar lost his second son (the oldest was already killed some time ago) he became the most popular leader in the Arab world. Heads of states hastened to call him and extend condolences. <P>

Are these the actions of an Israeli prime minister who wants to achieve peace because he believes that Israel is lost without it? <P>

BACK TO the beginning: should I be happy or furious when <I>"Olmert sounds like Uri Avnery?"</I> <P>

I remember the words of Rudyard Kipling: <I>"If you can bear to hear the truth you've spoken / Twisted by knaves to make a trap for fools..." </I>Imitation is said to be the sincerest form of flattery, but it will take implementation to remove the lingering doubt.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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The Way Forward <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"><font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

'Never doubt that a small group of thoughtful, committed citizens can change the world. Indeed, it is the only thing that ever has." ~~~ Margaret Mead <P>

"Be the change you want to see." ~~~ Gandhi <P>

"A person may cause evil to others not only by his actions but by his inaction, and in either case he is justly accountable to them for the injury". ~~~ John Stuart Mill <P </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

We live in a country that does not provide for the wellbeing of its people.  Our government gives lip service to social justice from time to time but the United States does not have the safety nets other developed countries have instituted, choosing instead to treat its citizens as if they lived in a third world country.  No place has that been more evident than in the resources made available to the working class and the poor. <P>

After a long, long time avoiding financial news, all the major outlets are now rushing to report on the <I>"plummeting"</I> economy. Wall Street makes news. Banking losses are headlines. People, real live flesh and heart humans, don't often figure in those stories. One could almost think that the pain is felt by corporations and banks.  One could almost believe the tragedies occur in boardrooms. The true cost, however, is taken out in the souls of the people who suffer. <P>

Anyone who has been through hard times possesses a strength and a generosity of spirit we don't see in our leaders. Americans may not know how to actively change our government and we obviously cannot get help and intelligent solutions from the policy makers but we can, and do, take care of things ourselves. <P>

<A HREF="http:// www.lisasuhay.com">Lisa Suhay </A> lives in the Norfolk area with her husband and sons.  She has written several acclaimed children's books and her work appears regularly in The Christian Science Monitor. The following article, published in the Raleigh News and Observer and other papers, is an example of what can happen when people begin to work together, when individuals do not wait for an agency or government body to help but instead act out of their understanding of decency and compassion and responsibility. This is a story of possibility and hope and action. This story is an example of what we can do. <P> <font color=#0000FF>

A way out of the subprime funk. </font> <br>

Just because you panic over each bill doesn't mean you can't be a good Samaritan. <br>

By Lisa Suhay <P>

Norfolk, Va. <P>

I am among the financially<I> "subprime."</I> While my condition has been voted word of the year for 2007 by linguists of the American Dialect Society, I would feel better had my word this year been <I>"green"</I> or even<I> "waterboarding."</I> Those were runners up. <P>

Many people view their current economic situation as akin to being waterboarded on a regular basis. Strapped to the front door of your house, and with each new wave of bills you plunge backwards, held under until you are certain your dreams will burst. You come up gasping, panicked, pleading, and praying. <P>

Yet I've discovered that, instead of drowning alone, or dragging others under, people are willing to pool resources and help one another float through the flood. <P>

Nobody strapped us to our mortgage, but because our credit was poor, the rate was higher. Then our local taxes went up, so fast and high during reassessments in boom time that our payments nearly doubled in three years, while incomes have remained the same. <P>

With the housing market in the dumps, we are not in a position to sell and move to a cheaper spot, though that is the goal. So we work more jobs and cut expenses to protect our investment and dream. My four sons have become mac and cheese and PB&J junkies. <P>

This nation is in a depression right now, though not in the traditional fiscal sense. <I>"Subprime" </I>has come to refer to much more than the terms of a person's mortgage; it's how we feel about our prospects. <P>

As preholiday debts mounted, I said a little prayer for relief and peace of mind. Those hopes were fulfilled when I found myself assisting those in much more dire situations than mine. <P>

First came a call from a friend who was about to be evicted. It twisted my gut to listen to her tale of declaring bankruptcy and moving her family's belongings to a self-storage unit in the knowledge that they would spend the new year in a shelter. <P>

Then I wrote about my friend's plight for a local paper. The story appeared on a Sunday, and by noon the family had a new place to live. The home was within their budget, required no deposit, and allowed a two-month grace period before any rent was due. <P>

As the result of the article, my phone began to ring with calls from strangers. People began contacting me and offering more help than my friend needed. So I began pairing them with others who were calling and e-mailing me for help. Most were moms in danger of foreclosure or eviction, in terrible financial need. <P>

Despite the fact that every charity in our region did horribly this year and was tapped out long before Christmas, within weeks, I compiled an overflow list of good Samaritans. Even people who didn't have the money to give, I discovered, still had the spirit and other resources to offer. Now they had a matchmaker to pair them with the needy. <P>

Instead of agonizing over the money my family didn't have, or being embarrassed by our decrepit minivan belching white smoke and overheating, I am one of Heaven's temps, pairing off the needy with the generous. <P>

It's easy work, a call or an email here and there, connecting people in any spare moment between work and caring for my sons. I am paid in peace of mind, realizing that if the worst happens, I know all the roads to recovery because I am helping others travel them. <P>

Each family has its own story of how it ended up subprime, but all of them share the guilt of failing and the fear that, with the next submersion in water, they will resurface more dead than alive. <P>

My chest still tightens when the bills come. My kids still ask me to let them off one block away when I take them to school in <I>"the mini bomb." <?I> <P>

But I've learned that, if I was given the problem, I have also been given the means to a solution. And now I know I am not the only one fighting to stay above water. <P>

As we improve our circumstances and emerge from this dip in frozen credit, perhaps what we are after all is <I>"preprime"</I> or <I>"greening."</I> <P>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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America's Gaping Economic Divide <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

What happened to the good ol' American notion of the common good - the idea that we're all in this together, trying to build a strong, unified society by fairly sharing the economic gains that all of us help produce? <P>

Oh, sure, we've always had the rich and the poor, but at least we've tried in the past to narrow that gap, recognizing that a cohesive democratic society - a morally secure society - is dependent on maintaining both a vibrant middle class and a broad perception of fairness. Today, the Powers That Be - both corporate and governmental - have abandoned all pretense of shared sacrifice, shared gains, and a shared future. The very, very rich are being made ever and ever richer, and they are sailing blithely away from the rest of us, no longer moored to America's egalitarian ideals. <P

The latest indicator of this extreme change in our nation's guiding ethic comes from faireconomy.org, which analyzes CEO pay, perks, and pensions. Their latest survey finds that the chieftans of Fortune 500 corporations averaged $10.8 million each in pay in 2006 - more than 364 times the annual paychecks of the average U.S. worker! On top of this, CEOs salted away an average of $1.3 million in pension gains in 2006, and they averaged another $438,000 in such freebies as personal travel on corporate jets, country club fees, and even corporate payment of their taxes. <P>

Well, assert the CEO clique, we run huge corporations and are simply being paid accordingly. However, faireconomy.org compared the 20 highest paid U.S. chief executives to the 20 highest paid in Europe. The European chiefs took only one-third as much pay - even though they ran companies that generated $19 billion more in sales than the U.S. companies. <P>

This is Jim Hightower saying... The ever-spreading pay gap has become a sundering chasm in our society. To learn more about it and to see some proposals for bridging this dangerous fissure, go to www.faireconomy.org.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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The Truth About Ron Paul <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Liz Delong </font> <P>

Let's get something straight everyone, Ron Paul is part of the establishment.  He is not anti-establishment in any way that will support the people. He will not suffer the fate of those who do challenge the establishment because he is a mere decoy for the liberals and the people who feel the unrest rising in the back of their throats. He is a pacifier, sent out to distract and pacify the public.  He is supposed to be the hope that we so desperately are in search of that we have neglected, once again, to investigate anyone who we throw our support behind.  <P>

After being duped by the Democrats from John Kerry to the 110th Congress, I will do whatever it takes to ensure that I will NOT be made a fool of again. The Democrats who were elected to the majority in both houses of our congress were the last of that foolishness. They made promises to impeach the criminals in the White House to bringing our troops home and have failed miserably on both and have managed the lamest excuses yet, for their failures. Ron Paul is not much different then the complacent Democrats or the old school republicans. Watch what they do and not what they say. <P>

Let's talk about what Ron Paul does and not what the guy says. All politicians lie and it doesn't take a genius to figure that one out. Rather then believing a liar or taking a politician at his word how about taking a look at his record for once. Oh yeah, there are those votes that the Ron Paul fans cite again and again as if they mean something. We all know that the lack of accountability up there on criminal hill is full vested in the recorded votes for the individuals just as it is for the failures and empty promises of either party.  <P>

With all the decorations and attachments to proposed legislation meant to entice more support for the bill so it will become law, one could essentially be voting to stop funding for the Iraq War but at the same time, sending more troops over in a surge. One could be voting against a war and voting for more office space for the Congressional members at the same time. The attachments on the bills don't even have to be relevant to the bill, itself. It's a great way to avoid accountability and along with non-recorded votes, there is no meaning or true sense of what a politicians stands for by looking solely at his voting record.  <P>

The best way to get a sense about one's ideas and intentions in the political realm is by looking at the bills they introduce/sponsor. Look at them in their original form as introduced and before the committee marks them up.  Look at them before the wording is changed to better serve the political farce called public service that the liars on criminal hill masquerade for all of us people they pillage and rape and kill and lie to. For in this organic form, one sees exactly what the politician intends or how one feels about issues.  <P>

Well, Ron Paul is no different then the rest of the lyin', rotten, murderous, cheatin', dirty, rotten rat bastards. He is contradictory in every sense of the word and while he may have voted against the war, it was only because he believes that congress should declare war and not the president. Even still, his main offense with the continued war is not the blood and the guts of over a million innocent people, splattered all over the bomb ridden streets in Iraq - it's the goddamned cost of it all. His claims of being anti-war are false. Voting against something does not make one anti- anything. He takes no active role in bringing the troops home or ending the war in Iraq.     What has Ron Paul done over the last three Congress's (108th, 109th and 110th) that is indicative of his anti-war stand - in terms of legislation that he has introduced and sponsored. NOTHING, that is what he has done. <P>

Please note that Ron Paul sponsors more legislation then most members of Congress and averages 67 per Congress except in the 110th Congress - he sponsored approximately 65 just the first session.   I researched the Ron Paul legislation as it was introduced and as he sponsored it - in it's organic form and this is what I have found. <P> <B>

1) HR 2511</B> - this piece of legislation postpones the closure of bases that were scheduled to close due to previous legislation (that he didn't introduce) until the Secretary of Defense and Homeland Security deem it so. Obviously, he thinks both the Secretary of Defense and Homeland Security have things they need to do before this previously sponsored and passed legislation by one of his colleagues can actually be forced. Postponing the closure of bases overseas or here at home is not anti-war. <P> <B>

2) HR 3216</B> - this one is nothing but a bunch of business for blackwater and the description of it is as follows: <P>

The President of the United States is authorized and requested to commission, under officially issued letters of marque and reprisal, so many of privately armed and equipped persons and entities as, in his judgment, the service may require, with suitable instructions to the leaders thereof, to employ all means reasonably necessary to seize outside the geographic boundaries of the United States and its territories the person and property of Osama bin Laden, of any al Qaeda co-conspirator, and of any conspirator with Osama bin Laden and al Qaeda who are responsible for the air piratical aggressions and depredations perpetrated upon the United States of America on September 11, 2001, and for any planned future air piratical aggressions and depredations or other acts of war upon the United States of America and her people. <P>

This also indicates that Ron Paul thinks that boogie man Osama is still alive and at large and a danger to our country - rather than the real terrorists in the white house. <P> <B>

3) H.R.2605</B> - I will just copy the text of the bill so you can all read for yourselves:

Title: To establish a sunset for the Authorization for Use of Military Force Against Iraq Resolution of 2002 (Public Law 107-243). <P>

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress

assembled, <P <B>

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.</B> <P>

This Act may be cited as the <I>`Sunset of Public Law 107-243 Act of 2007'.</I><P> <B>

SEC. 2. SUNSET OF PUBLIC LAW 107-243.</B> <P>

The Authorization for Use of Military Force Against Iraq Resolution of 2002 (Public Law 107-243) is amended by adding at the end the following new section: <P> <B>

SEC. 5. SUNSET. </B> <P> <I>

`This joint resolution shall cease to be effective beginning 180 days after the date of the enactment of the Sunset of Public Law 107-243 Act of 2007.'</I><P>

This all sounds like it is a good anti-war sort of bill, now doesn't it?  Well until he adds this next section which makes the first part obsolete. <P> <B>

SEC. 3. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. </B>

Nothing in the amendment made by section 2 of this Act shall be construed to prevent or prohibit Congress in the 180-day period beginning on the date of the enactment of this Act from--<P> <B>

(1) </B>reauthorizing Public Law 107-243, with or without amendment, as appropriate; and <br> <B>

(2) </B>passing a new authorization for the use of military force against Iraq or a declaration of war

against Iraq, as appropriate. <P>

Now to be fair there are two more bills that seem anti war in their organic form except for one small detail. Let me tell you about them and see if you can figure out why they aren't anti-war, really.<P> <B>

4) H. CON. RES. 46 </B> <P>

Expressing the sense of Congress that all United States Armed Forces should be withdrawn from South Korea and the United States should end its defense guarantee of South Korea. <P> <B>

5)H.CON.RES.255 : </B>Expressing the sense of the Congress that the United States military should not become involved in the Liberian civil war, either alone or as part of a United Nations peacekeeping force. <P>

They sound great, eh?  They sure do, all except for the part where they are house concurrent resolutions as is indicated by the<B> H.Con. Res</B> preceeding the number.  The problem with this sort of legislation is it does not have the force of law behind it and is basically used to express an opinion of congress. Ron Paul, out of all the legislation he introduces rarely introduces these types of bills - but when it comes to anti-war legislation - he likes the kind that doesn't have the force of law behind it.  <P>

Ron Paul is just about as lame as the democrats with their excuses - did you guys hear about those newsletters <I>"The Ron Paul Newsletters"</I> which were filled with remarks only a bigot would make and racial slurs?    Well did you get to see his response to those bigot accusations? <P> <B>

Check it out:</B> <P>

<A HREF="http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article19053.htm"> Artilcle 195053 </A> <P>

For those of you who don't know what is going on.  Ron Paul had a newsletter called the Ron Paul Newsletter which circulated back in his district. The Newsletter printed and circulated many statements which were without a doubt bigotted, racist in nature and Ron Paul claims he didn't write them. There was no signature to the writings on some of the things written in that newsletter - and apparently people assumed that Ron Paul wrote them since his name was plastered over the front page and all. However, Ron Paul denies that he wrote them.  He also claims that the only reason all these things are coming up now, ten years after the fact, is because of the political witch hunt. The only problem with that is, it still doesn't address the question of whether he is a racist - now or then.  <P>

Ron Paul claims that he doesn't know who wrote them. It was ten years ago. He claims that not all publishers know who wrote what only the editor does and the editor is responsible for the day to day activities and writings. He claims though, that there were changes made and people coming and going and he doesn't know who wrote them. He also claims that back when these newsletters were printed and came out - that the people in his district believed him when he said he didn't write them. He neglected to mention though, that if he was offended by such things printed in his name, why he didn't find out then, before all the time had passed and the changes made, who wrote them in his name. <P> 

Needless to say, his defense of his bigoted newsletter is lame. He is either irresponsible or not interested in the things that happen in his name or with his signature. Then there is the possibility that he did write them or that he simply was not offended by the racist comments that appeared in his newsletter which would explain why he never did anything to refute the claims or sue the person who claimed they were his words - by not claiming their own words. Whatever, there is nothing that appears to stand well in his defense of not being a bigot. <P>

Ron Paul claims he is not a racist. He claims that this can be noted as truth because he is against the war on drugs. He says that only 14 percent of the blacks in this country commit crimes related to drugs. He also notes that 67 percent of the blacks are in prisons and comments on how unfair our criminal/justice system is toward minorities and blacks in this country. He also takes credit for having the most support from the black communities then any other candidate. He says his anti-war stand is also anti-racist since blacks and minorities are the ones that suffer the most in such wars. <P>

I took a look at Ron Paul's introduced and sponsored legislation over the last 5 or 6 years and looked for anything that might indicate that Ron Paul is against racism and not the racist that such racial slurs in his newsletter indicates that he is and this is what I found. <P> <B>

H.J. Res 46:</B> <P> Proposing to amend the constitution of the United States. This amendment would deny citizenship to any persons born in the United States whose parents were not citizens themselves. <P <B>

H.R 1405:</B> This would disqualify people from receiving federal funds if they were convicted in any crime, local, state or federal. Here is a piece of the text: <P> <B>

SEC. 2. DISQUALIFICATION FOR FEDERAL FUNDING. </B> <P>

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, any recipient of Federal funds shall be disqualified

for Federal funding of any type if, at a time when the recipient is receiving Federal funds for any

of the recipient's activities, the recipient is found by any Federal agency or Federal or State court

to have-- <P <B>

(1)</B> made a false statement on an application for Federal funds; <br> <B>

(2)</B> violated any Federal law or regulation or State or local law punishable by imprisonment for at least 6 months or a fine of at least $5,000; and <br> <B>

(3)</B> aided or abetted the violation of any law or regulation described in paragraph <B>(2)</B>. <P>

EXCUSE ME FOR NOTING - Government assistance would mean military assistance for returning soldiers or injured soldiers - which he notes that minorities make up much of the military and suffer the most from wars overseas. Since many soldiers return to a life of crime if they return at all due to the insufficient way our government provides for their return to civil life - I would say that this is exactly the opposite of what he claims. This would also affect any medical or living assistance provided to minorities and blacks such as welfare, food stamps, housing supplements, child care etc. which many blacks and minorities rely on to live because our society doesn't give them the same opportunities as whites - they are repressed, denied housing and denied jobs which would allow them to make livable wages and safe homes to raise a family. He, himself notes how unfairly the judicial system treats the minorities and blacks - and many blacks are in prison for crimes they didn't commit. There are tons of statistics which prove this fact. So you figure it out...the guy is a fucking liar! <P>

And here is another bill he sponsored and introduced: <P <B>

H.R.3071 : </B> <P>To prohibit the provision of Federal funds to the housing-related government-sponsored enterprises and to remove certain competitive advantages granted under law to such enterprises. <P>

This would eliminate housing projects and funds for minorities to assist them in purchasing houses etc. <P>

And this bill here is another one he sponsored and introduced just last year: <P> <B>

H.R.3217</B> <P> Title: To limit the issuance of student and diversity immigrant visas to aliens who are nationals of Saudi Arabia, countries that support terrorism, or countries not cooperating fully with United States antiterrorism efforts. <P>

This is not a man who recognizes racism as a problem - and in fact legislates with racism to further oppress the already oppressed and suffering. <P>

Please note that Ron Paul has been offered money by the White Supremacy special interest group and although he denied the contribution (no one is claiming that he is stupid - they are claiming that he is a racist) one still has to wonder what potential a special interest group like that saw in a man like Ron Paul...but I bet we can easily discern what that might be.  <P>

Also note that Ron Paul states in this piece <P>

<A HREF="http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article19028.htm"> Article 19028 </A> <P> <I>

"As I stated on the floor of the U.S. House on April 20, 1999: 'I rise in great respect for the courage and high ideals of Rosa Parks who stood steadfastly for the rights of individuals against unjust laws and oppressive governmental policies.'" </I> <P>

From what I understand - Ron Paul was the only dissenting vote in Congress when Congress voted to award the Congressional Gold Medal to Rosa Parks. To be fair about this, he voted against most congressional gold medals because he thought that it was unconstitutional to make the tax payers pay for Congressional Gold medals but Ron Paul had a habit of donating 100 toward any gold medalist that he believed deserved a gold medal - as long as the tax payers didn't have to pay for it and Rosa Parks was not one of those for which he offered his own money. <P>

I also thought it was interesting that White Pride Nationalist sites sponsor and support Ron Paul for President and they have advertisements on their sites which are approved by Ron Paul but not ones you would usually see on just any old site.  Check it out.  <P>

<A HREF="http://www.stormfront.org/forum/"> Storm Front Forum </A>

scroll to the bottom and see the thread <I>"What Ron Paul must do to win"</I> and also check out his advertisement in that forum/site.  <P>

So racism, is not a lesser of any evil - it is one of the truest forms of evil and it looks like Ron Paul may be a true racist - without a doubt.  At least in my eyes. <P>

He also claims that he is against the war on drugs, you know, because the blacks in this country suffer from all these ridiculous drug crimes.  I found one thing he legislated in the past three congresses and here it is: <P <B>

H.R. 1009 -</B> <P>

Whooopie - he wants to redefine marijuana so it doesn't include "industrial hemp" - That is HARDLY a war on drugs since hemp doesn't even get you high! Thank God I didn't hang out with him in highschool! it would have been NO FUN! <P>

Ron Paul claims that he is about the individuals constitutional rights - except that he forgets to mention it is those individuals that work as CEO's in corporations - like for instance, I am certain that Ken Lay would have voted for him had he heard about this piece of legislation that Ron Paul introduced. <P> <B>

H.R.1657 : </B> <P>To ensure financial regulations do not harm economic competitiveness, nor deprive Americans of due process of law, by repealing provisions of Federal law that hold corporate chief executive officers criminally liable for the content and quality of their companies' financial report, even when the chief executive officers had no intention to engage in criminal behavior, and had taken all reasonable steps to assure the accuracy of the statement. <P>

I could go on and on - how he thinks that people shouldn't be able to sue corporations for false advertising or pharmaceutical companies for claiming that their product does something that it doesn't do. He also thinks it is okay for your doctor to bargain with your health care insurer (those that pay his bill). Obviously, this will adversely affect your care - which may be why it is supposed to be illegal currently - but Ron Paul claims that this will provide for more quality care and better health service.  And this is coming from a medical doctor. A real fucking healer, eh? After this legislation, I would assume that he won't have many patients left. <P> 

We all should know by now that Ron Paul is anti-choice (pro-life as they call it). He believes that life begins at conception and not only does he think the government should stay out of your life and parks and not interfere with legislating for the environment but he does make an exception to government interference but only when it comes to <B>YOUR UTERUS! </B> <P><B>

H.R.1545 : </B> <P>To prohibit Federal officials from paying any Federal funds to any individual or entity that performs partial-birth abortions. <P>

So any doctor which choses to save a woman's life - which is the only time late term abortions are performed by the way - otherwise they are illegal - is if the mother's life is in danger due to the pregnancy - they get punished for being a life saver. <P>

And following this piece of legislation he introduces the following: <P> <B>

H.R.1546 : </B> <P>To provide that the inferior courts of the United States do not have jurisdiction to hear abortion-related cases. <P>

Now he wants it to be illegal for any court to declare that you have a right to life (liberty and the pursuit of happiness) and to adjudicate such where late term abortion (a life saving procedure ONLY) is concerned. <P>

Healer - Dr. Ron Paul - the man with a plan - to populate the world with unwanted children and kill the mothers who are pregnant rather than the unborn fetus whose continued growth will kill the mother because you know, he is all about ridding such funding for orphanages and welfare or support for single disabled moms.  He is a real stern god fearing man which can be noted in his legislation The bill is... <P> <B> H. R. 1547</B> <P>

To restore first amendment protections of religion and religious speech. <P>

Ron Paul thinks that the separation of church and state is unconstitutional and deprives the religious folks of their right to freedom of religion and free speech.  He thinks that by making it illegal to practice prayer in schools or bring up God and ideology in government rulings and legislation that you are in effect denying that government official, teacher, school board or whatever their right to practice their freedom of religion and their right to free speech.  He believes that religion should be intertwined with government whenever a government official wishes to do so - and schools should be allowed to force prayer whenever a school wishes to do so...I mean can you imagine?  This guy is no threat to the current establishment, <B>HE IS ONE OF THEM!  </B> <P>

Fuck education and our constitutional rights to have a basic education.  He thinks that should be left up to the states and the federal government should have no jurisdiction nor obligation thereof.  While I believe they should stay the hell out of the books and the lesson plans - and leave that up to the parents whose kids educate at that particular school - I also think that the federal government is obligated to ensure the states fulfill their duty to educate the children within the state.  Not Ron Paul - he says leave it up to the states entirely and we have all seen how well they manage that on their own.  <P>

 Ayn Rand and Ron Paul view the environment and the earth virtually the same.  Both view it as a resource and Ron Paul thinks that the environment is not important enough in comparison to the free market and therefore there should be no environmental laws imposed on those poor oppressed corporations. In fact, there is a lot of commonalities between Ayn Rand and Ron Paul. He thinks we should privatize the parks and his answer to the high oil prices aren't to regulate the energy companies but to allow drilling in <B>ANWR</B> - fuck the people and the fact that the majority have already said <B>NO DRILLING IN ANWR</B> how many times already?   

Ron Paul likes to spew the support he gets from the military like even more than McCain gets - well ain't that something - whoopie - In fact, if this is true then perhaps the military personnel might be interested in this piece of legislation introduced and sponsored by Ron Paul. <P> <B>

H. R. 1404 </B> <P> <I>

"To direct the Secretary of Defense to present a ribbon of appropriate design to all persons who, while a member of the Armed Forces serving on active duty, were exposed to ionizing radiation as a result of participation in a test of atomic weapons." </I> <P>

Ron Paul thinks that those guinea pigs (involuntary, I am sure) should get cancer AND a ribbon for their unknown sacrifice.  What a guy, eh?  <P>

Just another twisted sick fuck running for President, people. Nothing to get all fucking heated over - nothing to go on and on about all over public forums and slip in Ron Paul campaign slogans every fucking chance you get.  No real reason to have a revolution - especially in his name...there are plenty of <B>REAL</B> revolutions to have over <B>GOOD</B> reasons and <B>WORTHY</B> purposes - and trust me when I tell you, <B>RON PAUL IS NOT ONE OF THEM. </B> <P>

I'm not going to go on and on quoting all this legislation - in it's original Ron Paul form which proves me right and all you Ron Paul fans a sandwich short of a picnic...I'm just going to suggest that you not take my word for it. Instead why don't you go to the congressional record and investigate yourselves for fucking once.<B> HOW MANY TIMES MUST WE BE MADE FOOLS OF? HOW MANY MORE PROMISES TO STOP THE WARS MUST WE SIT AROUND WAITING TO BE FULFILLED FOR MONTHS WHILE THE BLOOD POURS OF THE INNOCENT? HOW MANY MORE ASSHOLE POLITICIANS ARE YOU GOING TO SUPPORT BEFORE YOU GET IT THREW YOUR THICK FUCKING HEADS THAT THEY AREN"T ON OUR SIDE! THEY DON"T FUCKING WORK FOR US! THE SYSTEM DOESN"T WORK! AND NO ONE DWELLING WITHIN THE CESSPOOL OF THE US GOVERNMENT IS GOING TO ATTEMPT TO FIX ANYTHING AT ALL FOR US!  THEY ARE ON THEIR OWN SIDE!  IT"S US AGAINST THEM - and OFF WITH THEIR FUCKING HEADS!</B> Don't send them your fucking money and make all this effort like they are something that they are not.<B> WAKE THE FUCK UP!</B> Ron Paul is just another scum sucking, lyin', pig, capitalist with blood on his hands and dollar signs in his eyes and a complete indifference to the suffering that they have planned for us and that they have already created for people all over the world. Seriously people - use your fucking heads and do some fucking work before you throw your support behind <B>ANYONE! HAVEN"T YOU LEARNED YOUR LESSON ALREADY! SHEEEEEEEEEEESH! </B>

 <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Liz DeLong </font>
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Better Kiss Your Abe 'Goodbye' </font> <br>

By Greg Palast <P>

Bend over, pull out your wallet and kiss your Abe 'goodbye.' The Lincolns have got to go - and so do the Hamiltons and Jacksons. <P>

Those bills in your billfold aren't yours anymore. The landlords of our currency - Citibank, the national treasury of China and the House of Saud - are foreclosing and evicting all Americans from the US economy. <P>

It's mornings like this, when I wake up hung-over to photos of the King of Saudi Arabia festooning our President with gold necklaces, that I reluctantly remember that I am an economist; and one with some responsibility to explain what the hell Bush is doing kissing Abdullah's camel. <P>

Let's begin by stating why Bush is not in Saudi Arabia. Bush ain't there to promote 'Democracy' nor peace in Palestine, nor even war in Iran. And, despite what some pinhead from CNN stated, he sure as hell didn't go to Riyadh to tell the Saudis to cut the price of oil. <P>

What's really behind Bush's hajj to Riyadh is that America is in hock up to our knickers. The sub-prime mortgage market implosion, hitting a dozen banks with over $100 billion in losses, is just the tip of the debt-berg. <P>

Since taking office, Bush has doubled the federal debt to more than $5 trillion. And, according to US Treasury figures, on net, foreign investors have purchased close to 100% of that debt. That's $3 trillion borrowed from the Saudis, the Chinese, the Japanese and others. <P>

Now, Bush, our Debt Junkie-in-Chief, needs another fix. The US Treasury, Citibank, Merrill-Lynch and other financial desperados need another hand-out from Abdullah's stash. Abdullah, in turn, gets this financial juice by pumping it out of our pockets at nearly $100 a barrel for his crude. <P>

Bush needs the Saudis to charge us big bucks for oil. The Saudis can't lend the US Treasury and Citibank hundreds of billions of US dollars unless they first get these US dollars from the US. The high price of oil is, in effect, a tax levied by Bush but collected by the oil industry and the Gulf kingdoms to fund our multi-trillion dollar governmental and private debt-load. <P>

The US Treasury is not alone in its frightening dependency on Arabian loot. America's private financial institutions are also begging for foreign treasure. Yesterday, King Abdullah's nephew, Prince Alwaleed bin Talal, already the top individual owner of Citibank, joined the Kuwait government's Investment Authority and others to mainline a $12.5 billion injection of capital into the New York bank. Also this week, the Abu Dhabi government and the Saudi Olayan Group are taking a $6.6 billion chunk of Merrill-Lynch. It's no mere coincidence that Bush is in Abdullah's tent when the money-changers made the deal just outside it. <P>

Bush is there to assure Abdullah that, unlike Dubai's ports purchase debacle, there will be no political impediment to the Saudi's buying up Citibank nor the isle of Manhattan. <P>

So what? I mean, for the average American about to lose their job and their bungalow it doesn't matter a twit whether it's Sheik bin Alwaleed who owns Citibank or Sheik Sanford Weill, Citi's past Chairman. <P>

It's the price paid to buy back our money from abroad that's killing us. Despite the Koranic prohibition on charging interest, the Gulf princes demand their pound of flesh, exacting a 7% payment from Citibank and 9% from Merrill. That hefty interest bill then pushes adjustable rate mortgages into the stratosphere and pushes manufacturing into China by making borrowing and energy costs impossible to overcome. Forget the cost of health care: General Motors' interest burden quintupled in just two years. <P>

As the great economist Paddy Chayefsky wrote in the film The Network: <P> <I>

"The Arabs have taken billions of dollars out of this country, and now they must put it back. ... It is ebb and flow, tidal gravity.... There are no nations, there are no peoples. There is only one vast and immense, interwoven, multi-national dominion of petro-dollars. ... There is no America. There is no 'democracy.' The world is a business, one vast and ecumenical holding company, for whom all men will work." </I> <P><center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/theflows.jpg"> </center> <P>

In 2005, the US consumer paid Arab and OPEC nations a quarter trillion dollars ($252 billion) for oil - and the USA received back 100% of it - and then some ($311 billion) via Gulf nations' investment in US Treasury bills and purchases of US businesses and property. Bush's trip to Abdullah's tent is all about this vast business of keeping this petro-dollar treadmill spinning. <P>

The Bush Administration, rather than tax Americans to cover our deficits or make the banks suffer the consequences of their predatory lending practices, is allowing the Saudis to charge us big time at the pump with the understanding they will lend it all back to us - so the party never has to stop. <P>

It has been reported that the President's Secret Service men traveling with him seemed embarrassed by the eye-popping loads of diamond and gold gifts which they have to carry back for President Bush. They need not feel they have taken too much from their hosts: Bush has assured Abdullah that the King can suck it back out through our gas tanks. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) <A HREF=" http://www.gregpalast.com/"> 2008 Greg Palast </A></font>is the author of The Network: The World as a Company Town and the New York Times bestseller, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Armed+Madhouse.&Go.x=4&Go.y=13&Go=Go">Armed Madhouse</: Sordid Secrets and Strange Tales from a White House Gone Wild.</A> Hear Ed Asner read from the book and the film <A HREF="http://'www.gregpalast.com">The Network.'</A>

</font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<p> <br> <br> <center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ top-creature.jpg"> <br> </center> 

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<p> <br> </font> </font>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/mayeric.jpg"> <br>

A Nuclear 9/11 -- Dr. Paul's Payback? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P>

Military Correspondent <P> </font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"If you vote against the war in Iraq, the Bush administration will do whatever is necessary to get you.  There will be severe ramifications for you and the state of Minnesota."  -- Vice President Dick Cheney to Senator Paul Wellstone (D), October, 2002, just days before Wellstone's death in an airplane "accident." <P>

"All of a sudden, I heard a boom. A real big boom.  I thought al-Qaida was here. I did, I'm not going to lie."  -- Gloria Randle, Texas City, July 28, 2005 <P>

"Maybe the people who think there's a conspiracy out there are right." -- Congressman Peter DeFazio, July, 2007 <P>

"The truth is that Bush just likes to blow things up... in Iraq, in the United States, and in Congress."  -- Congressman Pete Stark, October, 2007 <P> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <B>

Bush League Rules </B> <P>

The Bush League, comprised of neocons and globalists, has always played dirty in the game of politics.  League members are forgiven for any and all vices and crimes -- except lack of loyalty to the Bush League, that is. Despite his felony conviction, pardoned Scooter Libby lives in freedom and comfort.  Paul Wolfowitz, an architect of a failed Iraq war and later a scandalized president of the World Bank, is now working for the White House again. CIA Director George Tenet, who did not prevent 9/11, received the presidential Medal of Freedom. So did Army General Tommy Franks, for that matter, whose greatest accomplishment was leading our 2003 leap into Iraqi quicksand. <P>

Bush League opponents, though, have frequently endured the worst of luck, so much so that folks whisper in private of reprisals against those who don't go along and get along. They whispered when Congressman Mickey Leland, a troublesome black radical from Houston, died in a strange plane accident in Africa just months after Bush 41 took office in 1989. They whispered when Senators Tom Daschle and Russ Feingold, who in 2001 were resisting the Homeland State and Global War, became targets of anthrax attacks that strangely used US military spores. They whispered when left-leaning antiwar Senator Paul Wellstone died in a strange plane accident just days after opposing the War Powers Act. <P>

Not everyone who challenges the Bush League dies, though. Former congresswoman Cynthia McKinney, who insisted that the 9/11 attacks were an inside job, found herself hassled by the DC cops, labeled a troublemaker and run out of office. Muslim Congressman Keith Ellison, who in July, 2007 compared 9/11 to the Reichstag fire and Bush to Hitler, was begging Bush for emergency aid less than a month later, after the strange collapse of his Minnesota home district's I-35 bridge into the Mississippi River. Congressman Dennis Kucinich, who sponsored articles of impeachment against Dick Cheney and called for a new investigation of 9/11, last month mourned the sudden, strange death of his 52-year-old brother, Perry. Former congressmen Mark Deli Siljander, who was about to publish a book loathed by neocons, A Deadly Misunderstanding: a Congressman's Quest to Bridge the Muslim-Christian Divide, just this week found himself facing dozens of federal charges that he rendered aid to Al Qaeda. <P> <B>

Payback for Paul? </B> <P>

Congressman Ron Paul is probably the most prominent reformer in America nowadays not to suffer -- or see his constituents suffer -- from strange bad luck. His anti-establishment presidential bid is provocatively named <I>"The Ron Paul Revolution,"</I> and his activist support base stretches from gold standard libertarians and states rights conservatives to 9/11 truthers and New World Order opponents. Despite a mainstream media that usually pretends he doesn't exist, Dr. Paul and his <I>"Paulestinian" </I>supporters continue to wage an Internet campaign effectively promoting both the man and the message. <P>

In our brave new post-9/11 world, how long can the Bush League allow such a gadfly to buzz around the body politic? The answer is simple: not long. In fact, Paul and his district are already living on borrowed time. Readers of my recent columns are familiar with my assertion that Ron Paul's congressional district has long been the primary target for the nuclear 9/11, or <I>"9/11-2B."</I> Working with Houston area law enforcement and media, Internet activists in the Houston area have anticipated and interdicted three different 911-2B attempts or rehearsals against BP, the nation's third largest refinery, in Paul's Texas City. <P>

What more fitting Bush League payback could there be for the pain in the ass Ron Paul, a constant critic of the Global War and the Homeland State, than an "Al Qaeda" attack against his district? Just Monday, January 14, the Texas City BP refinery experienced yet another explosion and fatality. It has had a strange streak of explosions in recent years, becoming the nation's most dangerous workplace. Insiders wonder whether the many incidents are really random -- or are rehearsals. Many of Paul's Gulf Coast friends are alarmed, believing that Texas City, Texas is long past due for joining New York City, New York and Oklahoma City, Oklahoma on the New World Order false flag casualty list. To review the past as prologue, refer to my 2007 article, The Texas Triangle: Terror and Treason. <P> <B>

"Noble" 911-2B? </B> <P>

<I>"Noble Resolve"</I> is an annual series of military command post exercises rehearsing 9/11-2B in designated states. 9/11 analysts are quick to point out that both the 9/11/01 attacks and the 7/7/05 London attacks were strangely coincident with military exercises rehearsing their deadly outcomes.  Accordingly, being a Noble Resolve participant is the last thing on earth anyone would want. All this is bad news for just-announced 2008 target states Texas, Oregon, Indiana and Washington, DC.  They are now fair game for nuclear, biological and chemical attack exercises. <P>

A healthy dose of paranoia about government motives is the correct prescription in the post-9/11 world.  It's better to be safe than sorry, as every good doctor knows. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is he the military correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his schedule of upcoming interviews, refer to his <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> homepage.</A>
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Heartland Politics <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Some Historical Anecdotes </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

For three summers in the 1970s, I worked for the state of Tennessee: one summer at a state park, and two more on a road maintenance crew for the county office of the state Department of Transportation. These were patronage jobs, as were almost all state jobs; you had to have some kind of pull to get one.  During my last summer on the road crew, the summer jobs set aside for local youth (presumably needy ones) were held by: the son of the former mayor of the county seat; the son of a state highway patrolman; the son of one of the area's most influential black preachers; and me, the son of a former mayor of one of the county's smaller towns - and a distant relative of the man in charge of the DOT county office. <P>

The full-time workers were all patronage hires as well. Most of them were nearing or even over retirement age, while also farming, either full-time or part-time, on the side. Their talk was full of crops and weather - and politics. If you could get past the dialogue that began every single working day -<I> "You get any rain over your way last night?" "Naw, we didn't get any rain. You?" "Yeah, we got a little shower of rain." "Well, we need some rain. My beans are about burnt up."</I> - you could get a good education in real live Heartland politics just by listening to conversations and reminisces. <P>

A couple of old-timers were particularly informative in this regard. One of them had been a <I>"square" </I>years ago, he kept saying proudly. I didn't know what he was talking about at first. Was it some kind of Masonic thing? Finally I realized he was saying that he had been a <I>"squire"</I> - a member of the County Commission, the local legislative body. In the old days, the County Executive had been called the County Judge, and the commissioners were called squires. <I>"Squire"</I> was a font of information and folksy wisdom, although the latter was confined largely to exhortations to us young men to eschew protection when engaging in congress with the fairer sex. <I>"Go barefoot, boy!"</I> he'd cackle, as he slapped his hand down on my leg. (We rode in close quarters: four people in the cab of a dump truck, on our way to some appointed station on the highway to begin that day's long walk down the median or on the roadside, spearing trash with pitchforks and tossing it into the truck.) <I>"Go barefoot when you're with them gals! Don't need no rubber."</I> <P>

But beyond this attempted contribution to the substantial rate of teen pregnancy in the area, Squire had a lot to say about how politics were conducted in the trenches: chiefly by bribes and bought votes. He waxed nostalgiac about election days of yore, which he spent driving the backroads, dispensing free whisky and wads of dollar bills to lubricate the gears of democracy and guide it in the right direction. A white person's vote would usually cost ten dollars, while the going rate for black votes was five dollars per head. There were also the usual duties of putting up signs for your faction's candidates - and stealing or defacing the signs of the opposition. These methods - and their ubiquity - were confirmed independently by the testimony of other workers at the DOT office and the state park, and were always related matter-of-factly; it was just the way things were done. <P>

I hasten to add here that my father, Edsel Floyd, never ran for a county or state office, and was unopposed in his two elections as mayor of our small town, so he never had to avail himself of these highly effective political techniques. Most of the vote-buying went on in state campaigns, which were usually the only ones that had that kind of money to spread around. In Squire's heyday, state politics had been dominated by the political machine of <A HREF=" http://tennesseeencyclopedia.net/imagegallery.php?EntryID=C107">Frank Clement</A>, who served several terms as governor. Because state law then prohibited a governor from serving two successive terms, Clement - like Vladimir Putin today - would have a placeman, in this case Buford Ellington, serve in between his own stays in the governor's mansion. It was a powerful machine at the time, and a mighty dispenser of patronage. (Patronage jobs were not necessarily featherbedding, although of course there was -- and is -- plenty of that. They were for the most part real jobs that someone actually needed to do; it's just that the choice of that someone depended on their connections or political reliability.) <P>

My father had supported Clement in an informal way, talked him up around town, as he did for Albert Gore Sr.'s Senate races, and later for Al Junior. He even landed a patronage job himself with the state for a couple of years - a clerk position that suddenly became vacant after the previous jobholder supported the wrong side in the Democratic primary - before he returned to work in my grandfather's feed store. Once, he told me, someone mistook him for the Clement bagman in Watertown during an election year. The man came into the feed store, demanded ten dollars for his vote, and was outraged by my father's demurral: <I>"Ain't you the one buying votes this time?"</I> <P>

(In those days, the Democratic primary was the election for the top posts. There was no serious Republican opposition in the state until the Civil Rights Act, the desegregation of public schools and Richard Nixon's <I>"southern strategy"</I> of coded race baiting drove a substantial number of white people away from a traditional allegiance to the Democratic Party that went back to the Civil War. For these <I>"traditionalists," </I>the party that was most committed to keeping the darkies down was where they wanted to be. For many decades, it was the Democrats; for the past 40 years, it's been the Republicans.) <P>

There is an interesting modern postscript to the incident with the frustrated vote-seller. Last year, the state legislature <A HREF=" http://www.chris-floyd.com/Articles/Articles/A_View_From_the_Bridge:_Edsel_Floyd_Honored_in_Watertown/">named a local highway bridge</A> after my father,<A HREF=" http://www.chris-floyd.com/Articles/Articles/One_More_Good_Day_for_a_Good_Man/"> in honor of his many community services</A>. He had to appear before the state House of Representatives' transportation committee when the bill was introduced. This was in the middle of one of the Tennessee legislature's periodic (and chronic) bribery and corruption scandals, when several legislators had been hauled up on fraud charges. Edsel was introduced by our local state representative, Stratton Bone, who then invited questions from the committee. The chairman asked my father if he thought he deserved to have a bridge named after him. <P> <I>

"No, sir,"</I> said Edsel,<I> "but I expected it." </I> <P> <I>

"And why is that?" <P>

"Because during the last election, Stratton Bone came to me and said he'd get a bridge named after me if I gave him so much money." </I> <P>

Bone went deep red, even hid his face behind a sheet of paper, as the committee broke out in nervous laughter. Was this yet another revelation to bring down one of their number? Then someone asked: <I>"How much did you have to pay Senator Bone to get this bridge?"</I> Edsel answered: <I>"Fifty cents."</I> At which a visibly relieved Bone emerged from behind the paper and said into the microphone: <I>"Well, that helps a bit."</I> No doubt everyone in the room knew how the game was often played behind the scenes - and Edsel's joke had hit them at their most tender spot.<I> "Poison, in jest,"</I> as Hamlet said.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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The Bush Debacle: One Year To Go? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Parry </font> <P> <B>

The political calendar indicates that in one more year - on Jan. 20, 2009 - the presidency of George W. Bush will come to an end. However, the worst consequences of his disastrous reign, including the Iraq War, may be nowhere near ending. </B> <P>

Today's presidential frontrunners, John McCain and Hillary Clinton, were early prominent supporters of the Iraq War and appear to have suffered little political damage for lining up behind Bush in 2002 when he was at the peak of his power. <P>

For his part, McCain - who campaigns with neoconservative independent Sen. Joe Lieberman - has no plan to end the U.S. occupation of Iraq, indeed talks about keeping U.S. troops there for centuries. Clinton, who was a late convert to an anti-war position, now vows to "start withdrawing" U.S. troops by early spring 2009. <P>

So, it seems a sure bet that a McCain presidency would continue Bush's Iraq policies indefinitely. And it looks like a gamble whether Clinton would press ahead with her "hope" of bringing "<A HREF="http://www.lasvegassun.com/news/2008/jan/15/debate-transcript/">nearly all the troops out by the end of" 2009</A> - or revert to the neocon-lite position that she embraced from 2002 until the start of the Democratic campaign in 2007. <P>

Might Hillary Clinton be to George W. Bush on Iraq what Richard Nixon was to Lyndon Johnson on Vietnam, a President who continued a war for years while gradually moving to wind it down? <P>

Ironically, the politician taking the most heat on the Iraq War today is Barack Obama, who opposed the war resolution in 2002. In recent days, he has come under harsh criticism from former President Bill Clinton and Sen. Clinton for not consistently joining with the staunchest war opponents in the Senate. <P>

Bill Clinton has called Obama's anti-war position a <I>"fairy tale,"</I> and Sen. Clinton, who helped make the Iraq War possible, has attacked Obama for not immediately supporting a cutoff of funds for the war when he entered the Senate in 2005, even though that was a position he shared with Clinton. <P>

Amazingly, it looks like - if any politician is going to be held accountable on the Iraq War - it may be Obama, who was an early and vocal opponent. <P> <B>

Think Tank Consensus </B> <P>

Meanwhile, in the U.S. news media and in influential Washington think tanks, Iraq War supporters are consolidating their positions and - just like in 2002-03 - are baiting Iraq War critics as <I>"defeatists"</I> who won't admit the <I>"reality"</I> of Bush's successes, particularly the modest gains of the troop<I> "surge."</I> <P>

At the New York Times, apparently to give himself protection from right-wing pressure groups, publisher Arthur Ochs Sulzberger Jr. recruited prominent neoconservative writer William Kristol as a new op-ed columnist. In one of his first columns, Kristol accused Iraq War critics of wanting to "snatch defeat out of the jaws of victory." [<A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/01/14/opinion/14kristol.html?_r=2&oref=slogin&oref=slogin">NYT, Jan. 14, 2008</A>] <P>

Not to be outdone, another Times columnist, Roger Cohen, penned an op-ed praising McCain for his wisdom in supporting the surge. In a flashback to the intolerant mood of 2002, Cohen accused American liberals of <I>"hypocrisy"</I> for not backing the invasion of Iraq to oust the dictator, Saddam Hussein. <P>

<I>"I still believe Iraq's freedom outweighs [the war's] terrible price,"</I> Cohen wrote. <I>"So does McCain."</I> [<A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/01/17/opinion/17cohen.html">NYT, Jan. 17, 2008</A>] <P>

(The New York Times' other columnists who were big supporters of the Iraq War include David Brooks and Thomas Friedman. Meanwhile, the Washington Post's editorial pages have been long dominated by war enthusiasts, such as editorial page editor Fred Hiatt, Charles Krauthammer and David Ignatius.) <P>

On Washington's think tank front, from the American Enterprise Institute to the Brookings Institution, wannabe assistant secretaries of state for either a McCain or a Clinton administration have been carefully positioning themselves as optimists vis-à-vis the<I> "surge."</I> <P>

As historian Andrew J. Bacevich wrote in a Washington Post Outlook article, the pro-Iraq War <I>"fabulists are again trying to weave their own version of the war. The latest myth is that the 'surge' is working. ... <P>

"AEI's Reuel Marc Gerecht assures us that the moment to acknowledge 'democracy's success in Iraq' has arrived. To his colleague Michael Ledeen, the explanation for the turnaround couldn't be clearer: 'We were the stronger horse, and the Iraqis recognized it.'  <P>

... Frederick W. Kagan, an AEI resident scholar and the arch-advocate of the surge, announces that the 'credibility of the prophets of doom' has reached 'a low ebb.'" <P> </I>

Bacevich, a professor of history at Boston University, added: <I>"Presumably Kagan and his comrades would have us believe that recent events vindicate the prophets who in 2002-03 were promoting preventive war as a key instrument of U.S. policy.

"By shifting the conversation to tactics, they seek to divert attention from flagrant failures of basic strategy. Yet what exactly has the surge wrought? In substantive terms, the answer is: not much." </I>[<A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/01/18/AR2008011802873.html">Washington Post, Jan. 20, 2008</A>] <P> <B>

Political Success </B> <P>

The most significant achievement of the<I> "surge"</I> and the modest decline in Iraq's horrific violence may be inside the U.S. political process, by making continuation of the indefinite U.S. occupation of Iraq (what Bush once called <I>"stay the course"</I>) possible. <P>

While on his eight-day trip to the Middle East, Bush indicated that when the 30,000-troop <I>"surge"</I> ends this spring, he is prepared to keep U.S. troop levels at about 130,000, which is where they were a year ago. <P>

A year from now, given the pathetic state of American politics and the U.S. news media, one can almost envision the start of a George W. Bush nostalgia as his presidency comes to an end. Neocon columnists and think-tank experts are sure to hail his courage and wisdom. <P>

It's also unlikely that either a President McCain or a President Clinton would do much to set the record straight. Whether the pattern is like 1988 (when George H.W. Bush succeeded fellow Republican Ronald Reagan) or like 1992 (when Democrat Bill Clinton followed George H.W. Bush), the focus will be on the future, not the past. <P>

Rose-colored glasses will be put firmly in place about George W. Bush, just as they were regarding Ronald Reagan and George H.W. Bush, in order to avoid bitter partisan disputes about their legacies. <P>

As the Clinton team told me back in 1993, <I>"we don't want to refight the old battles of the 1980s." </I>Many of the same players show no indication that they would take a different position regarding the battles of the Bush II presidency. <P>

The sad reality about America's historical amnesia - if not outright hostility toward the hard truths of history - will mean that few, if any, lessons will be learned from the eight years of George W. Bush. That, in turn, will leave open the likelihood that the same mistakes will be repeated again. <P>

That is one of the key reasons that we have tried to put as much of the lost history of this troubling era into our books, from <A HREF=" https://salsa.democracyinaction.org/dia/organizations/consortiumnews/shop/shop.jsp?storefront_KEY=261&t=SecrecyandPrivilege.dwt">Lost History to Secrecy & Privilege to Neck Deep. </A>Our goal has always been to establish an honest record of what has occurred and what it means, whether the facts are politically popular or not. <P>

In effect, we have tried to establish a truthful narrative for the past three decades as a challenge to the dominant false narrative that infuses the pages of the major American newspapers, the TV pundit class and Washington's think tanks. <P>

However, as Campaign 2008 takes shape with McCain and Clinton emerging as the frontrunners, the likelihood of any profound changes in the political/media structure of Washington looks dimmer and dimmer.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.consortiumnews.com/"> Robert Parry,</A> </font> 
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A Scrappy Fight For Democrats <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

Supporters of one Democratic candidate or another may insist that their man or woman won last Monday's debate in South Carolina, but in their hearts most viewers could only have been disappointed by its childish tenor and puerile content. Unless those viewers happened to be Republicans, of course-in which case they could only have been delighted. <P>

With a worried nation edging toward financial panic and dragging down the world economy-thanks to foolish ideas and bad management-the Democrats seem strangely preoccupied with petty snarking. <P>

A debate is supposed to be a discussion of policy, but this last was nothing more than a blather of insults. It diminished both Senators Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama, while former Senator John Edwards only emphasized his irrelevance with glancing blows at both contenders. <P>

By emphasizing obscure votes in the Illinois legislature and old corporate ties, Senators Clinton and Obama showed that their differences on real issues must be narrow indeed. The attempts to besmirch each other's character and commitment were distasteful, especially because those attacks could so easily be mirrored against the attacker. <P>

Consider the nastiest moment in their confrontation, when Mr. Obama responded to accusations that he praised Ronald Reagan and Republican ideas. Turning to Mrs. Clinton, he retorted that while he was <I>"fighting these fights" </I>against Reaganism and its ill effects on American workers, <I>"you were a corporate lawyer sitting on the board at Wal-Mart."</I> <P>

<I>"I was fighting against those [Republican] ideas when you were practicing law and representing your contributor [Antoin] Rezko in his slum landlord business in inner-city Chicago,"</I> she replied tartly. <P>

It is true that Mrs. Clinton sat on Wal-Mart's board-but it is also true that Mr. Obama's wife, until last year, sat on the board of a food company whose profits (and compensation of its directors) depended heavily on Wal-Mart, its largest customer. She resigned not long after her affiliation with that company began to draw critical scrutiny because of the Wal-Mart connection, inflated management salaries and a controversial plant shutdown in Colorado. <P>

It is true that Mr. Obama did legal work for Rezko housing projects in Chicago that ended up in very bad condition, both physically and financially. Those deals lost money for taxpayers and harmed tenants but enriched the owner-a sleazy guy, since indicted, who was an Obama friend and contributor. But it is also true that years ago, Mrs. Clinton performed legal work for one or two questionable businessmen in Arkansas. <P>

That exchange revolved around the more substantive issue of Mr. Obama's attitude toward Reagan and Republicanism. Having told a Reno newspaper's editorial board that the Republicans have been <I>"the party of ideas,"</I> and having said that the country was ready for the<I> "transformative" </I>Reagan presidency in 1980 because of the <I>"excesses" </I>and government expansion of the 60's and 70's, the Illinois senator realized he had to back away from those remarks. <P>

The Republicans, he emphasizes now, are the party of bad ideas. <P>

But why is Mr. Obama's pandering to Republicans so much worse than what Bill Clinton tried to do, back when he told the nation that the <I>"era of big government"</I> is over and <I>"triangulated" </I>between the Republicans and Democrats on Capitol Hill? Those were savvy strategies for stopping Republican advances. Mr. Obama is a smart politician who has figured out how to attract independent and even a few Republican voters. <P>

In short, both senators were corporate lawyers, and both have enjoyed happy connections in the corporate world (as did that budding populist, Mr. Edwards). Both the Obamas and the Clintons realize that drawing support from the center is the only way to win elections in America. More importantly, however, both have also displayed considerable idealism and commitment to the poor. And each of them knows that the other is not a hypocrite or a fraud. <P>

So why do they pretend to dismiss each other with cheap canards? Whatever the reason, they should fulfill their earlier promise to leave those tactics behind and treat each other as honorable competitors whose goals are not so different. They should stop describing each other in terms that would make an endorsement seem impossible, or at best insincere, next November. <P>

What voters want to hear-in every debate-is what they talk about when the other isn't present: how they propose to improve our prospects in an ominous time.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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The Lessons Of Violence <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Hedges </font> <P>

The Gaza Strip is rapidly becoming one of the worst humanitarian disasters in the world. Israel has cordoned off the entire area, home to some 1.4 million Palestinians, blocking commercial goods, food, fuel and even humanitarian aid. At least 36 people have been killed in Israeli strikes since Tuesday and many more wounded. Hamas, which took control of Gaza in June, has launched about 200 rockets into southern Israel in the same period in retaliation, injuring more than 10 people. Israel announced the draconian closure and collective punishment Thursday in order to halt the rocket attacks, begun on Tuesday, when 18 Palestinians, including the son of a Hamas leader, were killed by Israeli forces. <P>

This is not another typical spat between Israelis and Palestinians. This is the final, collective strangulation of the Palestinians in Gaza. The decision to block shipments of food by the United Nations Relief and Works Agency means that two-thirds of the Palestinians who rely on relief aid will no longer be able to eat when U.N. stockpiles in Gaza run out. Reports from inside Gaza speak of gasoline stations out of fuel, hospitals that lack basic medicine and a shortage of clean water. Whole neighborhoods were plunged into darkness when Israel cut off its supply of fuel to Gaza's only power plant. The level of malnutrition in Gaza is now equal to that in the poorest sub-Saharan nations. <P>

Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Olmert uses words like war to describe the fight to subdue and control Gaza. But it is not war. The Palestinians have little more than old pipes fashioned into primitive rocket launchers, AK-47s and human bombs with which to counter the assault by one of the best-equipped militaries in the world. Palestinian resistance is largely symbolic. The rocket attacks are paltry, especially when pitted against Israeli jet fighters, attack helicopters, unmanned drones and the mechanized units that make regular incursions into Gaza. A total of 12 Israelis have been killed over the past six years in rocket attacks. Suicide bombings, which once rocked Jerusalem and Tel Aviv, have diminished, and the last one inside Israel that was claimed by Hamas took place in 2005. Since the current uprising began in September 2000, 1,033 Israelis and 4,437 Palestinians have died in the violence, according to the <A HREF=" http://www.btselem.org/English/">Israeli human rights organization B'Tselem</A>. B'Tselem noted in a December 2007 report that the dead included 119 Israeli children and 971 Palestinian children. <P>

The failure on the part of Israel to grasp that this kind of brutal force is deeply counterproductive is perhaps understandable given the demonization of Arabs, and especially Palestinians, in Israeli society. The failure of Washington to intervene-especially after <A HREF=" http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,321572,00.html">President Bush's hollow words about peace</A> days before the new fighting began-is baffling. Collective abuse is the most potent recruiting tool in the hands of reactionarys, as we saw after the indiscriminate Israeli bombing of Lebanon and the American occupation of Iraq. The death of innocents and collective humiliation are used to justify callous acts of indiscriminate violence and revenge. It is how our own reactionarys, in the wake of 9/11, lured us into the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq. <P>

Israel has been attempting to isolate and punish Gaza since June when <A HREF=" http://www.usatoday.com/news/world/2007-06-14-gaza_N.htm">Hamas took control</A> after days of street fighting against its political rival Fatah. Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas, a Fatah leader, dissolved the unity government. His party, ousted from Gaza, has been displaced to the Israeli-controlled West Bank. The isolation of Hamas has been accompanied by a delicate dance between Israel and Fatah. Israel hopes to turn Fatah into a Vichy-style government to administer the Palestinian territories on its behalf, a move that has sapped support for Fatah among Palestinians and across the Arab world. Hamas' stature rises with each act of resistance. <P>

I knew the Hamas leader Dr. <A HREF=" http://www.guardian.co.uk/israel/Story/0,2763,1194813,00.html">Abdel Aziz al-Rantissi,</A> who was assassinated by Israel in April of 2004. Rantissi took over Hamas after its founder, Sheik Ahmed Yassin, was assassinated by the Israelis in March of that year. Rantissi was born in what is now Israel and driven from his home in 1948 during the war that established the Jewish state. He, along with more than 700,000 other Palestinian refugees, grew up in squalid camps. As a small boy he watched the Israeli army enter and occupy the camp of Khan Younis in 1956 when Israel invaded Gaza. The Israeli soldiers lined up dozens of men and boys, including some of Rantissi's relatives, and executed them. The memory of the executions marked his life. It fed his lifelong refusal to trust Israel and stoked the rage and collective humiliation that drove him into the arms of the Muslim Brotherhood and later Hamas. He was not alone. Several of those who founded the most militant Palestinian organizations witnessed the executions in Gaza carried out by Israel in 1956 that left hundreds dead. <P>

Rantissi was a militant. But he was also brilliant. He studied pediatric medicine and genetics at Egypt's Alexandria University and graduated first in his class. He was articulate and well read and never used in my presence the crude, racist taunts attributed to him by his Israeli enemies. He reminded me that Hamas did not target Israeli civilians until Feb. 25, 1994, when Dr. Baruch Goldstein, dressed in his Israeli army uniform, entered a room in the Cave of the Patriarchs, which served as a mosque, and opened fire on Palestinian worshipers.  Goldstein killed 29 unarmed people and wounded 150. Goldstein was rushed by the survivors and beaten to death. <P> <I>

"When Israel stops killing Palestinian civilians we will stop killing Israeli civilians,"</I> he told me. <I>"Look at the numbers. It is we who suffer most. But it is only by striking back, by making Israel feel what we feel, that we will have any hope of protecting our people."</I> <P>

The drive to remove Hamas from power will not be accomplished by force. Force and collective punishment create more Rantissis. They create more outrage, more generations of embittered young men and women who will dedicate their lives to avenging the humiliation, perhaps years later, they endured and witnessed as children. The assault on Gaza, far from shortening the clash between the Israelis and Palestinians, ensures that it will continue for generations. If Israel keeps up this attempt to physically subdue Gaza we will see Hamas-directed suicide bombings begin again. This is what resistance groups that do not have tanks, jets, heavy artillery and attack helicopters do when they want to fight back and create maximum terror. Israeli hawks such as Ephraim Halevy (a former head of Mossad), Giora Eiland (who was national security adviser to Ariel Sharon) and Shaul Mofaz (a former defense minister) are all calling for some form of dialogue with Hamas. They get it. But without American pressure Prime Minister Olmert will not bend. <P>

Israel, despite its airstrikes and bloody incursions, has been unable to halt the rocket fire from Gaza or free <A HREF=" http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gilad_Shalit">Cpl. Gilad Shalit</A>, an Israeli soldier captured in the summer of 2006. Continued collective abuse and starvation will not break Hamas, which was formed, in large part, in response to Israel's misguided policies and mounting repression. There will, in fact, never be Israeli-Palestinian stability or a viable peace accord now without Hamas' agreement. And the refusal of the Bush administration to intercede, to move Israel toward the only solution that can assure mutual stability, is tragic not only for the Palestinians but ultimately Israel. <P>

And so it goes on. The cycle of violence that began decades ago, that turned a young Palestinian refugee with promise and talent into a militant and finally a martyr, is turning small boys today into new versions of what went before them. Olmert, Bush's vaunted partner for peace, has vowed to strike at Palestinian militants<I> "without compromise, without concessions and without mercy,"</I> proof that he and the rest of his government have learned nothing. It is also proof that we, as the only country with the power to intervene, have become accessories to murder.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Chris Hedges, </font> the former Middle East bureau chief for The New York Times, spent seven years in the Middle East. He was part of the paper's team of reporters who won the 2002 Pulitzer Prize for coverage of global terrorism. He is the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=War+Is+a+Force+That+Gives+Us+Meaning&Go.x=12&Go.y=8&Go=Go">War Is a Force That Gives Us Meaning</A>. His latest book is <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=American+Fascists%3A+The+Christian+Right+and+the+War+on+America&Go.x=8&Go.y=13&Go=Go">American Fascists: The Christian Right and the War on America</A>.

 </font> <p> <br> <br>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/JohnEdwardshomeboy.gif"> <br> 

</center> <p>

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<br> <br> <font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ru_bio.jpg"> <br> 

Media Freezes Out A Threat To Corporate Owners <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ted Rall </font> <P>

NEW YORK--In 2004 Democrats were determined to pick the presidential nominee who had the best chance of defeating George W. Bush in the general election. That man was the feisty former governor of Vermont, Howard Dean. One could easily imagine him mercilessly flaying Bush in debates before trouncing Yale's least favorite son in November. Primary voters, mistakenly betting that blandness and moderation would be a better sell, chose John Kerry instead. <P>

The party of Hubert Humphrey and Michael Dukakis seems poised to make the same mistake again, whether with Hillary Clinton or Barack Obama. Polls show that two-thirds of Americans think the country is ready for a female or black president. But I'm a glass-third-full guy. When a third of the electorate tells you <I>"we're" </I>not ready for a woman or an African-American commander-in-chief, they really mean that they won't vote for one. John Edwards is more likely to beat Romney or McCain than either of his history-making rivals, just by showing up with pale skin and a Y chromosome. <P>

But even aside from electability, Edwards ought to be the Democratic frontrunner. His populist campaign, bashing corporations and free trade deals that have led to a decline in wages, seems perfectly timed for an economy everyone admits is in a recession. (In truth, the current downturn began with the 2000-1 dot-com crash, but whatever.) His platform offers more red meat for the party's liberal base than Clinton or Obama: total withdrawal from Iraq in nine months, Euro-style healthcare, full financial aid for students admitted to public colleges and universities. <P>

A while back I argued for electing Hillary to show girls that the glass ceiling had been smashed, that they could achieve anything. Then she repeated the biggest mistake of her undistinguished political career, voting for a resolution that supported Bush's campaign to start a war with Iran. It brought back memories of Margaret Thatcher, Indira Ghandi and Benazir Bhutto, oppressive rulers who set their nations back. Clinton's gender doesn't guarantee the forward-looking leadership we need after eight years of--it's a bumpersticker cliché, but it happens to be true--our Worst President Ever. <P>

I never warmed to Barack Obama. Like Clinton, his legislative record is dismal--he repeatedly voted to send billion after billion of war dollars to Iraq. His high-flying rhetoric has the dubious distinction of inspiring us to...to...what? His soaring oratory, purchased on the cheap from 26-year-old speechwriters, signifies nothing. Sure, America needs a black president. But it doesn't need one who thinks, as Obama does, that the only thing wrong with our war in Iraq is that we're not wasting lives and taxdollars in Afghanistan instead.

If electing a woman or a black person is more important than what that candidate has done or what they believe, Democrats should draft Condi Rice. <P>

John Edwards isn't just the most electable Democrat--he's the best choice. But the media is starving him of the oxygen campaigns require in order to thrive: coverage. Shortly after placing second in Iowa, the Project for Excellence in Journalism found that John Edwards received a puny seven percent of national media coverage. Clinton and Obama got between four and five times more; their poll numbers were nowhere close to that much higher than Edwards'. <P> <I>

"The media goes to this very engaging story about a legitimate woman candidate and a legitimate candidate with an African-American heritage, and that drives up their fund-raising numbers,"</I> Elizabeth Edwards told Time. <I>"Then the media folks say, 'See, that proves we were right to focus on these two candidates'...It's enough to make you tear your hair out."</I> <P>

But there's more to the Edwards story (and non-stories) than reporters dazzled by Clinton and Obama--contenders who, though they don't seem likely to make political history, add a bit of demographic flavor. There is no precedent in memory of the news media freezing out a major presidential candidate to this extent. <P>

The New York Times' own public editor conceded that his paper had shortchanged Edwards. <I>"In Iowa...John Edwards is close behind Clinton in the most recent Des Moines Register poll,"</I> Clark Hoyt wrote on November 18, <I>"yet The Times has given him comparatively scant coverage. Clinton and Obama have been profiled twice each on the front page since Labor Day, but Edwards not at all this year. Throughout the paper, The Times has published 47 articles about Clinton since Labor Day, only 18 about Edwards." </I> <P>

<I>"I don't track our coverage by quantity,"</I> campaign editor Richard Stevenson responded. <I>"In a qualitative sense, we've covered him pretty thoroughly, and there is more to come."</I> <P>

There wasn't. <P>

Some point to early missteps--the $400 haircut, the big mansion, even his decision to keep running despite his wife's cancer--as causes of Edwards' electoral misfortune. But the truth is obvious. Major media outlets--which are owned by big corporations--hate Edwards. <P> <I>

"Edwards was our pick for the 2004 nomination," </I>editorialized The Des Moines Register. <I>"But this is a different race, with different candidates. We too seldom saw the positive, optimistic campaign we found appealing in 2004. His harsh anti-corporate rhetoric would make it difficult to work with the business community to forge change." </I>What scares the editorial board of the Register is that Edwards doesn't plan to <I>"work with the business community"</I> at all, but to empower government to re-regulate big business. <P> <I>

"What's really behind the media animus toward Edwards,"</I> Jeff Cohen wrote for AlterNet, <I>"is his 'all-out courting of the liberal left-wing base' (ABC News) or his 'looking for some steam from the left' (CNN)."</I> <P>

When the media gets tough, read the overseas press. Kevin Drawbaugh, a reporter for Reuters, knows what's up.<I> "Ask corporate lobbyists which presidential contender is most feared by their clients,"</I> he writes for the British wire service, <I>"and the answer is almost always the same--Democrat John Edwards."</I> <P>:

Drawbaugh quotes Greg Valliere, chief political strategist at the Stanford Group think tank: <I>"My sense is that Obama would govern as a reasonably pragmatic Democrat... I think Hillary is approachable. She knows where a lot of her funding has come from, to be blunt." </I>Edwards, on the other hand, is <I>"an anti-business populist"</I> and <I>"a trade protectionist" </I>who <I>"would be viewed as a threat to business,"</I> he said. <P>

Edwards scares me, too. He's the first candidate I've ever admired. God help me, I actually believe that he'd rein in the corporations whose boundless greed is bleeding the country dry. If a man with integrity and guts became president, what would I do for a living?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Aktivist McKee, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your work to bring back the Jim Crow voting laws throughout America, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with Ruby clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Fuhrer Bunker," </I>formally <I>"The White House," </I>on 03-15-2008. We salute you Frau McKee, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>
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Red, White And Blue Tag Sale <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

When President Bush finished doing his sword dances and Arabian stallion inspections, when he finished making a speech in Abu Dhabi on the importance of freedom that fell flat, when he finished lounging in his fur-lined George of Arabia robe in the Saudi king's tent, he came home. <P>

Or he came to what was left of home.

A Washington Post cartoon by Tom Toles summed it up best:<I> "Great to be home," </I>W. enthuses on Air Force One, heading toward the East Coast. "Anything interesting happen while I was gone?" Hanging on the skyline of New York is a sign reading: <I>"U.S.A. Now a Wholly Owned Subsidiary of Foreign Investors."</I> <P>

Wherever he went, W. seemed dazzled by the can-do spirit of the J. Pierrepont Finches of the new Middle East. <I>"It's important for the president to hear thoughts, hopes, dreams, aspirations, concerns from folks that are out making a living,"</I> he told Saudi entrepreneurs. <P>

In Dubai, he commended young Arab leaders, saying,<I> "The entrepreneurial spirit is strong."</I> <P>

In Abu Dhabi, he marveled at the royal family's plans to build a city based entirely upon renewable energy.<I> "Amazing, isn't it?"</I> W. said. <P>

You know you're in trouble when your Middle East oil pump is greener than you are. <P>

Even as W. played cheerleader for Arab business, the Arabs were cleaning our clocks - then buying them. Our addiction to oil has allowed our pushers in the Persian Gulf to go on a shopping spree to snap us up. <P>

Hillary Clinton was right when she said it was <I>"pathetic"</I> that President Bush had to beg the Saudis to drop the price of oil. <P>

One cascading rationale he offered for invading Iraq was the benign domino theory, that bringing democracy to Iraq would sway the autocrats in the region to be less repressive. <P>

But when W. visited Saudi Arabia and Egypt last week, he did not have the whip hand. He could not demand anything of the autocrats in the way of more rights for women and dissidents, much less get the Saudis to help on oil production. He needs their help in corralling Iran, which has been puffed up by the occupation of Iraq. <P>

So he was a supplicant in Saudi Arabia. The American economy is a supplicant, too. <P>

Two decades ago, we fretted that Japan was taking over America when Sony bought Columbia Pictures and Mitsubishi bought a chunk of Rockefeller Center. But they overpaid for everything. <P>

Now, because of Wall Street's overreaching, our economy depends on foreign oil and foreign loans to stay afloat. <P>

China and Arab countries have a staggering amount of treasury securities. And the oil-rich countries are sitting on so many petrodollars that they are looking beyond prestige hotels and fashion labels and taking advantage of the fire sale to buy eye-popping stakes in our major financial institutions. <P>

Like the president, Citigroup and Merrill Lynch came with tin cups to Middle Eastern, Asian and American investors last week, for a combined total of nearly $19.1 billion, after the subprime mortgage debacle blew up their books. <P>

Citigroup, which raised $7.5 billion from Abu Dhabi in November, raised another $12.5 billion, including from Singapore, Kuwait and Saudi Prince Walid bin Talal. Merrill Lynch gave $6.6 billion in preferred stock to Kuwait, South Korea, a Japanese bank and others. <P>

(While the great sage Bob Rubin was advising Hillary Clinton on sound fiscal policy, he seemed to be asleep at the Citigroup switch.) <P>

As Warren Buffett has said, we are giving ourselves a party to feed our appetite for oil and imported goods and paying for it by selling off the furniture, our most precious assets. <P>

When the president got back Thursday night from a trip that made it clear he has no clout overseas, he had to rush the ailing economy into intensive care. <P>

Next to the cool, strong euro, the dollar is a comparative runt in the world's currencies. The weak dollar lets foreigners snap up real estate in Manhattan. <P>

It is striking that the Bush scion, who has tried so hard to do the opposite of his father, also ends up facing the prospect of a recession in his final year in office. <P>

Maybe if the president had spent the trillion he squandered on his Iraq odyssey on energy research, we might have broken the oil addiction. <P>

Now it's a race between Iraq, stupid, or the economy, stupid, to see which one will usher out W. <P>

The country is engaged in a fit of nativism and Lou Dobbsism, obsessing about the millions of Mexicans who might be sneaking across the border when billions in foreign money are pouring into Citigroup. You figure out what might be a bigger problem. <P>

The national boundaries that really matter are the financial ones: Who's going to own the American economy?

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF=" http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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Who Leads The Independents? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

As we go into this pivotal new year, the politicos are beginning to realize that a startling number of voters have become registered under name of <I>"Independent"</I> and none of the party leaders appear to understand the reasons. In some cases, people have changed their registration to <I>"Undeclared"</I> or <I>"Unaffiliated"</I> but they are all bundled together under the <I>"Independent"</I> category in numbers that are becoming frightening to those who try to read the electoral mind. We have watched as the Green Party struggled to become relevant for many years but this appears to be something quite different. It is beginning to mystify the pundits and bedevil the <I>"king-makers"</I> of both parties. <P>

And this is as it should be. For the first time in a hundred years, the people are demanding that they be consulted on the policies of our government and there are few who have any claim to leadership or any one solid plank in a political platform that seems to satisfy them. CNN pundit, Lou Dobbs, who has encouraged this mass change in registration, may think that he is the leader but I propose that his opinions are not quite the entire answer. His advocacy of port and border security fit in well with most of the Independent opinions that we hear expressed where Independents congregate but the problem is greater than that. <P>

On Saturday, November 12, the C-Span call-in program featured Dominic Carter of NYC's <I>"Inside City Hall" </I>who discussed the possible campaign of Mayor Bloomberg to corner <I>"the middle of the road"</I> and buy the presidency from the hands of both parties. When questioned about the Independent movement which Lou Dobbs claims, Mr. Carter replied, <I>"Bloomberg has so much money that he doesn't have to care"</I> about that. So, at least one prospective candidate thinks that the Independents, if bombarded with enough advertising will swing to<I> "the middle of the road"</I> and accept a little of this and not quite enough of that, cast their little ballots and sweep a billionaire into the highest office in the land. <P>

I would like to think that the policies that are at issue here are too important to be claimed, bought, or sold to anybody or by anybody, at any price. From inside the Independent movement, it is obvious that we are much like the old Democratic Party and as diverse in our views as they used to be. True, some are middle-of-the-roaders, some are end-timers, not for religious reasons but out of despair that anything is going to stop the imminent crash of the American economy, while others are simply disgusted with both the mainstream parties. We are as diverse as American herself and, as yet, simply leaderless and watching to see if there is anybody who can meet our standards and, to date, no real leader has yet arisen. Some tend to support Dennis Kucinich while others find a great deal of appeal in Ron Paul but there is no consensus. Most could accept John Edwards as his personal policies progress, but he is not quite there yet. <P>

For the edification of the pundits, the thing that Independents have in common is that they want a total change in the political thinking of the candidates. These are people who believe in the Constitution and in the tenet of government of the people, by the people, and for the people. For too long we have seen a Washington government that gives the people just enough to prevent them from coalescing into a real rebellion, just doing whatever seems like a good idea at the time to increase their own status in the office and accumulating enough votes to retain their seats. The Republicans cling to their minority which is just enough to bluff the majority Democrats with filibuster or veto and the Democrats cannot seem to muster the courage to fight back. <P>

No, my friends, the <I>"change"</I> of Obama is not enough. The <I>"change"</I> of having a woman President is not enough, nor is having a Mormon or a Southern Baptist preacher in the White House. We don't care about your color, your sex, or your faith; this is truly about your proposed actions in government. The <I>"change"</I> that we desire is one from the inside out and upside-down to what we have had for the past half century. It is no longer enough for them to<I> "feel our pain."</I> Before the Independent Progressive movement is satisfied, they will SHARE our pain! If not recognized and dealt with, our dissatisfaction will have as large an impact on the nation as did the Civil Rights movement a half century ago. <P>

This is a movement for the right to self-government in fact, not in purely lip service. Our allegiance is to our country, not to the mountebanks who have seized power over us in their quest for world domination. We are the poor who are tired of poverty and desire productive work which will allow us to support ourselves and our families; we are the middle class who find ourselves falling further down the financial ladder, losing our jobs and our homes as our standard of living descends into the pits; and we are the true patriots who see the welfare of our citizens being bartered abroad for the enrichment of the moneyed class. <P>

Is there one politician with the intestinal fortitude to stand with us and lead us to the rescue of our democracy? We have yet to see such a person and are greatly given to discuss those whom we think might be acceptable but there is yet nobody who can truly claim leadership. That's why they are worried. We can go to the polls and, by our very numbers, swing a national election in one way or another or, by our absence from the polls, just sit back and watch the crash and then try to pick up the pieces. Perhaps the <I>"king-makers"</I> should take a longer look at that!

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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The Warrior <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Steve Earle <P>

This is the best time of the day-the dawn <br> 

The final cleansing breath unsullied yet <br>

By acrid fume or death's cacophony <br>

The rank refuse of unchained ambition <br>

And pray, deny me not but know me now, <br>

Your faithful retainer stands resolute <br>

To serve his liege lord without recompense <br>

Perchance to fall and perish namelessly <br>

No flag-draped bier or muffled drum to set <br>

The cadence for a final dress parade <br>

But it was not always thus-remember? <br>

Once you worshipped me and named me a god <br>

In many tongues and made offering lest <br>

I exact too terrible a tribute  <P>

Take heed for I am weary, ancient  <br>

And decrepit now and my time grows short <br>

There are no honorable frays to join <P>

Only mean death dealt out in dibs and dabs <br>

Or horror unleashed from across oceans <br>

Assail me not with noble policy <br>

For I care not at all for platitude <br>

And surrender such tedious detail <br>

To greater minds than mine and nimbler tongues <br>

Singular in their purpose and resolve <br>

And presuming to speak for everyman <P>

Oh, for another time, a distant field <br>

And there a mortal warrior's lonely grave <br>

But duty charges me remain until <br>

The end the last battle of the last war <br>

Until that 'morrow render unto me <br>

That which is mine my stipend well deserved <br>

The fairest flower of your progeny <br>

Your sons, your daughters your hopes and your dreams <br>

The cruel consequence of your conceit <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2004/2008 Steve Earle
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Stick A Sock In It! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

By Betty Bowers <P>

Friends, I ask you to contemplate the power of the spoken word - and the even greater dominion of silence. You see, in America today, just as saying the words <I>"I'm a follower of Jesus"</I> makes it so (regardless of what you do), not saying <I>"teenagers are having sex"</I> makes it not so (regardless of what they do). As any avaricious, rude, invidious Christian will be quick to remind you: Salvation is through words, not action. And isn't that so wonderfully convenient, given the behavior of most of us? Indeed, I suspect people who say <I>"actions speak louder than words"</I> are simply misguided connoisseurs of that odious and singularly French annoyance called mime. <P>

The more observant amongst us will recognize the influence words have to shape, mask and, more importantly, nullify what the secular world regards as so-called<I> "facts."</I> Verily, no one is more keenly aware of the importance of words than the Lord. As someone writing under the rather uninventive nom de plume <I>"John"</I> once wrote: <P> <I>

"In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God"</I> John 1:1. <P>

Since the Word - and I trust it wasn't a coarse vulgarity - particularly that malignant brown word - was with a deity known for being an inveterate chatterbox, it is, no doubt, currently with any number of other gossipy prophets throughout the globe. But the important concept that the Lord is trying to get across is that words can be so important, they actually are God. <P>

Rene Descartes, in what strikes me as a prophetic rebuke of most present-day Americans, declared, <I>"I think therefore I am [not Southern Baptist]."</I> One of America's greatest wordsmiths took this logic to a more succinct conclusion by alighting on the all-American license that allows even the most dreadful people to define themselves, no matter how spuriously or optimistically, by declaring <A HREF="http://www.popculturemadness.com/Music/Lyrics/IAmISaid.html">"I am I said." </A> I am, of course, referring to the twentieth century philosopher most keenly followed by our handsome president - Mr. Neil Diamond. <P>

But as our president's mother Barbara will tell you after the fourth Chivas soaks in: <I>"It's the [unchristian word for stuff] no one ever talks about that is always the most interesting."</I> Never is Barbara's boozy bromide more cogent than when applied to the subject of human s-xual activity. It is with that in mind that we modern Republican Christians are more inclined to remold Mr. Descartes' tiresome axiom into the infinitely more useful: <I>"I didn't talk about it, therefore it didn't happen."</I>

In fact, did you know that all sexual problems in America today can be traced to one thing: frank discussion? That is why <A HREF="http://www.bettybowers.com/bitch.html">Bringing Integrity To Christian Homemakers</A> works tirelessly with local school boards throughout this country to tell our nation's teenagers: <I>"Stick a sock in it!"</I> (A suggestion containing an ambiguity that works, regardless of inference, in our favor.) You see, many liberal elites work under the quaint notion that the S-xual Revolution was incited and manifest by sundry acts of deviant (that is, enjoyed) nakedness. Poppyc-ck! The insidiousness of the S-xual Revolution was not rooted in what people did, but rather in their brash insistence upon talking about it later. Back when conservative Christian values imposed a suitably unspoken gag order on the discussion of the sundry mischiefs of the unclothed, American families knew that incest was best handled like its underage victims at the dinner table: in silence. <P>

And our reluctance to use our nation's tongues to vocally acknowledge what our nation's tongues are otherwise up to behind closed doors is the fabulous gist of the wildly successful Republican <I>"Abstinence Only"</I> education. You see, if their high school health teacher never talks about s-x, teenagers won't ever find out about it until it is no longer of interest to them (marriage). And if they do indulge in s-xual shenanigans? Just as long as they wear a <I>"Love Waits"</I> t-shirt, I wish to remain none the wiser, thank you very much. You see, Red States may have the highest divorce and teen pregnancy rates, but people in the Blue States are more likely to talk about such unpleasant things. And that, my friends, is the greater sin in modern Christian America. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.bettybowers.com/"> Mrs. Betty Bowers </A>
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It's Our Seventh Anniversary! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br><I> <center>

"The word Politics, comes from the Latin, 'Poli' meaning 'Many' and from the English, 'Tics' meaning 'Blood Sucking Creatures,' Poli -Tics."<br>~~~ Uncle Ernie 1971 ~~~ <br> <br>

"With Barack Obama we will close the book on the old politics of race against race, gender against gender, ethnic group against ethnic group, and straight against gay." <br>~~~ Ted Kennedy ~~~ <br> <br>

"I urge you to pass both my faith-based initiative and the Citizen Service Act, to encourage acts of compassion that can transform America, one heart and one soul at a time." <br> ~~~ George W. Bush ~~~

</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

My, how time flies when you're having fun! Have we really been at this now for seven years? Fighting for the life of not only America, but the rest of the planet as well? Seems like just yesterday I read of the treason and sedition of the Supreme Court in their ruling on Bush vs. Reality but that dark day was actually December 12, 2000. <br> <br>

You may recall it was then that Tony (light-fingers) Scalia, speaking for the majority, said that if they allowed Florida to count all the votes as was legally required, our beloved Texas prairie monkey would lose the electoral college as he had the popular vote and, therefore, the count had to be stopped. Backing him up on this were the other four members of the Extreme Court appointed by Bush and his puppet, Ray Guns. And so what was left of the once proud American dream disappeared into the Orwellian Nightmare that we have today. <br> <br>

I, who had been busy writing a few books, saw immediately what was going down and decided I would do everything I could to stop it before it became WWIII. As a Poli-Sci major I was well aware of what the Crime Family Bush had been up to for the last century and I knew it did not bode well for America or the world. So I gave up my comfortable middle class existence and joined the food stamp line in order to spend, initially, about 80 hours a week, every week, searching out the truth and presenting it through Issues & Alibis magazine. My savings paid the cost of supporting myself, paid the magazine's bills and kept me going for about 4 years until the bank accounts were empty and I had to start begging to keep the magazine going. I've never made a dime for my time and trouble but, then again, it was never meant to be a profit-making thing. Why, you may ask, did I do it then? As David Crosby said it in "Almost Cut My Hair..." "Cause I feel like I owe it to someone!" I owe it to my fellow man to try and stop this madness before it's too late... and so do you! <br> <br>

So on February 1, 2001 Issues & Alibis was born. It took me from the time the 12-12-2000 coup d'etat went down until then to get everything together, the writers, cartoonists, etc., not to mention figuring out a format. My only editorial knowledge came from working for two small chains of newspapers in Detroit in the late 60s and early 70s. There I learned the business as a jack-of-all-trades, from collecting advertising bills to running a linotype machine. I made layout ads, sold them as well and got a chance to write a few fluff articles. I was working for next to nothing and my wife at the time insisted that I get a <I>"real job"</I> as it was obvious to her I'd never be a writer and, being the good little husband/chump that I was, I quit and went back to school to study Poli-Sci and become a professor. Trouble is, there is nothing more heartbreaking and mind numbing than Poli-Sci and just before I completed my masters program I dropped out and became America's favorite JD turned DJ! Radio and clubs made me a good living but I always wanted to write so I piled up some money, dropped out, and started writing books about my rather bizarre life and some horror and sci-fi as well, both of which, not surprisingly, were a great deal like my real life! <br> <br>

Whether or not the past seven years of fighting against the Junta and it's tyranny have helped make real changes or have, instead, just been wasting my time and yours, I'll leave up to you, dear reader. I've done whatever I could do. Perhaps it wasn't enough but I did try. WE must all ask ourselves what we have done to save our children and grandchildren from this madness. I know I have reached some of you but I fear mostly I've been <I>"preaching"</I> to the already saved? Nevertheless, I'll continue on for as long as I can. <br> <br>

Our old Dell computer bit the big one on Sunday and that leaves us working with just the old broken iBook. When I stated the magazine I had a two-year-old iMac, which worked great and kept at it until last year when it fried. My sister gave me the iBook which she had moved to our dad's house after she spilled a glass of tea on it and burned it all but up. It fried the screen and half the keyboard. It's a 2003 model that had both OS9 and OS10 on it and it fried the OS9 side so it's hooked to a monitor and a wireless keyboard and mouse. As long as it works, I'll keep publishing. Hopefully, our readers who still have a job will contribute what they can to get us a new machine and pay the magazine's bills. I'd do it myself as I did for 5 years but my bank accounts are empty as I've never made a cent on the magazine and put all of my savings into it so we could publish it for free without paid subscriptions. We wanted everyone to be able to find out what's really happening with the Junta and their pals. Of course, I could quit the 60 hours or so that I spend putting the magazine together (down from the 80 hours I used to spend thanks to my better half who spends all of her free time from working her job to help out) and go get a job and pay for this myself. Trouble is that Catch 22 thingy! If I get a <I>"real job,"</I> I won't have time to publish the magazine and if I publish the magazine, I won't have time to get a <I>"real job."</I> While we currently have a roof over our heads, we are <I>"house sitting"</I> and the money my better half brings in is just enough to buy food and pay bills. We're just hanging on by the <I>"skin-of-our-teeth."</I> Hanging on and hoping that <I>"W"</I> is a success and I won't have to go begging money to keep the magazine afloat next year. We publish a unique collection of writers. many of whom face censorship in other media outlets. We also try to cover important topics that aren't getting attention and we aren't willing to start taking corporate money.  So the magazine has to depend on it's readership to go on to its eighth year. I can probably get a job and keep writing my rants, although I'd probably stop ranting and start writing essays but it would be next to impossible to keep the magazine going. Ergo, if you are working please send us a.s.a.p. whatever you can. If everyone sent in $20, we could publish the magazine for years and get a new computer that would last for another 7 years. <br> <br>

Therefore, whether or not I write one of these pieces next February 1st is entirely up to you, America!

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

I see where Ted Kennedy crawled out from his bottle to endorse Obama. Let this be a lesson to America's youth on what pickling your brain in alcohol for decades can do to your mental processes. Teddy, I knew John Kennedy and Barack Obama is no John Kennedy and for that matter, neither are you! <br> <br>

All across TV's vast wasteland comes the word from Keith to Tim to Billo that corpo-rat America has chosen its new figurehead and it's going to be business as usual. The Old Boys Club will continue to rule. Sorry, ladies. You didn't really think they'd allow Hillary into the club, no matter how butch she acted, did you? Oh, really! Even if she wins there won't be any real change, just the illusion of it! Nor should we forget that the powers that be see Obama as  easier to defeat than Hillary. <br> <br>

While Obama plays up being black, he forgets the one factor that could truly unite people behind him, i.e., his biracial self with which he could bring us all together. When he should be pointing to both of his parents, he pretends to be just another black guy from the hood. In reality, his black father left him to be raised by his white, middle class mother. He has about as much in common with the average Joe from the hood as does Bush. Like Bush, and unlike like everyone else in the hood, he attended Harvard. Instead of reaching out to all peoples and showing what America could really be, he decided to be black and use the race card, which he may find out wasn't such a good idea when it comes to defeating the Republicans or even Hillary? Like Hillary's use of the <I>"Big Dog,"</I> Obama may find the race card backfiring on him! <br> <br>

Whether we have McCain or Obama as our next dictator very little will change and that is exactly how our masters want it to be. The same folks who control all of the remaining candidates will control the next president and all that will change is the window dressing. Our freedoms will still be gone, the war will still go on and on and the recession will still rear its ugly head as it slides into depression. Still I hear you cry that surely things will get better after Bush's rampage, right? I wouldn't count on it, America, I wouldn't count on it!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, aren't you glad that's over with? No more listening to Bush's lies in the <I>"State of the Union"</I> speeches, unless of course he doesn't step down, due to... say... Martial Law! NO, my TV's are finally safe from me throwing bricks at them! <br> <br>

It does look like he'll step down as he is desperately trying to pass a lot of new laws to cover his worthless ass for the many acts of treason and mayhem that he's committed. If that fails, he may just flee to his massive ranch in Paraguay. Paraguayan officials, of course, deny that Papa Smirk owns 70,000 hectares (173,000 acres) in the Chaco region of Paraguay or that W owns 40,000 hectares (98,842 acres) in the same region. Then again, you just never know, do you? <br> <br>

I have no doubt that the fix is in (as Bill and Papa Smirk have already discussed what will happen when Hillary takes the White House) and W will retire to Midland to count his swag and declare war on the creosote bushes! Like Nixon who escaped the hangman's noose only to spend the rest of his life in exile behind his compound's walls babbling on and on to Pat and Be Be, I look forward to W making Laura's life a living hell, too!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help, Ya'll! So far, the P.O. Box remains empty! Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. Working 60 hours a week on the magazine leaves me no time for <I>"real"</I> work! We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis only ask for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center><IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/suharto.jpg"> <br>

02-200-1921 ~ 01-27-2008 <br>

Burn Baby Burn! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/trumanmargaret.jpg"> <br>

02-27-1924 ~ 01-29-2008 <br>

R.I.P. Sweetie </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 

<br>
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</center> <p> <br> 

<center>
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Microchips Are Everywhere <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

A Future Vision </font> <br>

By TODD LEWAN <P> <B>

Here's a vision of the not-so-distant future: </B> <P>

--Microchips with antennas will be embedded in virtually everything you buy, wear, drive and read, allowing retailers and law enforcement to track consumer items -- and, by extension, consumers -- wherever they go, from a distance. <P>

--A seamless, global network of electronic "sniffers" will scan radio tags in myriad public settings, identifying people and their tastes instantly so that customized ads, "live spam," may be beamed at them. <P>

--In "Smart Homes," sensors built into walls, floors and appliances will inventory possessions, record eating habits, monitor medicine cabinets -- all the while, silently reporting data to marketers eager for a peek into the occupants' private lives. <P> <B>

Science fiction? </B> <P>

In truth, much of the radio frequency identification technology that enables objects and people to be tagged and tracked wirelessly already exists -- and new and potentially intrusive uses of it are being patented, perfected and deployed. <P>

Some of the world's largest corporations are vested in the success of RFID technology, which couples highly miniaturized computers with radio antennas to broadcast information about sales and buyers to company databases. <P>

Already, microchips are turning up in some computer printers, car keys and tires, on shampoo bottles and department store clothing tags. They're also in library books and <I>"contactless"</I> payment cards (such as American Express' <I>"Blue"</I> and <I>ExxonMobil's "Speedpass."</I>) <P>

Companies say the RFID tags improve supply-chain efficiency, cut theft, and guarantee that brand-name products are authentic, not counterfeit. At a store, RFID doorways could scan your purchases automatically as you leave, eliminating tedious checkouts. <P>

At home, convenience is a selling point: RFID-enabled refrigerators could warn about expired milk, generate weekly shopping lists, even send signals to your interactive TV, so that you see "personalized" commercials for foods you have a history of buying. Sniffers in your microwave might read a chip-equipped TV dinner and cook it without instruction. <P> <I>

"We've seen so many different uses of the technology,"</I> says Dan Mullen, president of AIM Global, a national association of data collection businesses, including RFID, <I>"and we're probably still just scratching the surface in terms of places RFID can be used." </I> <P>

The problem, critics say, is that microchipped products might very well do a whole lot more. <P>

With tags in so many objects, relaying information to databases that can be linked to credit and bank cards, almost no aspect of life may soon be safe from the prying eyes of corporations and governments, says Mark Rasch, former head of the computer-crime unit of the U.S. Justice Department. <P>

By placing sniffers in strategic areas, companies can invisibly <I>"rifle through people's pockets, purses, suitcases, briefcases, luggage -- and possibly their kitchens and bedrooms -- anytime of the day or night," </I>says Rasch, now managing director of technology at FTI Consulting Inc., a Baltimore-based company. <P>

In an RFID world, <I>"You've got the possibility of unauthorized people learning stuff about who you are, what you've bought, how and where you've bought it..."</I> It's like saying,<I> 'Well, who wants to look through my medicine cabinet?'"</I> <P>

He imagines a time when anyone from police to identity thieves to stalkers might scan locked car trunks, garages or home offices from a distance. <I>"Think of it as a high-tech form of Dumpster diving,"</I> says Rasch, who's also concerned about data gathered by<I> "spy" </I>appliances in the home. <P> <I>

"It's going to be used in unintended ways by third parties -- not just the government, but private investigators, marketers, lawyers building a case against you ..."</I> <P>

***** <P>

Presently, the radio tag most commercialized in America is the so-called <I>"passive"</I> emitter, meaning it has no internal power supply. Only when a reader powers these tags with a squirt of electrons do they broadcast their signal, indiscriminately, within a range of a few inches to 20 feet. <P>

Not as common, but increasing in use, are <I>"active"</I> tags, which have internal batteries and can transmit signals, continuously, as far as low-orbiting satellites. Active tags pay tolls as motorists to zip through tollgates; they also track wildlife, such as sea lions. <P>

Retailers and manufacturers want to use passive tags to replace the bar code, for tracking inventory. These radio tags transmit Electronic Product Codes, number strings that allow trillons of objects to be uniquely identified. Some transmit specifics about the item, such as price, though not the name of the buyer. <P>

However, <I>"once a tagged item is associated with a particular individual, personally identifiable information can be obtained and then aggregated to develop a profile,"</I> the U.S. Government Accountability Office concluded in a 2005 report on RFID. <P>

Federal agencies and law enforcement already buy information about individuals from commercial data brokers, companies that compile computer dossiers on millions of individuals from public records, credit applications and many other sources, then offer summaries for sale. These brokers, unlike credit bureaus, aren't subject to provisions of the Fair Credit Reporting Act of 1970, which gives consumers the right to correct errors and block access to their personal records. <P>

That, and the ever-increasing volume of data collected on consumers, is worrisome, says Mike Hrabik, chief technology officer at Solutionary, a computer-security firm in Bethesda, Md. <I>"Are companies using that information incorrectly, and are they giving it out inappropriately? I'm sure that's happening. Should we be concerned? Yes." </I> <P>

Even some industry proponents recognize risks. Elliott Maxwell, a research fellow at Pennsylvania State University who serves as a policy adviser to EPCglobal, the industry's standard-setting group, says data broadcast by microchips can easily be intercepted, and misused, by high-tech thieves. <P>

As RFID goes mainstream and the range of readers increases, it will be<I> "difficult to know who is gathering what data, who has access to it, what is being done with it, and who should be held responsible for it,"</I> Maxwell wrote in RFID Journal, an industry publication. <P>

The recent growth of the RFID industry has been staggering: From 1955 to 2005, cumulative sales of radio tags totaled 2.4 billion; last year alone, 2.24 billion tags were sold worldwide, and analysts project that by 2017 cumulative sales will top 1 trillion -- generating more than $25 billion in annual revenues for the industry. <P>

Heady forecasts like these energize chip proponents, who insist that RFID will result in enormous savings for businesses. Each year, retailers lose $57 billion from administrative failures, supplier fraud and employee theft, according to a recent survey of 820 retailers by Checkpoint Systems, an RFID manufacturer that specializes in store security devices. <P>

Privacy concerns, some RFID supporters say, are overblown. One, Mark Roberti, editor of RFID Journal, says the notion that businesses would conspire to create high-resolution portraits of people is <I>"simply silly."</I> <P>

Corporations know Americans are sensitive about their privacy, he says, and are careful not to alienate consumers by violating it. Besides, <I>"All companies keep their customer data close to the vest ... There's absolutely no value in sharing it. Zero."</I> <P>

Industry officials, too, insist that addressing privacy concerns is paramount. As American Express spokeswoman Judy Tenzer says, <I>"Security and privacy are a top priority for American Express in everything we do."</I> <P>

But industry documents suggest a different line of thinking, privacy experts say. <P>

A 2005 patent application by American Express itself describes how RFID-embedded objects carried by shoppers could emit <I>"identification signals" </I>when queried by electronic<I> "consumer trackers." </I>The system could identify people, record their movements, and send them video ads that might offer <I>"incentives"</I> or <I>"even the emission of a scent."</I> <P>

RFID readers could be placed in public venues, including <I>"a common area of a school, shopping center, bus station or other place of public accommodation,"</I> according to the application, which is still pending -- and which is not alone. <P>

In 2006, IBM received patent approval for an invention it called, <I>"Identification and tracking of persons using RFID-tagged items."</I> One stated purpose: To collect information about people that could be <I>"used to monitor the movement of the person through the store or other areas."</I> <P>

Once somebody enters a store, a sniffer <I>"scans all identifiable RFID tags carried on the person,"</I> and correlates the tag information with sales records to determine the individual's <I>"exact identity."</I> A device known as a <I>"person tracking unit"</I> then assigns a tracking number to the shopper <I>"to monitor the movement of the person through the store or other areas."</I> <P>

But as the patent makes clear, IBM's invention could work in other public places, <I>"such as shopping malls, airports, train stations, bus stations, elevators, trains, airplanes, restrooms, sports arenas, libraries, theaters, museums, etc."</I > (RFID could even help<I> "follow a particular crime suspect through public areas."</I>) <P>

Another patent, obtained in 2003 by NCR Corp., details how camouflaged sensors and cameras would record customers' wanderings through a store, film their facial expressions at displays, and time -- to the second -- how long shoppers hold and study items. <P>

Why? Such monitoring<I> "allows one to draw valuable inferences about the behavior of large numbers of shoppers," </I>the patent states. <P>

Then there's a 2001 patent application by Procter & Gamble, <I>"Systems and methods for tracking consumers in a store environment."</I> This one lays out an idea to use heat sensors to track and record <I>"where a consumer is looking, i.e., which way she is facing, whether she is bending over or crouching down to look at a lower shelf."</I> <P>

The system could space sensors 8 feet apart, in ceilings, floors, shelving and displays, so they could capture signals transmitted every 1.5 seconds by microchipped shopping carts. <P>

The documents<I> "raise the hair on the back of your neck," </I>says Liz McIntyre, co-author of <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/002-8050027-7516007?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Spychips&x=0&y=0">"Spychips,"</A> a book that is critical of the industry. <I>"The industry has long promised it would never use this technology to track people. But these patent records clearly suggest otherwise."</I> <P>

Corporations take issue with that, saying that patent filings shouldn't be used to predict a company's actions. <P> <I>

"We file thousands of patents every year, which are designed to protect concepts or ideas,"</I> Paul Fox, a spokesman for Procter & Gamble, says. <I>"The reality is that many of those ideas and concepts never see the light of day."</I> <P>

And what of his company's 2001 patent application? <I>"I'm not aware of any plans to use that,"</I> Fox says. <P>

Sandy Hughes, P&G's global privacy executive, adds that Procter & Gamble has no intention of using any technologies -- RFID or otherwise -- to track individuals. The idea of the 2001 filing, she says, is to monitor how groups of people react to store displays, <I>"not individual consumers."</I>

NCR and American Express echoed those statements. IBM declined to comment for this story. <P> <I>

"Not every element in a patent filing is necessarily something we would pursue....,"</I> says Tenzer, the American Express spokeswoman. <I>"Under no circumstances would we use this technology without a customer's permission."</I> <P>

McIntyre has her doubts. <P>

In the marketing world of today, she says, <I>"data on individual consumers is gold, and the only thing preventing these companies from abusing technologies like RFID to get at that gold is public scrutiny."</I> <P>

***** <P>

RFID dates to World War II, when Britain put transponders in Allied aircraft to help radar crews distinguish them from German fighters. In the 1970s, the U.S. government tagged trucks entering and leaving secure facilities such as the Los Alamos National Laboratory, and a decade later, they were used to track livestock and railroad cars. <P>

In 2003, the U.S. Department of Defense and Wal-Mart gave RFID a mammoth push, mandating that suppliers radio tag all crates and cartons. To that point, the cost of tags had simply been too high to make tagging pallets -- let alone individual items -- viable. In 1999, passive tags cost nearly $2 apiece. <P>

Since then, rising demand and production of microchips -- along with technological advances -- have driven tag prices down to a range of 7 to 15 cents. At that price, the technology is <I>"well-suited at a case and pallet level,"</I> says Mullen, of the industry group AIM Global. <P>

John Simley, a spokesman for Wal-Mart, says tracking products in real-time helps ensure product freshness and lowers the chances that items will be out of stock. By reducing loss and waste in the supply chain, RFID <I>"allows us to keep our prices that much lower."</I> <P>

Katherine Albrecht, founder of CASPIAN, an anti-RFID group, says, <I>"Nobody cares about radio tags on crates and pallets. But if we don't keep RFID off of individual consumer items, our stores will one day turn into retail 'zoos' where the customer is always on exhibit."</I> <P>

So, how long will it be before you find an RFID tag in your underwear? The industry isn't saying, but some analysts speculate that within a decade tag costs may dip below a penny, the threshold at which nearly everything could be chipped. <P>

To businesses slammed by counterfeiters -- pharmaceuticals, for one -- that's not a bad thing. Sales of fake drugs cost drug makers an estimated $46 billion a year. In 2004, the U.S. Food and Drug Administration recommended that RFID be incorporated throughout the supply chain as a way of making sure consumers get authentic drugs. <P>

In the United States, Pfizer has already begun chipping all 30- and 100-count bottles of Viagra, one of the most counterfeited drugs. <P>

Chips could be embedded in other controlled or potentially dangerous items such as firearms and explosives, to make them easier to track. This was mentioned in IBM's patent documents. <P>

Still, the idea that tiny radio chips might be in their socks and shoes doesn't sit well with Americans. At least, that's what Fleishman-Hillard Inc., a public-relations firm in St. Louis, found in 2001 when it surveyed 317 consumers for the industry. <P>

Seventy-eight percent of those queried reacted negatively to RFID when privacy was raised. <I>"More than half claimed to be extremely or very concerned,"</I> the report said, noting that the term <I>"Big Brother"</I> was<I> "used in 15 separate cases to describe the technology."</I> <P>

It also found that people bridled at the idea of having <I>"Smart Tags"</I> in their homes. One surveyed person remarked: <I>"Where money is to be made the privacy of the individual will be compromised."</I> <P>

In 2002, Fleishman-Hillard produced another report for the industry that counseled RFID makers to <I>"convey (the) inevitability of technology,"</I> and to develop a plan to <I>"neutralize the opposition,"</I> by adopting friendlier names for radio tags such as <I>"Bar Code II"</I> and <I>"Green Tag."</I> <P>

And in a 2003 report, Helen Duce, the industry's trade group director in Europe, wrote that <I>"the lack of clear benefits to consumers could present a problem in the 'real world,'"</I> particularly if privacy issues were stirred by <I>"negative press coverage."</I> <P>

(Though the reports were marked <I>"Confidential,"</I> they were later found archived on an industry trade group's Web site.) <P>

The Duce report's recommendations: Tell consumers that RFID is regulated, that RFID is just a new and improved bar code, and that retailers will announce when an item is radio tagged, and deactivate the tags at check-out upon a customer's request. <P>

Actually, in the United States, RFID is not federally regulated. And while bar codes identify product categories, radio tags carry unique serial numbers that -- when purchased with a credit card, frequent shopper card or contactless card -- can be linked to specific shoppers. <P>

And, unlike bar codes, RFID tags can be read through almost anything except metal and water, without the holder's knowledge. <P>

EPCglobal, the industry's standard-setting body, has issued public policy guidelines that call for retailers to put a thumbnail-sized logo -- <I>"EPC,"</I> for Electronic Product Code -- on all radio tagged packaging. The group also suggests that merchants notify shoppers that RFID tags can be removed, discarded or disabled. <P>

Critics say the guidelines are voluntary, vague and don't penalize violators. They want federal and state oversight -- something the industry has vigorously opposed -- particularly after two RFID manufacturers, Checkpoint Systems and Sensormatic, announced last year that they are marketing tags designed to be embedded in such items as shoes. <P>

Marc Rotenberg, executive director of the Electronic Privacy Information Center, says, <I>"I don't think there's any basis ... for consumers to have to think that their clothing is tracking them."</I> <br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 TODD LEWAN

 <P> <br> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<br>

<center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/peace.gif"> </center>

<p>

<br> 

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td> 

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/uri.jpg"> <br>

Worse Than A Crime <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

IT LOOKED like the fall of the Berlin wall. And not only did it look like it. For a moment, the Rafah crossing was the Brandenburg Gate. <P>

It is impossible not to feel exhilaration when masses of oppressed and hungry people break down the wall that is shutting them in, their eyes radiant, embracing everybody they meet - to feel so even when it is your own government that erected the wall in the first place. <P>

The Gaza Strip is the largest prison on earth. The breaking of the Rafah wall was an act of liberation. It proves that an inhuman policy is always a stupid policy: no power can stand up against a mass of people that has crossed the border of despair. <P>

That is the lesson of Gaza, January, 2008. <P>

ONE MIGHT repeat the famous saying of the French statesman Boulay de la Meurthe, slightly amended: It is worse than a war crime, it is a blunder! <P>

Months ago, the two Ehuds - Barak and Olmert - imposed a blockade on the Gaza Strip, and boasted about it. Lately they have tightened the deadly noose even more, so that hardly anything at all could be brought into the Strip. Last week they made the blockade absolute - no food, no medicines. Things reached a climax when they stopped the fuel, too. Large areas of Gaza remained without electricity - incubators for premature babies, dialysis machines, pumps for water and sewage. Hundreds of thousands remained without heating in the severe cold, unable to cook, running out of food. <P>

Again and again, Aljazeera broadcast the pictures into millions of homes in the Arab world. TV stations all over the world showed them, too. From Casablanca to Amman angry mass protest broke out and frightened the authoritarian Arab regimes. Hosny Mubarak called Ehud Barak in panic. That evening Barak was compelled to cancel, at least temporarily, the fuel-blockade he had imposed in the morning. Apart from that, the blockade remained total. <P>

It is hard to imagine a more stupid act. <P>

THE REASON given for the starving and freezing of one and a half million human beings, crowded into a territory of 365 square kilometers, is the continued  shooting at the town of Sderot and the adjoining villages. <P>

That is a well-chosen reason. It unites the primitive and poor parts of the Israeli public. It blunts the criticism of the UN and the governments throughout the world, who might otherwise have spoken out against a collective punishment that is, undoubtedly, a war crime under international law. <P>

A clear picture is presented to the world: the Hamas terror regime in Gaza launches missiles at innocent Israeli civilians. No government in the world can tolerate the bombardment of its citizens from across the border. The Israeli military has not found a military answer to the Qassam missiles. Therefore there is no other way than to exert such strong pressure on the Gaza population as to make them rise up against Hamas and compel them to stop the missiles. <P>

The day the Gaza electricity works stopped operating, our military correspondents were overjoyed: only two Qassams were launched from the Strip. So it works! Ehud Barak is a genius! <P>

But the day after, 17 Qassams landed, and the joy evaporated. Politicians and generals were (literally) out of their minds: one politician proposed to <I>"act crazier than them," </I>another proposed to<I> "shell Gaza's urban area indiscriminately for every Qassam launched,"</I> a famous professor (who is a little bit deranged) proposed the exercise of <I>"ultimate evil."</I> <P>

The government scenario was a repeat of Lebanon War II (the report about which is due to be published in a few days). Then: Hizbullah captured two soldiers on the Israeli side of the border, now: Hamas fired on towns and villages on the Israeli side of the border. Then: the government decide in haste to start a war, now: the government decided in haste to impose a total blockade. Then: the government ordered the massive bombing of the civilian population in order to get them to pressure Hizbullah, now: the government decided to cause massive suffering of the civilian population in order to get them to pressure Hamas. <P>

The results were the same in both cases: the Lebanese population did not rise up against Hizbullah, but on the contrary, people of all religious communities united behind the Shiite organization. Hassan Nasrallah became the hero of the entire Arab world. And now: the population unites behind Hamas and accuses Mahmoud Abbas of cooperation with the enemy. A mother who has no food for her children does not curse Ismail Haniyeh, she curses Olmert, Abbas and Mubarak. <P>

SO WHAT to do? After all, it is impossible to tolerate the suffering of the inhabitants of Sderot, who are under constant fire. <P>

What is being hidden from the embittered public is that the launching of the Qassams could be stopped tomorrow morning. <P>

Several months ago Hamas proposed a cease-fire. It repeated the offer this week. <P>

A cease-fire means, in the view of Hamas: the Palestinians will stop shooting Qassams and mortar shells, the Israelis will stop the incursions into Gaza, the "targeted" assassinations and the blockade. <P>

Why doesn't our government jump at this proposal? <P>

Simple: in order to make such a deal, we must speak with Hamas, directly or indirectly. And this is precisely what the government refuses to do. <P>

Why? Simple again: Sderot is only a pretext - much like the two captured soldiers were a pretext for something else altogether. The real purpose of the whole exercise is to overthrow the Hamas regime in Gaza and to prevent a Hamas takeover in the West Bank. <P>

In simple and blunt words: the government sacrifices the fate of the Sderot population on the altar of a hopeless principle. It is more important for the government to boycott Hamas - because it is now the spearhead of Palestinian resistance - than to put an end to the suffering of Sderot. All the media cooperate with this pretence. <P>

IT HAS been said before that it is dangerous to write satire in our country - too often the satire becomes reality. Some readers may recall a satirical article I wrote months ago. In it I described the situation in Gaza as a scientific experiment designed to find out how far one can go, in starving a civilian population and turning their lives into hell, before they raise their hands in surrender. <P>

This week, the satire has become official policy. Respected commentators declared explicitly that Ehud Barak and the army chiefs are working on the principle of "trial and error" and change their methods daily according to results. They stop the fuel to Gaza, observe how this works and backtrack when the international reaction is too negative. They stop the delivery of medicines, see how it works, etc. The scientific aim justifies the means. <P>

The man in charge of the experiment is Defense Minister Ehud Barak, a man of many ideas and few scruples, a man whose whole turn of mind is basically inhuman. He is now, perhaps, the most dangerous person in Israel, more dangerous than Ehud Olmert and Binyamin Netanyahu, dangerous to the very existence of Israel in the long run. <P>

The man in charge of execution is the Chief of Staff. This week we had the chance of hearing speeches by two of his predecessors, generals Moshe Ya'alon and Shaul Mofaz, in a forum with inflated intellectual pretensions. Both were discovered to have views that place them somewhere between the extreme Right and the ultra-Right. Both have a frighteningly primitive mind. There is no need to waste a word about the moral and intellectual qualities of their immediate successor, Dan Halutz. If these are the voices of the three last Chiefs of Staff, what about the incumbent, who cannot speak out as openly as they? Has this apple fallen further from the tree? <P>

Until three days ago, the generals could entertain the opinion that the experiment was succeeding. The misery in the Gaza Strip had reached its climax. Hundreds of thousands were threatened by actual hunger. The chief of UNRWA warned of an impending human catastrophe. Only the rich could still drive a car, heat their homes and eat their fill. The world stood by and wagged its collective tongue. The leaders of the Arab states voiced empty phrases of sympathy without raising a finger. <P>

Barak, who has mathematical abilities, could calculate when the population would finally collapse. <P>

AND THEN something happened that none of them foresaw, in spite of the fact that it was the most foreseeable event on earth. <P>

When one puts a million and a half people in a pressure cooker and keeps turning up the heat, it will explode. That is what happened at the Gaza-Egypt border. <P>

At first there was a small explosion. A crowd stormed the gate, Egyptian policemen opened live fire, dozens were wounded. That was a warning. <P>

The next day came the big attack. Palestinian fighters blew up the wall in many places. Hundreds of thousands broke out into Egyptian territory and took a deep breath. The blockade was broken. <P>

Even before that, Mubarak was in an impossible situation. Hundreds of millions of Arabs, a billion Muslims, saw how the Israeli army had closed the Gaza strip off on three sides: the North, the East and the sea. The fourth side of the blockade was provided by the Egyptian army. <P>

The Egyptian president, who claims the leadership of the entire Arab world, was seen as a collaborator with an inhuman operation conducted by a cruel enemy in order to gain the favor (and the money) of the Americans. His internal enemies, the Muslim Brothers, exploited the situation to debase him in the eyes of his own people. <P>

It is doubtful if Mubarak could have persisted in this position. But the Palestinian masses relieved him of the need to make a decision. They decided for him. They broke out like a tsunami wave. Now he has to decide whether to succumb to the Israeli demand to re-impose the blockade on his Arab brothers. <P>

And what about Barak's experiment? What's the next step? The options are few: <P> <B>

(a) </B>To re-occupy Gaza. The army does not like the idea. It understands that this would expose thousands of soldiers to a cruel guerilla war, which would be unlike any intifada before. <B><P>

(b)</B> To tighten the blockade again and exert extreme pressure on Mubarak, including the use of Israeli influence on the US Congess to deprive him of the billions he gets every year for his services.<B> <P>

(c)</B> To turn the curse into a blessing, by handing the Strip over to Mubarak, pretending that this was Barak's hidden aim all along. Egypt would have to safeguard Israel's security, prevent the launching of Qassams and expose its own soldiers to a Palestinian guerilla war - when it thought it was rid of the burden of this poor and barren area, and after the infrastructure there has been destroyed by the Israeli occupation. Probably Mubarak will say: Very kind of you, but no thanks. <P>

The brutal blockade was a war crime. And worse: it was a stupid blunder.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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The 935 Lies Of George W. Bush <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Yes, you already knew. But now they're actually quantifiable. Like, say, stab wounds. </font> <br>

By Mark Morford <P>

Oh sweet Jesus, someone actually counted. <P>

Two independent nonprofit journalism groups apparently took enough laudanum and beat down whatever healthy sense of human decency they had in order to plunge straight into that quivering mountain of incompetence that is the official record of the Bush administration, all the false quotes and all the lie-strewn press conferences and all the squinty-eyed fabrications from Dubya, Colin Powell, Condi and Cheney and Rummy et al, that took place in the two years after September 11, 2001, and <A HREF="http://www.publicintegrity.org/WarCard/">added them all up. </A> <P>

Is it helpful to know the exact number? Does it make a difference? After all, presidential lying isn't exactly a revelation. Pretty much a national pastime, really. Hell, Bill Clinton lied in a harmless civil lawsuit, and was even impeached for it. Of course, his little oral fixation didn't lead us into an unwinnable trillion-dollar war that will scar the nation for multiple generations and which has wasted 4,000 American lives and resulted in tens of thousands of wounded, crippled and brain-damaged U.S. soldiers. But that's just splitting hairs, really. <P>

After all, it's common knowledge that, say, George Bush Sr. lied about Iran-Contra and <I>"read my lips," </I>Ronald Reagan lied like a nasty old rug about Iran and aiding the Contras, Lyndon Johnson lied about the Gulf of Tonkin to gain support for the Vietnam war, Harry Truman probably lied about Hiroshima and John F. Kennedy probably lied about the Bay of Pigs and, well, all presidents lie, really, to some degree or another and with varying degrees of success and historic consequence. Is it not sort of pointless to whine about it? <P>

Fair enough. But there is something truly special about Bush 43. Something so unique, so poisonous and strange that historians are busy right this minute rewriting not only their books, but their entire way of thinking about how we measure and interpret political malfeasance. <P>

It has to do with matters of scale. It has to do with audacity, with sheer recklessness, with Bush Co's stunning contempt for all national and international law and historic precedent and human decency. It is the sense that, at bare minimum, the most significant lies told by previous administrations were, by and large, not massive, calculated stabs to the very heart and infrastructure of the entire nation. They were not designed, as Bush's clearly were, specifically to pervert the entire American experiment, to violently shift us from peace-promoting and defense-oriented protector to an arrogant, insular, pre-emptive attacker, widely loathed and mistrusted worldwide. <P>

See, Bush Co rewrote the formulas. From WMD to tax cuts, AmeriCorp to Iraq, this administration has officially reset the bar to an all-time low as to what's possible for a truly dreadful, inept president to get away with without some sort of significant repercussion, impeachment, numerous lightning bolts raining down on his soft little monkey skull. Sure, it took leveraging America's most brutal and heartbreaking tragedy in a generation to pull it off, but does the fact the administration exploited 9/11 like a pedophile exploits a child take anything away from the astonishing depth of the abuse? <P>

But maybe you still argue that, even at a whopping <A HREF="http://www.cnn.com/2008/POLITICS/01/23/bush.iraq/index.html">935 calculated lies </A>told specifically to lead us into a bogus war, it makes no difference. Maybe you argue that a lie is a lie and Bush is no better or worse than Clinton or Reagan and here is a giant cocktail of jaded, raging apathy. Let's all chug it together, shall we? <P>

Fine. If it's a fact that all presidents lie anyway, if there's little we can do to stop them, then let us put forth a new hope. Let us now wish for the next president to lie just as passionately, as powerfully, as strategically as Bush Co, and get away with it just as extraordinarily. <P>

But let's make one significant change. Let's urge the new president to lie, well, in the other direction, to lie not in the service of horrific war or in the name of powermongering or so as to line the pockets of corporate cronies, or even to cover up stupid personal behavior, but rather in the name of sliding through an agenda of - oh my God can you believe I'm going to say it? Peace, nonviolence, international respect, humanitarianism, sex positivism, religious tolerance, progressive education. I know. Crazy. <P>

Yes. Give us now a president who lies, calculatedly and strategically, straight in the face of the hard right neocons and the evangelicals and the corporate cretins. Let his or her army of lies lull these groups into a false sense of complacency and/or utter soul-deadening fear so they will keep their mouths shut while the rest of us get some real work done. <P>

<I>"As an angry, well-armed God is my witness, I will never push through a national handgun ban,"</I> would be a good lie for this new president, thus shutting up the NRA and assuaging the bogus American cowboy mythology, as his army of crazy hippies do the exact opposite and quietly work to make the nation safer and more humane. The horror! The outcry! Whatever. <P>

Or how about this: <I>"All foreign religions clearly hate and wish harm upon America, and therefore it shall be the policy of this administration to never, under any circumstances, attempt to understand other beliefs, to open our schools and textbooks to include honest religious information, or generally reeducate the absolutist, Christian-drunk American populace."</I> And then begin a quiet, subversive national program to revolutionize the spiritual IQ of upcoming generations. The terrible lie! <P>

<I>"America must remain aggressive and antagonistic to all questionable nations who do not cower properly to our demands. We shall close our borders and police the Internet and maintain nasty vigilance on all citizens at all times. This is the only way to true national security." </I>What's the direct opposite of such a promise? Do it, prez! <P> <I>

"And finally, I shall never abolish the death penalty, legalize marijuana, approve gay marriage, promote honest sex education for teens, honor habeas corpus and the Geneva Convention, or eliminate the insidious farm subsidy program. We shall never stop lying about ethanol or offer solar subsidies for every household in America. Our direct ties to horribly misogynistic, terrorist-supporting Saudi Arabian power regimes shall remain deeply corruptive and powerful forevermore." </I> <P>

Go ahead, Mr. or Mrs. Next President. Lie your tail off if you must. But this time, let's try to make it a real party.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:mmorford@sfgate.com"> Mark Morford's </A> </font> Notes & Errata column appears every Wednesday and Friday on SF Gate and in the Datebook section of the San Francisco Chronicle. To get on the e-mail list for this column, please  <A HREF="http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/newsletter/services/signup"> click here </A> and remove one article of clothing! 
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Bush's Tax-Cut Addiction <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

If you're an alcoholic, a cocaine head, or a gambling addict - there are 12-step programs to help you. But where's the recovery program for being a tax-cut addict? <P>

Someone needs to do a tough-love intervention with George W, for he is helplessly hooked on tax cuts. Whatever the issue - cleaning up the environment, low wages, health care, affordable housing, you-name-it - George lunges for the needle to inject our country with another debilitating dose of tax breaks for corporations and the wealthy. <P>

Now that Washington has discovered the long economic decline that's been wracking the middle class and low-wage workers, Congress and the White House are scrambling to produce a stimulus program to produce a quick jolt of consumer spending. Bush, however, insists that the stimulus should consist almost entirely of tax cuts targeted for corporations and families making more than $100,000 a year. <P>

Low-wage families - who have been the hardest hit by the Bush economy - would get nothing from George's tax-rebate scheme. Well, say White House rationalizers, those people don't pay taxes, so they don't deserve a rebate.<I> "This is for people who pay taxes,"</I> snorts a Bush ally in Congress. <P>

Hellooo... numbskull. Are you so clueless that you don't know about sales taxes, fees, payroll taxes, property taxes, and other assessments that cause these millions of hard-hit families to pay a higher percentage of their income in tax levies than rich people pay? And, are you so ideologically hidebound that you don't realize that these are the very folks who are most in need of cash and would spend their rebates immediately on such daily basics as food, clothing, and transportation - thus giving the economy the consumer jolt you say it needs? <P>

Sadly, for Bush & Company, maintaining their addiction to tax-cut ideology is more important than taking the steps that would actually work for our overall economy.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Meat's Meat....So Let's Eat <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Jason Miller</font> <P> <B>

Canine. It's what's for dinner.</B> <P>

We pride ourselves on our devotion to the principle of equality here in the United States, so it's time to put our values where our mouths are, so to speak. Pigs, chickens, cows, and the like already endure abject suffering so we can consume their flesh, so it is only fair that we include<I> "man's best friend." </I>How could they better prove their deep loyalty to us than by sacrificing their lives to feed us? <P>

There is plenty of room on our plates to accommodate a few slices of Lassie. Even here in our resource-hog of a nation people experience hunger. Why not run a hundred million or so Rovers through the meat industrial complex each year? We have no reservations about torturing and slaughtering billions of other sentient beings to satiate our lust for meat. Research has indicated that pigs are actually more intelligent than dogs and thus would be more conscious of their misery. So there is no valid moral objection. <P>

Our capacity to immunize ourselves from conscience and compassion as we greedily devour the flesh of non-human animals (who experienced pain beyond the scope of our imaginations so that we might savor their cooked remains) will serve us well if we implement this solution to the problem of hunger (both here and abroad). In some nations, dog meat is already prized as a delicacy, so we'd be in for a real treat! <P>

Being the good little capitalists that we are, we need to determine the most profitable means to deliver <I>"dog food"</I> to our tables. After all, we are all about the<I> "freedom"</I> to generate profit and protect our sacrosanct property rights. We do manage to slightly conceal our greed and selfishness with a thin veneer of faux compassion-hence our <I>"helping solve world hunger" </I>rationale. Yet we know that ultimately the dogs we butcher will simply be another means to enhance the wealth of the power elite so that the excess can trickle down to the rest of us. <P>

Obviously, the <I>"good folks"</I> running Tyson and Smithfield Foods will need a large infusion of canines to seed the factory farms they will construct to begin mass production and distribution of dog meat. A federal law requiring dog owners to sell their pets to these benevolent corporate entities at a fair price, a strident effort to capture strays, and emptying animal shelters will certainly give them the <I>"livestock"</I> they need to ramp up production to please our palates. Since consumers will be the ultimate beneficiaries of this wonderful addition to our culinary choices, it will make sense to use federal tax dollars to subsidize our meat packers' acquisition of their initial stock AND their construction of the facilities necessary to add such a delicious addition to our menus. <P>

Fast food restaurants, the progenitors and principal beneficiaries of factory farming, need to get on board with our newest source of meat very quickly. It will be essential that McDonald's roll out something along the lines of a McBark at the very early stages of this endeavor. Burger King's version might be called the Whoofer. Branding issues aside, the shock troops of the animal flesh consumption industry will need to divert their formidable resources toward selling consumers on eating their former companions. <P>

Once we have the dogs and factory farms in place, we will need to implement the actual logistics of breeding, raising, and slaughtering our former pets and future meals. Since dogs are intellectually superior to cattle yet slightly inferior to pigs, perhaps we would be wise to model our canine processing system after the pork industry. <P>

We will need to keep large numbers of bitches in a state of near perpetual pregnancy. To keep costs low, we will want to cram as many of these mother dogs into as small a space as possible. They don't need to turn around or even move really. As long as we supply them with a cheap source of food (i.e. ground-up waste product from the slaughter house floor-theirs will truly be a <I>"dog eat dog world"</I>), water, and heavy doses of antibiotics, they will remain fertile enough to yield substantial numbers of pups and healthy enough to eat later. <P>

Given their intellect, the dogs will probably suffer similar mental disturbances as pigs do in such confined quarters, which means they will become dangerously aggressive and a threat to themselves and others. Hence we will need to remove their teeth. Anesthetizing them would create an unnecessary expense, so we will simply put them in restraints, yank out their choppers, and cauterize them to stop the bleeding and prevent infection. <P>

If our dogs (male and female alike) suffer wounds in their miniscule holding pens whilst they await their turn to fill our stomachs, we won't waste time or money tending to them. Pigs suffer through the loss of body parts, broken legs, and ulcerated wounds, so there's no reason to increase our costs by tending to the injured. A certain percentage of our stock will die, but they will provide fodder for the survivors. The stench emanating from the cankerous sores, feces, urine, and rotting corpses will be immense, but like their brethren pigs who also have highly developed senses of smell, the dogs will simply need to live with the fetid air and pneumonia they develop. As human beings, our desires for meat and profit preclude the possibility of ending the unnecessary suffering we inflict upon sentient creatures. <P> 

Once a dog has been appropriately aged and fattened to maximize taste and profit, we will load it onto a ventilated truck packed with as many dogs as possible without causing significant numbers of deaths by trampling or asphyxiation. Handlers will be trained to beat uncooperative dogs into submission with heavy steel rods. Or for those workers who have<I> "bleeding hearts," </I>they can humanely stick electric cattle prods into the dogs' rectums.

Upon arrival at the slaughter facility, the dogs who haven't frozen to death or died of heat exhaustion, thirst, or suffocation will be man-handled off the truck (so as to keep them submissive) and forced to the kill floor.<I> "Downers" </I>(dogs too injured or sick to walk) will be dragged to their deaths. Euthanizing dying dogs will be out of the question because then we could not legally sell their flesh for consumption. <P>

Ridiculous animal welfare laws will require that we stun the dogs before we kill them, but there is no legal mandate that we make certain they are unconscious. As with pigs, many dogs will probably remain conscious as they are scalded to death in the tanks that will soften their skin and remove their fur (or they may feel the searing pain of the blow torch if we opt to go that route to remove their hair). <P>

Other kill options available include chaining their hind legs, suspending them from an overhead conveyor and slitting their throats; snapping their necks (employees with heavy boots can simply stomp on them) and skinning them alive if we determine their pelts have commercial value; or impaling them in the head with a retractable four inch nail. <P>

After our former best friends are dead, bled, gutted, boned, sliced and diced, their tasty flesh will be coming to a supermarket or restaurant near you. Let's put this plan in motion and make the mythical "man bites dog" story a reality! <P> <B>

[Inspired by Jonathan Swift, this animal liberationist and vegetarian essayist is dedicating the above satirical piece to the <A HREF=" http://www.animalliberationfront.com/">Animal Liberation Front </A> and their courageous efforts in the face of the apathy, ignorance, and savagery of rampant and deeply ingrained speciesism. The ALF has been labeled as a "terrorist" organization by a system and society that value property, profit, and the human comfort of a relative few over most non-human animals and many human beings. This essayist and social activist fully supports and endorses the actions of the ALF as long as they don't take human or non-human animal lives. As founder and editor of Thomas Paine's Corner, he offers his little piece of real estate on the Internet to the ALF whenever they need a place to communicate with the world. And come to think of it, since they are an underground operation operating in cells of a few people, this agitator could be a part of the ALF. But we'll leave that for the FBI, ATF, NSA, DHS, or the rest of the alphabet soup of agencies protecting our rights as Americans to fuck the rest of the world to determine.] </B>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://civillibertarian.blogspot.com/"> Jason Miller </A> </font> is a recovering US American middle class suburbanite who strives to remain intellectually free. His essays have been widely published, he is an associate editor for <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/"> Cyrano's Journal Online, </A> and publishes <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/THOMASPAINE/"> Thomas Paine's Corner </A> within Cyrano's. He welcomes your <A HREF="http://mailto:JMiller@bestcyrano.org"> constructive correspondence.</A>
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One Bush Left Behind <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Greg Palast </font> <P> <B>

Here's your question, class: </B> <P>

In his State of the Union, the President asked Congress for $300 million for poor kids in the inner city. As there are, officially, 15 million children in America living in poverty, how much is that per child? <P>

Correct! $20.<P>

Here's your second question. The President also demanded that Congress extend his tax cuts. The cost: $4.3 trillion over ten years. The big recipients are millionaires. And the number of millionaires happens, not coincidentally, to equal the number of poor kids, roughly 15 million of them. OK class: what is the cost of the tax cut per millionaire?  <P>

That's right, Richie, $287,000 apiece. <P>

Mr. Bush said, <I>"In neighborhoods across our country, there are boys and girls with dreams. And a decent education is their only hope of achieving them."</I> <P>

So how much educational dreaming will $20 buy? <P>

-George Bush's alma mater, Phillips Andover Academy, tells us their annual tuition is $37,200. The $20 <I>"Pell Grant for Kids,"</I> as the White House calls it, will buy a poor kid about 35 minutes of this educational dream. So they'll have to wake up quickly. <P>

-$20 won't cover the cost of the final book in the Harry Potter series. <P>

If you can't buy a book nor pay tuition with a sawbuck, what exactly can a poor kid buy with $20 in urban America? The Palast Investigative Team donned baseball caps and big pants and discovered we could obtain what local citizens call a<I> "rock"</I> of crack cocaine. For $20, we were guaranteed we could fulfill any kid's dream for at least 15 minutes. <P>

Now we could see the incontrovertible logic in what appeared to be quixotic ravings by the President about free trade with Colombia, Pell Grant for Kids and the surge in Iraq. In Iraq, General Petraeus tells us we must continue to feed in troops for another ten years. There is no way the military can recruit these freedom fighters unless our lower income youth are high, hooked and desperate. Don't say,<I> 'crack vials,'</I> they're, <I>'Democracy Rocks!' </I><P>

The plan would have been clearer if Mr. Bush had kept in his speech the line from his original draft which read, <I>"I have ordered 30,000 additional troops to Iraq this year - and I am proud to say my military-age kids are not among them."</I> <P>

Of course, there's an effective alternative to Mr. Bush's plan - which won't cost a penny more. Simply turn it upside down. Let's give each millionaire in America a $20 bill, and every poor child $287,000.

And, there's an added benefit to this alternative. Had we turned Mr. Bush and his plan upside down, he could have spoken to Congress from his heart.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) <A HREF=" http://www.gregpalast.com/"> 2008 Greg Palast </A></font>is the author of The Network: The World as a Company Town and the New York Times bestseller, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Armed+Madhouse.&Go.x=4&Go.y=13&Go=Go">Armed Madhouse</: Sordid Secrets and Strange Tales from a White House Gone Wild.</A> Hear Ed Asner read from the book and the film <A HREF="http://'www.gregpalast.com">The Network.'</A>
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The 1/31 Nuke: Proof For Ron Paul <br> </font> </font> <font size=+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P>

Military Correspondent <P> <B>

Dr. Paul's Prologue </B> <P>

In mid-January of 2006, my Houston-area intelligence associates and I, many of us serving or veteran military or police officers, became convinced that the Bush administration intended to destroy the BP refinery in nearby Texas City with a false flag nuclear attack. We arrived at the prediction date of 1/31 primarily because it was the first day of a national Joint Task Force nuclear terror exercise scheduled from Jan. 31 - Feb. 2. <P>

Although the designated "simulation target" of the exercise was Charleston, South Carolina -- while Texas City wasn't even part of the exercise -- we were firm on our target and time. Half the local Internet thought we were informed and half thought we were insane. It only remained for events to prove whose thinking was correct. <P>

Below are quotes extracted from mainstream journalists, all written within two days of the terrifying arrival of the Bush administration's nuke team. I have provided links to the original articles from which the quotes are taken. <P> <B>

Fragments of Truth </B> <P>

Galveston County Daily News reporter TJ Aulds had long been suspicious of the repeated explosions at the BP refinery, the nation's most toxic industrial site  He admitted the undeniable facts into his Feb. 2 article.<P> <I>

"If you are reading this, you survived a predicted nuclear attack on Texas City." <P>

"Recent weeks have seen the city mentioned as the subject of rampant Internet and e-mail claims suggesting that emergency management officials were preparing for some form of attack." <P>

"That attack was to have taken place Tuesday, based on those reports. A report filed on the Arctic Beacon website as well as the site owner's Internet radio show had warned of a pending nuclear attack on the city - not from terrorists, but the federal government." <P>

"Basing his information on a report from a man claiming to be a former U.S. Army intelligence officer, show host Greg Szymanski reported that the area was likely the target for a government-led nuclear attack." <P>

"The report quickly made the rounds via e-mail and blog sites." <P>

"On Wednesday, people driving along Galveston's Seawall Boulevard could see unmarked black trucks and sport utility vehicles bearing government license plates near crews setting up what appeared to be satellite or radar gear on the beach." <P>

"The crews were wearing shirts embossed with the words, "Weapons of Mass Destruction Civil Support Team," a branch of the U.S. Defense Department." <P>

"It was enough to get even the most timid conspiracy theorist thinking something was up." <P>

<A HREF="http://news.galvestondailynews.com/story.lasso?ewcd=f9c4071e30759dda"> Galveston Daily News </A> <P> <B>

The Whole Truth </B> <P>

Investigative journalist Greg Szymanski was willing to follow the facts wherever they led, and wrote a gripping series of articles for The Arctic Beacon. The articles began the week before the predicted 1/31 federal false flag attempt.  Rather than rely on Bush administration officials, he turned to reputable Texas City insiders, particularly a BP employee and a local minister. <P>

Jan. 25, 2006:  All Signposts Lead To Imminent Nuclear Attack In America: Intel Army Capt. Eric May Issues <I>'Red Alert' For Next 9 Days For Texas City-Houston Area. </I> Capt. May claims to have broken the Illuminati and Bush Cabal's <I>"embedded code"</I> in an effort to beat the neocons at their own nasty game. Capt. May may have thwarted one attempted nuclear attack last July, but says the Bush Cabal is coming back again for a second try.<A HREF="http://www.arcticbeacon.com/articles/25-Jan-2006.html"> Artic Beacon 01-25-06 </A> <P>

Jan. 26, 2006:  Houston PD Running Nuclear Disaster Drills As Build-Up Of Numerous Law Enforcement Agencies Seen In Nearby Texas City. Army Intel Capt. Eric May warns Bush cabal days away from a nuclear strike. Texas City resident <I>"opens up a hornet's nest"</I> as he warns local law enforcement about the possibility of nuclear strike.  <A HREF="http://www.arcticbeacon.com/articles/26-Jan-2006b.html"> Artic Beacon 01-26-06 </A> <P>

Jan. 28, 2006:  Texas City British Petroleum Claims No Foul Play In 2005 Explosion Killing 15; BP Sets Aside $1 Billion For Upgrades Amid Rumors Neocons Plan To Nuke Plant In Upcoming Days. Some Texas City citizens taking nuke warning seriously as local law enforcement build-up seen and at least 400 employees moved out of BP to different office building. <A HREF="http://www.arcticbeacon.com/articles/28-Jan-2006.html"> Artic Beacon 01-28-06 </A> <P>

Feb. 3, 2006:  Texas City British Petroleum Employee Heard<I> "Strange Abort Signal"</I> on Local Radio Station The Morning Army Intel Officer Predicted Nuclear Strike At Plant.  BP employee also said "other strange events" occurred, leaving her <I>"nervous and on edge."</I> Galveston Daily News follows up with story, finding WMD military support team was conducting a training session at a location near Texas City.  <A HREF="http://www.arcticbeacon.com/articles/3-Feb-2006.html"> Artic Beacon 02-03-06 </A> <P> <B>

Dr. Paul's Postscript </B> <P>

Many citizens who have read my recent columns about false flag attempts in the East Texas oil patch have urged me to contact Congressman Paul with details.  A fair number of them believe that it was the Bush administration's design on his own Texas Congressional District 14 that prompted his presidential bid. <P>

While many of the participants in our Internet intelligence alert to Texas City have been in touch with Dr. Paul's office, they report no feedback.  Accordingly, I invite my publishers, editors and readers to join me in presenting my collected Texas City columns as a report to Dr. Paul. <P>

In future columns, I will report the results of our efforts to present this most alarming information to the single person in America most concerned with it: Congressman Ron Paul, who represents Texas City and the surrounding area.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is he the military correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his schedule of upcoming interviews, refer to his <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> homepage.</A>
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Singing For Suharto <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

The Lasting Values of the Great and Good </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P> <B>

1.</B> <P>

One of the most bloodthirsty dictators of the 20th century -- who killed up to a million of his own people, then ruthlessly raped a defenseless country, took it over and killed 200,000 more -- died last week. The Bush Administation's reaction was swift, and entirely characteristic of a government that has devoted itself to the advancement of human liberty across the globe: <P>

They sang the mass murderer a hymn of praise. <P>

As <A HREF="http://www.news.com.au/heraldsun/story/0,21985,23119354-5005961,00.html">Australia's Herald Sun reports</A>: <P> <I>

THE United States hailed former Indonesian president Suharto as a "historic figure" who "achieved remarkable economic development", in a statement released by its embassy in Jakarta. <P>

"President Suharto led Indonesia for over 30 years, a period during which Indonesia achieved remarkable economic and social development," ambassador Cameron Hume said in the release.... <P>

Offering his condolences on behalf of the United States, Mr Hume praised Suharto for his close ties to the United States and his role in creating the Association of South-East Asian Nations (ASEAN). <P> </I>

But we wouldn't like to leave the impression that the Bush response was nothing more than a big wet kiss from one bloodstained tyrant to another. No, in the midst of his laudatory statement, Ambassador Hume suddenly lashed out with a daring verbal blow for the cause of freedom, going so far as to say that <I>"there may be some controversy</I>" over Suharto's legacy. <I>"Some controversy!"</I> Boy, that's telling it like it is. Say on, brother! <P>

He quickly tempered this rash outburst, however, by noting that <I>"President Suharto was a historic figure who left a lasting imprint on Indonesia and the region." </I>In much the same way that, oh, say, Adolf Hitler left a lasting impression in his neck of the woods. <P>

What exactly did this remarkable historic figure do to earn such paens? John Pilger tells the tale in his <A HREF="http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/story/0,,2248012,00.html">fond remembrance of Suharto</A> in The Guardian: <P> <I>

Here lies a clue as to why Suharto, unlike Saddam Hussein, died not on the gallows but surrounded by the finest medical team his secret billions could buy. Ralph McGehee, a senior CIA operations officer in the 1960s, describes the terror of Suharto's takeover in 1965-6 as "the model operation" for the US-backed coup that got rid of Salvador Allende in Chile seven years later. "The CIA forged a document purporting to reveal a leftist plot to murder Chilean military leaders," he wrote, "[just like] what happened in Indonesia in 1965." The US embassy in Jakarta supplied Suharto with a "zap list" of Indonesian Communist party members and crossed off the names when they were killed or captured. Roland Challis, BBC south-east Asia correspondent at the time, told me how the British government was secretly involved in this slaughter. "British warships escorted a ship full of Indonesian troops down the Malacca Straits so they could take part in the terrible holocaust," he said. "I and other correspondents were unaware of this at the time ... There was a deal, you see." <P>

The deal was that Indonesia under Suharto would offer up what Richard Nixon had called "the richest hoard of natural resources, the greatest prize in south-east Asia". In November 1967 the greatest prize was handed out at a remarkable three-day conference sponsored by the Time-Life Corporation in Geneva. Led by David Rockefeller, all the corporate giants were represented: the major oil companies and banks, General Motors, Imperial Chemical Industries, British American Tobacco, Siemens, US Steel and many others. Across the table sat Suharto's US-trained economists who agreed to the corporate takeover of their country, sector by sector. The Freeport company got a mountain of copper in West Papua. A US/European consortium got the nickel. The giant Alcoa company got the biggest slice of Indonesia's bauxite. America, Japanese and French companies got the tropical forests of Sumatra. When the plunder was complete, President Lyndon Johnson sent his congratulations on "a magnificent story of opportunity seen and promise awakened". Thirty years later, with the genocide in East Timor also complete, the World Bank described the Suharto dictatorship as a "model pupil". <P> </I>

The holocaust in East Timor -- like the maniacal frenzy of Suharto's original coup -- was of course greenlighted and abetted by Washington, as I noted in an earlier piece marking the death of another bagman of empire: <A HREF=""http://www.chris-floyd.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=975&Itemid=135">"The Enduring Legacy of Gerald Ford."</A> <I> <P>

But Ford's enduring legacy is in no way exhausted by the glories of his bloodthirsty political progeny [his top staffers Dick Cheney and Don Rumseld]. For the sad occasion of the statesman's death is certainly a most appropriate time to recall what is probably his greatest geopolitical masterstroke: the green-lighting of Indonesia's 1975 invasion of East Timor -- an act of state-sponsored terrorism that killed more than 200,000 people... <P>

...The documents were obtained through the Freedom of Information Act - in June 2001, before George W. Bush gutted the law - but only reported in December of that year by the Washington Post. Kissinger and Ford had long denied any prior knowledge of the murderous assault, even though they'd been feasting with the genocidal Indonesian tyrant Suharto the day before the troops went in. However, in a secret State Department cable, Ford and Kissinger actually told Suharto before the attack that "we understand the problem you have and the intentions you have" and "we will not press you on the issue." <P>

Kissinger, ever mindful of the media angle, added in another love note: "We understand your problem and the need to move quickly but I am only saying that it would be better if it were done after we returned." <P>

The murders were carried out with U.S. weaponry. Congress had restricted their use to defensive purposes only, but Kissinger blithely brushed this aside, assuring Suharto that America would "construe" the invasion as "self-defense rather than a foreign operation." Kinda like Hitler did with Poland. <P>

Naturally, the December 2001 story was buried by the usual bull-roaring of Bush praise in the media. In fact, in the same issue of the Post in which news of the declassification first appeared, you might have been diverted from its revelations by a fascinating piece on the editorial page, a long disquisition on the new ordering of the world, penned by one of our most revered elder statesmen: <P><B>

Henry Kissinger.</B> <P

[I should also note] that on September 21, 1999, Sander Thoenes, a former colleague of mine at The Moscow Times, <A HREF="http://www.memorialforsander.org/hislife/">was murdered in East Timor</A>, almost certainly by Indonesian military forces, while covering the last throes of Jakarta's fury before East Timor won its independence -- another fact to be recorded with the high and mighty deeds of Gerald R. Ford.<P> <B>

2.</B> <P>

But how does such blood and filth come to be countenanced by the great and the good of the West, the defenders and embodiments of the values of civilization? Pilger and Jon Schwarz provide two excellent glimpses into the mindset of the Establishment grandees who create government policy and shape the public discourse.  <P>

First, Schwarz offers this "<A HREF=" http://www.tinyrevolution.com/mt/archives/002038.html">funny little story about Suharto</A>": <P> <I>

When Suharto was falling from power during 1998, I listened to an NPR show on Indonesia. It was hosted by the father of someone with whom I went to high school. The guests and the host spoke about Indonesian history, but made no mention of the "staggering mass slaughter" after Suharto took over in 1965, nor of the US support for all of it. Then someone called in and asked why they hadn't. Specifically the caller spoke of how the US embassy had given the Indonesian military lists of thousands of members of the communist party, so they could be more efficiently killed. <P>

The host found all this preposterous and scoffed. In particular he wanted to know how the caller had gotten the ridiculous idea that the US had handed over death lists. <P>

I don't know where the caller had gotten that idea, but I know where I'd gotten it: from a book on Indonesia I checked out from a library THREE BLOCKS AWAY FROM THE HOST'S HOUSE. <P>

Of course, you can't really fault the host for not knowing about this. He was only a New York Times reporter and graduate of Harvard, so no one had ever taught him how to read. <P>

Also, if I remember correctly, Lyndon Johnson had attended his wedding...which must have been during the same period as the coup, when Johnson was making decisions that led to the hundreds of thousands of people being shot and hacked to death with machetes. You can see how you might not want to find out you're the kind of person who has friends like that. <P> </I>

Then Pilger offers this chilling -- and telling -- conclusion to his piece on Suharto's death:</I><P> 

Shortly before the death of Alan Clark, who under Thatcher was the minister responsible for supplying Suharto with most of his weapons, I interviewed him, and asked: "Did it bother you personally that you were causing such mayhem and human suffering?"<P>

"No, not in the slightest," he replied. "It never entered my head."<P>

"I ask the question because I read you are a vegetarian and are seriously concerned with the way animals are killed." <P>

"Yeah?" <P>

"Doesn't that concern extend to humans?" <P>

"Curiously not." <P> </I>

When it comes to the great and the good, never forget this one fact: they hate you, and they don't care if you suffer and die, just as long as they can keep gorging on the perks of loot and power.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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CBS Falsifies Iraq War History <br> </font> </font > <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Parry </font> <P> <B>

There's a cynical old saying that the victors write the history. CBS's "60 Minutes" demonstrated how that process works on Jan. 27 in airing Scott Pelley's interview with the FBI agent who de-briefed former Iraqi dictator Saddam Hussein. </B> <P>

In a world of objective reality, a reporter might say that the United States launched an unprovoked invasion of Iraq on March 19, 2003, under the false pretense that Hussein possessed weapons of mass destruction, even after Iraq had repeatedly - and accurately - announced that its WMD had been destroyed in the 1990s. <P>

On Dec. 7, 2002, Iraq even sent to the United Nations a 12,000-page declaration explaining how its WMD stockpiles had been eliminated. In fall 2002, Hussein's government also allowed teams of U.N. inspectors into Iraq and gave them free rein to examine any site of their choosing. <P>

Those inspections only ended in March 2003 when President George W. Bush decided to press ahead with war despite the U.N. Security Council's refusal to authorize the invasion and its desire to give the U.N. inspectors time to finish their work. <P>

But none of that reality is part of the history that Americans are supposed to know. The officially sanctioned U.S. account, as embraced by Bush in speech after speech, is that Saddam Hussein <I>"chose war"</I> by defying the U.N. over the WMD issue and by misleading the world into believing that he still possessed these weapons. <P>

In line with Bush's version of history, "60 Minutes" correspondent Pelley asked FBI interrogator George Piro why Hussein kept pretending that he had WMD even as U.S. troops massed on Iraq's borders, when a simple announcement that the WMD was gone would have prevented the war. <P>

"For a man who drew America into two wars and countless military engagements, we never knew what Saddam Hussein was thinking," Pelley said in introducing <A HREF="http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2008/01/24/60minutes/main3749494.shtml">the segment on the interrogation of Hussein about his WMD stockpiles</A>. <I>"Why did he choose war with the United States?"</I> <P>

The segment never mentions the fact that Hussein's government did disclose that it had eliminated its WMD. Instead Pelley presses Piro on the question of why Hussein was hiding that fact. <P>

Piro said Hussein explained to him that <I>"most of the WMD had been destroyed by the U.N. inspectors in the '90s, and those that hadn't been destroyed by the inspectors were unilaterally destroyed by Iraq."</I> <P>

<I>"So,"<?I> Pelley asked,<I> "why keep the secret? Why put your nation at risk, why put your own life at risk to maintain this charade?" </I> <P>

After Piro mentioned Hussein's lingering fear of neighboring Iran, Pelley felt he was close to an answer to the mystery: <I>"He believed that he couldn't survive without the perception that he had weapons of mass destruction?"</I> <P>

<B>

Wanting an Invasion? </B> <P>

But, still, Pelley puzzled over why Hussein's continued in his miscalculation. <P>

Pelley asked: <I>"As the U.S. marched toward war and we began massing troops on his border, why didn't he stop it then? And say, 'Look, I have no weapons of mass destruction,' I mean, how could he have wanted his country to be invaded?"</I> <P>

It's Bush World, with Pelley - like other prominent U.S. news correspondents - ignoring the well-established facts of the run-up to war and following the made-up story first presented by Bush four months after he forced the U.N. inspectors out, when he began claiming that Hussein had never let them in. <P>

On July 14, 2003, as the U.S.-led WMD search also was coming up empty, Bush began asserting that it was all Hussein's fault because he had never let the U.N. inspectors in. Bush <A HREF="http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2003/07/20030714-3.html">told reporters</A>:

<I>"We gave him [Saddam Hussein] a chance to allow the inspectors in, and he wouldn't let them in. And, therefore, after a reasonable request, we decided to remove him from power."</I> <P>

Facing no challenge from the White House press corps, Bush continued repeating this lie in varied forms over the next four years as part of his public litany for defending the invasion. <P>

On Jan. 27, 2004, for example, Bush said, <I>"We went to the United Nations, of course, and got an overwhelming resolution - 1441 - unanimous resolution, that said to Saddam, you must disclose and destroy your weapons programs, which obviously meant the world felt he had such programs. He chose defiance. It was his choice to make, and he did not let us in."</I> <P>

As the months and years went by, Bush's lie and its constant retelling took on the color of truth. <P>

At a March 21, 2006, news conference, Bush again blamed the war on Hussein's defiance of U.N. demands for unfettered inspections. <P>

<I>"I was hoping to solve this [Iraq] problem diplomatically,"</I> Bush said. "The world said, 'Disarm, disclose or face serious consequences.' ... We worked to make sure that Saddam Hussein heard the message of the world. And when he chose to deny the inspectors, when he chose not to disclose, then I had the difficult decision to make to remove him. And we did."</I> <P>

At a press conference on May 24, 2007, Bush offered a short-hand version, even inviting the journalists to remember the invented history. <P>

<I>"As you might remember back then, we tried the diplomatic route: [U.N. Resolution] 1441 was a unanimous vote in the Security Council that said disclose, disarm or face serious consequences. So the choice was his [Hussein's] to make. And he made a choice that has subsequently caused him to lose his life."</I> <P>

In the frequent repetition of this claim, Bush never acknowledges the fact that Hussein did comply with Resolution 1441 by declaring accurately that he had disposed of his WMD stockpiles and by permitting U.N. inspectors to examine any site of their choosing. <P><B>

Journalistic Group Think </B><P>

Prominent Washington journalists have even repeated Bush's lie as their own. For instance, in a July 2004 interview, ABC's veteran newsman Ted Koppel used it to explain why he - Koppel - thought the invasion of Iraq was justified. <P> <I>

"It did not make logical sense that Saddam Hussein, whose armies had been defeated once before by the United States and the Coalition, would be prepared to lose control over his country if all he had to do was say, 'All right, U.N., come on in, check it out," Koppel told Amy Goodman, host of "Democracy Now." </I> <P>

Of course, Hussein did tell the U.N. to<I> "come on in, check it out."</I> But he did so in the real history, not in the faux reality that now governs Washington and pervades America's top news programs, including <I>"60 Minutes."</I> <P>

In Pelley's historical formulation, the question is not why did Bush invade Iraq in violation of international law, causing the deaths of nearly 4,000 American soldiers and hundreds of thousands of Iraqis, but rather <I>"How could [Hussein] have wanted his country to be invaded?"  </I> <P>

This strategy of repeating a <I>"big lie"</I> often enough to make it sound true was famously described in the writings of Nazi propagandist Joseph Goebbels during World War II. However, given the relatively free U.S. press, many Americans feel they are protected from <I>"big lie"</I> techniques, counting on journalists to call lying politicians to account. <P>

But that clearly is no longer the case - and hasn't been for some time. Facing career pressure from well-organized right-wing attack groups, American journalists act more like triangulating politicians, fearful of accusations of "liberal bias" or unpatriotic behavior or softness on terrorism. <P>

To have challenged George W. Bush in July 2003 - when he was near the height of his popularity - or even now with his approval ratings at historic lows would carry career dangers that few American reporters want to risk. <P>

So, discretion - or in this case the acceptance of a lie as truth - is the better part of valor.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.consortiumnews.com/"> Robert Parry,</A> </font> 

broke many of the Iran-Contra stories in the 1980s for the Associated Press and Newsweek. His new book written with two of his sons, Sam and Nat is <A HREF="https://salsa.democracyinaction.org/dia/organizations/consortiumnews/shop/shop.jsp?storefront_KEY=261&t=SecrecyandPrivilege.dwt"> Neck Deep: The Disastrous Presidency of George W. Bush. </A>
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Hillary Must Get Control of Bill <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

BY JOE CONASON </font> <P>

The most likely motive for Bill Clinton's reckless political performance in recent weeks, ironically and sadly, is to redress the terrible humiliations he inflicted on his wife in years past. But unless he quickly regains control of himself, the most likely result will be to inflict irreparable damage on the presidential aspirations of Hillary Rodham Clinton. <P>

Whether he has done that much harm already remains to be determined in the primaries ahead. At the very least, however, the former president has begun to change the polarity of his own presence in her campaign from positive to negative-and to raise real questions about the meaning of his return to the White House. <P>

It is probably safe to say that when the Democratic primaries began, most Americans looked back on the Clinton administration with the nostalgia that the people of the Middle Ages probably felt about the years before the arrival of the plague. Regardless of Mr. Clinton's flaws, the people perceived him as a competent, intelligent and compassionate president who left the nation in better condition than when he took office, a judgment that enraged his critics in the media and the Republican Party. <P>

It also seems reasonable to assume that the memory of the Clinton years, as well as the good works that he has done around the world, shone a benign light on his wife's candidacy. The same personalities that have long hated both Clintons nurtured their grudge, but her long lead in the polls showed that many voters simply dismissed all the old canards and suspicions, just as they did 10 years ago. She was marching steadily toward the Democratic nomination. <P>

When the rise of Barack Obama threatened her progress, with his victory in Iowa and that close call in New Hampshire, Mr. Clinton lost his compass. The man who has been praised even by his enemies as the most talented politician of his generation committed gaffe after gaffe. Perhaps more important, he stooped from the dignity of his position, as ex-president and world statesman, to attack her rival. In his zeal to protect and advance his wife, he injured himself and her. <P>

How could he not have understood that his blunt intrusion into the campaign would diminish her? Why would he not realize that stepping on a young, idealistic junior senator-who happens to be African-American-would look like bullying? What made him think that he should voice the most aggressive attacks on Mr. Obama, after the series of clumsy surrogates who had embarrassed his wife in New Hampshire? <P>

And after years of bitter experience in coping with a largely hostile press corps, whose animus remains vividly on display in this primary campaign, why would Mr. Clinton speak without thinking very carefully about how his words might be interpreted-or misinterpreted? <P>

Nobody who knows the Clintons believes that they would intentionally deploy racial stereotypes for political gain, let alone that they harbor racial prejudice. Listening to actual bigots like Rush Limbaugh gloat over the divisive debate in South Carolina is truly sickening. <P>

But in the aftermath of the absurd argument over the civil rights contributions of Martin Luther King Jr. and Lyndon B. Johnson, and the stupid "cocaine" remarks of Clinton campaign strategist Mark Penn, the former president's remarks following the South Carolina primary were stunning. By comparing Mr. Obama's huge win to earlier victories by Jesse Jackson in 1984 and 1988, he was making a factual point that could hardly be denied. Both Mr. Obama and Mr. Jackson are black men who benefited from the dominance of African-American voters in that state's Democratic primary. <P>

In some circumstances, Mr. Clinton's statement would have been heard as harmless. After all, The Nation magazine dubbed South Carolina "the black primary" on its cover not long ago, and no one took offense. In the sensitive atmosphere of this primary season, however, when every utterance from either Clinton will be twisted and turned so easily, he should have realized that any such comparison would be heard as a <I>"dog whistle"</I> inviting white backlash. <P>

Cynics have joked that Mr. Clinton was seeking to harm rather than help his wife's campaign, while others have warned against his will to power (and the constitutional issues that might raise in a second Clinton administration). More likely he believes that his wife is the best candidate-and that he is deeply irritated by the press bias against her and for her current adversary. But if she doesn't control him, then he will undo her, no matter what he intends.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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"President George W. Bush and seven of his administration's top officials, including Vice President Dick Cheney, National Security Adviser Condoleezza Rice, and Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, made at least 935 false statements in the two years following September 11, 2001, about the national security threat posed by Saddam Hussein's Iraq." </font> <font color=#000000> <br> ~~~ Charles Lewis ~ The Center for Public Integrity ~~~
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In Honor Of My Mother And The Power Of Love <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Norman Solomon </font> <P>

      The last time my mother was in a hospital, an essay by Thich Nhat

Hanh moved in front of my eyes. <I>"Our mother is the teacher who first

teaches us love, the most important subject in life,"</I> he wrote.

<I>"Without my mother I could never have known how to love. Thanks to her I

can love my neighbors. Thanks to her I can love all living

beings. Through her I acquired my first notions of understanding and

compassion."</I> <P>

      My mother, Miriam A. Solomon, died on January 20, which happened to

be the seventh anniversary of the inauguration of a man and a

presidential regime that she loathed. Once, several years ago, when I

referred to George W. Bush as <I>"an idiot,"</I> she made a correction by

pointing out he's much worse than that; she used the adjective

<I>"evil."</I> <P>

      At my parents' apartment, taped on the front door for a long time, a

little poster said: "The America I Believe In Doesn't Torture

People." The poster was from Amnesty International USA -- an

organization that my mom wrote many protest letters to dictators for --

and it summed up her devotion to human decency rather than

counterfeit versions of American democracy. <P>

      The day after my mom died, the Washington Post that arrived on the

apartment doorstep carried a lead editorial under the headline

<I> "Martin Luther King Jr.: His Words Are More Relevant Than Ever This

Election Year."</I> But the editorial did not include the word <I>"war"</I> -- even while it grandly commented on <I>"the vision of Dr. King"</I> and, of course, quoted from his <I>"I Have a Dream"</I> speech. <P>

      My mother was among the hundreds of thousands of civil-rights

supporters who gathered in front of the Lincoln Memorial and heard King's

speech that day in 1963. But unlike the Post's editorial writers she did not suffer from arrested development in subsequent decades. <P>

      She shared in King's expansive view of essential struggles for human

rights during the last few years of his life. And in the decades that

followed, she took to heart his denunciations of economic injustice and

what he called |<I>"the madness of militarism."</I> <P>

      In contrast to the Washington Post -- with its fevered editorial

support for the war in Vietnam and, a third of a century later, the war in

Iraq -- my mother was a humanist who cared about human life far more than

geopolitical positioning. In October 1967, then a

46-year-old mother of four children, she joined in the large antiwar march

to the Pentagon. <P>

      She was passionate about the Bill of Rights. In the early 1970s she

did extensive volunteer work for the ACLU in defense of the civil

liberties of antiwar demonstrators. And for decades she worked to get

progressive Democrats elected to office. She was never in the

limelight, and she never sought it. <P>

      Sometimes she'd tell me about her father, Abe Abramowitz, a socialist

who did tireless political work in Brooklyn. As a girl, she went with him

to branch meetings of The Workmen's Circle, where social justice was on

the agenda. Once she showed me how he showed her how to quickly seal a lot of envelopes by wetting many flaps all at once with a sponge. Along the way he supported Norman Thomas for president; later on, as circumstances and possibilities shifted, he opted for Franklin Roosevelt. <P>

      My mom adored her father, who had a sparkling sense of humor, a love

of literature, and -- most of all -- an overflow of humanistic

kindness. He died young, when she was only in her mid-thirties. It must

have been a terrible blow to my mother. <P>

      My mother did not die young (she was 86), but since then I've felt

awful waves of sadness. And sometimes I think of people who are

mourning loved ones of all ages, due to distinctly unnatural causes. The

people dying in Iraq as a consequence of the U.S. war effort. The children

in so many countries who lose their lives to the ravages of poverty. The

health-care system in the United States that -- in the absence of full

medical coverage for everyone as a human right --

means avoidable death and suffering on a large scale. <P>

      In mediaspeak and political discourse, the human toll of corporate

domination and the warfare state is routinely abstract. But the

results -- in true human terms -- add rage and more grief on top of grief. <P>

      Our own mourning should help us understand and strive to prevent the

unspeakable pain of others. And whatever love we have for one person, we

should try to apply to the world. I won't ever be able to talk

with my mother again, but I'm sure that she would agree. <P>

      After my mother died, I learned about a poem that she wrote long ago

-- apparently soon after her father passed away. The poem is titled

<I>"Bereavement."</I> Here is how it ends: <P> <center>

      More than cherished memories are left <br>

      Behind; they leave us - us <br>

      To know our duties and our powers <br>

      And to carry on without much fuss. <P>

      In the crushing grief of the moment, we think of how <br>

      vital and good our <br>

      loved ones were, <br>

      and vow to be worthy of them. </center>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.normansolomon.com">

Norman Solomon's </A> </font> book "Made Love, Got War: Close Encounters with America's Warfare State" just came off the press. The foreword is by Daniel Ellsberg. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http://www.MadeLoveGotWar.com"> www.MadeLoveGotWar.com</A>. 
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Independents Go Home <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ted Rall </font> <P>

Open Primaries Are Killing Democracy <P>

NEW YORK--Check out this political mystery: Liberals, a.k.a. the Democratic base, are angry. They're so angry that they tried to unseat senior senator and former vice presidential candidate Joe Lieberman in 2006, who had become synonymous with bipartisanship. Bipartisanship, hell. They're in the mood for payback. <P>

So why is Barack Obama, a bipartisan accommodationist who promises to appoint Republicans to his cabinet and praises Ronald Reagan, the frontrunner for the Democratic nomination? Why is Hillary Clinton, militant centrist of the DLC, running a close second? <P>

Mystery #2: Liberal primary voters are obsessed with choosing a nominee who can win the general election in November. And yet, according to a hypothetical head-to-head match-up, neither Obama nor Clinton qualifies. The most electable Democrat, found the most recent CNN/Opinion Research Corp. match-up poll, is John Edwards. <P> <I>

"Edwards is the only Democrat who beats all four Republicans, and McCain is the only Republican who beats any of the three Democrats [in November 2008],"</I> says Keating Holland, CNN's polling director. But Edwards hasn't won a single primary. <P>

What's going on? Why are angry, electability-oriented Democrats voting for the two candidates least likely to win--candidates who want to sing Kumbaya with the Republicans?

As we discussed last week, the media has frozen out Edwards because their corporate owners are scared of him. But there's a second reason that the Democratic primaries have <I>"gotten terribly off track,"</I> in the words of The New York Times' Paul Krugman.

A lot of non-Democrats are voting in Democratic primaries. <P>

As you might expect, candidates whose appeal crosses party lines have benefited from these open primaries. <I>"Obama is winning independents, McCain is winning independents," </I>says Professor Fiorina. <P>

Political scientists differ over the moderating effect of open primaries, but history paints a clear picture. There hasn't been a left-wing Democratic nominee since George McGovern in 1972, or an overtly right-wing Republican one since Barry Goldwater in 1964. (Though they governed differently, Reagan and Bush II campaigned as uniters, not dividinators.) Both parties see open primaries as part of a <I>"big tent"</I> strategy--people who vote for party X in the primaries are said to be likelier to vote for Party X's nominee in the fall. Open primaries are also supposed to winnow out <I>"extreme"</I> candidates (see McGovern and Goldwater, above) while selecting for those with broad appeal to the overall electorate. But the advantages of open primaries--which have yet to be statistically proven--come at a steep price. <P>

As Larry Gerston writes in the San Jose Mercury-News, <I>"people who identify as Democrats or Republicans operate with different opinions than independents. Partisans tend to have stronger opinions on leading issues, are more aware of current events, have well-developed political value sets and tend to be more involved politically on an ongoing basis. For most independents, politics is much more a spectator sport. These folks are more amused than committed, tend to know less about the leading issues and candidates, and commonly operate with a less defined set of political values." </I> <P>

Independents complain that <I>"closed primaries"</I>--Democratic primaries are only open to Democrats, Republican primaries to Republicans--deny them a voice. In truth, registered independents choose not to vote in primaries. There is no practical reason to register as an independent. If you want to switch from one party's primaries to the other's, all you have to do is fill out a form. And, in the general election, you can vote for any party regardless of party affiliation. <P>

The potential for mischief, on the other hand, is enormous in open primaries: conservatives voting for the worst Democrat, liberals for the worst Republican. Even <I>"honest"</I> independents queer the process by reducing the chances of a hardcore liberal or conservative winning their party's nomination. This year, they're boosting Obama and McCain, neither of whom have generated much enthusiasm from their party's bases. (If these two men face off in November 2008, McCain will enjoy an edge since the GOP tends to better coalesce behind its nominees. Republican party loyalists will also find McCain's right-wing voting record to their liking. Obama, on the other hand, repeatedly voted to fund the Iraq War.) <P>

Polarization is good for democracy. Voters may claim not to like mudslinging campaign battles, but they turn out in greater numbers when the parties nominate candidates whose views are significantly different. In 2000, Gore and Bush were seen as so ideologically indistinct that many liberals cast protest votes for Ralph Nader. (Little did we know!) Turnout was 51.3 percent. It went up to 55.3 percent in 2004, high water mark of the red-blue divide. <P>

Moderate nominees, er, moderate the enthusiasm of the liberals and conservatives who make up the two major parties' bases. When your party's standard bearer doesn't promise much, there isn't a lot to win. Nor is there much to lose if the enemy party's nominee seems relatively reasonable. The Democratic and Republican parties, already so similar on issues like trade, immigration and abortion, become more broadly indistinguishable. Elections offer fewer, less relevant options. Citizens tune out. Over time, some will start to yearn for another, less free but more effective form of government. <P>

Open primaries, wrote Gerston, are <I>"akin to casual sports fans having a voice in the selection of college playoff schedules or newly arrived residents of a town affecting the decision of a long-disputed, festering public policy issue."</I> If we want to get rid of the two-party system, great. Until then, let Democrats pick the Democratic nominee and Republicans choose the Republican nominee. If independents want to play too, let them fill out a form.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Propaganda Ansager Stone, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your many acts of treason from Watergate to forming <B>C</B>itizens <B>U</B>nited <B>N</B>ot <B>T</B>imid to swift boat Hillary, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with Diamond clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Fuhrer Bunker," </I>formally <I>"The White House," </I>on 03-15-2008. We salute you Herr Stone, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>
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It's Not Giuliani Time In Florida <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

MIAMI: I expected more of Rudy. <P>

Not a better message. It figured that he would snowbird his strategy, taking his New York subtext of blacks-want-to-mug-you-and-I-can-protect-you down to Florida and switching it to Arabs-want-to-kill-you-and-I-can-save-you. <P>

And I wasn't surprised that he continued to run on fear and divisiveness, zeroing in on Florida the way he used to target Staten Island, Bay Ridge, Queens and parts of Manhattan where the elderly lived. Hizzoner always focused on those who supported him and ignored those who didn't. <P>

I simply expected that Rudy would rise to greater heights as he fell behind, that he would self-immolate in a dramatic way befitting a man who loves opera and the <I>"Godfather"</I> movies. I longed for the Manhattan diva to reprise Maria Callas doing one of her famous Donizetti mad scenes that he loved so much. <P>

Watching him in colorful Miami in his funereal dark suit, I wondered, where's the red meat? I missed his showman's appreciation for pouncing on the news of the day and grabbing headlines with some outrageous, provocative aria. Surely, The New York Times's McCain endorsement - harshly branding America's Mayor <I>"a narrow, obsessively secretive, vindictive man"</I> who spurred racial polarization and exploited 9/11 for his business and political purposes - gave Rudy the lyrics for an operatic rant against The Times that could have replaced his milquetoast stump speech and delighted conservative audiences. <P>

And how could he pass up the chance to mock his old nemesis Hillary, the feminist icon who is totally dependent on her husband to do the heavy lifting? <P>

It was Mitt Romney who scored the best Hillary line at the Boca debate. When Tim Russert asked him,<I> "How would you run against Hillary and Bill Clinton in November,"</I> Mitt replied:<I> "I frankly can't wait, because the idea of Bill Clinton back in the White House with nothing to do is something I just can't imagine. I can't imagine the American people can imagine." </I> <P>

The audience laughed and Russert tried to pin down Mitt to see if he was implying any East Wing shenanigans. It does conjure up a disquieting image of Hillary in the Oval and Bill rambling around next door in the study right near that pantry. Romney has slyly used the word <I>"intern"</I> at least twice talking about Hillary, saying he had more business experience than she did and the White House was <I>"not a place for a president to be an intern."</I> But slick Mitt slid away from Russert, replying, <I>"I just think that we want to have a president, not a whole - a team of husband and wife thinking that they're going to run the country." </I> <P>

Previewing a Republican race in the fall, he went on: <I>"She is Washington to the core. She's been there too long. Bill Clinton's been there too long. The last thing America needs is sending the Clintons back to Washington."</I> Then he stole an Obama line, to go along with the Obama change mantra he snitched and put on posters, adding, <I>"Look, sending the same people back to Washington expecting a different result is not going to get America on track." </I> <P>

Facing possible catastrophe last week, Rudy stolidly stuck with peddling a plan for a national catastrophe fund that would make property owners' insurance more affordable to Floridians whose rates have been driven up by hurricanes. (Doesn't the man who attacks Hillary for socialized medicine worry that this is socialized homeowners' insurance?) <P>

His deep investment in one state and a one-dimensional message do not seem to have paid dividends. He needs to quit talking about 9/11 and dial 911. His numbers have dropped by half in the year he has campaigned here. The more he has wooed, the less he has won. His campaign may have always been doomed, given that he was unacceptable to so many other Republicans. But the final act seems sad - sputtering, stalling and dying like a bad engine on an old car. <P>

Could it be over before the fat lady sings? If early-bird voters don't save him and he comes in third here, will he get out of the race so he doesn't suffer the indignity of losing New York, a scene so melodramatically implausible that even Verdi wouldn't try to pull it off? <P>

One top Democrat, shocked that Rudy had run a race so minimalist that it would make a front-porch campaign look expansive, wondered if it was really some ploy to pump up his business. And perhaps his low-energy windup was meant to maintain dignity for Giuliani Partners. <P>

At a Rudy rally in Boca on Thursday, there were snowbirds and transplanted New Yorkers. Some, naturally, loved Rudy and some, naturally, loathed him. <P>

Ed Wenger, 65, a retired aerospace executive who used to live in Long Island, hailed the former mayor as <I>"fantastic." "He turned Times Square from a hooker's paradise to Disneyland,"</I> he said. <P>

Nearby, Norman Korowitz, 66, a snowbird, retired guidance counselor and Billary fan from Suffolk County, called Rudy <I>"an optical illusion."</I>

<I>"He's Bernie Kerik's partner,"</I> he said. <I>"And family values? He makes Bill Clinton look like a young upstart."</I>

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF=" http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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The End Of Privacy <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Elliot Cohen </font> <P>

Amid the controversy brewing in the Senate over Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA) reform, the Bush administration appears to have changed its strategy and is devising a bold new plan that would strip away FISA protections in favor of a system of wholesale government monitoring of every American's Internet activities. Now the national director of intelligence is predicting a disastrous cyber-terrorist attack on the U.S. if this scheme isn't instituted. <P>

It is no secret that the Bush administration has already been spying on the e-mail, voice-over-IP, and other Internet exchanges between American citizens since as early as and possibly earlier than Sept. 11, 2001. The National Security Agency has set up shop in the hubs of major telecom corporations, notably <A HREF="http://www.alternet.org/blogs/themix/34733/">AT&T</A>, installing equipment that makes copies of the contents of all Internet traffic, routing it to a government database and then using natural language parsing technology to sift through and analyze the data using undisclosed search criteria. It has done this without judicial oversight and obviously without the consent of the millions of Americans under surveillance. Given any rational interpretation of the Fourth Amendment, its mass spying operation is illegal and unconstitutional.  <P>

But now the administration wants to make these illegal activities legal. And why is that? According to National Director of Intelligence Mike McConnell, who is now drafting the proposal, an attack on a single U.S. bank by the 9/11 terrorists would have had a far more serious impact on the U.S. economy than the destruction of the Twin Towers. <I>"My prediction is that we're going to screw around with this until something horrendous happens,"</I> <A HREF="http://rawstory.com/news/2007/US_drafting_plan_to_allow_government_0114.html"> said McConnell</A>. So the way to prevent this from happening, he claims, is to give the government the power to spy at will on the content of all e-mails, file transfers and Web searches. <P>:

McConnell's prediction of something <I>"horrendous"</I> happening unless we grant government this authority has a tone similar to that of the fear-mongering call to arms against terrorism that President Bush sounded before taking us to war in Iraq. Now, Americans are about to be asked to surrender their Fourth Amendment rights because of a vague and unsupported prediction of the dangers and costs of cyber-terrorism. <P>

The analogy with the campaign to frighten us into war with Iraq gets even stronger when it becomes evident that along with the establishing of American forces in Iraq, the cyber-security McConnell is calling for was, all along, part of the strategic plan, devised by Dick Cheney and several other present and former high-level Bush administration officials, to establish America as the world's supreme superpower. This plan, known as the <A HREF="http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Project_for_the_New_American_Century">Project for the New American Century</A>, unequivocally recognized "an imperative" for government to not only secure the Internet against cyber-attacks but also to control and use it offensively against its adversaries. The Project for the New American Century also maintained that <I>"the process of transformation" </I>it envisioned (which included the militarization and control of the Internet) was<I> "likely to be a long one, absent some catastrophic and catalyzing event-like a new Pearl Harbor." </I>All that appears to be lacking to make the analogy complete is the "horrendous" cyber-attack-the chilling analog of the 9/11 attacks-that McConnell now predicts. <P>

Apparently, the Bush administration had hoped to continue its mass surveillance program in secret, but as many as 40 civil suits were filed against AT&T and other telecoms, threatening to blow the government's illegal spying activities wide open. Unable to have these cases dismissed in appellate court by once again playing the national-security card, the administration drafted and tried to push through Congress a version of the FISA Amendments Act of 2007 that gave retroactive immunity to telecom corporations for their assistance in helping the government spy en mass on Americans without a court warrant. The administration's plan was to use Congress' passage of this provision of immunity to nullify any cause of civil action against the telecoms, thereby pre-empting the exposure of the administration's own illegal activities. <P>

Two versions of the FISA bill emerged, one from the Senate Intelligence Committee drafted largely by Cheney himself, which contained the immunity provision, and another from the Senate Judiciary Committee that did not contain the provision. Although Senate Majority leader Harry Reid inauspiciously chose the former to bring to the Senate floor, the bill was surrounded by much controversy. There had been well organized grass-roots pressure to stop it from passing, and the House had already passed a version that did not include the retroactive immunity provision. Thus, in the face of a filibuster threat by Sen. Chris Dodd (D-Conn.), Reid postponed the discussion until the January 2008 session. <P>

Now Reid has tried to put off the FISA Amendments Act once again by asking Republicans to extend, for one more month, the Protect America Act of 2007, an interim FISA reform act that is due to sunset in February. However, <A HREF="http://www.ad-hoc-news.de/CorporateNews/en/15117639/Remarks+by+the+Vice+President+to+the+Heritage+Foundation">Cheney has urged Congress</A> to pass his version of the FISA Amendments Act now. <I>"We can always revisit a law that's on the books. That's part of the job of the elected branches of government,"</I> Cheney said. <I>"But there is no sound reason to pass critical legislation ... and slap an expiration date on it."</I> <P>

Cheney's point about the possibility of later revisiting the FISA Amendments Act after it becomes law may foreshadow replacing it in the coming months with a law based on McConnell's plan, which is due to emerge in February. This would mark a gradual descent into divesting Americans entirely of their Fourth Amendment right to privacy-first by blocking their ability to sue the telecoms for violating their privacy and then by giving the government the same legal protection. After all, the FISA Amendments Act still requires the government to get warrants for spying on American citizens even if it does not afford adequate judicial oversight in enforcing this mandate. McConnell's proposal, on the other hand, would make no bones about spying on Americans without warrants, thereby contradicting any meaningful FISA reform. <P>

President Bush has already made clear he would veto any FISA bill that did not give retroactive immunity to the telecoms. However, if McConnell's soon to be unveiled spy-at-will plan is turned into law, a separate law giving retroactive immunity to the telecoms would be unnecessary. All Bush and Cheney would need to do to protect themselves from criminal liability would be to make the new spy-at-will law retroactive in effect from the inception of the illegal NSA surveillance program. This would also be sufficient to deflate the civil suits filed against the telecoms because the past illegal spying activities that these companies conducted on behalf of the government would then become "legal." Indeed, the Bush administration has already done this sort of legal retro-dating and nullifying of civil rights and gotten it through Congress. For example, the <A HREF="http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2006/10/20061017.html">Military Commissions Act of 2006</A> conveniently gave Bush the power to decide whether someone-including himself-is guilty of torture, irrespective of the Geneva Conventions, and it made this authority retroactive to Nov. 26, 1997. <P>

Whatever the final disposition of FISA in the coming weeks or months, the administration is now bracing to take a much more aggressive posture that would seek abridgement of civil liberties in its usual fashion: by fear-mongering and warnings that our homeland will be attacked by terrorists (this time of the menacing hacker variety) unless we the people surrender our Fourth Amendment right to privacy and give government the authority to inspect even our most personal and intimate messages. <P>

It would be a mistake to underestimate the resolve of the Bush administration. But it would be a bigger mistake for Americans not to stand united against this familiar pattern of government scare tactics and manipulation. There are grave dangers to the survival of democracy posed by allowing any present or future government unfettered access to all of our private electronic communications. These dangers must be carefully weighed against the dubious and unproven benefits that granting such an awesome power to government might have on fending off cyber-attacks. <br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 

<A HREF="http://mailto:elliot.d.cohen@instituteofcriticalthinking.com">Elliot D. Cohen, PhD,</A></font> is a media ethicist and critic. His most recent book is <A HREF="http://beta.bordersstores.com/online/store/SearchResults?keyword="The+Last+Days+of+Democracy%3A+How+Big+Media+and+Power-Hungry+Gove&type=1&simple=1">"The Last Days of Democracy: How Big Media and Power-Hungry Government Are Turning America Into a Dictatorship."</A> He is a first-prize winner of the 2007 Project Censored Award.
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Shock And Awe <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Neil Young <P>

Back in the days of shock and awe <br>

We came to liberate them all  <br>

History was the cruel judge of overconfidence <br>

Back in the days of shock and awe <P>

Back in the days of "mission accomplished" <br>

Our chief was landing on the deck  <br>

The sun was setting on a golden photo op <br>

Back in the days of "mission accomplished" <P>

Thousands of bodies in the ground <br>

Brought home in boxes to a trumpet's sound <br>

No one sees them coming home that way <br>

Thousands buried in the ground <P>

Thousands of children scarred for life <br>

Millions of tears for a soldier's wife <br>

Both sides are losing now <br>

Heaven takes them in <br>

Thousands of children scarred for life  <P>

We had a chance to change our mind <br>

But somehow wisdom was hard to find <br>

We went with what we knew and now we can't go back <br>

But we had a chance to change our mind. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2006/2008 Neil Young
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They're Only Words <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By George Carlin <P>

There's a different group to get pissed off at you in this country for everything your not supposed to say. Can't say Nigger, Boogie, Jig, Jigaboo, Skinhead, Moolimoolinyon, Schvatzit, Junglebunny. Greaser, Greaseball, Dago, Guinea, Whop, Ginzo, Kike, Zebe, Heeb, Yid, Mocky, Himie, Mick, Donkey, Turkey, Limey, Frog. Zip, Zipperhead, Squarehead, Krout, Hiney, Jerry, Hun, Slope, Slopehead, Chink, Gook. There is absolutely nothing wrong with any of those words in and of themselves. Their only words. It's the context that counts. It's the user. It's the intention behind the words that makes them good or bad. The words are completely neutral. The words are innocent. I get tired of people talking about bad words and bad language. Bullshit! It's the context that makes them good or bad. The context. That makes them good or bad. For instance, you take the word "Nigger." There is absolutely nothing wrong with the word <I>"Nigger"</I> in and of itself. It's the racist asshole who's using it that you ought to be concerned about. We don't mind when Richard Pryer or Eddie Murphy say it. Why? Because we know their not racist. Their Niggers! Context. Context. We don't mind their context because we know their black. Hey, I know I'm whitey, the blue-eyed devil, paddy-o, fay gray boy, honkey, mother-fucker myself. Don't bother my ass. Their only words. You can't be afraid of words that speak the truth, even if it's an unpleasant truth, like the fact that there's a bigot and a racist in every living room on every street corner in this country. <P>

I don't like words that hide the truth. I don't like words that conceal reality. I don't like euphemisms, or euphemistic language. And American English is loaded with euphemisms. Cause Americans have a lot of trouble dealing with reality. Americans have trouble facing the truth, so they invent the kind of a soft language to protect themselves from it, and it gets worse with every generation. For some reason, it just keeps getting worse. I'll give you an example of that. There's a condition in combat. Most people know about it. It's when a fighting person's nervous system has been stressed to it's absolute peak and maximum. Can't take anymore input. The nervous system has either (click) snapped or is about to snap. In the first world war, that condition was called shell shock. Simple, honest, direct language. Two syllables, shell shock. Almost sounds like the guns themselves. That was seventy years ago. Then a whole generation went by and the second world war came along and very same combat condition was called battle fatigue. Four syllables now. Takes a little longer to say. Doesn't seem to hurt as much. Fatigue is a nicer word than shock. Shell shock! Battle fatigue. Then we had the war in Korea, 1950. Madison avenue was riding high by that time, and the very same combat condition was called operational exhaustion. Hey, were up to eight syllables now! And the humanity has been squeezed completely out of the phrase. It's totally sterile now. Operational exhaustion. Sounds like something that might happen to your car. Then of course, came the war in Viet Nam, which has only been over for about sixteen or seventeen years, and thanks to the lies and deceits surrounding that war, I guess it's no surprise that the very same condition was called post-traumatic stress disorder. Still eight syllables, but we've added a hyphen! And the pain is completely buried under jargon. Post-traumatic stress disorder. I'll bet you if we'd of still been calling it shell shock, some of those Viet Nam veterans might have gotten the attention they needed at the time. I'll betcha. I'll betcha. <P>

But. But, it didn't happen, and one of the reasons. One of the reasons is because we were using that soft language. That language that takes the life out of life. And it is a function of time. It does keep getting worse. I'll give you another example. Sometime during my life. Sometime during my life, toilet paper became bathroom tissue. I wasn't notified of this. No one asked me if I agreed with it. It just happened. Toilet paper became bathroom tissue. Sneakers became running shoes. False teeth became dental appliances. Medicine became medication. Information became directory assistance. The dump became the landfill. Car crashes became automobile accidents. Partly cloudy became partly sunny. Motels became motor lodges. House trailers became mobile homes. Used cars became previously owned transportation. Room service became guest-room dining. And constipation became occasional irregularity. When I was a little kid, if I got sick they wanted me to go to the hospital and see a doctor. Now they want me to go to a health maintenance organization...or a wellness center to consult a healthcare delivery professional. Poor people used to live in slums. Now the economically disadvantaged occupy substandard housing in the inner cities. And they're broke! They're broke! They don't have a negative cash-flow position. They're fucking broke! Cause a lot of them were fired. You know, fired. management wanted to curtail redundancies in the human resources area, so many people are no longer viable members of the workforce. <P>

Smug, greedy, well-fed white people have invented a language to conceal their sins. It's as simple as that. The CIA doesn't kill anybody anymore, they neutralize people...or they depopulate the area. The government doesn't lie, it engages in disinformation. The pentagon actually measures nuclear radiation in something they call sunshine units. Israeli murderers are called commandos. Arab commandos are called terrorists. Contra killers are called freedom fighters. Well, if crime fighters fight crime and fire fighters fight fire, what do freedom fighters fight? They never mention that part of it to us, do they? Never mention that part of it. <P>

And...and some of this stuff is just silly, we all know that, like on the airlines, they say want to pre- board. Well, what the hell is pre-board, what does that mean? To get on before you get on? They say they're going to pre-board those passengers in need of special assistance. Cripples! Simple honest direct language. There is no shame attached to the word cripple that I can find in any dictionary. No shame attached to it, in fact it's a word used in bible translations. Jesus healed the cripples. Doesn't take seven words to describe that condition. But we don't have any cripples in this country anymore. We have The physically challenged. Is that a grotesque enough evasion for you? How about differently abled. I've heard them called that. Differently abled! You can't even call these people handicapped anymore. They'll say, <I>"Were not handicapped. Were handicapable!"</I> These poor people have been bullshitted by the system into believing that if you change the name of the condition, somehow you'll change the condition. Well, hey cousin, ppsssspptttttt. Doesn't happen. Doesn't happen. <P>

We have no more deaf people in this country, hearing impaired. No ones blind anymore, partially sighted or visually impaired. We have no more stupid people. Everyone has a learning disorder...or he's minimally exceptional. How would you like to be told that about your child? <I>"He's minimally exceptional." "Oohh, thank god for that."</I> Psychologists actually have started calling ugly people, those with severe appearance deficits. It's getting so bad, that any day now I expect to hear a rape victim referred to as an unwilling sperm recipient. <P>

And we have no more old people in this country. No more old people. We shipped them all away, and we brought in these senior citizens. Isn't that a typically American twentieth century phrase? Bloodless, lifeless, no pulse in one of them. A senior citizen. But I've accepted that one, I've come to terms with it. I know it's to stay. We'll never get rid of it. That's what they're going to be called, so I'll relax on that, but the one I do resist. The one I keep resisting is when they look at an old guy and they'll say, "Look at him Dan! He's ninety years young." Imagine the fear of aging that reveals. To not even be able to use the word "old" to describe somebody. To have to use an antonym. And fear of aging is natural. It's universal. Isn't it? We all have that. No one wants to get old. No one wants to die, but we do! So we bullshit ourselves. I started bullshitting myself when I got to my forties. As soon as I got into my forties I'd look in the mirror and I'd say, <I>"well, I...I guess I'm getting...older."</I> Older sounds a little better than old doesn't it? Sounds like it might even last a little longer. Bullshit, I'm getting old! And it's okay, because thanks to our fear of death in this country, I won't have to die...I'll pass away. Or I'll expire like a magazine subscription. If it happens in the hospital, they'll call it a terminal episode. The insurance company will refer to it as negative patient-care outcome. And if it's the result of malpractice, they'll say it was a therapeutic misadventure. I'm telling you, some of this language makes me want to vomit. Well, maybe not vomit. Makes me want to engage in an involuntary personal protein spill. <br> (c) 1990/2008 <A HREF="http://www.georgecarlin.com/">George Carlin </A>
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Uri Avnery with some vital insight, "From Stalingrad To Winograd." <br> <br>

Victoria Stewart exclaims, "Nothing Good Will Ever Happen Again!" <br> <br>

Jim Hightower says, "Bush Pushes Military Commitment To Iraq." <br> <br>

Joel S. Hirschhorn explores, "The Evolution Of Evil." <br> <br>

Thom Hartmann suggests, "Ten Steps To Restore Democracy To America." <br> <br>

Mark Morford explains the, "The Machine Gun Of Capitalism." <br> <br>

Chris Floyd gives us, "Empire Burlesque's Official Endorsement In The 2008 Presidential Race." <br> <br>

Robert Parry considers, "Obama, Clinton & The GOP Attack Machine." <br> <br>

Joe Conason asks, "What Does McCain Do Now?" <br> <br>

Naomi Klein finds us, "Disowned By The Ownership Society." <br> <br>

Ted Rall isn't, "Puffing Up John McCain, POW." <br> <br>

New Jersey Democratic Con-gressman Rush Holt wins the coveted, "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd predicts, "There Will Be Blood." <br>  <br>

Mary Pitt is, "Sitting Out The Election." <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department 'The Onion' reports, "Dept. Of Homeland Security: 'Has Anybody Seen A Blue Folder?'" but first Uncle Ernie is having a déjà vu all over again in, "Black Tuesday - October 29, 1929." <br> <br>

This week we spotlight the cartoons of Pat Bagley with additional cartoons and photos from Keith Tucker, Destonio, Gary Varvel, Abell Smith, Mike Luckovich, Steve Sack, Eugene Delacroix, MSNBC, Caroll Beckwith, Issues & Alibis and Pink & Blue Films. <br> <br>

Plus we have all of your favorite Departments...  <br> <br>

<A HREF="#TheQuotableQuote..."> The Quotable Quote... </a> <br>

<A HREF="#TheDeadLetterOffice..."> The Dead Letter Office... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#TheCartoonCorner..."> The Cartoon Corner... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#ToEndOnAHappyNote..."> To End On A Happy Note... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#HaveYouSeenThis..."> Have You Seen This... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#PartingShots..."> Parting Shots... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#ZeitgeistTheMovie..."> Zeitgeist The Movie... </A> <P> 

Welcome one and all to "Uncle Ernie's Issues & Alibis." 

<p> <br> 
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Black Tuesday - October 29, 1929 <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Black Tuesday - February 5, 2008 <br> </font> 

By Ernest Stewart </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br><I> <center>

"I am a war criminal. I bombed innocent women and children." ~~~ John McCain <br> <br>

"I want to be absolutely clear with our people, and the world: The United States does not torture. It's against our laws, and it's against our values. I have not authorized it -and I will not authorize it." ~~~ George W. Bush <br> <br>

For filth, I'm glad to say, <br>

Is in the mind of the beholder. <br>

When correctly viewed,<br>

Everything is lewd.<br>

I could tell you things about Peter Pan<br>

And the Wizard of Oz - there's a dirty old man!<br> 

Smut ~~~ Tom Lehrer

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

Black Tuesday in 1929 was the second day of the stock market crash, the day  that saw the largest single loss in the history of the market. On Monday, October 28, the market had lost 12.75%; the very next day it dropped 13%. While the market crash of 1987 saw more shares lost in a single day, it was a smaller percentage of the market than in 1929. <br> <br>

The 1929 crash caused a 20% unemployment rate that led to the <I>"great depression"</I> in which the middle class was all but destroyed and the wealthy tripled their money. It took a dozen years and the second world war for us to recover. Sounds a lot like today, does it not? Our financial crisis, when it comes, will make the `29 crash seem like a minor bump by comparison. It's just a matter of time before one of the many countries which bought up Bush's war debt financing calls in the markers and our teetering house of cards collapses in the dust. <br> <br>

Then there was <I>"Super Tuesday,"</I> <I>"Black Tuesday 2008"</I> where a vote for any of the candidates just seals our doom. If you are in or to the left of center you have no candidate. However, if you're right of center you have three to choose from and none of them are who they pretend to be. <br> <br>

First, there is John Boy McCain. The ne'er-do-well son of an US Admiral and grandson of two US Admirals, who, when he had the chance to end the Vietnam war 5 years early, decided not to as he was afraid of what dear old daddy would say. After he had spilled his guts to the Vietnamese and could no longer give them any info, they decided to offer John freedom, him being the son of a four star Admiral. An offer as a peace gesture to the Paris talks in 1968 but John wouldn't agree. Had John gone along the war might have ended that summer and another 20,000 US kids and a million Asians might still be alive today? Another million US kids and several million more Asians wouldn't be missing legs, arms, eyes and minds. John was tortured and still whines about it to this day but when Smirky wrote a "signing statement" saying he didn't have to obey the anti-torture legislation, Johnny didn't complain at all, not a single word. No John is truly a war lover, perhaps he hit his head when his plane crashed or perhaps he's been bought and paid for by the corpo-rats? Either way, he looks forward to another 100 years of killing our kids and Arab kids as well. Do you want to give him your kids, America? After all, even he admits that he was a <I>"War Criminal."</I> Do we want another <I>"War Criminal"</I> as President? Oh, and have no doubts that John is bought and paid for. He's been a corpo-rat patsy since his Keating Five scandal days back in the 80's!

 <br> <br>

Then there's the likely Democratic candidate, Hillary. Yes, she has a vagina guys, so for some of you that is a no-no in a president; for some of you that is the reason to vote for her! For those of you who say a women President would be different and a better choice, I have two words, Nancy Pelosi! <br> <br>

To hear Hillary talk now, she was always against the war and the Fuhrer but if you check out her voting record it tells a completely different tale. Her voting record makes her a good Republican and, therefore, a good Democrat. You may have noticed that since the daze of JFK the DNC has slid further to the right with every election cycle. Hillary's ole man, Billary, spent eight years fulfilling every Republican wish and desire with programs like NAFTA, WTO, World Bank and causing havoc for the poor by revamping welfare and food stamps, just to name a few. He continued Papa Smirk's wars in Africa and Iraq and began the attacks on Afghanistan. Hillary will continue these programs as well as the current wars and all of Bush's programs as well. Oh, and did I mention that Bill has already guaranteed to Papa Smirk that if Hillary is President there will be no prosecutions of his idiot son, W? <br> <br>

Also still in the race, for the sake of appearance is <A HREF=" http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=APx2YJ-_jos">Osama Obama</A> as Ted Kennedy calls him. It's kind of sad to see that Teddy's mind is gone. I guess that is what happens when you pickle your brain in alcohol for 40 years? <br> <br>

You know Obama, just one of the boys from the hood. Yeah right. Obama is from the hood, if the hood is in Honolulu? Just another hood member who traveled the world as a kid between partying hardy on the beaches of Waikiki! A hood member who attended Harvard. A hood member who was raised by his white mother and white family! Yet you seldom ever hear about his white side or how dear old dad abandoned them when he was two. Perhaps Obama thinks he's black because he's adopted the thinking of the old Jim Crow laws that stated if you had a single drop of black blood then you were black. Instead of coming out and celebrating his personal diversity and thus truly bringing us together, he chooses to play the race card. That should give you a little insight into what's to come if he's selected. <br> <br>

Like Hillary, he's an attorney and hence shouldn't be trusted any farther than you can comfortably spit out a rat! Also, like Hillary, his rhetoric and his voting records are two different things. For example, for someone who so strongly apposes the war he has voted like a Bush Republican when it comes to supporting the war. Methinks the gentleman doth protest too much! Also consider that the far right is backing him as they realize he'd be a lot easier to beat than Hillary! <br> <br>

The bottom line is that no matter which of these bozos occupies the White House, providing, that is, that Smirky steps down, nothing substantial will change. The war will go on, the Bill of Rights will remain gutted, Big Brother will still be everywhere and America will become a third world country. Folks the fix is in and none of the candidates mentioned above will fix anything!

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

Have you heard the latest from our <I>"It's not that when we do it"</I> file? <br> <br>

You may have seen CIA Director Michael Hayden testifying before Congress the other day, saying that Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, Abu Zubayda and Abd al-Rahim al-Nashiri were waterboarded by the CIA in 2002 and 2003. Of course, those are the only instances that Hayden would cop to, adding that he had put a stop to the practice in 2006, except, naturally, for our black sites and when we turn victims over to foreign governments to torture them for us.  <br> <br>

Although waterboarding has been an outlawed form of torture in America for over 100 years and those who practiced it were prosecuted, from our troops who did it to the Filipinos during the Spanish American war on down though the Vietnam War's <I>"Tiger Cages."</I> We prosecuted the Germans and Japanese for waterboarding our troops during the Second World War. However, when Smirky authorizes it, it's just an interrogation enhancement tool and not really torture. `Cause we don't torture; regardless of all those Abu Ghraib photos. Who are you going to believe, your leaders or your own eyes? Better get yourself blinded then! Of course, if someone did it to our troops or a public official then that would be torture, right?  <br> <br>

Still the White House on Wednesday defended the use of waterboarding, saying, <I>"Waterboarding is legal, not torture as critics argue and it has saved American lives. President Bush could authorize waterboarding for future <I>"terrorism suspects"</I> if certain criteria are met."</I> <br> <br>

 Oh, let's not forget that <I>"terrorism suspects" </I>are anyone that Smirky says they are, including you and me, dear reader! <br> <br>

It's just like when we illegally, immorally invade a sovereign nation to steal their resources. You know, like when Germany, Italy and Japan did it during World War II. It was labeled fascism and the perpetrators were hanged for it but when we do it today, it's called bringing democracy; the perpetrators aren't called fascists but capitalists and aren't hanged for it but instead make trillions of dollars in profit. Or when we spent 300 years practicing genocide against the Indians and didn't call it genocide but <I>"Manifest Destiny!"</I>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, here's the strange tale of some of our lovable knuckleheads in blue down in Virginia Beach, Virginia. They arrested the store manager at the local Abercrombie & Fitch store on obscenity charges for displaying this picture... <br> <br><center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Abercrombie.jpg"> </center> <br> <br>

I wrote them the following letter... <br> <br> <I>

"Dear Virginia Beach Police Department. <br> <br>

I'd like an explanation please, about arresting the Abercrombie & Fitch store manager over the "obscene" wall posters. Are you people insane? That seems like the only logical explanation, does it not? <br> <br>

Please do explain the obscenity there? Men without their shirts on are obscene? Oh really? You really must write a lot of obscenity tickets in the summer for guys in their bathing suits or out mowing the lawn without their shirts on, eh? It must be a living hell on your beaches for women wearing bikinis? Heaven help the women breast-feeding in public! <br> <br>

This should do your tourism a few billion dollars worth of damage. Does the Chamber of Commerce know about your little faux pas? I wouldn't want to be in your shoes when it hit's the fan! <br> <br>

How does it feel to be the laughing stock of America? I can't wait to see what their attorneys do to you in court! <br> <br>

Those posters weren't obscene; what's obscene is what our Air Force is doing to the women and children in Iraq and Afghanistan, that's obscene, you blithering idiots, not shirtless men or a little side boob! But hey, thanks for writing this weeks editorial, I'm sure my million plus readers will find your department fascinating and funny too!  <br> <br>

Sincerely yours, <br>

Ernest Stewart <br>

Managing editor <br>

Issues & Alibis magazine" <br> <br> </I>

If you think the Virginia Beach Police Department is <I>"slightly"</I> over-the-edge you might want to send them your opinion too? If so they can be reached at: <A HREF="http://mailto:vbpd@vbgov.com"> vbpd@vbgov.com </A>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help, Ya'll! So far, the P.O. Box remains empty! Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. Working 60 hours a week on the magazine leaves me no time for <I>"real"</I> work! We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis only ask for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/bmgrandpas.jpg"> <br>

06-10-1918 ~ 02-02-2008 <br>

At ease Lieutenant </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/maharishi_mahesh_yogi.jpg"> <br> 04-01-1911 ~ 02-05-2008 <br>

Sexy Sadie says bye! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 

<br>

<center>
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</center> <p> <br> 
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Bush Put Telecoms Ahead Of Citizens <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Olbermann: Pres. Bush demands a law which would clear phone giants from responsibility for government's unjustified spying on Americans </font> <br>

By Keith Olbermann <P> <B>

SPECIAL COMMENT </B> <P>

In a Presidency of hypocrisy; an Administration of exploitation; a labyrinth of leadership, in which every vital fact is a puzzle inside a riddle wrapped in an enigma hidden under a claim of executive privilege supervised by an idiot, this one, is surprisingly easy. <P>

President Bush has put protecting the Telecom giants from the laws ahead of protecting you from the terrorists. <P>

He has demanded an extension of the FYCA law, the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act, but only an extension that includes retroactive immunity for the Telecoms who helped him spy on you. <P>

Congress has given him, and he has signed, a 15-day extension, which simply kicks the time bomb down the field, and has changed nothing of his insipid rhetoric, in which he portrays the Democrats as <I>'soft on terror'</I> and getting in the way of his Superhuman efforts to protect the nation when, in fact and with bitter irony, if anybody is <I>'soft on terror'</I> here it is Mr. Bush. <P>

In the State of the Union Address, Sir, you told Congress, <I>"if you do not act by Friday, our ability to track terrorist threats would be weakened and our citizens will be in greater danger."</I> <P>

Yet you are willing to weaken that ability! <P>

You will subject us, your citizens, to that greater danger. <P>

This, Mr. Bush, is simple enough even for you to understand: If Congress approves a new FYCA act without telecom immunity and sends it to your desk and you veto it, you, by your own terms and your own definitions, you  will have just sided with the terrorists. <P>

You got to have this law, or we're all going to die. But you might veto this law! <P>

It's bad enough, Sir, that you are demanding an ex post facto law which would clear the phone giants from responsibility for their systematic, aggressive, and blatant collaboration with your illegal and unjustified spying on Americans, under the flimsy guise of looking for any terrorists stupid enough to make a collect call or send a mass e-mail. <P>

But when you then demanded again, during the State of the Union address, that Congress retroactively clear the Verizons and the AT&T's, you wouldn't even confirm that they actually did anything for which they deserved to be cleared! <P> <I>

"The Congress must pass liability protection for companies believed to have assisted in the efforts to defend America."</I> <B>

Believed? </B> <P>

Don't you know? <P>

Does the endless hair-splitting of your presidential fine print, extend even here? <P>

If you, Sir, are asking Congress, and us, to join you in this shameless, breathless, literal, textbook example of fascism; the merged efforts of government and corporations who answer to no government, you still don't have the guts to even say the telecom companies did assist you, in your efforts? <P>

Will you and the equivocators who surround you like a cocoon never go on the record about anything? <P>

Even the stuff you claim to believe in? <P> <b>

Silly me. </b> <P>

Of course Mr. Bush is going to say <I>"believed."</I> <P>

Yes, it sounds dumber than if he had referred to himself as<I> "the alleged president,"</I> or had said today was <I>"reportedly Thursday,"</I> or had claimed <I>"Mission Accomplished"</I> in Iraq. <P>

But the moment he says anything else, any doubt that the telecoms knowingly broke the law, is out the window, and with it, any chance that even the Republicans who are fighting this like they were trying to fend off terrorists using nothing but broken beer bottles and swear words couldn't consent to retroactively immunize corporate criminals. <P>

Which is why the Vice President probably shouldn't have phoned in to the Rush Limbaugh Propaganda-Festival yesterday. <P>

Sixth sentence out of Mr. Cheney's mouth. <P>

The FYCA bill is about, quote, <I>"retroactive liability protection for the companies that have worked with us and helped us prevent further attacks against the United States."</I> <P> <B>

Oops. </B> <P>

Mr. Cheney is something of a loose cannon, of course. <P>

But he kind of let the wrong cat out of the bag there. <P>

Because Mr. Bush and the corporations he values more than people didn't want anybody to verify what Mark Klein says. <P>

Mark Klein is the AT&T Whistleblower who appeared on this newscast last November... who explained, in the placid, dull terms of your local neighborhood IT desk, how he personally attached all of AT&T's circuits, everything carrying every phone call, every e-mail, every bit of web browsing into a secure room - Room Number 641-A, at the Folsom Street facility in San Francisco, where it was all copied so the government could look at it. <P>

Not some of it; not just the international part of it; certainly not just the stuff some truly patriotic and telepathic spy might be able to divine had been sent or spoken by or to a terrorist. <P> <B>

Everything. </B> <P>

Every time you looked at a naked picture, every time you bid on eBay, every time you phoned-in a donation to a Democrat. <P> <I>

"My thought was 'George Orwell's 1984,'" </I>Mr. Klein told me, reflecting back, <I>"and here I am, being forced to connect the Big Brother machine." </I> <P>

You know, Mr. Bush, if Mr. Klein's <I>"Big Brother Machine"</I>  the one the Vice President conveniently just confirmed for us if it was of any damn use at all at actually finding anything, you could probably program it to find out who started that slanderous e-mail about Barack Obama. <P>

Use Room 641-A to identify that assassin, Sir, and I'll stand up and applaud you. <P>

Yeah, I'm holding my breath on that one, too. <P>

But of course, Sir, this isn't about finding that kind of needle in a haystack. This isn't even about finding a haystack. This is about scooping up every piece of hay there ever was, and laying the groundwork for the next little job which you have to outsource to AT&T and Verizon. <P>

It was your Director of National Intelligence, Mr. McConnell, letting this one out of the same bag. <P>

The need for  Homeland Security to stave off cyber-attacks against the government's computer networks. <P>

And how do they do that, Sir? <P>

By constantly monitoring the internet, the whole internet. <P>

And who actually, physically, does that, Mr. Bush? <P>

Right. The same Telecom giants for whom you want immunity, quickly. So quickly, you wouldn't believe it. <P>

Because this previous domestic spying, and this upcoming policing of the internet -- they may be completely evil, indiscriminate, unlawful. <P>

So you have to dress it up, as something just the opposite. <P> 

It isn't evil it's <I>"to protect America."</I> <P>

It isn't indiscriminate it's <I>"the ability to monitor terrorist communications."</I> <P>

It isn't unlawful it's just the kind of perfectly legal thing, for which you happen to need immunity! <P>

There's yet another level to this, and here we move from Big Brother to Sleazy Son. <P>

Mr. Bush's new Attorney General, Mr. Mukasey, the one who has already taken four different positions on water-boarding, and who may yet tie that record on this subject of telecom immunity, he has a very personal stake in this. <P>

There happens to be a partner in the law firm of Bracewell and Giuliani, named Marc Mukasey. And Bracewell and Giuliani and the Attorney General's son Marc, just happen to represent Verizon. <P>

You know, Verizon - Telecom Giant. <P>

And all of a sudden this is no longer just a farce in which <I>"protecting the Telecoms"</I> is dressed up for us as, <I>"protecting us from terrorist conference calls."</I> <P>

Now it begins to look like the bureaucrats of the Third Reich trying to protect the Krupp Family industrial giants by literally re-writing the laws for their benefit. <P>

And we know how that turned out: Alfried Krupp and eleven of his directors were convicted of War Crimes at Nuremburg. <P> <B>

Nevertheless. </B> <P>

For those of us watching a President demanding this very specific law (the one the Germans had was called the <I> "Lex Krupp"</I>) there is one surprising bit of comfort in all this: <P>

Clearly, Mr. Bush is at his hyperbolic worst here. <P>

Consider how his former chief of staff Andy Card came on and scolded Chris Matthews and me after the State of the Union address. <P> <I>

"The President's address tonight was very important,"</I> Card said, <I>"because it really was a sobering call to reality for us. <P>

"And the reality is, we have an enemy who wants to hurt us. The primary job of the president is to protect us. <P>

"He talked about protecting us. He talked about the needs to have the tools to protect us." <P> </I> <B>

Indeed, Mr. Bush. </B> <P>

The primary job of any president is to protect us. <P>

Not just those of us who own Internet and Telephone companies all of us. <P>

And even you, Sir, with your intermittent grasp of reality, even with your ego greater than a 100-percent approval rating... even with your messianic petulance, even you could not truly choose to protect the corporations instead of the people. <P>

I am not talking about ethics here. <P>

I am talking about blame. <P>

Even if it's you throwing out the baby with the bathwater, Mr. Bush, it still means we can safely conclude, there is no baby! <P>

This is not a choice of protecting the telecoms from prosecution, or protecting the people from terrorists, Sir. <P>

It is a choice of protecting the telecoms from prosecution, or pretending to protect the people from terrorists. <P>

Sorry, Mr. Bush. The eavesdropping provisions of FYCA have obviously had no impact on counter-terrorism, and there is no current or perceived terrorist threat, the thwarting of which could hinge on an e-mail or a phone call going through room 641-A at AT&T in San Francisco next week or next month. <P>

Because if there were, Mr. Bush, and you were to, by your own hand, veto an extension of this eavesdropping, and some terrorist attack were to follow, you would not merely be guilty of siding with the terrorists, you would not merely be guilty of prioritizing the telecoms over the people, you would not merely be guilty of stupidity, you would not merely be guilty of treason but you would be personally, and eternally, responsible. <P>

And if there is one thing we know about you Mr. Bush, one thing that you have proved time and time again under any and all circumstances, it is that you are never responsible!

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Keith Olbermann </font> ~~~ <A HREF="http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/3036677/">MSNBC Countdown </A>
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From Stalingrad To Winograd <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery  </font> <P>

FOR SOME days, the country looked like the Place de la Concorde in 1793. The entire public sat expectantly facing the guillotine, waiting for the tumbril to bring the marquis, for the marquis to lie down, for the blade to fall on his neck and for a soldier to hold up the bloody, severed head for the amusement of the spectators. <P>

All eyes were fixed on the raised blade of the Winograd commission. The judge sat down before the cameras and read out the report. But the blade did not come down. No reserve soldier raised the bloody, severed head. The head remained in its place. Ehud Olmert is no marquis, and his head remains firmly on his shoulders. <P>

From one end of the country to the other, a deep sigh of disappointment. The reporters and commentators sprang from their seats, like the knitting hags of the Paris square whose marquis has escaped. <P>

The Winograd commission has failed, the commentators exclaimed in outrage. To the many failures of the war, the failure of the commission must now be added. <P>

EVERY EXPERIENCED politician knows the axiom: He who chooses the members of a commission determines its conclusions in advance. <P>

That is almost self-evident. After all, the members of the commission are only human. Human beings have attitudes and opinions. These are known in advance to the person who appoints them. He can appoint the members at will. If he appoints tycoons, he can reasonably expect that they will not decide to raise the taxes on the rich. If he appoints leftists instead, the recommendations will be quite different. <P>

Therefore, when the proposed Law of Commissions of Inquiry was debated, we decided that the members of an <I>"official"</I> commission of inquiry should not be appointed by the government, but by the President of the Supreme Court. I was a member of the Knesset at the time and took an active part in the debate. I proposed that not only would the Chief Justice appoint the commission members, but that he - and not the government - would decide on the setting up of an inquiry in the first place. (This was rejected.) <P>

That happened seven years before the young Ehud Olmert was first elected to the Knesset. But he understands the law perfectly. When, after Lebanon War II, the appointment of an <I>"official"</I> commission of inquiry was proposed, he objected strenuously. He insisted on a government-appointed inquiry commission. While the members of an official commission are appointed by the Chief Justice, the members of a government commission are appointed by the government itself. <P><B>

Vive la petite difference. </B> <P>

The appointment of the Winograd commission was greeted by many doubts. But these evaporated completely when the interim report was released last April. It was harsh and uncompromising. It contained very negative remarks about Olmert. <P>

So the public relaxed. The difference between the two kinds of commission was forgotten. The Winograd commission behaved exactly like an <I>"official"</I> commission, took decisions like one and spoke like one. It raised the guillotine blade, and everybody waited for it to fall on Olmert's neck. <P>

And then it became clear that le petite difference was a very substantial difference indeed. The commission appointed by Olmert has now issued a final report that is favorable to Olmert all along the line, especially about the accusation that Olmert had decided on the last-minute <I>"ground operation" </I>and sent soldiers to their deaths to save his personal prestige. <P>

The commission did not lay any personal blame on any politician or general. Here it could base itself on a decision of the Supreme Court, which had expressly forbidden the commission to condemn anyone personally. <P>

How come? When the Knesset adopted the Commission of Inquiry Law, we paid much attention to Article 15. It prohibits condemning anyone without giving them a fair opportunity to defend themself. Such a person must be warned in advance and invited to appoint a lawyer, to cross-examine witnesses and to summon witnesses of their own. <P>

That is a long process, and a commission of inquiry is generally in a hurry to finish its report before the subject of its investigation is forgotten. For example, the commission of inquiry that was set up after the Yom Kippur war, under Judge Agranat, just disregarded the article altogether and decided to dismiss the Chief of Staff, the Commander of the Southern Front and other generals, without giving them any advance warning at all. <P>

The Winograd commission took another path: when the army authorities petitioned the Supreme Court and demanded that the commission respect Article 15, the commission just promised that they would not blame anybody personally. <P>

The commission could, of course, have described Olmert's part in the war in such scathing terms as to force him to resign. It did not do so. On the contrary, it concluded that his decisions were reasonable. <P>

The blade did not fall, Olmert was bruised, but still standing. <P>

AFTER THE 1982 Sabra and Shatila massacre, the <I>"official"</I> commission of inquiry chaired by Judge Kahan published an exemplary report which exposed all the facts. But these could have led it to much harsher conclusions than it did actually reach. Instead of finding that Ariel Sharon and his minions were guilty of <I>"indirect responsibility"</I> for the massacre, it could have decided that they bore direct responsibility. The facts supported such a conclusion. Why did they not do so, and only dismissed Sharon and some officers? I assume that they shrunk back for fear of causing severe damage to the State of Israel.   <P>

Now I could write much the same about the Winograd commission. The facts exposed by it justify more extreme conclusions. What held them back? One can guess: the five commission members, all pillars of the establishment - 2 generals, 2 leading academics, 1 judge - did not want to topple Olmert, the No. 1 establishment person. Perhaps they feared that his place would be taken by somebody much worse - a worry shared by many others in the country. <P>

As prominent establishment figures, the commission members also shrunk back from touching on two basic questions concerning Lebanon War II: (a) Why it was started at all, and (b) What had caused the shocking deterioration of the army. <P>

IN ITS two reports, the commission asserted that the decision to start the war was taken in a hasty and irresponsible manner. The stated war aims were quite unattainable. But the commission did not say what had caused Olmert & Co. - the government of Israel - to make such a decision. <P>

We now know for sure that plans for the war had been prepared a long time before. These were rehearsed only a month before the war and changes were made according to the results. In the end, these plans were not implemented at all. But it is clear that the government and the army had long been thinking about attacking Hizbullah. <P>

For six years, the Northern border had been completely quiet. Hizbullah did deploy rockets (as it is doing now) but showed then (as now) no inclination to attack Israel.   <P>

The cross-border incursion in which two Israeli soldiers were captured was an exception. The action was intended to provide negotiating chips for the release of Hizbullah prisoners held in Israel (and perhaps to demonstrate solidarity with Hamas, which had just captured another Israeli soldier in a similar incursion.) Hassan Nasrallah later admitted that this was a grave mistake and would not have been done if he had imagined that it would cause a war. (Olmert, on his part, has not admitted to any mistake.) <P>

As I said right at the beginning, this incident was a pretext for the war, not the reason for it. If so, what was the real reason? The desire of the civilian Olmert for military glory? The dream of the Chief of Staff, Dan Halutz, to prove that the Air Force could win a war alone, by a massive bombardment of the civilian population? The illusion that Hizbullah could be eliminated by one big strike? <P>

When Judge Winograd tried to explain why a part of the report must be kept secret, the words he used attracted no attention: <I>"The security of the state and its foreign relations."</I> Foreign relations? What foreign relations? Relations with whom? There is only one reasonable answer: relations with the United States. <P>

That could be the crux of the matter: Olmert fulfilled an American wish. President Bush wanted to install his protégé, Fouad Siniora, as ruler in Beirut. For that end, Hizbullah, the main Lebanese opposition force, had to be eliminated. Also, Bush wanted to effect a regime change in Syria, one of the main obstacles to American ambitions in the region. <P>

I believe that this is the missing link in Winograd's chain. Olmert could have argued: <I>"I was only obeying orders."</I> But that, of course, is unspeakable. <P>

THE OTHER black hole in the report concerns the Israeli army. The report criticizes it murderously. Never before has the army leadership been described in such a way - as a bunch of people without character, talent or competence; generals who are ready to send soldiers to their death in an operation they believe to be condemned to failure, just because they do not dare to stand up to their superiors; generals who do not demand a clear definition of the objectives before going into battle; Generals who do not recognize the fateful faults of their army, and who are themselves responsible - they and their predecessors - for these very faults. <P>

All this is being said now. What has not been said is: how did we get such a leadership? What has caused these faults? <P>

The answers can be summed up in two words: the occupation. <P>

In the last few years I have written dozens of articles about the disastrous effects of the occupation on the army. One cannot employ a whole army for decades as a colonial police force for crushing the resistance of an occupied population, without changing its character. Soldiers who run after stone-throwing children in the alleys of the Qasbah, who hammer at night on the doors of civilians, who use bulldozers to destroy people's homes, and all this for year after year - such soldiers are not competent to fight a modern war. <P>

Worse: such a colonial army does not attract the best and the brightest. These now go into high-tech and science. The brutal work of the army against civilians and guerrilla fighters disgusts people of conscience and sensitivity, the very ones who are the backbone of a good officers' corps. It blunts the senses of those who remain, or sends them home from the occupied territories traumatized. <P>

In the 40 years of occupation, the Israeli army has lost the kind of officers that led it in the 1948 and 1967 wars, people like Yitzhak Sadeh, Yigal Allon, Yitzhak Rabin, Ezer Weitzman, Matti Peled, Haim Bar-Lev and David Elazar, to mention just a few. Their place has been taken by a mediocre, faceless group, gray but arrogant technicians, people of shallow thinking, colonialist and extreme right-wing attitudes, with an ever increasing percentage of knitted kippa-wearers. <P>

That is the group the report speaks of - but without saying so. It is an occupation army in which a negative natural selection process operates - everyone who does not feel comfortable in this milieu just leaves. As in any army, the atmosphere prevailing at the top - good or bad - trickles down the ranks to the meanest soldier. <P>

This is not an army of Stalingrad fighters defending their country - this is an army of Winograd fighters. An army, which no genius can to <I>"repair,"</I> as demanded by the commission. Because all the faults stem from the original sin: the occupation. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Nothing Good Will Ever Happen Again <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

As nightfall does not come all at once, neither does oppression. In both instances, there is a twilight when everything remains seemingly unchanged. And it is in such a twilight that we all must be aware of change in the air-however slight-lest we become unwilling victims of the darkness." ~~~ Justice William O. Douglas <P>

If the end of the world is imminent before all Tenant's obligations are fully performed, then Landlord may elect to declare all rents to the end of the term to be immediately due and payable in full and may be enforced against Tenant by any available procedure. For remedial purposes, the Landlord will be deemed aligned with the forces of light, and the Tenant with the forces of darkness, regardless of the parties' actual ultimate destinations, unless and until Landlord elects otherwise in writing. ~~~ Source: "End of the World" clause proposed in lease offered by South Florida shopping center developer <P>

I have learned over the years that when one's mind is made up, this diminishes fear; knowing what must be done does away with fear. ~~~ Rosa Parks <P> </center> </I> <P> </font> <font size="+2">

Every day we are told we are powerless. We are fed a steady stream of information which, whether purposefully or not, reinforces the rightness, the safety and the sanity of denying our true selves. Our government, schools and churches condition us to accept lies as truth. The power structure teaches us to be afraid and convinces us that we can do nothing but accept the pain and suffering of others and ourselves. The rich and the powerful control us with implicit threats of deprivation or death if we refuse to make their wellbeing the focus of our existence. <P>

Our economy is teetering on the brink of collapse. The housing market is in shambles.  Home ownership is down.  Foreclosures are up. Personal debt is climbing. Health care is governed by accountants. Being sick is a luxury or a disaster.  College loans are the next subprime debacle. Climatic and environmental crises abound.  Most of our industries have been moved to other countries. The Congress we elected two years ago has proved itself craven, greedy and traitorous. The Constitution and Bill of Rights are gutted. The Supreme Court is stacked. We have become a nation governed by liars, torturers, thieves and mercenaries. Our military is over-extended, under-supplied and veterans are denied essential services by the Veteran's Administration upon return to the States. Our infrastructure is in a state of disrepair and decay. Our cities are being systematically transformed into crime-plagued warehouses for the poor and disenfranchised. We face drought, flood, tornadoes, hurricanes and blizzards knowing our government might well forget to send help.  We are in the process of building a fence--a fence--along the border between the U.S. and Mexico to solve our immigration dilemma. Food costs are soaring and fuel costs are staggering. We work more hours for less money and chances are things will be worse for our children. <P>

Have I forgotten anything? <P>

Oh yeah. <P>

Through our myths and legends we learn of evil, of a great and terrifying darkness that threatens all that is good.  The ascendancy of George W. Bush, Dick Cheney and the corporations they serve changed myth to reality. The darkness that skirted the edges of our consciousness now struts across the planet carrying the banner of the United States. The evil believes itself so strong it does not bother with stealth.  <P>

No one can stand against it. <P>

Why should we try? <P>

The continued existence of humans is testament to the power of irrational thought. Logic, were it to prevail, would insist upon immediate and mass suicide. We have little to recommend us to the planet and our lives have little to justify their continuation. Especially in America where our complaints grow louder daily. And given our national dissatisfactions, those commons-sense, decency and courtesy-would demand we take our pitiful selves out first. <P>

Irrational thought also allows us to believe that we can hand responsibility for our actions and inactions over to someone else. Someone like a politician. Or a god. Someone else who will fix things for us. <P>

Irrational thought helps us watch images of torture, rape, murder and destruction for entertainment and pretend it doesn't matter. Irrational thought absolves us of hypocrisy as we declare ourselves a Christian nation and then spread war and destruction across the globe. It prompts us to get up in the morning, go to work in meaningless jobs, send our children to inadequate and mind-numbing schools and aspire to mediocrity in the hope that we will escape the notice of disaster. <P>

Irrational thought tells us it is okay to drag ourselves through days and years of emptiness and pain rather than face the cool cleanness of death. <P>

Irrational thought keeps us listening to fools and false prophets and buying piles of things. <P>

Irrational thought makes it possible to go on. <P>

However... <P>

Despite the doomsday prophecies and the pounding hammer of powerlessness, I see people all around the country reaching out for change and hope. I see a slow and hesitant awakening, a gradual lifting of the fog, even a reexamination of who we are as Americans. We have begun to take the disappointment and despair and turn them into action. I see growing opposition to oppression and empire. I have even seen a glimmer of fear in the eyes of the masters. <P>

Once the French peasants revolted. <P>

Today we stand on the vast and narrow edge of annihilation and learn to breathe. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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Bush Pushes Military Commitment To Iraq <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

George W tells us as loudly and as often as he can that the Iraqi government is steadily taking charge, and that this will allow America's military role to shrink there. <P>

Before you swallow that, however, you might chew on the provisions in a little-known <I>"military agreement"</I> that Bush & Company is quietly trying to rush through the Iraqi parliament. It requires that, for the foreseeable future, Iraq give the U.S. broad authority to conduct our own military actions in that supposedly-sovereign nation, that our troops be empowered to detain any Iraqis we want and be immune from any Iraqi prosecution, and that our military actions there will require no consultation or approval by their government. <P>

To add a little provocative spice to the agreement, there's also a provision that America's private mercenary forces, including the infamous Blackwater Corporation, would remain immune from Iraqi law. <P>

In addition, there's an especially nasty tidbit that should cause us all to choke on the deal. An early draft includes a pledge that America would support Iraq <I>"in defending its democratic system against internal and external threats."</I> That commits our troops to all sorts of horrors, including participating in an all-out civil war! Now, the Bushites claim that this pledge was overly-broad, and, gosh, trust us, they say, we won't go that far. <P>

Trust us? You might note that, once again, Bush is trying to sneak his deal past us, avoiding our nation's system of checks and balances. Such long-term commitments are normally done as treaties, requiring two-thirds approval by the senate. But by calling it an <I>"agreement,"</I> Bush asserts he can commit our country by executive fiat, with no debate and no vote. <P>

Trust us? Ha! I'd sooner trust a coyote to guard my last lamb chop than to trust Bush & Company with anything involving Iraq.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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The Evolution Of Evil <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Joel S. Hirschhorn </font> <P>

Perhaps a global political apocalypse has already arrived. <P>

Activists and dissidents should understand that evil forces and tyrannical governments have evolved.  Just as human knowledge and science expand, so do the strategies and instruments used by rulers, elites and plutocrats.  By learning from history and using new technology they have smarter tools of tyranny.  The best ones prevent uprisings, revolutions and political reforms.  Rather than violently destroy rebellious movements, they let them survive as marginalized and ineffective efforts that divert and sap the energy of nonconformist and rebellious thinkers.  Real revolution remains an energy-draining dream, as evil forces thrive. <P>

Most corrupt and legally sanctioned forms of tyranny hide in plain sight as democracies with free elections.  The toughest lesson is that ALL elections are distractions. Nothing conceals tyranny better than elections.  Few Americans accept that their government has become a two-party plutocracy run by a rich and powerful ruling class. The steady erosion of the rule of law is masked by everyday consumer freedoms.  Because people want to be happy and hopeful, we have an epidemic of denial, especially in the present presidential campaign.  But to believe that any change-selling politician or shift in party control will overturn the ruling class is the epitome of self-delusion and false hope.  In the end, such wishful thinking perpetuates plutocracy.  Proof is that plutocracy has flourished despite repeated change agents, promises of reform and partisan shifts. <P>

The tools of real rebellion are weak.  Activists and dissidents look back and see successful rebellions and revolutions and think that when today's victims of tyranny experience enough pain and see enough political stink they too will revolt.  This is wrong.  They think that the Internet spreads information and inspiration to the masses, motivating them to revolt.  This is wrong.  They await catastrophic economic or environmental collapse to spur rebellion.  This too is wrong. <P>

Why are these beliefs wrong?  Power elites have an arsenal of weapons to control and manipulate social, political and economic systems globally: corruption of public officials that make elections a sham; corporate mainstream media that turn news into propaganda; manipulation of financial markets that create fear for the public and profits for the privileged; false free trade globalization that destroys the middle class; rising economic inequality that keep the masses time-poor and financially insecure; intense marketing of pharmaceuticals that keep people passive; and addictive consumerism, entertainment and gambling that keep people distracted and pacified. <P>

The biggest challenge for dissidents and rebels is to avoid feel-good therapeutic activism having virtually no chance of removing evil and tyranny.  Idealism without practicality tactics without lofty goals, and symbolic protests pose no threat to power elites.  Anger and outrage require great strategic thinking from leaders seeking revolution, not mere change.  And social entrepreneurs that use business and management skills to tackle genuine social problems do nothing to achieve political reforms.  To the extent they achieve results they end up removing interest in overthrowing political establishments that have allowed the problems to fester. <P>

What is the new tool of tyranny?  Technological connectivity achieved through advanced communications and computer systems, especially the rise of wireless connectivity.  The global message to the masses is simple: Buy electronic products to stay plugged in.   Connectivity may give pleasure, but it gives even more power to elites, rulers and plutocrats.  It allows them to coordinate their efforts through invisible cabals, to closely monitor everything that ordinary people and dissidents do, and to cooperatively and clandestinely adjust social, financial and political systems to maintain stability and dominance. <P>

In this dystopian world all systems are integrated to serve upper class elites and the corporate state, not ordinary people.  When ordinary people spend their money to be more shackled to connectivity products, they become unwitting victims of largely invisible governmental and corporate oppressive forces.  They are oblivious that their technological seduction exacerbates their political and economic exploitation.  Though some 70 percent believe the country is on the wrong track, they fail to see the deeper causes of the trend.  And if Americans were really happy and content with their consumer culture, then why are they stuffing themselves with so many antidepressants, sleeping pills and totally unhealthy foods?  In truth, the vast majority of people are in denial about the rotten system they are trapped in (aka The Matrix).  They are manipulated to keep hope alive through voting, despite the inability of past elections to stop the slide into economic serfdom. <P>

Increasingly, the little-discussed phenomenon of economic apartheid ensures that elites live their lavish lives safely in physically separated ways.  Concurrently, economic inequality rises, as the rich extract unusually high fractions of global wealth.  When the rich get richer, the powerful get stronger.  Does some economic prosperity trickles down to the poorest people?  Perversely, the middle class is moved into the lower class.  In this new physics of evil, wealth transfer is not from the rich to the poor, but from the middle class in wealthier countries to the poor in developing nations, where a few new billionaires join the global plutocracy. <P>

Some data on economic inequality: The after-tax income of the top 1 percent of Americans rose 228 percent from 1979 through 2005, while middle class income remained flat over the last 4 decades.  The richest 0.01 percent of earners made 5.1 percent of all income in 2005, up more than 300 percent from just 1.2 percent in 1960.  Bad economic times like the present just exacerbate inequality.  Even as most Wall Street companies lost billions in the sub-prime mortgage debacle after they had already made billions, they gave obscene bonuses to their employees: the average topped $180,000 for 2007, tripling the $61,000 in 2002.  Scholars used to predict that high levels of economic inequality like we have today would lead to rebellion.  But there are now insufficient tools and paths for rebellion, because the plutocracy has eliminated them.  Instead, citizens are offered elections whose outcomes can be controlled and subverted by the ruling class. <P>

The New World Order is getting what it wants: a stable two-class system, with the lower class serving the elitist upper class.  The paradox is that along with rising economic inequality and apartheid is mounting consumerism and materialism that is used to pacify, distract and control the masses.  That's where easy credit and cheap products from low-wage nations are critical.  The poor can have cell phones, 24-7 Internet access and increasingly cars, while the bejeweled upper class travel in private jets and yachts, vacation on private islands, and have several gated mansions maintained by servants and guarded by private police.  We have a technologically advanced form of medieval society.  It is working in the US and China and most other places. Elections just mask economic tyranny and slavery. <P>

The ruling class knows how to maintain stability.  Keep the masses distracted, fearful, brainwashed, insecure, and dependent on government and business sectors for survival.  Train people to see themselves as relatively free consumers.  Maintain the myth that ordinary people can become wealthy and join the ruling class, which theoretically is not impossible, but of no statistical significance for the masses. <P>

There are no easy paths to restore power to the people.  But here are three strategies worth considering.  First, the real power of the masses is as consumers, not as voters, workers, activists, or Internet users.  Weakened unions, globalization, technology, and illegal immigration have sapped the power of workers.  National economies, especially the US, depend on consumers.  Suspensions in discretionary consumer spending used as a political weapon could force reforms.  But curbing personal spending and saving money has become a rare form of civil disobedience.  Consumers buy stuff when they want it, not when they can afford it.  Rulers have replaced chains with debt and no political leader in a very long time has championed economic rebellion. <P>

Second, because they are more a tool of tyranny than rebellion, the masses should stop giving credibility and legitimacy to faux democracies by boycotting elections.  Plutocrats cleverly equate patriotism and good citizenship with voting while at the same time ensuring that no genuine change agents can succeed even if elected.  All election results can be subverted by the forces of corruption.  Those promising change, like Barack Obama, do not pose a lethal threat to forces of evil and corruption.  Sadly, refusing to vote in corrupt political systems is another worthy but unpopular form of civil disobedience.  The compulsion to vote is a political narcotic that sustains democratic tyranny. <P>

Third, people must seek forms of direct democracy that give them political power.  National ballot measures and initiatives are needed to make laws, impose spending mandates and recall elected officials.  A most important tool is constitutional conventions outside the control of status quo preservationists to obtain systemic reforms that governments will never provide, as explained for the US at<A HREF="http://www.foavc.org"> www.foavc.org.</A>  No greater example of ruling class power exists than the absence of massive public demands for using what the Founders gave Americans in Article V: the convention option to circumvent and fix the federal government that - amazingly - has never been used, and that no presidential candidate has supported, including constitutional champion Ron Raul.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 </font> <A HREF="http:// www.delusionaldemocracy.com">Joel S. Hirschhorn</A> observed our corrupt federal government firsthand as a senior official with the Congressional Office of Technology Assessment and the National Governors Association and is the author of<A HREF="http://www.delusionaldemocracy.com"> Delusional Democracy - Fixing the Republic Without Overthrowing the Government. </A> To discuss issues <A HREF="//http://mailto:articlev@gmail.com">write the author. </A>
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Ten Steps To Restore Democracy To America <br> </font> </font> <font size=+2"> <font color=@#0000FF>

By Thom Hartmann </font> <P> <B>

A Declaration of Rights for the 21st Century <P>

. Human rights are for humans.</B> Corporations are not persons. We must update the 14th Amendment to insert <I>"natural"</I> before the word <I>"persons"</I> so corporations can no longer claim the <I>"right to lie," </I>the <I>"right to hide their crimes,"</I> the <I>"right to buy politicians and influence elections," </I>and <I>"the right to force themselves on communities that don't want them."</I> Corporate charter laws should be amended on a state-by-state basis to reinstate the spirit of the Sherman Anti-Trust Act by again outlawing the ownership of one corporation by another, to limit the term of a corporation, to insert Corporate Code-like language requiring a corporation to place the needs of its community above its desire for profits, and, as Teddy Roosevelt so strongly urged us, to ban corporations from political activity of any sort. Similarly, corporations are not nations and shouldn't stand on an equal footing with nations. The United States should withdraw from support of treaties and agreements such as NAFTA, GATT, WTO, and its support of The World Bank. <P> <B>

. We own our government and our commons.</B> <I>"Drowning government in a bathtub"</I> as the neo-cons recommend may have been a good idea in the Soviet Union, but the United States is a constitutional representative democratic republic where our government is, literally, us. It was designed to work for us, be owned by us, exist solely by virtue of our ongoing approval, and must answer to us. Government functions must be transparent, and that transparency must also apply to corporations hired by government, particularly any who handle our votes. The shared commons of our nation - including our air, water, transportation routes, airwaves and cable networks, communication systems, military, police, prisons, fire services, health care infrastructure, and courts must be held either by locally-controlled non-profit corporations or by government responsive to its citizens. Because our federal legislators represent us, any benefits, rights, and privileges they have voted for themselves must apply to all of us. Similarly, just as we must balance our budgets every year except when in a crisis, so must our governments. Finally, government must not be a stepping-stone to private profiteering. We must re-institute laws against <I>"revolving doors,"</I> particularly with regulatory agencies and the military and those they regulate or who provide military supplies. <B> <P>

. In a democratic republic, government must represent the will of the majority of the citizens while protecting the rights of the minorities. </B>To make American government more democratic, we must join the rest of the world's modern democracies and institute either proportional representation or Instant Runoff Voting systems at local, state, and federal levels. Similarly, human rights movements defending minorities and women against exploitation by corporate power structures or harm from paranoids, homophobes, and racists must be recognized, and the Equal Rights Amendment passed. <B> <P>

. A strong middle class is vital to democracy.</B> In 1792, James Madison defined government's role in promoting an American middle class,<I> "By the silent operation of the laws, which, without violating the rights of property, reduce extreme wealth towards a state of mediocrity, and raise extreme indigence toward a state of comfort."</I> To say that somebody who earns millions a year by arbitrage <I>"works that much harder"</I> than a middle-class wage earner is simple nonsense. We recommend restoring inflation-indexed income tax and inheritance tax rates to those that were extant from the 1930s to the 1960s - during the golden era of the American middle class. We also recommend that government become the <I>"employer of last resort"</I> by taking on public works projects and supporting the arts, as it did during that era, and establishing a truly livable minimum wage. <B> <P>

. Building a civilization on liquefied fossils and then thinking it will last forever makes no sense.</B> According to British Petroleum, world oil reserves are enough to sustain us only into our children's lifetimes, and then will run out. We must institute a Manhattan Project type of effort to create viable energy sources that are not dependent on fossil fuels, and, in the meantime, take immediate steps to reduce use of and preserve our precious stores before they're exhausted. <B> <P>

. We are part of nature.</B> The natural world - including our water and air - is our most vital and essential commons, and therefore must be protected from those who would despoil it for short-term profit. As we poison the world, we cause human cancer epidemics and degrade our own quality of life. We - through our representative government - must take immediate steps to protect the commons we share with all other life on planet Earth. <B> <P>

. Education is a human right, regardless of station of birth.</B> When Thomas Jefferson founded the University of Virginia, his vision was to provide a free education to every person interested in and capable of participating. The Founders knew that classroom education is a right - and not a requirement - for life in a democracy. Therefore, university education should be free to all who academically qualify, and primary school education should not be compulsory but neither should it be provided by for-profit corporations. <B><P> 

. Health care is a human right and necessary to sustain freedom in a democracy.</B> America should join every other industrialized democracy in the world by instituting a single-payer health care system. <B> <P>

. America is not a kingdom, and we don't elect kings. </B>To turn back from the "imperial presidency" and return the executive branch to its position co-equal with the other two branches of government, we recommend disbanding the primary instrument of presidential power - the Office Of Homeland Security - and requiring the President to meet weekly in open and public discussion with all members of Congress, as is done in the United Kingdom ("Prime Minister's Questions") and most other modern democracies. <B><P>

. The US Government is an instrument of secular democracy, not a religious theocracy, and has no right in our churches, homes, or bedrooms. </B>What we do in private, among consenting adults, is our business and our business only. Prostitution, drug abuse, alcoholism, and gambling addiction are medical problems, and thus should be handled by medical authorities, and all attempts to place these in the realm of the criminal justice system should be rescinded. Similarly, the government has no right or business using the language or beliefs of any one of our many religions, or to tell any of our religions what or how they should behave or believe.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.thomhartmann.com"> Thom Hartmann </A></font> is a Project Censored Award-winning New York Times best-selling author, and host of a nationally syndicated daily progressive talk program on the Air America Radio Network. His most recent books are<A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/1400051576?tag=commondreams-20&camp=0&creative=0&linkCode=as1&creativeASIN=1400051576&adid=1CQHG2T3HW8TWZK5H476&">"The Last Hours of Ancient Sunlight: The Fate of the World and What We Can Do Before It's Too Late,"</A> which helped inspire Leonardo DiCaprio's new movie <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/B00005JPX9?tag=commondreams-20&camp=0&creative=0&linkCode=as1&creativeASIN=B00005JPX9&adid=06CBFR988PW4N7Y7K1FB&">The 11th Hour.</A> And Hartmann's most recent book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/1576754588?tag=commondreams-20&camp=0&creative=0&linkCode=as1&creativeASIN=1576754588&adid=01SAYXG4C6B5H6MWV2FM&">Cracking The Code: How to Win Hearts, Change Minds, and Restore America's Original Vision </A>
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The Machine Gun Of Capitalism <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Dead soldiers, peak oil and mind-boggling profits; praise Jesus, the machine's still working </font> <br>

By Mark Morford <P>

Surprisingly moving <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jjXyqcx-mYY">Barack Obama music videos</A> The potential end of the writer's strike? Cute <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7xr6dgHasBI">young deer being saved by helicopters?</A> No no no no no. Here are your most deeply inspiring news stories of the month: <P>

A <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/n/a/2008/01/30/national/w053340S03.DTL">flurry of pink slips</A> fluttered over the job sector as corporate payrolls were sliced like sour pie. <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/n/a/2008/01/29/national/a022318S31.DTL">Foreclosures are skyrocketing</A> and new home sales across the nation are plummeting faster than Britney Spears' serotonin levels. A nasty recession is either <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/02/02/business/02econ.html?_r=2&oref=slogin&oref=slogin">creeping or flooding in</A>, depending on your perspective and how recently you purchased your home and/or tried to dump your Google stock. <P>

Meanwhile, the largest corporation in the world, the one which has consistently raked in the largest and most appalling profits of any organization on Earth, a company so powerful and deeply influential to the machinations of our own nation, our government, the globe, so ingrained and unstoppable that no president, no administration, no nuclear warhead to its CEO's home planet stands a chance of slowing it down or altering its behavior in any significant way because there is simply far, far too much money involved in its nefarious endeavors, has recently posted <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/n/a/2008/02/01/financial/f051650S70.DTL">the largest profit of any company in American history.</A> <P>

Yes, the Exxon Mobil corporation sucked in a staggering $11.7 billion in a single quarter (more than <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=%2Fn%2Fa%2F2008%2F02%2F01%2Fnational%2Fa143933S65.DTL">$40 billion for the year</A>, a new record for an American company) thanks largely to record-breaking prices for a barrel of oil, which are of course only record-breaking because, well, the Bush administration has essentially engineered the economy and launched a bogus war and desiccated the American idea exactly so they would be. <P>

Oh yes, two more trifling stories, buried beneath the nauseating Exxon headlines and the tales of looming economic struggle: More U.S. soldiers are dead in Iraq as a result of Bush's failed war, U.S. military spending in 2009 will reach its <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/02/03/washington/03cnd-military.html">highest levels since WWII</A> ($515 billion), insurgents have taken to strapping suicide bombs to <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/n/a/2008/01/31/international/i093726S40.DTL">mentally retarded women</A> and nearly 100 more civilians are dead in another bombing in Baghdad because the U.S. troop surge is working so well. Oh wait. <P>

Do you feel the righteousness? The inspiration? Can you sense the deep connection between these stories? Because the truth is, they merely add up to the heartwarming conclusion that, without a doubt, American capitalism is still firing on all cylinders. Praise! <P>

Yes, the system is working just exactly as those in control of the nation right now wish it to be working, with the most dominant, ruthless corporations in the world (Exxon joined by Shell, <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/n/a/2008/01/31/international/i093726S40.DTL">Chevron,</A> BP, ConocoPhilips et al) still making the most money in the most destabilizing and environmentally devastating manner possible, while poor uneducated kids die like chattel in unwinnable wars trying to secure a tiny bit more of the source of their profit. <P>

And somewhere in between, the nation's overall health and well-being are sacrificed like dazed lambs to an ignorant god, with our government offering up only the most meager, desultory efforts to keep it functional so as to not induce all-out fire-and-pitchfork revolt. <P>

Is that too simplistic? Too reductive? Not even close. Hell, you can distill it down even further. For if you understand, as most sentient creatures on the planet now do, that this "war" is merely a particularly bloody chunk of a particularly brutal, fraudulent national energy policy spearheaded by Dick Cheney and beloved by Saudi Arabia and Halliburton and most of Texas, then it is no stretch at all to say that we are sending American kids to their deaths exactly so Exxon can continue to make $3 billion in a single month (or: $100 million per day, $4 million per hour, or more than $1,000 every. Single. Second). <P>

Or how about this for dark math: $40 billion for the year, 4,000 dead U.S. soldiers ... that's a cool $10 million in pure profit for every American soldier BushCo has thrown to the wolves of petroleum, just for 2007 alone. Even if you factor in the 20,000 wounded, paralyzed and brain damaged U.S. soldiers - not to mention the record number of military suicides - on a body-by-body basis, you've still got yourself one hell of a sweet profit margin. See Dick Cheney's vile, crooked little grin? Now you know where it comes from. <P>

This, you might argue, is perhaps the bleakest way to look at American capitalism, as an instrument of war and death and gluttony that serves only the most cretinous corporate masters at the expense of, well, everyone else. This is the capitalism of the hard right, a particularly ruthless type that happily sacrifices quite literally everything - the environment, health, human life, God, national identity, the stability of future generations - for the sake of immediate and unchecked profit. <P>

It is the kind of system, furthermore, that brings with it a huge, nauseating sense of shame for how we have approached the world, pouring a vague disgust over the nation like a cancerous sludge. This is perhaps BushCo's cruelest gift of all: tragically convincing us that this strain of capitalism, a furious weapon of greed and disgrace, inviting all manner of corruption and destruction as it brings out the absolute worst in the human animal, is the only flavor there really is. <P>

But then again, no. Maybe there's something else, a flipside we've forgotten amid the insane oil profits and dead bodies and global mistrust. It's the awkward truism that American capitalism is potentially capable, despite its dark core of profit, despite its frequently poisoned heart, of tremendous creative opportunity and ingenuity. Like porn, like God, like wisdom and plutonium and very, very dark rum, it's all in how you use it. <P>

Here, then, is perhaps the most dominant question surrounding the upcoming big transition, as the nation prepares over the next year to finally rid itself of the cancer of Bush: Are we still capable of reshaping the capitalist demon, injecting it, on a national scale, with something like conscience and compassion and responsibility, sans the need to sell your mother, rape Alaska, or bomb ancient cities and kill pathetic foreign dictators in a pitiable attempt to vindicate your dad? Is such a turnaround even possible anymore? <P>

Because this nasty truth remains: Bush or no, Exxon and its nefarious, insanely powerful ilk are ramming full speed ahead, undertaking more incredibly brutal, land-raping techniques as you read these very words to get at the Earth's remaining supply of oil, sucking up tar sand and coal and anything else possible to maintain profit and power. They are, and will continue to be, utterly relentless and, at least for a number of years to come, quite unstoppable. <P>

There is no eliminating the dark side of capitalism, the gluttony and the greed and the violent underbelly. There is only minimizing, shifting the emphasis, changing the pitch and angle of approach, trying to take what is, at its very heart, a flawed and self-destructive system, and making it into something proud and interesting and vibrant, something actually worth defending. <P>

Can it be done? Is it still possible? No matter how many poetic Barack Obama speeches, no matter how many pragmatic Hillary Clinton promises, it's a question that seems far bigger than both of them. And the truth is, it's really the only question that matters.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:mmorford@sfgate.com"> Mark Morford's </A> </font> Notes & Errata column appears every Wednesday and Friday on SF Gate and in the Datebook section of the San Francisco Chronicle. To get on the e-mail list for this column, please  <A HREF="http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/newsletter/services/signup"> click here </A> and remove one article of clothing! 
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Empire Burlesque's Official Endorsement In The 2008 Presidential Race <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Floyd  </font> <P>

People often say to me,<I> "Gosh, Chris, you sure give our politicians a lot of guff. Seems like you find something wrong with everybody out there, no matter what their political stripe. Is there anybody at all that you could support for president?"</I> That's what people say to me. <P>

Well, thanks to <A HREF="http://harpers.org/archive/2008/02/hbc-90002291">the good offices of Scott Horton at Harper's,</A> I'm happy to say that I have now found a presidential candidate to whom I can give my wholehearted, full-throated support: a man of the people, a son of the soil, a straight-talker with business moxie, military experience and a wide knowledge of foreign parts. I am proud to stand here today (why yes, I do write this blog standing up - and I hope you read it in the same way) and second Horton's nomination for the only man who can lead our great nation back to, er, greatness. My fellow Americans, I give you the right honorable Samuel Langhorne Clemens! <P> <I>

I have pretty much made up my mind to run for President. What the country wants is a candidate who cannot be injured by investigation of his past history so that the enemies of the party will be unable to rake up anything against him that nobody ever heard of before. If you know the worst about a candidate to begin with, every attempt to spring things on him will be checkmated. Now I am going to enter the field with an open record. I am going to own up in advance to all the wickedness I have done.... <P>

I candidly acknowledge that I ran away at the battle of Gettysburg. My friends have tried to smooth over this fact by asserting that I did so for the purpose of imitating Washington, who went into the woods at Valley Forge for the purpose of saying his prayers. It was a miserable subterfuge. I struck out in a straight line for the Tropic of Cancer because I was scared. I wanted my country saved, but I preferred to have somebody else save it. I entertain that preference yet. If the bubble reputation can be obtained only at the cannon's mouth, I am willing to go there for it, provided the cannon is empty. If it is loaded, my immortal and inflexible purpose is to get over the fence and go home. <P>

My invariable practice in war has been to bring out of every fight two-thirds more men than when I went in. This seems to me to be Napoleonic in its grandeur. <P>

My financial views are of the most decided character, but they are not likely, perhaps, to increase my popularity with the advocates of inflation. I do not insist upon the special supremacy of rag money or hard money. The great fundamental principle of my life is to take any kind I can get... <P>

....These are about the worst parts of my record. On them I come before the country. If my country don't want me, I will go back again. But I recommend myself as a safe man - a man who starts from the basis of total depravity and proposes to be fiendish to the last. <P>

And that's our campaign slogan -- "Samuel L. Clemens: Fiendish to the Last!" Why not the best? <P> </I>

You should of course go read the whole piece at Harper's. But before you go -- or when you get back -- check out <A HREF="http://gutenberg.net.au/ebooks02/0200561h.html">some more of the candidate's position papers</A> that I, policy wonk that I am, dug up after joining the campaign: <P> <I>

We are discreet sheep; we wait to see how the drove is going, and then go with the drove. We have two opinions: one private, which we are afraid to express; and another one -- the one we use -- which we force ourselves to wear to please Mrs. Grundy, until habit makes us comfortable in it, and the custom of defending it presently makes us love it, adore it, and forget how pitifully we came by it. Look at it in politics. Look at the candidates whom we loathe, one year, and are afraid to vote against, the next; whom we cover with unimaginable filth, one year, and fall down on the public platform and worship, the next--and keep on doing it until the habitual shutting of our eyes to last year's evidences brings us presently to a sincere and stupid belief in this year's. Look at the tyranny of party--at what is called party allegiance, party loyalty -- a snare invented by designing men for selfish purposes -- and which turns voters into chattels, slaves, rabbits, and all the while their masters, and they themselves are shouting rubbish about liberty, independence, freedom of opinion, freedom of speech, honestly unconscious of the fantastic contradiction; and forgetting or ignoring that their fathers and the churches shouted the same blasphemies a generation earlier when they were closing their doors against the hunted slave, beating his handful of humane defenders with Bible texts and billies, and pocketing the insults and licking the shoes of his Southern master. <P>

If we would learn what the human race really is at bottom, we need only observe it in election times. A Hartford clergyman met me in the street and spoke of a new nominee -- denounced the nomination, in strong, earnest words -- words that were refreshing for their independence, their manliness. He said, "I ought to be proud, perhaps, for this nominee is a relative of mine; on the contrary, I am humiliated and disgusted, for I know him intimately -- familiarly -- and I know that he is an unscrupulous scoundrel, and always has been." You should have seen this clergyman preside at a political meeting forty days later, and urge, and plead, and gush -- and you should have heard him paint the character of this same nominee. You would have supposed he was describing the Cid, and Greatheart, and Sir Galahad, and Bayard the Spotless all rolled into one. Was he sincere? Yes -- by that time; and therein lies the pathos of it all, the hopelessness of it all. It shows at what trivial cost of effort a man can teach himself to lie, and learn to believe it, when he perceives, by the general drift, that that is the popular thing to do... <P> </I>

Now we all know that flattery of the electorate is the quintessence of politics. No candidate can come before the American people without telling them what exalted, God-blessed, peerless and unprecedented paragons of goodness and wisdom they all are. And candidate Clemens is certainly a master of this indispensable art, as we can see below: <P> <I>

. . . There are certain sweet-smelling sugar-coated lies current in the world which all politic men have apparently tacitly conspired together to support and perpetuate. One of these is, that there is such a thing in the world as independence: independence of thought, independence of opinion, independence of action. Another is, that the world loves to see independence--admires it, applauds it. Another is, that there is such a thing in the world as toleration--in religion, in politics, and such matters; and with it trains that already mentioned auxiliary lie that toleration is admired and applauded. Out of these trunk-lies spring many branch ones: to wit, the lie that not all men are slaves: the lie that men are glad when other men succeed; glad when they prosper; glad to see them reach lofty heights; sorry to see them fall again. And yet other branch lies: to wit, that there is heroism in man; that he is not mainly made up of malice and treachery; that he is sometimes not a coward; that there is something about him that ought to be perpetuated -- in heaven, or hell, or somewhere. And these other branch lies, to wit: that conscience, man's moral medicine chest, is not only created by the Creator, but is put into man ready charged with the right and only true and authentic correctives of conduct -- and the duplicate chest, with the self-same correctives, unchanged, unmodified, distributed to all nations and all epochs. And yet one other branch lie: to wit, that I am I, and you are you; that we are units, individuals, and have natures of our own, instead of being the tail end of a tapeworm eternity of ancestors extending in linked procession back and back and back--to our source in the monkeys, with this so-called individuality of ours a decayed and rancid mush of inherited instincts and teachings derived, atom by atom, stench by stench, from the entire line of that sorry column, and not so much new and original matter in it as you could balance on a needle point and examine under a microscope.... <P>

All the talk about tolerance, in anything or anywhere, is plainly a gentle lie. It does not exist. It is in no man's heart; but it unconsciously, and by moss-grown inherited habit, drivels and slobbers from all men's lips. Intolerance is everything for oneself, and nothing for the other person. The mainspring of man's nature is just that -- selfishness. Let us skip the other lies, for brevity's sake. To consider them would prove nothing, except that man is what he is -- loving toward his own, lovable to his own--his family, his friends -- and otherwise the buzzing, busy, trivial enemy of his race --who tarries his little day, does his little dirt, commends himself to God, and then goes out into the darkness, to return no more, and send no messages back -- selfish even in death. <P> </I>

Yes, I think we have a winner here.  So join the Clemens campaign today! Empire Burlesque is honored to be handling the finances for this selfless crusade. Anything you can send -- rag money or hard money -- to the PayPal address at the top right of this page will keep the great Clemens riverboat steaming down the river toward victory in November. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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Obama, Clinton & The GOP Attack Machine <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Parry </font> <P> <B>

Barack Obama argues that the Democrats will have a better chance for victory in November if they have a presidential nominee who opposed the Iraq War from the start and who can contrast that judgment against John McCain's enthusiasm for a centuries-long U.S. occupation of Iraq. </B> <P>

What Sen. Obama didn't say out loud, but what Democratic voters surely recalled was the endless baiting of John Kerry for having been <I>"for the war before he was against it,"</I> earning a place - as George W. Bush put it - <I>"in the flip-flop hall of fame."</I> <P>

Hillary Clinton would be open to similar attacks since she voted in 2002 to give Bush the authority to invade Iraq and remained a staunch war supporter almost until the eve of Campaign 2008, when she realigned herself with the anti-war sentiments of rank-and-file Democrats. <P>

She was for it, for it and for it - before she was finally against it. <P>

But another factor that plays to Obama's advantage as the prospective nominee - when compared to Hillary Clinton - is that the Right's powerful media apparatus and the Republican attack strategies appear less successful against Democrats with strong oratorical skills and the ability to inspire enthusiasm and passion. <P>

Over the past two decades when the Democrats have put up candidates who are competent but who lack pizzazz - think Michael Dukakis, Al Gore and John Kerry - the Republicans have been most effective in leveraging their media advantages to damage the Democrats and deny them the White House. <P>

In contrast, Bill Clinton bested the Republican machine by exploiting his impressive speaking skills and by generating excitement and hope. Even though the Right never gave up trying to destroy President Clinton, his ability to communicate with the American people was always his saving grace. <P>

Today, that eloquence edge clearly goes to Barack Obama, who has demonstrated the capacity to excite and uplift voters, even drawing comparisons with the brilliant oratory of John F. Kennedy. <P>

That ability to inspire a young generation has earned Obama the public embrace of iconic members of the Kennedy clan, including the late President's daughter Caroline and his surviving brother, Sen. Edward Kennedy. <P>

Hillary Clinton herself has likened Obama's oratory to <I>"poetry"</I> and her detailed policy prescriptions to <I>"prose."</I> But the painful truth is that the solid prose of Dukakis, Gore and Kerry wasn't a match for the grinding nastiness of the Republican attack machine. <P>

When both parties have fielded less-than-riveting candidates, the Right's media power has enabled the Republicans to drag even the most inarticulate candidates, such as the two George Bushes, across the finish line. But the Democrats don't have that advantage. <P> <B>

New Attacks </B> <P>

If anything, that media imbalance is even worse today. <P>

Over the past few years, the Right has continued to pour tens of billions of dollars into its media infrastructure - ranging from books, magazines and newspapers to talk radio, cable news and the Internet - while the Left still resists any comparable media investment, leaving its few outlets - like Air America Radio - to struggle along under-funded. <P>

So, one of the few certainties of Campaign 2008 is that whoever is the Democratic nominee can expect a full-scale barrage of Republican attacks, anti-Democratic <I>"oppo"</I> injected into the public debate. <P>

This has been a pattern for the past two decades, from 1988 when the Rev. Sun Myung Moon's Washington Times spread false rumors about Michael Dukakis's mental health to 2004 when Rupert Murdoch's Fox News raised doubts about John Kerry's Vietnam War heroism. <P>

If the pattern holds, the anti-Democratic themes also will resonate through the mainstream media, which is conditioned to picking up attack lines from the Right, partly as a defense against accusations of <I>"liberal bias"</I> from conservative anti-press organizations. <P>

Given this right-tilted asymmetry, the Democrats have little choice but to make the question of vulnerability to Republican smears a factor in their nominee selection process. The euphemism for this assessment is called<I> "electability."</I> <P>

Some observers argue that the certainty of Republican assaults should favor Clinton over Obama (because the Clintons already have been <I>"vetted"</I> and Obama is a fresh target). But that analysis may not be entirely accurate. <P>

While it's true that the Clintons were subjected to extraordinary scrutiny during their eight years in the White House, their past seven years offer a whole new set of targets. There are also legitimate questions about the secretive fundraising for the Clinton presidential library, Bill Clinton's overseas speaking fees, and his business ventures. <P>

One senior Democrat told me that he's heard complaints from Washington lobbyists about getting <I>"shaken down by Clinton Inc."</I> with pressure to not only pony up for Hillary Clinton's campaign but also to chip in large sums to Bill Clinton's library and philanthropic foundation. <P> <B>

Business Questions </B> <P>

Stories already are appearing in major newspapers about Bill Clinton's mixing of business and politics, and about the tens of millions of dollars he has earned by making speeches around the world. <P>

The Wall Street Journal reported that the former President stands to make $20 million as he unwinds a complicated business relationship with Yucaipa Cos., the investment firm of his longtime supporter, billionaire Ron Burkle, which has connections to the ruler of Dubai, Sheikh Mohammed bin Rashid al-Maktoum. [<A HREF="http://online.wsj.com/public/article/SB120097424021905843.html?mod=blog">WSJ, Jan. 22, 2008</A>] <P>

The New York Times described the help Clinton gave Canadian mining financier Frank Giustra in securing a lucrative uranium deal with the repressive government of Kazakhstan in 2005, shortly before Giustra made an unreported $31.3 million donation to Clinton's foundation. [<A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/01/31/us/politics/31donor.html?_r=1&hp&oref=slogin">NYT, Jan. 31, 2008</A>] <P>

Clinton insiders are nervous, too, about possible Republican access to Secret Service records detailing the couple's movements over the past seven years. <P>

Though some Democrats don't want to believe that George W. Bush would let political operatives exploit such confidential records, his father - President George H.W. Bush - green-lighted an illegal search of Bill Clinton's passport file in fall 1992. [See Robert Parry's <A HREF="https://salsa.democracyinaction.org/dia/organizations/consortiumnews/shop/shop.jsp?storefront_KEY=261&t=SecrecyandPrivilege.dwt">Secrecy & Privilege</A>."] <P>

So, whether Democrats like it or not, they will have to evaluate the relative risks of Republican attacks on their presidential nominee. Either Hillary Clinton or Barack Obama can expect <I>"the treatment,"</I> whether fairly or not. <P>

That is part of the price American liberals and progressives have to pay because of their failure over the years to invest in information outlets that could create some balance between the media power of the Right and Left. [For details, see Consortiumnews.com's "<A HREF=" http://www.consortiumnews.com/2007/092507a.html">The Left's Media Miscalculation</A>."] <P>

Part of that risk evaluation must be who can better survive the assaults: Hillary Clinton with the experience - as well as the scars - from the partisan battles of the 1990s, or Barack Obama, who may not be as battle-tested but who has demonstrated a rare ability to lift Americans out of the foul and muddy trenches of past political wars.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.consortiumnews.com/"> Robert Parry,</A> </font> 
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What Does McCain Do Now? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

The revival of John McCain's presidential candidacy, now expected to carry him through to his party's nomination, can be interpreted as either proof of the judgment of Republican primary voters or evidence of the paucity of alternative choices. Certainly, it confirms the wisdom of betting against the predictions of the national press corps, which produced so many sorrowful postmortems on his campaign. <P>

Very soon, if not instantly, the same pundits who wrote off Mr. McCain's chances will be assuring us that the recent has-been is now an electoral juggernaut. They will describe him resplendent in political valor, reforming zeal and militant patriotism, and of course brimming with<I> "straight talk." </I>Of such shiny publicity has the Arizona senator's image been built over the past decade or so. <P>

What remains to be seen is whether his admirable image will withstand fresh scrutiny, if and when he becomes the presumptive nominee-and how independents, Democrats and conservative Republicans will respond to an updated portrait of him. The price of his victory may well be measured in principles dropped and in positions flipped and flopped. <P>

He has quietly walked away from his former allies on campaign finance reform. He has run away from his own immigration-reform legislation. He has sold away the commitment to economic fairness and fiscal discipline that once led him to oppose the skewed Bush tax cuts.

On at least one issue, however, he remains absolutely consistent. As he said not long ago, he favors dispatching generations of American soldiers to Iraq for a hundred years or more, while spending trillions of borrowed dollars not only on that war, but others to come in unspecified countries. <I>"Bomb-bomb-bomb, bomb-bomb Iran"</I> is the mindless motto of the McCain foreign policy. <P>

In an election year when voters say they are demanding change from the failures and follies of the Bush years, this political profile could create serious problems for any candidate. For Mr. McCain, the dangers may be even greater, because while he resolutely upholds an unpopular war, he has forfeited the single issue that could most easily inflame the Republican base as well as many independents. <P>

Any other Republican running against either Hillary Clinton or Barack Obama would quickly put the Democrats on the defensive over their refusal to promise that millions of undocumented workers and their families will be deported someday soon, or ever. Any other Republican would be able to portray the Democratic Party as advocates of unrestricted immigration and <I>"amnesty"</I> for immigrants who have entered the United States illegally. It is simple to conjure a negative ad showing dark, frightening foreigners, with a script bemoaning lost jobs, rising crime and welfare costs, even the threat of terrorism. Stimulating fear has become a tradition in American elections. <P>

But Mr. McCain cannot plausibly endorse or benefit from that kind of demagogic commercial. After all, he was for amnesty before he was against it, as his conservative critics might put it. And much as he may now wish to pretend that the issue is moot, his name remains on the reform bill sponsored by Senator Edward Kennedy. <P>

Advisers to Mr. McCain may plan to mount a different brand of fear-based attack, much as former White House adviser Karl Rove did so successfully during the 2002 and 2004 elections. That campaign would feature ads assaulting the Democrats as disloyal and timid, for daring to voice even the mildest objection to the Bush administration's surveillance and torture policies. <P>

Dramatic commercials might steal a page from television, with a president trying to decide how to interrogate a suspect who knows where to find the nuclear suitcase bomb. Could we count on a Democrat to authorize the waterboarding in time? Yet that scary scenario won't work for Mr. McCain, either, because he has stood forthrightly against torture, to the great dismay of many detractors in his own party. <P>

The war in Iraq will afford him the chance to draw sharp distinctions with his Democratic opponent, but that difference will place him on the wrong side of the electorate. He will win points, perhaps, for sticking with the unpopular position. But with the prospect of recession growing each day, his devotion to military solutions and neglect of economic concerns may make him appear not only dangerous but irrelevant.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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Disowned By The Ownership Society<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Naomi Klein </font> <P>

    Remember the <I>"ownership society,"</I> fixture of major George W. Bush addresses for the first four years of his presidency?<I> "We're creating...an ownership society in this country, where more Americans than ever will be able to open up their door where they live and say, welcome to my house, welcome to my piece of property,"</I> Bush said in October 2004. Washington think-tanker Grover Norquist predicted that the ownership society would be Bush's greatest legacy, remembered <I>"long after people can no longer pronounce or spell Fallujah."</I> Yet in Bush's final State of the Union address, the once-ubiquitous phrase was conspicuously absent. And little wonder: rather than its proud father, Bush has turned out to be the ownership society's undertaker. <P>

    Well before the ownership society had a neat label, its creation was central to the success of the right-wing economic revolution around the world. The idea was simple: if working-class people owned a small piece of the market-a home mortgage, a stock portfolio, a private pension-they would cease to identify as workers and start to see themselves as owners, with the same interests as their bosses. That meant they could vote for politicians promising to improve stock performance rather than job conditions. Class consciousness would be a relic. <P>

    It was always tempting to dismiss the ownership society as an empty slogan-<I>"hokum"</I> as former Labor Secretary Robert Reich put it. But the ownership society was quite real. It was the answer to a roadblock long faced by politicians favoring policies to benefit the wealthy. The problem boiled down to this: people tend to vote their economic interests. Even in the wealthy United States, most people earn less than the average income. That means it is in the interest of the majority to vote for politicians promising to redistribute wealth from the top down. <P>

    So what to do? It was Margaret Thatcher who pioneered a solution. The effort centered on Britain's public housing, or council estates, which were filled with die-hard Labour Party supporters. In a bold move, Thatcher offered strong incentives to residents to buy their council estate flats at reduced rates (much as Bush did decades later by promoting subprime mortgages). Those who could afford it became homeowners while those who couldn't faced rents almost twice as high as before, leading to an explosion of homelessness. <P>

    As a political strategy, it worked: the renters continued to oppose Thatcher, but polls showed that more than half of the newly minted owners did indeed switch their party affiliation to the Tories. The key was a psychological shift: they now thought like owners, and owners tend to vote Tory. The ownership society as a political project was born. <P>

    Across the Atlantic, Reagan ushered in a range of policies that similarly convinced the public that class divisions no longer existed. In 1988 only 26 percent of Americans told pollsters that they lived in a society bifurcated into <I>"haves"</I> and <I>"have-nots"</I>-71 percent rejected the whole idea of class. The real breakthrough, however, came in the 1990s, with the <I>"democratization"</I> of stock ownership, eventually leading to nearly half of American households owning stock. Stock watching became a national pastime, with tickers on TV screens becoming more common than weather forecasts. Main Street, we were told, had stormed the elite enclaves of Wall Street. <P>

    Once again, the shift was psychological. Stock ownership made up a relatively minor part of the average American's earnings, but in the era of frenetic downsizing and offshoring, this new class of amateur investor had a distinct shift in consciousness. Whenever a new round of layoffs was announced, sending another stock price soaring, many responded not by identifying with those who had lost their jobs, or by protesting the policies that had led to the layoffs, but by calling their brokers with instructions to buy. <P>

    Bush came to office determined to take these trends even further, to deliver Social Security accounts to Wall Street and target minority communities-traditionally out of the Republican Party's reach-for easy homeownership. <I>"Under 50 percent of African Americans and Hispanic Americans own a home,"</I> Bush observed in 2002. <I>"That's just too few." </I>He called on Fannie Mae and the private sector <I>"to unlock millions of dollars, to make it available for the purchase of a home"</I>-an important reminder that subprime lenders were taking their cue straight from the top. <P>

    Today, the basic promises of the ownership society have been broken. First the dot-com bubble burst; then employees watched their stock-heavy pensions melt away with Enron and WorldCom. Now we have the subprime mortgage crisis, with more than 2 million homeowners facing foreclosure on their homes. Many are raiding their 401(k)s-their piece of the stock market-to pay their mortgage. Wall Street, meanwhile, has fallen out of love with Main Street. To avoid regulatory scrutiny, the new trend is away from publicly traded stocks and toward private equity. In November Nasdaq joined forces with several private banks, including Goldman Sachs, to form Portal Alliance, a private equity stock market open only to investors with assets upward of $100 million. In short order yesterday's ownership society has morphed into today's members-only society. <P>

    The mass eviction from the ownership society has profound political implications. According to a September Pew Research poll, 48 percent of Americans say they live in a society carved into haves and have-nots-nearly twice the number of 1988. Only 45 percent see themselves as part of the haves. In other words, we are seeing a return of the very class consciousness that the ownership society was supposed to erase. The free-market ideologues have lost an extremely potent psychological tool-and progressives have gained one. Now that John Edwards is out of the presidential race, the question is, will anyone dare to use it?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.naomiklein.org"> Naomi Klein </A> </font>is the author of, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/0805079831?tag=commondreams-20&camp=0&creative=0&linkCode=as1&creativeASIN=0805079831&adid=142R8W26KVHY6HF93MNX&">"The Shock Doctrine: The Rise of Disaster Capitalism."</A> 
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Puffing Up John McCain, POW <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ted Rall </font> <P>

MOBILE, ALABAMA--<I>"A proven leader, and a man of integrity,"</I> the New York Post called John McCain in its editorial endorsement.<I> "A naval aviator shot down over North Vietnam and held as a POW, McCain knew that freedom was his for the taking. All he had to do was denounce his country. He refused--and, as a consequence, suffered years of unrelenting torture." </I> <P>:

This standard summary of McCain's five and a half years in the Hanoi Hilton, repeated in thousands of media accounts during his 2000 campaign and again this election year, is the founding myth of his political career. The tale of John McCain, War Hero prompts a lot of people turned off by his politics--liberals and traditional conservatives alike--to support him. Who cares that he <I>"doesn't really understand economics?"</I> He's got a great story to tell. <P>

Scratch the surface of McCain's captivity narrative, however, and a funny thing happens: his heroism blows away like the rust from a vintage POW bracelet. <P>

In the fall of 1967 McCain was flying bombing runs over North Vietnam from the U.S.S. Oriskany, an aircraft carrier in the South China Sea. On October 26, the 31-year-old pilot was part of a 20-plane squadron assigned to destroy infrastructure in the North Vietnamese capital. He flew his A-4 Skyhawk over downtown Hanoi toward his target, a power plant. As he pulled up after releasing his bombs, his fighter jet was hit by a surface-to-air missile. A wing came off. McCain's plane plunged into Truc Bach Lake. <P>

Mai Van On, a 50-year-old resident of Hanoi, watch the crash and left the safety of his air-raid shelter to rescue him. Other Vietnamese tried to stop him. <I>"Why do you want to go out and rescue our enemy?" </I>they yelled. Ignoring his countrymen, On grabbed a pole and swam to the spot where McCain's plane had gone down in 16 feet of water. McCain had managed to free himself from the wrecked plane but was stuck underwater, ensnared by his parachute. On used his pole to untangle the ropes and pull the semi-conscious pilot to the surface. McCain was in bad shape, having broken his arm and a leg in several places. <P>

McCain is lucky the locals didn't finish him off. U.S. bombs had killed hundreds of thousands of Vietnamese civilians, many in Hanoi. Ultimately between one and two million innocents would be shredded, impaled, blown to bits and dissolved by American bombs. Now that one of their tormentors had fallen into their hands, they had a rare chance to get even.<I> "About 40 people were standing there,"</I> On later recalled.<I> "They were about to rush him with their fists and stones. I asked them not to kill him. He was beaten for a while before I could stop them." </I>He was turned over to local policemen, who transferred him to the military. <P>

What if one of the hijackers who destroyed the World Trade Center had somehow crash-landed in the Hudson River? How long would he have lasted? Would anyone have risked his life to rescue him? <P>

An impolite question: If a war is immoral, can those who fight in it--even those who demonstrate courage--be heroes? If the answer is yes, was Reagan wrong to honor the SS buried at Bitburg? No less than Iraq, Vietnam was an undeclared, illegal war of aggression that did nothing to keep America safe. Tens of millions of Americans felt that way. Millions marched against the war; tens of thousands of young men fled the country to avoid the draft. McCain, on the other hand, volunteered. <P>

McCain knew that what he was doing was wrong. Three months before he fell into that Hanoi lake, he barely survived when his fellow sailors accidentally fired a missile at his plane while it was getting ready to take off from his ship. The blast set off bombs and ordnance across the deck of the aircraft carrier. The conflagration, which took 24 hours to bring under control, killed 132 sailors. A few days later, a shaken McCain told a New York Times reporter in Saigon: <I>"Now that I've seen what the bombs and the napalm did to the people on our ship, I'm not so sure that I want to drop any more of that stuff on North Vietnam." </I> <P>

Yet he did. <P><I>

"I am a war criminal,"</I> McCain said on <I>"60 Minutes"</I> in 1997. <I>"I bombed innocent women and children."</I> Although it came too late to save the Vietnamese he'd killed 30 years earlier, it was a brave statement. Nevertheless, he smiles agreeably as he hears himself described as a <I>"war hero"</I> as he arrives at rallies in a bus marked <I>"No Surrender."</I> <P>

McCain's tragic flaw: He knows the right thing. He often sets out to do the right thing. But he doesn't follow through. We saw McCain's weak character in 2000, when the Bush campaign defeated him in the crucial South Carolina primary by smearing his family. Placing his presidential ambitions first, he swallowed his pride, set aside his honor, and campaigned for Bush against Al Gore. It came up again in 2005, when McCain used his POW experience as a POW to convince Congress to pass, and Bush to sign, a law outlawing torture of detainees at Guantánamo and other camps. But when Bush issued one of his infamous <I>"signing statements"</I> giving himself the right to continue torturing--in effect, negating McCain's law--he remained silent, sucking up to Bush again. <P>

McCain's North Vietnamese captors demanded that he confess to war crimes. "Every two hours," according to a 2007 profile in the Arizona Republic,<I> "one guard would hold McCain while two others beat him. They kept it up for four days...His right leg, injured when he was shot down, was horribly swollen. A guard yanked him to his feet and threw him down. His left arm smashed against a bucket and broke again." </I> <P>

McCain later recalled that he was at the point of suicide. But he was no Jean Moulin, the French Resistance leader who refused to talk under torture, and killed himself. According to <I>"The Nightingale's Song,"</I> a book by Robert Timberg, <I>"[McCain] looked at the louvered cell window high above his head, then at the small stool in the room."</I> He took off his dark blue prison shirt, rolled it like a rope, draped one end over his shoulder near his neck, began feeding the other end through the louvers. He was too slow. A guard entered and pulled him away from the window. <P>

I've never been tortured. I have no idea what I'd do. Of course, I'd like to think that I could resist or at least commit suicide before giving up information. Odds are, however, that I'd crack. Most people do. And so did McCain. <I>"I am a black criminal and I have performed the deeds of an air pirate,"</I> McCain wrote in his confession. <I>"I almost died and the Vietnamese people saved my life, thanks to the doctors."</I> <P>

It wasn't the first time McCain broke under pressure. After his capture, wrote the Republic, <I>"He was placed in a cell and told he would not receive any medical treatment until he gave military information. McCain refused and was beaten unconscious. On the fourth day, two guards entered McCain's cell. One pulled back the blanket to reveal McCain's injured knee. 'It was about the size, shape and color of a football,' McCain recalled. Fearful of blood poisoning that would lead to death, McCain told his captors he would talk if they took him to a hospital."</I> <P>

McCain has always been truthful about his behavior as a POW, but he has been more than willing to allow others to lie on his behalf. <I>"A proven leader, and a man of integrity," </I>The New York Post says, and he's happy to take it.<I> "All he had to do was denounce his country. He refused..."</I> Not really. He did denounce his country. But he didn't demand a retraction. <P>

It's the old tragic flaw: McCain knows what he ought to do. He starts to do the right thing. But John McCain is a weak man who puts his career goals first.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Unter Gruppenfuhrer Holt, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your constant attempts and many bills to keep the electronic voting machines in use so that we can control the elections, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Democratic Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with Emerald clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Fuhrer Bunker," </I>formally <I>"The White House," </I>on 03-15-2008. We salute you Herr Holt, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>
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By MAUREEN DOWD </font> <P>

LOS ANGELES <P>

Suddenly, everyone was in the mood for love. Would the scream team turn into the dream team? <P>

After Thursday's Democratic debate, CNN's Carol Costello said there were <I>"heart palpitations"</I> and <I>"ripples of joy"</I> in the glittery Kodak Theater audience at the idea of a Hillary-Obama or Obama-Hillary ticket, after he was gallant with her and she laughed gaily with him. <P>

How could Hollywood not fall in love with Hollywood's favorite plot? After lots of sparking and sparring, the couple falls into each other's arms in the last scene. <P>

The would-be matchmakers didn't seem to know that in Hollywood, couples who have chemistry on screen often don't like each other off screen, and ones who are involved off screen often don't have any chemistry on screen. <P>

And so it is with Barack and Hillary. Thursday night was not the beginning of a beautiful friendship. Just a beautiful, dare we say, fairy tale. <P>

Hillary is done with playing a supporting role to a political natural. And why would Obama want to follow in the frustrated footsteps of Al Gore, who became Bill Clinton's vice president only to find that the job was already taken by Hillary? Think about being third banana to Billary? There won't be any Dick Cheney-style coup in Hillary's White House. <P> <I>

"Can you imagine being in that position?"</I> a member of Team Obama said tartly. <I>"Well, neither can he. It's just part of their campaign to marginalize him. I think they're pushing every freaking button they can right now." </I> <P>

Team Obama refers to the Clinton campaign as <I>"Jaws"</I> because <I>"just when things are quiet, they keep trying to come back and capsize the boat." </I> <P>

A more accurate snapshot of the frosty Clinton-Obama relationship came on a frosty December day in a scorching encounter that is now known simply as <I>"the tarmac moment."</I> On Dec. 13, the two senators were preparing to board their private planes, parked next to each other at Reagan National Airport, to go back to Iowa for a debate. Hillary sent word to Obama that she wanted to talk to him. Obama's aides figured that she wanted to make a pro forma apology for the comments of Billy Shaheen, the Clinton co-chairman in New Hampshire, who had told The Washington Post that Republicans would pounce on Obama's confessions of cocaine and marijuana use in his late teens. Shaheen would step down the next day, but Camp Obama did not think the slam was a mere slip of the tongue. <P>

In front of her plane, Hillary apologized to her rival about Shaheen. Obama replied that he was concerned at the pattern of insinuations and attacks from her supporters and that a message needed to be sent from the top that sharp attacks were not, as Hillary had put it, <I>"the fun part."</I> He brought up another recent example: the Clinton volunteer in Iowa who had been asked to leave after forwarding sleazy e-mail falsely claiming that Obama was a Muslim. <P>

Then, according to witnesses from the Obama camp, Hillary got very agitated and was <I>"flapping her arms."</I> All her simmering grievances spilled out during the 10-minute talk. She was still furious about David Geffen's searing interview with me the previous February, charging that she and Bill lie with such ease <I>"it's troubling." </I>While Geffen's fund-raiser for Obama spurred the column, Obama knew nothing about the interview until it appeared. Hillary was also angry that Obama had called her <I>"disingenuous,"</I> telling Newsweek that it was a contradiction for her to claim that her tenure as first lady gave her more experience but then refuse to release her first lady papers from Bill's library, saying she had no control over them. <P>

At some point, an Obama intimate recalled, he <I>"gently put his hand on her arm to chill her out."</I> The tall senator often leans down to put a friendly hand on the shoulder of his fellow senators - male and female - on the Senate floor, and they seem charmed by the gesture. <P>

But Senator Clinton and her circle were not. They had been surprised and troubled by what they saw as his attempt to grab her arm and hold her in place while they talked, an unpleasant flashback to Rick Lazio getting in her space. As Queen Bee of the Clinton hive, Hillary has created a regal force field that can be breached only with permission, so something that wasn't even a jostle was perceived as a joust. <P>

The encounter seemed to have steeled them both. Hillary, to knock back the upstart who had unexpectedly gotten in her way, and Obama, who came away feeling that, for all of Hillary's outer strength, she was afraid of him in some ways, and for all of her supposed poise, she had a more spiky temperament than he had realized. <P>

But on Thursday, when he leaned down to whisper and put his hand on her shoulder, she looked up at him with a glowing smile. They really should have taken home gold statuettes.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF=" http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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Sitting Out The Election <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

It looks as if the 2008 Presidential campaign may be over at my house. I am considering what other things I can find to do in order to be busy on election day. The choices have been winnowed down until I can find no reason for hope with any of the remaining candidates. I realize that there is much fodder for the talking heads on television as the pseudo rivalry continues but I have now lost interest. <P>

So Rudy bowed out in favor of John McCain. Big deal. Rudy wasn't going anyplace anyway and he would have been a disaster in the White House. The great loss was John Edwards. With the withdrawal of Dennis Kucinich, he was the last best hope for any chance for the common man to receive any real consideration in the future policies of our government. <P>

It is reminiscent of the summer months in television entertainment. All that we have to anticipate is a choice among reruns. On the Republican side, we are left with a Southern Baptist preacher who would prefer that we return to the dark ages, with witch-burning and stocks in the public square. Then there is John McCain who has nothing more to offer than the old men on Memorial Day, stuffed into their uniforms and trying to look as if they are ready to take the next hill. In addition, of course, there is the son of <I>"what's good for General Motors is good for the country."</I> We can choose our reruns between the forties, the fifties or of the Puritans at the Salem witchcraft trials. <P>

It is little better on the Democratic side. Now that Obama has been favored by the Kennedy family, we can look forward to living again in the sixties, to being inspired by eloquent speeches of hope and progress only to be faced with another war for another <I>"good reason."</I> In order to be just a bit more current, we could boost Hillary Clinton and get more rhetoric about lifting up of the poor which will not happen because of the same knuckling under to the opposition that disappointed us in her husband and that she, herself, has so ably demonstrated during her time in the Senate. <P>

Of course, there is still time for a third party to take shape and get sufficient footing to provide a choice in November, ideally Edwards and Kucinich at the head of a Progressive Party, but it is not likely since the establishment candidates have already sucked up all the money available for their campaigns. We are faced once again with the spectacle of our White House once more being up for auction. As President Bush again tries to prop up a dying economy by donating more borrowed money to the taxpayers while ignoring the plight of the truly needy and the Fed cuts interest rates so we can borrow even more, as the Middle East, the Orient, and Europe devalue and debase the dollar and we owe ever more of them to those same entities, we find ourselves facing the same fate as out parents and grandparents suffered at the end of the Hoover administration. <P>

Nothing short of a total overhaul of the government in the manner of Franklin Delano Roosevelt is going to correct the mess that George W. Bush has made of our government and none of the remaining candidates appear to have the intelligence and the drive to do what must be done to save the nation from it. Senator Clinton can't seem to make up her mind whether we should withdraw our troops from Iraq immediately or whether we should leave a large contingency there to <I>"protect our embassy,"</I> that sprawling, fortified monstrosity that contractors built at great expense for no conceivable reason. Barrack Obama says that he wants to bring the troops home <I>"as soon as possible" </I>but hasn't voiced any plans for what might happen next. Of course, the election of any of the Republicans means eternal war in the hope that the fiscal mess will not catch up with us. <P>

It's time to plow up the back yard for a vegetable garden and order tomato plants to put in the flower beds in the spring. It's going to be a long time before stability is restored to this benighted land. I cast my first Presidential vote in 1952 for Eisenhower and have voted dutifully in every election since, even if I had to hold my nose while voting for the lesser of two evils. But now I am old and I am tired. Why should I get in a snit because the rest of the country is more interested in the squabbling children playing at debate? If the youth of today are willing to choose those who will be in charge of their future by a remake of<I> "An American Idol",</I> is it not their right? <P>

My generation had ambitions to leave to our children a free nation with honorable leaders in a government of the people, by the people, and for the people, living peacefully with equality. It is saddening to find that this ambition is not to be and, unless someone is elected who is able to restore the rights and freedoms which we have lost. I will spend election day sitting at home with a tall cold drink!

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>

</font> </font> <P> <br> <br>

<font size="+4"> <font color=#FF0000> <a name="TheCartoonCorner..."> The Cartoon Corner... </a> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#000000> <p> <center> 

This edition we're proud to showcase the cartoons of <br> 

<A HREF="http://extras.sltrib.com/bagley/Archive.asp?Vol=content&Num=0"> --- Pat Bagley --- </A> <br> 

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/bagleymug.jpg"> <br> </center> </font> </td> </tr> </table>  <br> <p> <center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/bagley81.jpg"> <p>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/bagley82.jpg"> <p>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/bagley83.jpg"> <p>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/bagley84.jpg"> <P>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/bagley85.jpg"> <P> <br> <br>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/rule08.gif"> <P>

<br> <br> 

<object width="850" height="746"><param name="movie" value="http://www.youtube.com/v/cA-HLqKMvUw&rel=1&color1=0xd6d6d6&color2=0xf0f0f0&border=1"></param><param name="wmode" value="transparent"></param><embed src="http://www.youtube.com/v/cA-HLqKMvUw&rel=1&color1=0xd6d6d6&color2=0xf0f0f0&border=1" type="application/x-shockwave-flash" wmode="transparent" width="850" height="746"></embed></object>

<br> <font size="+2"> W Teaser Trailer </font> <br> <br>

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com">

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/wthemoviepa30.jpg" BORDER="0"> </a> 

<P> <br> <br>

<table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td> </center> <p> <br> <br>

<font size="+4"> <font color=#FF0000> <a name="ToEndOnAHappyNote..."> To End On A Happy Note... </a> </font> </font> <font size="+3"> <font color=#0000FF> <P> <br> <center>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/music.gif">

</center> <P> <br>

Another Country <br> </font> <?font> <font size="+2">

By Phil Ochs <P>

Oh, a rifle took its aim and a man fell to the ground. <br>

He tried to stand again but everybody held him down: <br>

A time of terror when the bullet pierced the air -- <br>

    I know that couldn't happen here. <br>

    Oh, it must have been another country -- <br>

    Yes, it must have been another land. <br>

    That couldn't happen in the U.S.A. <br>

    We'd never treat a man that way. <P>

And a migrant worker sweats underneath the blazin' sun. <br>

He's fallen on his knees but his work is never done. <br>

He begs someone to listen but nobody seems to care, <br>

    And I know that couldn't happen here. <br>

    Oh, it must have been another country -- <br>

    Yes, it must have been another land. <br>

    That couldn't happen in the U.S.A. <br>

    We'd never treat a man that way. <P>

And a man is working steady, it's good money he receives <br>

But he's thrown out of work for the wrong things he believes. <br>

He didn't have the thoughts most everybody shares. <br>

    I know that couldn't happen here, <br>

    so it must have been another country -- <br>

    Yes, it must have been another land. <br>

    That couldn't happen in the U.S.A. <br>

    We'd never treat a man that way. <P>

And a man is sent to prison to wait until he dies. <br>

He fights to save his life, for years and years he tries. <br>

Even though he changed himself he dies upon the chair. <br>

    I know that couldn't happen here. <br>

    Oh, it must have been another country -- <br>

    Yes, it must have been another land. <br>

    That couldn't happen in the U.S.A. <br>

    We'd never treat a man that way. <br>

    Oh, I know we'd never treat a man that way. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1963/2008 Phil Ochs
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<font size="+3"> <font color=#0000FF> <P> <br> 

Dept. Of Homeland Security: 'Has Anybody Seen A Blue Folder?' <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

WASHINGTON-In an emergency press conference held this morning, Department of Homeland Security Secretary Michael Chertoff urged the American public to be on the lookout for a folder that was misplaced sometime in the last 24 hours, most likely in the DHS offices, but also possibly anywhere else. <P>

The last known location of the folder, described as a blue hanging-type folder with the DHS logo on the front, was in the hands of Assistant Secretary of the Office of Intergovernmental Programs Anne P. Petera during a classified meeting with President Bush and the Joint Chiefs of Staff yesterday. It reportedly contains a number of documents and satellite images that would be of no interest whatsoever to anyone if they found it. <P> <center> <font size="+1">
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Chertoff looks in vain through the cabinet where the <br>

Department of Homeland Security keeps all its bills. <P> </font> </center> <I>

"I can assure all Americans that the assistant secretary could have sworn she had it with her when she went through the metal detector," </I>Chertoff said.<I> "According to the latest information, she set it down for only a second right before the briefing, and now it is gone. Officials have diligently checked everywhere from the bathroom, to the top of the refrigerator in the breakroom, to the underground emergency command bunker we were touring this morning with representatives from the Centers for Disease Control, but apparently it has simply disappeared." </I> <P>

Added Chertoff, <I>"It has got to be around here somewhere, so please, if you see a blue folder, say something." </I> <P>

While Chertoff would not comment on the nature of the lost documents, he did specify that there were approximately 45 pages of white 8 1/2 x 11" recycled paper, half of which were three-hole punched, and half bound with staples and stamped <I>"Top Secret." </I> <P>

Though he maintained that the folder itself was not of the utmost importance, Chertoff claimed the contents within had <I>"sentimental value"</I> to the DHS. He insisted that any person or persons who came upon the folder would not be interested in any of the documents anyway, since most are encoded with the U.S. military's most advanced encryption technology. <P>

Chertoff also asked citizens to be on the lookout for the DHS' encryption key, which went missing last October. <P> <I>

"There is absolutely no reason for concern,"</I> Chertoff said. <I>"It's just that the folder was supposed to be on Sheila's desk by the end of the day today, and it would be reassuring if it were returned. But I stress that this is not a particularly urgent matter because, again, it's not absolutely essential to national security. However, if we could get it back by 3 p.m. on Feb. 27, that would be for the best for all of us." </I> <P>

Aides distributed a sketch of the folder to reporters while Chertoff explained that all field agents under the department's jurisdiction have been recalled to Washington to initiate a full sweep for the folder, which, according to Chertoff, could actually be yellow, come to think of it. He also outlined tactics that the DHS has taken thus far to recover the folder, including retracing their steps all the way back to a local Starbucks, going through the office trash bin, waterboarding several members of the DHS cleaning staff, and looking in the same desk drawer 10 times. <P>

This new revelation is particularly embarrassing for the DHS, given last month's news that Chertoff lost the phone number of a terrorist informant that he had jotted down on a coaster. <P>

Critics who have repeatedly taken the department to task for such lapses have also been vocal about the latest incident. <P> <I>

"In November, Assistant Secretary of United States Immigration and Customs Enforcement Julie L. Meyers left some sensitive documents on the bus, and acting Deputy Chief of Staff Paul Schneider locked himself out of his office no fewer than five times in the past year,"</I> said Bob Edgar of the watchdog group Common Cause. <I>"We demand that the DHS take drastic steps to change the way it protects our homeland, such as coming up with rhyming mnemonic devices or even taping Post-It notes to their clothes." </I> <P>

Chertoff assured reporters that he was not accusing anyone in particular of stealing the folder, and said he would leave his office door open so it could be put back on his desk while no one was looking. <P> <I>

"It is of the utmost importance that you go about your daily routine as if nothing vital to the country's very sovereignty has fallen into the hands of hostile forces hell-bent on destroying the United States," </I>Chertoff said. <I>"Hopefully, the folder will turn up soon." </I> <P>

The press conference concluded with Chertoff raising the National Threat Advisory to red, thereby placing the country under martial law until the folder is returned. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.theonion.com/content/index"> The Onion </A>
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Ted Rall tells it like it is, "There Should Be Blood." <br> <br>

Phyllis Schneck, chairman of the board of InfraGard wins the coveted, "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd conceives, "A Flawed Feminist Test." <br>  <br>

Mary Pitt is, "Debunking The Health Care Bugaboo." <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department 'The Landover Baptist Church' wonders, "Are Americans So Bored With Reality Television They'd Put a Black Islamic Extremist In The White House?" but first Uncle Ernie sez it's, "The Cult Of Personality Reborn." <br> <br>

This week we spotlight the cartoons of Bruce Beattie with additional cartoons and photos from Derf City, Abell Smith, Ed Stein, Tim O'Brien, Freaking News.Com, Chevron, NBM Publishing Company, Issues & Alibis and Pink & Blue Films. <br> <br>

Plus we have all of your favorite Departments...  <br> <br>

<A HREF="#TheQuotableQuote..."> The Quotable Quote... </a> <br>

<A HREF="#TheDeadLetterOffice..."> The Dead Letter Office... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#TheCartoonCorner..."> The Cartoon Corner... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#ToEndOnAHappyNote..."> To End On A Happy Note... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#HaveYouSeenThis..."> Have You Seen This... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#PartingShots..."> Parting Shots... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#ZeitgeistTheMovie..."> Zeitgeist The Movie... </A> <P> 

Welcome one and all to "Uncle Ernie's Issues & Alibis." 

<p> <br> 

</td> </tr> </table> </center> <center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/eaglebar.gif"> <P> <br> <P>  

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/mail.html">

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/mailinglistban.jpg" BORDER="0"> </A> <br>   <br> <P> 

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/fwas021808.jpg"> <br> <br> </center>  

<br> <center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>
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The Cult Of Personality Reborn <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

I know your anger, I know your dreams <br>

I've been everything you want to be <br>

I'm the cult of personality <br>

Like Mussolini and Kennedy <br>

I'm the cult of personality <br>

Cult Of Personality ~~~ Living Colour <br> <br>

"The U.S. military absolutely has the capacity to respond to potential threats within our nation today. It will get better in this coming year and continue to improve beyond that." ~~~ Gen. Gene Renuart, USNORTHCOM commander. <br> <br>

"The officers conducting the strip search <B>must</B> be of the same sex as the prisoner." Stark County Sheriffs department regulations.

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

The term <I>"Cult of Personality"</I> is generally thought to be coined by the General Secretary of the Soviet Communist Party Nikita Khrushchev in his 1956 <I>"Secret Speech"</I> denouncing Joseph Stalin to the 20th Party Congress. However, many say that it was first coined by Benito Mussolini in the 1920's. Benny also coined the term Fascist but more about that later. <br> <br>

You can define <I>"Cult of Personality"</I> as an intense, almost insane, devotion to a particular political person be they king, dictator or would be president; yes, I know I'm repeating myself. Good examples that we can all relate to are the cults that formed around Mussolini and, even more so, around Hitler. Until the war broke out most Germans worshipped him like a god and some still do to this very day! A modern day example of this phenomenon would be the followers of Ron Paul or Barack Obama. As Dr. Paul has absolutely no chance of becoming our next dictator unless McCain chooses him to balance his ticket to the far right and then drops dead at age 70, we'll concern ourselves with ole Hussein. <br> <br>

Obama is well aware of the cult that he has formed around himself and said this about it the other day... <br> <br> <I>

"I think there is no doubt that [Hillary Clinton] has higher negatives than any of the remaining Democratic candidates, that's just a fact. And there are some who will not vote for her. I have no doubt that once the nomination contest is over, I will get the people who voted for her. Now the question is, could she get the people who voted for me?" </I> <br> <br>

This of course, is probably true, not only about Obama but also about many supporters of Hillary as well as the far right of the Republican Party. I know as a leftist I couldn't vote for any of them as they're all fascists as far as I can tell. Like most of the left, you know the 50% that doesn't vote, I won't be voting as I have no candidate and I am so tired for voting for the lesser of two evils. No more! Of course, this is just what the powers that be want. No leftist candidates, no leftist vote and no leftist voice! While it would be easier for the elite if a Republican were selected, it won't matter who is elected, Hillary, Barack, Johnny or Huckleberry Hound; nothing will change. If Hillary wins the nomination, which at this point is still probable, Obama's cult followers will make things a whole lot easier for the elite if they stay home on November 4. The right, which is bitching and moaning now, will form up in lockstep and goosestep off together behind McCain come election day. Unlike the splintered Democrats and Obama's <I>"Cult of Personality"</I> who may hand Johnny the White House on a silver platter. Of course, that maybe the purpose of this exercise to begin with? Remember John Anderson in 1980 and Ralph Nader in 2000? Be careful what you wish for, you just might get it! <br> <br>

Again, from my point of view, no matter who you elect nothing is going to change. Barack, like Hillary and Johnny, will continue the war throughout their entire term. Our decimated Bill of Rights will not regain an iota of it's former self. The looming depression will still arrive and wipe out what little remains of the middle class and we will continue to make mistake after mistake with our foreign policy throughout the world. Oh, and Big Brother, which is just beginning to take total control, will begin the round ups and disappearances of all those whom it fears, all those who would oppose it. There's that history repeating itself again thingy. Furthermore, I have no doubt that you, America, will sit there and let it all happen just as you did under Bush! 

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

Here's a scary little tale of the America to come. <br> <br>

The United States Northern Command or USNORTHCOM just announced on their official web site that they are <A HREF="http://www.northcom.mil/News/2008/020108.html">ready to implement martial law</A> just as soon as Smirky tell them too! <br> <br>

In a press release Gen. Gene Renuart stated that the organization is ready to respond to any homeland defense or civil support mission requirement. <br> <br>

You'll no doubt recall that back on May 9th, 2007 Smirky signed into "law" the

<A HREF="http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2007/05/20070509-12.html">National Security and Homeland Security Presidential Directive </A>which gives him dictatorial powers in case of an emergency. Can you guess who is the only one to declare such an emergency? No, let's not see the same hands.. That's right, Smirky! Those of you who said Smirky may stay after class and clean the erasers! <br> <br>

From their web site the US Northern Command said in their best double-speak... <br> <br> <I>

"PETERSON AIR FORCE BASE, Colo. -- U.S. Northern Command's primary mission is Homeland Defense, and the command stands ready to respond to any homeland defense or civil support mission requirement. <br> <br>

Established in 2002 as a result of the 9/11 terrorist attacks, USNORTHCOM has dramatically expanded DoD's focus on all aspects of Homeland Defense, including planning and exercising, as well as organizing new headquarters and units that are specifically tailored for domestic response. <br> <br>

USNORTHCOM has prepared detailed plans for responding to situations that range from pandemic influenza to Chemical, Biological, Radiological and Nuclear events, and the command has redefined its readiness capabilities since Hurricane Katrina. <br> <br>

When it comes to providing forces in response to incidents, the command has nearly 50 National Guard officers fully integrated within its operations, in addition to National Guard Civil Support Teams located within every U.S. state and territory, and 17 regional consequence response units. <br> <br>

USNORTHCOM also utilizes an active-duty military response unit of nearly 450 Marines who are the "gold standard" for responding to weapons of mass destruction attacks. In addition, there are pre-identified active-duty and Reserve components (4,000 members each) on a short string to provide additional muscle to initial response teams. <br> <br>

USNORTHCOM's primary mission remains defending the homeland, and Americans can be assured the U.S. military is ready and capable of responding to attacks within the United States." <br> <br> </I>

So tens of thousands of US troops are standing by on a moment's notice to round you and your family up for that train ride to the <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/camps.html">Happy Camps. </A> If you'd like to see the train you might be riding in and the new camp you might end up in (just out side of Edgemont, South Dakota) go to <A HREF="http://maps.google.com">Google Maps</A> and put in the following coordinates... <br> <br> <B>

White Boxcar Train: 48.238048,-113.530778 <br>

New Happy Camp: 43°28'18.76"N, 103°57'11.85"W <br> <br> </B>

You can only get so close to the images for obvious reasons. You can get as close as one click from the top to the train but for the camp you must be six clicks down. Thanks to Scott for that info!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/sherifftimmy.jpg"> </center> <br> <br>

And finally, I came across this story the other day. A Canton Ohio woman was assaulted and called 911. Although she was bruised and bleeding her real assault didn't begin to the Stark County sheriff deputy arrived. <br> <br>

Instead of taking her to the hospital and arresting the perp, the victim was arrested, thrown to the ground, thrown up against the squad car, hand cuffed and taken to the Stark County jail where her nightmare became worse. <br> <br>

When she got to the jail the victim was roughed up, thrown to the floor before being put inside a cell where at least a dozen jack booted thugs, men and women as well as a camera man, preceded to do a strip search and body cavity search amid much joking and laughter. After they got their jollies off they left her nude and bleeding in the cell for six hours. <br> <br>

Stark County Sheriff Timothy A. Swanson defended his deputies saying, <I>"They did everything by the book"</I> even though the film clearly shows the deputies in violation of several department rules even though the victim was cooperating. Swanson says that, <I>"We stripped her for her own safety."</I> Uh huh! She was charged, convicted and found guilty of resisting arrest and disorderly conduct; I guess for giving the deputies both male and female sexual fantasies to masturbate to for the rest of their lives! <br> <br>

Her attorneys got the film, well parts of it as some of the more brutal aspects were mysteriously missing. Imagine that. WKYC did a story about it including the film, which the victim wanted shown as a warning to others, which you can see as well <br> <br>

I wrote Timmy a letter...<br <br> <I>

Subject: Are you selling the uncut videos? <br> <br>

"Hey Sheriff Timmy, <br> <br>

Just watched your gang rape videos, where you took an assault victim and a dozen or so of your jack booted thugs, both men and women (lesbians, no doubt), had a strip search party and made videos of the assault and battery. Well, aren't you the kinky ones! Are the uncut copies available, you know when you threw her to the ground and beat her up several times? <br> <br>

Are all victims of violence in Stark county treated the same? What about the criminals, other than the police? Don't you go after them or just their victims? <br> <br>

Your thugs did nothing that 20 years or so up the river won't cure and, since you decided to defend these goons with an official cover-up, you join in their crimes too! <br> <Br>

Now that your career in <I>"Law Enforcement"</I> is over, what's next, Timmy? Porno films? Gang rape?  <br> <br>

Any comments? I'm sure my million plus readers want to know your side of it. too. Please explain why it's OK for men to join in strip searches of females? Why are there several important pieces of film missing? Or would the truth implicate you and your thugs in the crimes committed against that poor, defenseless woman. Can you say billion-dollar lawsuit? I'm willing to bet that this is just the tip of the iceberg, isn't it? I'm also guessing no comment, eh? <br> <br>

An honorable man would fall upon his sword, Timmy! <br> <br>

Sincerely Yours, <br> <br>

Ernest Stewart <br>

Managing editor <br>

Issues & Alibis magazine<br> <br> </I>

You can see the videos at <A HREF="http://www.wkyc.com/video/">WKYC. </A> If you have any thoughts or comments for Sheriff Timmy write <A HREF="http://mailto:strkshrf@raex.com"> Sheriff Timmy. </A><br> <br>

I'll let you know if he replies to my letter!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help, Ya'll! Wow, what a difference a week makes! We'd like to thank Robert, Nikki and Diana for stepping up and contributing to our survival. It's a good start but we still have a long way to go. <br> <br>

Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. Working 60 hours a week on the magazine leaves me no time for <I>"real"</I> work! We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/35482293.jpg"> <br>

11-10-1932 ~ 02-10-2008 <br>

We got a bigger boat! <br> </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/tom.jpg"> <br>

02-01-1928 ~ 02-11-2008 <br> Oy Vey! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 

<br>

<center>
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The FBI Deputizes Business <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Matthew Rothschild </font> <P>

Today, more than 23,000 representatives of private industry are working quietly with the FBI and the Department of Homeland Security. The members of this rapidly growing group, called <A HREF=" http://www.infragard.net/">InfraGard</A>, receive secret warnings of terrorist threats before the public does-and, at least on one occasion, before elected officials. In return, they provide information to the government, which alarms the ACLU. But there may be more to it than that. One business executive, who showed me his InfraGard card, told me they have permission to "shoot to kill" in the event of martial law._InfraGard is "a child of the FBI," says Michael Hershman, the chairman of the advisory board of the InfraGard National Members Alliance and CEO of the Fairfax Group, an international consulting firm. <P>

InfraGard started in Cleveland back in 1996, when the private sector there cooperated with the FBI to investigate cyber threats. <P>

<I>"Then the FBI cloned it,"</I> says Phyllis Schneck, chairman of the board of directors of the InfraGard National Members Alliance, and the prime mover behind the growth of InfraGard over the last several years. <P>

InfraGard itself is still an FBI operation, with FBI agents in each state overseeing the local InfraGard chapters. (There are now eighty-six of them.) The alliance is a nonprofit organization of private sector InfraGard members. <P> <I>

"We are the owners, operators, and experts of our critical infrastructure, from the CEO of a large company in agriculture or high finance to the guy who turns the valve at the water utility," </I>says Schneck, who by day is the vice president of research integration at Secure Computing. <P> <I>

"At its most basic level, InfraGard is a partnership between the Federal Bureau of Investigation and the private sector," </I>the InfraGard website states.<I> "InfraGard chapters are geographically linked with FBI Field Office territories." </I> <P>

In November 2001, InfraGard had around 1,700 members. As of late January, InfraGard had 23,682 members, according to its website, www.infragard.net, which adds that <I>"350 of our nation's Fortune 500 have a representative in InfraGard."</I> <P>

To join, each person must be sponsored by <I>"an existing InfraGard member, chapter, or partner organization." </I> The FBI then vets the applicant. On the application form, prospective members are asked which aspect of the critical infrastructure their organization deals with. These include: agriculture, banking and finance, the chemical industry, defense, energy, food, information and telecommunications, law enforcement, public health, and transportation.  <P>

FBI Director Robert Mueller addressed an InfraGard convention on August 9, 2005. At that time, the group had less than half as many members as it does today. <I>"To date, there are more than 11,000 members of InfraGard,"</I> he said.<I> "From our perspective that amounts to 11,000 contacts . . . and 11,000 partners in our mission to protect America."</I> He added a little later,<I> "Those of you in the private sector are the first line of defense."</I> <P>

He urged InfraGard members to contact the FBI if they <I>"note suspicious activity or an unusual event."</I> And he said they could sic the FBI on <I>"disgruntled employees who will use knowledge gained on the job against their employers."</I> <P>

In an interview with InfraGard after the conference, which is featured prominently on the InfraGard members' website, Mueller says:<I> "It's a great program."</I> <P> <B>

The ACLU is not so sanguine. </B> <P> <I>

"There is evidence that InfraGard may be closer to a corporate TIPS program, turning private-sector corporations-some of which may be in a position to observe the activities of millions of individual customers-into surrogate eyes and ears for the FBI,"</I> the ACLU warned in its August 2004 report The Surveillance-Industrial Complex: How the American Government Is Conscripting Businesses and Individuals in the Construction of a Surveillance Society. <P>

InfraGard is not readily accessible to the general public. Its communications with the FBI and Homeland Security are beyond the reach of the Freedom of Information Act under the <I>"trade secrets"</I> exemption, its website says. And any conversation with the public or the media is supposed to be carefully rehearsed. <P> <I>

"The interests of InfraGard must be protected whenever presented to non-InfraGard members,"</I> the website states. <I>"During interviews with members of the press, controlling the image of InfraGard being presented can be difficult. Proper preparation for the interview will minimize the risk of embarrassment. . . . The InfraGard leadership and the local FBI representative should review the submitted questions, agree on the predilection of the answers, and identify the appropriate interviewee. . . . Tailor answers to the expected audience. . . . Questions concerning sensitive information should be avoided." </I> <P>

One of the advantages of InfraGard, according to its leading members, is that the FBI gives them a heads-up on a secure portal about any threatening information related to infrastructure disruption or terrorism. <P>

The InfraGard website advertises this. In its list of benefits of joining InfraGard, it states: <I>"Gain access to an FBI secure communication network complete with VPN encrypted website, webmail, listservs, message boards, and much more."</I> <P>

InfraGard members receive <I>"almost daily updates"</I> on threats <I>"emanating from both domestic sources and overseas," </I>Hershman says. <P> <I>

"We get very easy access to secure information that only goes to InfraGard members," </I>Schneck says. <I>"People are happy to be in the know." </I> <P>

On November 1, 2001, the FBI had information about a potential threat to the bridges of California. The alert went out to the InfraGard membership. Enron was notified, and so, too, was Barry Davis, who worked for Morgan Stanley. He notified his brother Gray, the governor of California. <P> <I>

"He said his brother talked to him before the FBI,"</I> recalls Steve Maviglio, who was Davis's press secretary at the time. <I>"And the governor got a lot of grief for releasing the information. In his defense, he said, 'I was on the phone with my brother, who is an investment banker. And if he knows, why shouldn't the public know?' " </I> <P>

Maviglio still sounds perturbed about this: <I>"You'd think an elected official would be the first to know, not the last." </I> <P>

In return for being in the know, InfraGard members cooperate with the FBI and Homeland Security.<I> "InfraGard members have contributed to about 100 FBI cases," </I>Schneck says. <I>"What InfraGard brings you is reach into the regional and local communities. We are a 22,000-member vetted body of subject-matter experts that reaches across seventeen matrixes. All the different stovepipes can connect with InfraGard." </I> <P>

Schneck is proud of the relationships the InfraGard Members Alliance has built with the FBI.<I> "If you had to call 1-800-FBI, you probably wouldn't bother,"</I> she says. <I>"But if you knew Joe from a local meeting you had with him over a donut, you might call them. Either to give or to get. We want everyone to have a little black book." </I> <P>

This black book may come in handy in times of an emergency. <I>"On the back of each membership card,"</I> Schneck says, <I>"we have all the numbers you'd need: for Homeland Security, for the FBI, for the cyber center. And by calling up as an InfraGard member, you will be listened to."</I> She also says that members would have an easier time obtaining a <I>"special telecommunications card that will enable your call to go through when others will not."</I> <P> <B>

This special status concerns the ACLU. </B> <P> <I>

"The FBI should not be creating a privileged class of Americans who get special treatment,"</I> says Jay Stanley, public education director of the ACLU's technology and liberty program. <I>"There's no 'business class' in law enforcement. If there's information the FBI can share with 22,000 corporate bigwigs, why don't they just share it with the public? That's who their real 'special relationship' is supposed to be with. Secrecy is not a party favor to be given out to friends. . . . This bears a disturbing resemblance to the FBI's handing out 'goodies' to corporations in return for folding them into its domestic surveillance machinery."</I> <P>

When the government raises its alert levels, InfraGard is in the loop. For instance, in a press release on February 7, 2003, the Secretary of Homeland Security and the Attorney General announced that the national alert level was being raised from yellow to orange. They then listed<I> "additional steps"</I> that agencies were taking to <I>"increase their protective measures."</I> One of those steps was to <I>"provide alert information to InfraGard program." </I> <P> <I>

"They're very much looped into our readiness capability," </I>says Amy Kudwa, spokeswoman for the Department of Homeland Security. <I>"We provide speakers, as well as do joint presentations [with the FBI]. We also train alongside them, and they have participated in readiness exercises." </I> <P>

On May 9, 2007, George Bush issued National Security Presidential Directive 51 entitled <I>"National Continuity Policy."</I> In it, he instructed the Secretary of Homeland Security to coordinate with <I>"private sector owners and operators of critical infrastructure, as appropriate, in order to provide for the delivery of essential services during an emergency."</I> <P>

Asked if the InfraGard National Members Alliance was involved with these plans, Schneck said it was<I> "not directly participating at this point."</I> Hershman, chairman of the group's advisory board, however, said that it was. <P>

InfraGard members, sometimes hundreds at a time, have been used in<I> "national emergency preparation drills,"</I> Schneck acknowledges. <P>

 <I>

"In case something happens, everybody is ready,"</I> says Norm Arendt, the head of the Madison, Wisconsin, chapter of InfraGard, and the safety director for the consulting firm Short Elliott Hendrickson, Inc. <I>"There's been lots of discussions about what happens under an emergency."</I> <P>

One business owner in the United States tells me that InfraGard members are being advised on how to prepare for a martial law situation-and what their role might be. He showed me his InfraGard card, with his name and e-mail address on the front, along with the InfraGard logo and its slogan, <I>"Partnership for Protection."</I> On the back of the card were the emergency numbers that Schneck mentioned. <P>

This business owner says he attended a small InfraGard meeting where agents of the FBI and Homeland Security discussed in astonishing detail what InfraGard members may be called upon to do. <P> <I>

"The meeting started off innocuously enough, with the speakers talking about corporate espionage,"</I> he says. <I>"From there, it just progressed. All of a sudden we were knee deep in what was expected of us when martial law is declared. We were expected to share all our resources, but in return we'd be given specific benefits."</I> These included, he says, the ability to travel in restricted areas and to get people out._But that's not all. <P>

<I>

"Then they said when-not if-martial law is declared, it was our responsibility to protect our portion of the infrastructure, and if we had to use deadly force to protect it, we couldn't be prosecuted,"</I> he says. <P>

I was able to confirm that the meeting took place where he said it had, and that the FBI and Homeland Security did make presentations there. One InfraGard member who attended that meeting denies that the subject of lethal force came up. But the whistleblower is 100 percent certain of it. <I>"I have nothing to gain by telling you this, and everything to lose," he adds. "I'm so nervous about this, and I'm not someone who gets nervous."</I> <P>

Though Schneck says that FBI and Homeland Security agents do make presentations to InfraGard, she denies that InfraGard members would have any civil patrol or law enforcement functions.<I> "I have never heard of InfraGard members being told to use lethal force anywhere,"</I> Schneck says. <P>

The FBI adamantly denies it, also. <I>"That's ridiculous,"</I> says Catherine Milhoan, an FBI spokesperson.<I> "If you want to quote a businessperson saying that, knock yourself out. If that's what you want to print, fine."</I> <P>

But one other InfraGard member corroborated the whistleblower's account, and another would not deny it. <P>

Christine Moerke is a business continuity consultant for Alliant Energy in Madison, Wisconsin. She says she's an InfraGard member, and she confirms that she has attended InfraGard meetings that went into the details about what kind of civil patrol function-including engaging in lethal force-that InfraGard members may be called upon to perform. <P>

<I>

"There have been discussions like that, that I've heard of and participated in,"</I> she says.

Curt Haugen is CEO of S'Curo Group, a company that does<I> "strategic planning, business continuity planning and disaster recovery, physical and IT security, policy development, internal control, personnel selection, and travel safety,"</I> according to its website. Haugen tells me he is a former FBI agent and that he has been an InfraGard member for many years. He is a huge booster. <I>"It's the only true organization where there is the public-private partnership,"</I> he says. <I>"It's all who knows who. You know a face, you trust a face. That's what makes it work."</I> <P>

He says InfraGard <I>"absolutely"</I> does emergency preparedness exercises. When I ask about discussions the FBI and Homeland Security have had with InfraGard members about their use of lethal force, he says: <I>"That much I cannot comment on. But as a private citizen, you have the right to use force if you feel threatened."<P>

"We were assured that if we were forced to kill someone to protect our infrastructure, there would be no repercussions,"</I> the whistleblower says.<I> "It gave me goose bumps. It chilled me to the bone." </I> <br><font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008

Matthew Rothschild</font> is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.progressive.org/">The Progressive magazine</A> and the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/002-5038885-9403262?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=You+Have+No+Rights%3A+Stories+of+America+in+an+Age+of+Repression&x=0&y=0">"You Have No Rights: Stories of America in an Age of Repression."</A> 
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An End Foreseen <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

A WISE person once said: <I>"A fool learns from his experience. An intelligent person learns from the experience of others."</I> To which one could add: <I>"And an idiot does not even learn from his own experience."</I> <P>

So what can we learn from a book which shows that we do not learn from experience? <P>

All this is building up to a recommendation for such a book. I don't recommend books as a rule, not even my own. But this time I feel the need to make an exception. <P>

This is William Polk's book, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/002-6835872-8884828?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Violent+Politics&x=0&y=0">"Violent Politics,"</A> which has recently appeared in the United States. <P>

Polk was in Palestine in 1946, at the height of the struggle against the British occupation, and since then he has studied the history of liberation wars. In less than 300 pages he compares insurgencies, from the American Revolution to the wars in Afghanistan. His years on the planning staff of the State Department involved him with the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. His conclusions are highly illuminating. <P>  

I HAVE a special interest in this subject. When I joined the Irgun at age 15, I was told to read books about previous liberation wars, especially the Polish and Irish ones. I diligently read every book I could lay my hands on, and have since followed the insurgencies and guerrilla wars throughout the world, such as those in Malaya, Kenya, South Yemen, South Africa, Afghanistan, Kurdistan, Vietnam and more. In one of them, the Algerian war of liberation, I had some personal involvement. <P>

When I belonged to the Irgun, I worked at the office of an Oxford-educated lawyer. One of our clients was a high British official of the Mandate government. He was an intelligent, pleasant and humorous person. I remember once, when he passed by, a thought crossing my mind: How can such intelligent people conduct such a foolish policy? <P>

Since then, the more I have become became engrossed in other insurgencies, the stronger this wonderment has become. Is it possible that the very situation of occupation and resistance condemns the occupiers to stupid behavior, turning even the most intelligent into idiots? <P>

Some years ago the BBC screened a long series about the process of liberation in the former British colonies, from India to the Caribbean islands. It devoted one episode to each colony. Former colonial administrators, officers of the occupation armies, liberation fighters and other eye-witnesses were interviewed at length. Very interesting and very depressing.  <P>

Depressing - because the episodes repeated each other almost exactly. The rulers of every colony repeated the mistakes made by their predecessors in the previous episode. They harbored the same illusions and suffered the same defeats. Nobody learned any lesson from his predecessor, even when the predecessor was himself - as in the case of the British police officers who were transferred from Palestine to Kenya.  <P>

In his compact book, Polk describes the main insurgencies of the last 200 years, compares them with each other and draws the obvious conclusions. <P>

EVERY INSURGENCY is, of course, unique and different from all others, because the backgrounds are different, as are the cultures of the occupied peoples and the occupiers. The British differ from the Dutch, and both from the French. George Washington was different from Tito, and Ho Chi Minh from Yasser Arafat. Yet in spite of this, there is an amazing similarity between all the liberation struggles. <P>

For me, the main lesson is this: from the time the general public embraces the rebels, the victory of the rebellion is assured. <P>

That is an iron rule: an insurgency supported by the public is bound to win, irrespective of the tactics adopted by the occupation regime. The occupier can kill indiscriminately or adopt more humane methods, torture captured freedom fighters to death or treat them as prisoners of war - nothing makes a difference in the long run. The last of the occupiers can board a ship in a solemn ceremony, like the British High Commissioner in Haifa, or fight for a place in the last helicopter, like the last American soldiers on the roof of the American embassy in Saigon - defeat was certain from the moment the insurgency had reached a certain point. <P>

The real war against the occupation takes place in the minds of the occupied population. Therefore, the main task of the freedom fighter is not to fight against the occupation, as it may seem, but to win the hearts of his people. And on the other side, the main task of the occupier is not to kill the freedom fighters, but to prevent the population from embracing them. The battle is for the hearts and minds of the people, their thoughts and emotions. <P>

That is one of the reasons why generals almost always fail in their struggle against liberation fighters. A military officer is the least suitable person for this task. All his upbringing, his whole way of thinking, all that he has learned is opposed to this central task. Napoleon, the military genius, failed in his effort to vanquish the freedom fighters in Spain (where the word guerrilla, little war, was originally coined), no less than the most stupid American general in Vietnam. <P>

An army officer is a technician, trained to fulfill a particular job. That job is irrelevant to the struggle against a liberation movement, in spite of its superficial appropriateness. The fact that a house-painter deals with colors does not make him into a portrait painter. An outstanding hydraulic engineer does not become a skilled plumber. A general does not understand the essence of a national insurgency, and therefore does not come to grips with its rules. <P>

For example, a general measures his success by the number of enemies killed. But the fighting underground organization becomes stronger the more dead fighters it can present to the public, which identifies with the martyrs. A general learns to prepare for battle and win it, but his opponents, the guerrilla fighters, avoid battle altogether. <P>

THE ICONIC Che Guevara well defined the stages which a classic war of liberation goes through: <I>"At first, there is a partially armed band that takes refuge in some remote, hard-to-reach spot [or in an urban population, I would add]. It strikes a lucky blow against the authorities and is joined by a few more discontented farmers, young idealists, etc. It...contacts residents and conducts light hit-and-run attacks. As new recruits swell the ranks it takes on an enemy column and destroys its leading elements...Next the band sets up semi-permanent encampments...and adopts the characteristics of a government in miniature..."</I> and so on. <P>

In order to succeed all along the way, the insurgents need an idea that fires the enthusiasm of the population. The public unifies around them and provides aid, shelter and intelligence. From this stage on, everything that the occupation authorities do helps the insurgents. When the freedom fighters are killed, many others come forward and swell their ranks (as I did in my youth). When the occupiers impose collective punishment on the population, they just reinforce their hatred and their mutual assistance. When they succeed in capturing or killing the leaders of the liberation struggle, other leaders take their place - as the Hydra in Greek legend grew new heads for every one that Hercules chopped off.  <P>

Frequently the occupation authorities succeed in causing a split among the freedom fighters and consider this a major victory. But all the factions go on fighting the occupier separately, competing with each other, as Fatah and Hamas are doing now. <P>

IT IS a pity that Polk did not devote a special chapter to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, but that is not really necessary. We can write it ourselves according to our understanding. <P>

All along the 40 years of occupation, our political and military leaders have failed in the struggle against the Palestinian guerrilla war. They are neither more stupid nor more cruel than their predecessors - the Dutch in Indonesia, the British in Palestine, the French in Algeria, the Americans in Vietnam, the Soviets in Afghanistan. Our generals may top them all only in their arrogance - their belief that they are the smartest and that the <I>"Jewish head"</I> will invent new patents that all those Goyim could never think of. <P>

From the time Yasser Arafat succeeded in winning the hearts of the Palestinian population and uniting them around the burning desire to rid themselves of the occupation, the struggle was already decided. If we had been wise, we would have come to a political settlement with him at the time. But our politicians and generals are not wiser than all the others. And so we shall go on killing, bombarding, destroying and exiling, in the foolish belief that if only we hit once again, the longed-for victory will appear at the end of the tunnel - only to perceive that the dark tunnel has led us into an even darker tunnel. <P>

As always happens, when a liberation organization does not attain its objectives, another more extreme one springs up beside it or instead of it and wins the hearts of the people. Hamas-like organizations take over from Fatah-like ones. The colonial regime, which has not reached an agreement in time with the more moderate organization, is in the end compelled to come to terms with the more extreme one. <P>

General Charles de Gaulle succeeded in making peace with the Algerian rebels before reaching that stage. One and a quarter million settlers heard one morning that the French army was going to pack up on a certain date and go home. The settlers, many of them of the fourth generation, ran for their lives without getting any compensation (unlike the Israeli settlers who left the Gaza Strip in 2005). But we have no de Gaulle. We are condemned to go on ad infinitum.  <P>

If not for the terrible tragedies we witness every day, we could smile at the pathetic helplessness of our politicians and generals, who are rushing around without knowing where their salvation should come from. What to do? To starve all of them? That has led to the collapse of the wall on the Gaza-Egypt border. Kill their leaders? We have already killed Sheik Ahmed Yassin and countless others. To execute the<I> "Grand Operation"</I> and re-occupy the entire Gaza strip? We have already conquered the Strip twice. This time we shall encounter much more capable guerrillas, who are even more rooted in the population. Every tank, every soldier will become a target. The hunter may well become the prey. <P>

SO WHAT can we do that we have not already done? <P>

First of all, to get every soldier and politician to read William Polk's book, together with one of the good books about the Algerian struggle. <P>

Second, to do what all occupation regimes have done in the end in all the countries where the population has risen up: to reach a political settlement that both sides can live with and profit from. And get out.   <P>

After all, the end is not in doubt. The only question is how much more killing, how much more destruction, how much more suffering must be caused before the occupiers arrive at the inescapable conclusion. <P>

Every drop of blood spilt is a drop of blood wasted.  

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Pressure Drop <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"One must think like a hero to behave like a merely decent human being." ~~~ May Sarton  <P>

"Hold fast to dreams, for if dreams die, life is a broken winged bird that cannot fly." ~~~ Langston Hughes <P>

"It is not complicated but it takes courage. It takes courage for a person to listen to his own goodness and act on it." ~~~ Pablo Casals </center> </I> <P> </font> <font size="+2"> <P>

Here in North Carolina, February 1 is one of those days we should mark with the same public relations fanfare given to the Wright brothers and the Mecklenburg Declaration. February 1, 1960 was the day four black college students in Greensboro (N.C.) challenged the segregation policy of the Woolworth's lunch counter. It might be difficult to devise a catchy license plate slogan to commemorate the event but unlike the state's claims to be <I>"First in Flight" </I>and <I>"First in Freedom,"</I> we actually were first in the desegregation of Woolworth's and it was an act that took astounding personal courage, and changed the world. <P>

I have thought a lot lately about that kind of courage. The South of my childhood was a more dangerous place than the superficial media presentations convey. It was not a place of thoughtless and automatic racism but rather a land where the national shame of white supremacy had been honed to a fine edge. The ignorance, poverty and classism of the South infused its racism with a personal importance; the rage and despair of an economically oppressed population was turned into a deadly force used against the black community. Daily and without provocation. To stand against that force was to risk immediate reprisal. To risk death. <P>

What kind of honor does it take, what depth of bravery, to decide to risk one's life to right a wrong? What level of outrage and conviction is necessary to commit an act of such audacious honesty? How does one come to a place of naked and personal truth so compelling that even the threat of death cannot silence its telling? <P>

And why were our voices not raised across this country in recognition of these true American heroes? <P>

Additionally, I have wondered what, if anything, would be a comparable act of courage in these troubled and dangerous times. Do we have a recognizable, unifying institution against which passive resistance could be used? Is there an evil so clearly defined that it could be challenged overtly or has the same degrading force that spawned racism learned to diversify its holdings and become a giant, amorphous entity known only as "empire," an entity that seeks to enslave us not only by race but also by class? <P>

The history of slavery and the century of racial hatred that came after abolition left no possibility of change within the existing power structure. True change has never come from politicians and governments. Change comes from the spontaneous and genuine outrage to injustice and inequality expressed by the ordinary people in extraordinary ways. The bravery of the men and women who fought in the Civil Rights movement was born of the experience of living with tyranny and oppression every moment of every day and from witnessing the victimization of family, neighbors and friends. It was a crystalline truth that demanded action and our country had somehow reached a point where that action could produce change. <P>

The dangers we face today have not reached the same degree of institutional legitimacy racism enjoyed 50 years ago but one only needs to look at history to understand where we are heading. The genocide committed by our government in its response to hurricanes Katrina and Rita and the hysteria over immigration give evidence that people of color will continue to be the first victims of the power elite. The controlled and orchestrated demise of the American economy, however, demonstrates a callous and arrogant disregard for the poor that rivals the most vicious racism. <P>

George Bush has come to represent all that I loathe in this world. He disturbs my personal harmony, my sense of justice and my understanding of evolution. Although he causes me to believe that, in the words of novelist James Lee Burke, <I>"we did not all climb down from the same tree,"</I> he is only a symbol and distant from the lives he ruins or destroys. He is the corporate headquarters of the multinational company that owns the lunch counters where none of us can sit. <P>

I do not know how long it will take us to understand the importance of acting on our truths. I am not certain at what point the desire for freedom becomes more important than the power of fear but I do know that it starts with the few who will take a step to open the way for the many. I know that it comes when we can no longer be silent and still in the face of terrible wrongs. It begins when we find the courage to sit down at the counter. <P>

The final questions I must ask myself are what am I going to do, where am I going to stand? What price am I willing to pay for freedom?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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The Crystal Clear Insights Of Bill Kristol <p> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

The New York Times apparently felt that it needed an insightful right-wing columnist. Instead, it has hired Bill Kristol. <P>

There are plenty of writers on the right who are knowledgeable and have something to say. Kristol is not one of them. First clue: Kristol was chief of staff for the goofy vice president, Dan Quayle, where he became known as <I>"Quayle's Brain."</I> How ignominious is that? <P>

A hidebound neo-con ideologue, Kristol has since distinguished himself as a clueless cheerleader for George W's disastrous war in Iraq. To introduce you to this new pundit for the Times, let's revisit a few of his past insights. <P>

Just after 9-11, Bill opined that attacking Iraq and ousting Saddam<I> "would start a chain reaction in the Arab world that would be very healthy." </I>The next February, he insisted that as a result of America's invasion of Iraq, <I>"we will be respected in the Arab world... and I think we will be respected around the world." </I><P>

The next month, as Bush was sending our troops to Iraq, Kristol gave us this knee-slapper: <I>"Very few wars in American history were prepared better or more thoroughly than this one by this president."</I> Bill also showed his expertise on Arab culture by informing us that while some critics had warned that the Shiites and Sunnis would not get along,<I> "There's almost no evidence of that at all." </I> <P>

When our troops took Baghdad and deposed Saddam, Bill gloated that this meant the Bushites were <I>"reshaping the Middle East, so the region would no longer be a hot bed for terrorism, extremism, anti-Americanism, and weapons of mass destruction."</I> Since that went so well, Kristol is now targeting Iran, declaring that invading there is <I>"Not a bad idea!"</I> <P>

Look for more brilliance from Bill in the New York Times, a paper that claims to publish <I>"all the news that's fit to print."</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Could Iran's New 'Oil Bourse' Spark A War With The US Or Israel? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Vincent L. Guarisco </font> <P> <B>

Yes, it most certainly will, just as sure as people in Hell want Ice water. </B> <P>

If tiny bubbles floating up from the ocean floor could tell tales, we might learn a thing or two on the surface. On the heels of Iran announcing the grand opening of its new <I>'Oil Bourse,'</I> not many US financial institutions are cutting colorful ribbons or breaking Champaign bottles in celebration over this announcement.  In fact, Wall Street is painfully developing acid reflex because this could very well be the beginning of the end for monopolizing <I>'Texas Tea'</I> exclusively being sold using only American dollars. In truth, this could very well plummet the American dollar deeper into the abyss of nothingness. Having said that, strange things are surreptitiously happening on the ocean floor with scant reporting in the US corporate mainstream news media...sneaky little devils. 

Since the end of January - nine (or more) major fiber optic cables - on the ocean floors have <A HREF="http://www.ilovebonnie.net/2008/02/06/submarine-cables-subsidiares-and-subversion/">suspiciously been cut,</A> disrupting most or all telecommunications/internet capabilities for the Middle East, North Africa and South Asia. From Egypt to India and most points in between, cable cuts in the Persian Gulf, Egypt, Malaysia and France have predominately affected Muslim nations. Bottom line, this is keeping them <I>'off-the-communication grid'</I> slowing their international markets for trade and commerce to a standstill. And, this has delayed the grand opening for the Oil Bourse.  <P>

To no surprise in these days of worthless news reporting competing with Hollywood Bimbo Slut alerts, little attention was afforded in the corporate media about this little tidbit. And when it was mentioned or ticker-taped, a few lame excuses were offered, such as...  <P>

1) Was this a multiple million to one natural caused anomaly? <br>

2) Was it a multiple ship mishap coincidently dragging their anchors along the ocean floor causing the breaks? <br>

3) (the unmentioned) Was it a blatant ocean espionage mission orchestrated to prevent Iran from opening their new Oil Bourse?<P>

Gee, I'm so undecided... <P>

Well, after much skull scratching on my itchy, analytical head, and after a simple internet search giving detail how the US Navy has many sophisticated submarine teams specially out-rigged with cable cutting capability (for doable secret covert espionage missions such as this), those tiny little bubbles floating to the surface truly found their voice for me. <P>

However, I have to admit, I do believe part of the '<I>bogus anchor-drag-fairytale.'</I>  It truly is unfortunate for us that real soon, US war ships will probably start launching smart missiles and mini nukes at Iran because of nervous Wall Street investors and crazy war hawks...and that in itself is an <I>'anchor drag'</I> of magnanimous misfortune for everyone involved. <P>

I guess you could say the proverbial periscope is now fully topside for all the world to see! Just another day in the corporate hood watching US imperialism run amuck practically caught with cutting torches in their hand. So much for fairness in the spirit of competition for Iran (or others) to freely sell their goods in the global marketplace with a currency of their choosing.  Indeed, how dare they fairly compete against US interests with an oil tycoon at the helm holding a cash register in his lap wanting to make another war killing at our expense!  King Junior will have no part of that! So says He! <P>

Just like Iraq, I'm sure the good Lord did not whisper a soft-spoken message into the village idiot's dementia ear for him to quickly open the Bombay doors, yet again -- heck, I can almost hear the psycho's celestial conversation -- Yes my Lord, the communication cables are cut and our war machine is gearing up for the wonderful crusade. Yes God, keep the pearly gate ajar for the many floaters coming to heaven. Yes Sir, the nukes are ready to fly like angels in the mist. Yes Lord, The targets were laser-tagged by our Special Ops and Israel's Mossad agents (your favored ones) over a year ago...yes my Holiness, the twins wrote a sweet little prayer on the first fifty missiles ready to launch. They would have done a hundred (as requested) but, the darn pen ran out of holy ink. Also Lord, Please excuse my little dumplings many misspellings...but it's the thought that counts? Right Lord? <P>

Humorous? I wish it was, but this a very serious matter at hand. And we're not the only ones gearing up for the next war. Israel's been banging the war drum for some time now, and seems adamant in taking precautionary defense measures for it as well. <P>

The USS San Jacinto, an Anti Missile AEGIS cruiser is <A HREF="http://www.worldtribune.com/worldtribune/WTARC/2008/ss_israel_02_06.asp">scheduled to dock</A> in Haifa, Israel, in the next day or so. Logic would suggest that such a measure would only be necessary if you expect some incoming missiles to be launched at you from say...Iran or North Korea? <P>

I wonder how our Commander and Thief dreamed this one up -- Hey Dick, how will we get this wrecking-ball swinging on Iran? So many darn false-flag operations to choose from!  I wonder if some dead incubator babies floating on the open seas would stir em up?  It worked pretty good for pops, except the little suckers weren't floating in the Persian Gulf. Or maybe I'll just order a similar bogus Gulf of Tonkin incident with a Mediterranean twist? <P>

Hey, that's a keeper! I think I'll name my next drink after that one. Or perhaps, I'll just keep the press corps bombarding the sheeple with more of the same recycled rhetoric about how Iran is sending arms to Iraq to kill US soldiers?  Ha, ha, Yeah, that's the ticket -- plus I'll keep repeating how they're enriching uranium for launching nuclear bombs at Israel. Hmm, so much poison to choose from, I'll have to drink another six pack of Lonestar (hic) to get my decision-cap on for this one. Gee, being a war president is so much work (burp).  Ah heck with it -- I think I'll just let Israel start the darn war -- it was after all, their idea in the first place!  I'll just let their bombers sneak in through Iraqi airspace and get this going as suggested from ol' Ehud Olmert... <P>

Laughable cynicism?  Seriously though, history has proven time and again that the politics of repeated fear molds foreign policy and US aggressiveness quite effectively. Yeah, think about it, we always were suckers for a good hate object to embrace -- Kooks, Chinks, Japs...Kill a commie for mommie...a good rag-head is dead rag-head, etc.  Anything to get those daddy war bucks flowing into the war-chest. It's called the prep-rally factor, and it works like a charm every time. <P>

I used to have a little hope that with all the millions of people who live in this great country, surely by now, we would have found the grit to rise up and stop these guys. But that was simply not the case. So why should this next fiasco be any different? Heck, we've already swallowed so much hubris, it's sickening.   For example, look how fast we accepted the inside demolition job of September 11, 2001! And what a superb cover-up to boot! <P>

Truth is, I'm sure Mr. FOX news watcher will march quite orderly for Sir Dubya. I guess we better suck-it-up and get ready to digest the next chapter of this grand canard for Bush's famous war legacy.  Hmm, are we the land of gas guzzling simpletons who love to play games at anyone's expense?  Perhaps. Games?  Simon says -- attack our own nation.  Done deal.  Simon says -- blame others for it. Done. Simon says -- launch two false wars.  Done.  Simon says -- start a third one called 'the war on terror.'  Checkmate. <P>

Are we enjoying this yet? I wonder, because we have allowed these vicious power brokers to murder with impunity three thousand innocent Americans here at home, and thousands more soldiers abroad with hundreds of thousands civilians wiped-out globally. <P>

Can you feel the warm embrace of Old Glory caressing your wholesome servitude? Is Uncle Sam making you proud yet as our glorious bombs bust in air over civilian targets?  Are the power freaks among us feeling erections as the Bombay doors get ready to open yet again in Iran and elsewhere? How pathetic... <P>

Point blank -- painful as it may be, my once honored America has become a disgraceful nation. <P>

My soul is worn thin from all of this -- and my participation in any future activism is winding down for anything short of a revolution.  I'm sad to say - I hope we pay dearly for allowing this rampage to continue unabated for so long.  And I would add, we are dead as a nation, and deservingly so. I'm tired of beating my head against this keyboard night after night trying to convince my fellow citizens how stupid we are for letting these guys get away with this crap. I truly am ashamed of myself and others. We are now the land of the enslaved. But get ready to reap what we have sowed. A pissed-off world is recoiling at our inaction in controlling our own leaders.  And by God, we deserve it. <P>

I welcome the world's combined effort to plummet our economy. I welcome their victory over us. May it be harsh and swift leaving us penniless. Only then will this greedy nation full of soggy-bottom do-nothing brainwashed minions evolve into something more deserving of such amenities as freedom, democracy, wealth and honor. Only then, will the cycle of war perish within our midst and the chains of corporate slavery be broken. <P>

Only after reaping the global whirlwinds from a vengeful world taking us down in disgust, will we finally learn our lesson. Perhaps, after the many stings of worldly whips have left their painful scars will we sink to our knees and beg for forgiveness to live with others in peace and harmony without selfishness as our sole motivation for survival. <P>

God speed my world. May we pay dearly for forcing our unfettered capitalism under the black banner of free trade to steal your lands. Forgive us for the many brilliant social experiments in other nations we destroyed that may have evolved, had we not intervened and meddled. Let the heavy hammer of hard justice punish my America in the name of peace for the sanctity of world survival. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Vincent L. Guarisco </font>is a freelance writer from Bullhead City AZ., a contributing writer for many web sites, and a lifetime member of the Alliance of Atomic Veterans. Replies welcomed at: <A HREF="http://mailto:vincespainting1@hotmail.com"> vincespainting1@hotmail.com. </A>
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By Ray McGovern </font> <P>

After one spends 45 years in Washington, high farce does not normally throw one off balance. But I found the events of Thursday to be an acid test of my equilibrium. <P>

I missed the National Prayer Breakfast-for the 45th time in a row. But, as I drove to work I listened with rapt attention as President George W. Bush gave his insights on prayer: <P> <I>

"When we lift our hearts to God, we're all equal in his sight. We're all equally precious. ... In prayer we grow in mercy and compassion. ... When we answer God's call to love a neighbor as ourselves, we enter into a deeper friendship with our fellow man - and a deeper relationship with our eternal Father." </I> <P>

Vice President Dick Cheney skipped Thursday's prayer breakfast in order to put the final touches on the speech he gave later that morning to the Conservative Political Action Conference. <P>

Perhaps he felt he needed some extra time to devise careful words to extol <I>"the interrogation program run by the CIA ... a tougher program for tougher customers, including Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, the mastermind of 9/11," </I>without conceding that the program has involved torture. <P>

But there was a touch of defensiveness in Cheney's remarks, as he saw fit repeatedly to reassure his audience that America is a<I> "decent"</I> country. <P>

After all, on Tuesday, CIA Director Michael Hayden had confirmed publicly that Khalid Sheikh Mohammed and two other<I> "high-value"</I> detainees had been waterboarded in 2002-2003, though Hayden added that the technique had since been discontinued. <P>

An extreme form of interrogation going back at least as far as the Spanish Inquisition, waterboarding has been condemned as torture by just about everyone - except the legal experts of the Bush administration. <P>

On Wednesday, however, President Bush's spokesman Tony Fratto revealed that the White House reserves the right to approve waterboarding again, <I>"depending upon circumstances."</I> <P>

Fratto matter-of-factly described the process still followed by the Bush administration to approve torture-er, I mean <I>"enhanced interrogation techniques"</I> like waterboarding: <P> <I>

"The process includes the director of the Central Intelligence Agency bringing the proposal to the attorney general, where the review would be conducted to determine if the plan would be legal and effective. At that point, the proposal would go to the president. The president would listen to the determination of his advisers and make a decision." </I> <P> <B>

Dissing Congress</B> <P>

Cheney's task of convincing the nation about its decency was made no easier when Attorney General Michael Mukasey stonewalled questions from the hapless John Conyers, titular chair of the House Judiciary Committee. Conyers tried, and failed, to get straight answers from Mukasey on torture. <P>

Conyers referred to Hayden's admission about waterboarding and branded the practice <I>"odious."</I> But Mukasey seemed to take perverse delight in <I>"dissing"</I> Conyers, as the expression goes in inner-city Washington. Sadly, the tired chairman took the disrespect stoically. <P>

Chairman Conyers did summon the courage to ask Attorney General Mukasey directly, <I>"Are you ready to start a criminal investigation into whether this confirmed use of waterboarding by U.S. agents was illegal?"</I> <P> <I>

"No, I am not," </I>Mukasey answered. <P>

Mukasey claimed that <I>"waterboarding was found to be permissible under the law as it existed"</I> in the years immediately after 9/11; thus, the Justice Department couldn't investigate someone for doing something the department had declared legal. <P> <I>

"That would mean that the same department that authorized the program would now consider prosecuting somebody who followed that advice,"</I> Mukasey said. <P>

Oddly, however, Mukasey is on record saying waterboarding would be torture if applied to him. And Michael McConnell, Director of National Intelligence, was even more explicit in taking the same line in an interview with Lawrence Wright of the New Yorker magazine. McConnell told Wright that, for him:<P> <I> 

"Waterboarding would be excruciating. If I had water draining into my nose, oh God, I just can't imagine how painful! Whether it's torture by anybody else's definition, for me it would be torture." </I> <P>

Okay, it would be torture if done to you, Mike; how about if done to others? <P>

Sadly, McConnell, too, missed the prayer breakfast and the president's moving reminder that we are called <I>"to love a neighbor as ourselves."</I> Are detainees not covered? <P> <B>

Cat Out of Bag </B> <P>

When torture first came up during his interview with the New Yorker, McConnell was more circumspect, repeating the obligatory bromide <I>"We don't torture," </I>as former CIA Director George Tenet did in five consecutive sentences while hawking his memoir on 60 Minutes on April 29, 2007. <P>

As McConnell grew more relaxed, however, he let slip the rationale for Mukasey's effrontery and the administration's refusal to admit that waterboarding is torture. For anyone paying attention, that rationale has long been a no-brainer. But here is McConnell inadvertently articulating it: <P> <I>

"If it is ever determined to be torture, there will be a huge penalty to be paid for anyone engaging in it." </I> <P>

Well, Mike, you should get yourself a briefing on that. Even the Bush-administration-friendly editorial page of the Washington Post on Friday saw fit to declare torture<I> "illegal in all instances,"</I> adding that <I>"waterboarding is, and always has been, torture."</I> <P>

After World War II, Japanese soldiers were hanged for the war crime of waterboarding American soldiers. Indeed, patriots and prophets have made it clear from our earliest days that such abuse has no place in America. <P>

Virginia patriot Patrick Henry insisted passionately that <I>"the rack and the screw,"</I> as he put it, were barbaric practices that had to be left behind in the Old World, or we are <I>"lost and undone."</I> <P>

Attorney General Mukasey, for his part, recently refused to say whether he considers the rack and the screw forms of torture, dismissing the question as a hypothetical. <P>

As for prophets, George Hunzinger of Princeton Theological Seminary has awakened  enough religious folks to form the National Religious Campaign Against Torture, a coalition of 130 religious organizations from left to right on the political spectrum. <P>

Hunzinger puts it succinctly: <I>"To acknowledge that waterboarding is torture is like conceding that the sun rises in the east," </I>adding: <I> <P>

"All the dissembling in high places that makes these shocking abuses possible must be brought to an end. But they will undoubtedly continue unless those responsible for them are held accountable.... A special counsel is an essential first step." </I> <P>

Sadly, Hunzinger and his associates have been unable to overcome the pious complacency of the vast majority of institutional churches, synagogues and mosques in this country and their reluctance to stick their necks out. <P> <B>

How It Looks From Outside</B> <P>

Sometimes it takes a truth-telling outsider to throw light on our moral failures. <P>

South African Methodist Bishop Peter Storey, erstwhile chaplain to Nelson Mandela in prison and outspoken opponent of apartheid, has this to say to those clergy who would preach more than platitudes: <P> <I>

"We had obvious evils to engage; you have to unwrap your culture from years of red, white, and blue myth. You have to expose and confront the great disconnect between the kindness, compassion, and caring of most American people and the ruthless way American power is experienced, directly or indirectly, by the poor of the earth. You have to help good people see how they have let their institutions do their sinning for them. <P>

"All around the world there are those who long to see your human goodness translated into a different, more compassionate way of relating with the rest of this bleeding planet."<P> </I>

Mukasey's thumbing his nose at Conyers's committee was simply the most recent display of contempt for Congress on the part of the Bush administration. <P>

The Founders expected our representatives in Congress to be taken seriously by the executive branch, and that congresspersons would  hold senior executives accountable-to the point of impeaching them, when necessary, for high crimes and misdemeanors. <P>

That used to worry those officials and put a brake on more outlandish behavior. No more. <P> <B>

No Worries, George </B> <P>

One reads George Tenet's memoirs with some nostalgia for the days of a modicum of congressional oversight, and with a strong sense of irony-as he confesses concern that Congress might one day hold him and others accountable for taking liberties with national and international law. <P>

It seems likely that then-White House counsel Alberto Gonzales counseled Tenet that his concerns were quaint and obsolete and, alas, Gonzales may have been right, the way things have been going. But Tenet apparently entertained lingering misgivings-perhaps even qualms of conscience. <P>

In the immediate post-9/11 period, Tenet says he told the president that<I> "our only real ally"</I> on the Afghan border was Uzbekistan,<I> "where we had established important intelligence-collection capabilities."</I> <P>

We now know from UK Ambassador to Uzbekistan Craig Murray that those<I> "collection capabilities"</I> included the most primitive methods of torture, including boiling alleged <I>"terrorists"</I> alive. <P>

Tenet adds that he stressed the importance of being able to detain unilaterally al-Qaeda operatives around the world. His worries shine through the rather telling sentences that follow: <I> <P>

"We were asking for and we would be given as many authorities as CIA ever had. Things could blow up. People, me among them, could end up spending some of the worst days of our lives justifying before congressional overseers our new freedom to act." </I>At the Center of the Storm, p. 177-178 <P>

Tenet need not have worried. He would be shielded from accountability by a timid Congress as well as by an arrogant White House able to arrogate unprecedented power to itself and to shield those it wished to protect. <P> <B>

Setting the Tone </B> <P>

It was President George W. Bush who set the tone from the outset. After his address to the nation on the evening of 9/11, he assembled his top national security aides in the White House bunker-the easier, perhaps, to foster a bunker mentality. <P>

Among them was counterterrorism chief Richard Clarke, who quoted the president in his memoir: <P> <I>

"I want you to understand that we are at war and we will stay at war until this is done. Nothing else matters. Everything is available for the pursuit of this war. Any barriers in your way, they're gone. Any money you need, you have it. This is our only agenda...

"I don't care what the international lawyers say, we are going to kick some ass."</I> Against All Enemies, Free Press, 2004 <P>

Clarke, of course, took his book's title from the oath of office we all swore as military officers and/or senior government officials: <I>"To defend the Constitution from all enemies, foreign and domestic."</I> <P>

John Ashcroft, head of the Department of Justice at the time, fell in lockstep with the thrust of the president's comment dismissing any concern with international law-or, as would quickly be seen, domestic law, as well. <P>

With the enthusiastic assistance of David Addington, attorney for Vice President Dick Cheney, the affable Ashcroft assembled a cabal of Mafia-like lawyers whose imaginative legal opinions on torture, warrantless eavesdropping and other abuses mark them forever as <I>"domestic enemies"</I> of the Constitution. <P>

Now add Mukasey to that distinguished roster. <P>

Torture became the hallmark. <P>

What is not widely known is that Justice Department-approved torture was first applied to an American citizen, John Walker Lindh, who was captured in Afghanistan in late November 2001. The White House and corporate press immediately sensationalized Lindh as <I>"the American Taliban."</I> <P>

Jesselyn Radack, a conscientious legal adviser in the Justice Department's Professional Responsibility Advisory Office giving ethics advice to department attorneys, insisted that Lindh be advised of his rights before any interrogation. Instead, he was tortured mercilessly during the first few days of his internment and denied medical care. <P>

Lindh simply had the foolishness and bad luck to be in the wrong place at the wrong time, i.e., in a large group of prisoners rounded up by CIA and Army paramilitary forces-too large a group, it turned out. <P>

In a spontaneous uprising, CIA paramilitary officer Johnny <I>"Mike"</I> Spann, who had questioned Lindh just minutes before, was shot dead. Spann's colleagues were very angry and applied <I>"frontier justice,"</I> totally ignoring the Constitutional cautions of Ms. Radack. <P>

Eventually, the Department of Justice fired Radack for her principled stand. But she had the presence of mind to save e-mails providing chapter and verse of the difficult exchanges in which she had insisted on respect for Lindh's rights as an American citizen. <P>

Newsweek carried the story briefly, but neither Congress nor anyone else in the media showed much interest. <P>

Radack's book recounting this experience, The Canary in the Coalmine: Blowing the Whistle in the Case of "American Taliban" John Walker Lindh, is available on line at: <A HREF="http://www.patriotictruthteller.net/"> http://www.patriotictruthteller.net/. </A> <P>

Against this backdrop, together with Guantanamo, Abu Ghraib and prisons in Afghanistan, Iraq and elsewhere, Patrick Henry's question remains a challenge for our time: Are we <I>"lost and undone?"</I> <P>

I think not; but we had better get it together soon, for, as Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., warned,<I> "There is such a thing as too late."</I> 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto:rrmcgovern@aol.com"> Ray McGovern </A> </font>served as a CIA analyst for 27 years -- from the administration of John F. Kennedy to that of George H. W. Bush. During the early 1980s, he was one of the writers/editors of the President's Daily Brief and briefed it one-on-one to the president's most senior advisers. He also chaired National Intelligence Estimates. In January 2003, he and four former colleagues founded Veteran Intelligence Professionals for Sanity.
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Aboard The Condoleezza Rice <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Scheer </font> <P>

Whadda you mean <I>"we," </I>Mr. TV Pundit?  When you say<I> "we"</I> are doing better in Iraq or, even more absurd, that <I>"we"</I> were right to invade that country in the first place, are you putting Joe Blow American in the same bag as the top officers of Exxon, which made $40.6 billion in profit last year thanks to the turmoil in the energy markets? That royal <I>"we"</I> is good for the royals who control our government, but its persistent use embodies a pernicious lie that betrays the core ideal of representative democracy. <P>

Ever since <I>"we" </I>invaded Iraq, most of us have gotten nothing to show for it other than an enormously increased national debt that we will be paying off for decades to come and an economy that is sputtering into recession. Oil sold for $22.81 the year before the war was launched against a country with the world's second-largest holding, and the average price last year was almost three times that, at $64.20. <P>

With oil bouncing up to $100 in the fourth quarter, Exxon recorded the highest corporate quarterly return ever. Chevron, the country's second-biggest oil company, saw profits rise 29 percent that quarter, contributing to an enviable profit of $18.7 billion for 2007. Clearly, what's good for big oil is not good for most Americans, few of whom would look back on 2007 with favor. <P>

It's easy for the Bush big shots to equate the fortunes of big oil with that of the nation. After all, George W. got to be president only because his failed career in the Texas oil industry exposed his charms to the big energy guys, who then bankrolled his political career. Dick Cheney was an out-of-work defense secretary when picked to be CEO of Halliburton, which has profited mightily from its dealings with Exxon, not to mention running the Iraq franchise. <P>

And the image we should all recall is of the Chevron tanker named Condoleezza Rice. Only in America would we think it not a conflict of interest that Rice was paid handsomely for being on the board of Chevron from 1991 until she resigned to go to work in the Bush White House. How worried can she be about the deteriorating position of the United States in the world when her oil company buddies are doing so well? <P>

We are conned since early childhood to look with dark suspicion upon anyone who points a finger of accountability at the robber barons of the corporate world. It is for that reason that Exxon's outrageous profits made in exploiting an energy crisis that has hurt so many ordinary Americans barely elicits media outrage of any sort. Nor does this fact get much play in the presidential race. To her credit, Hillary Clinton took umbrage over Exxon's then record-setting profit of $39 billion last year, stating: <I>"I want to take those profits and put them into an alternative energy fund ... that will actually begin to move us toward the direction of independence." </I> <P>

From the hysterically negative response of the right-wing media, you would have thought she had hailed the second coming of Karl Marx. No wonder this year with even higher profits there was no similar outcry from any of the leading candidates. They should be outraged because the taxpayers they are supposed to represent are forking over a lot of money for the military in order to make the world safe for Exxon. <P>

The lifeline of Exxon is not its oil drilling skills but rather the power of the U.S. government, particularly the military, that can be marshaled to intimidate those nations that would dare challenge Exxon's right to profit exorbitantly. Whether it's about pushing for a pipeline crossing Afghanistan or tying up Venezuela's foreign assets in international courts, as Exxon managed to do last week, the U.S.-based oil giants strut with the full confidence that Uncle Sam will back them up. <P>

But who will back up Uncle Sam except ordinary American soldiers and taxpayers who sacrifice to fight and fund battles that have nothing to do with their national interest? What a sorry record U.S. oil companies have compiled in places like Venezuela, Nigeria and the Persian Gulf down through the decades. But throughout those imperial adventures backed by U.S. gunboat diplomacy, there was the illusion that the plundered loot would be shared with the folks back home. The next time you fork it over at the pump remember the $40.6 billion Exxon got, and you will get the point that <I>"they"</I> and <I>"we" </I>are hardly in the same boat.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Robert Scheer </font>is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.truthdig.com/"> Truthdig</A>. A journalist with over 30 years experience, Scheer has built his reputation on the strength of his social and political writing. His columns have appeared in newspapers across the country, and his in-depth interviews have made headlines. 
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An Elite Exposed in an Exit Speech </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd <P>

If you would like to see just how sick the American elite really is - how morally depraved, how intellectually diseased, how addicted to the taste of human flesh, the scent of human blood, and the sight of human suffering - then you need go no further than the speech<A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/02/07/us/politics/08romney-transcript.html?ex=1203138000&en=c6eb43c9d53f694b&ei=5070&emc=eta1"> given by Mitt Romney to the Conservative Political Action Conference</A> on February 7, 2008. <P>

Now you might say that Mitt Romney is old news. After all, this was the very speech where he declared he was quitting the presidential race. He's toast, he's over, the fork has been stuck into his well-roasted hide; who cares what he says? This is of course the witless<I> "horse-race"</I> view that dominates political discourse in America: who's up, who's down, who's getting the column inches, who's on TV? But in reality, the American elite - or the Establishment, or the power structure, call it what you will (as long as you don't call it what it really is: the ruling class) - is like an iceberg: most of its vast bulk exists unseen, it plows on beneath the surface, unperturbed by the media storms that rage around the small bit of exposed material at the summit. <P>

Mitt Romney is an immensely wealthy, well-connected man, a former governor of the state of Massachusetts, born and bred in an extensive web of privilege and power. His defeat in a presidential campaign changes none of that. He will simply submerge - for a time - back into those depths where the real business of the elite is largely done. Thus his words to the conservative activists remain a highly relevant indication of the mindset that holds sway over the world's most powerful nation. They show the barbarism, hatemongering and bloodlust that are considered perfectly acceptable in the polite company of our rulers and their sycophants. <P>

Indeed, the most remarkable thing about Romney's speech is that there is nothing remarkable about it; it is entirely typical of the kind of red meat that many leading lights of American society routinely throw to the slavering rightwing faithful. It takes a strong effort to wrench your mind free from the media-besotted mentality that regards such a speech as <I>"normal"</I> (even if you disagree with it), and see it for the debased, bestial raving that it really is. <P>

The smoldering core of Romney's vomitous offering can perhaps be found in his passing remarks on Europe. Again, in one sense, this was just a crowd-pleasing throwaway: a good Eurobash always gets the CPAC froth flowing. But in a deeper sense, it cuts right to the corroded heart of the matter, right down to the vicious, primitive, genocidal racism that has shaped and driven so many of  the policies of Western elites for centuries. In the midst of a long diatribe about liberal <I>"attacks"</I> on <I>"American culture,"</I> Romney pauses for a glance across the Atlantic, to evoke a hideous nightmare that could soon be America's future: <P> <I>

Europe -- Europe is facing a demographic disaster. That's the inevitable product of weakened faith in the Creator, failed families, disrespect for the sanctity of human life, and eroded morality. </I><P>

By <I>"demographic disaster,"</I> Romney simply means that there are more non-white people in Europe than there used to be. To Romney and his fellow elites, this fact in itself constitutes a genuine <I>"disaster."</I> Although the population of Europe is still overwhelmingly white (much more so than the population of the United States), even the smallest dilution of racial purity across the continent is to be lamented, decried - and rolled back. Here of course Romney is channeling fearmongers like <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/Articles/Articles/Scribes_of_Hate%3A_Culture_Vultures_and_the_Terror_War/">Martin Amis,  Mark Steyn</A>, and Christopher Hitchens, whose trembly sexual panic in the face of hot-blooded, fast-breeding darkies would be comical, if it were not so sinister - and so useful to the warmakers and global dominationists in the ruling elite. <P>

Romney makes the sexual and racial subtext abundantly clear in his remarks about Europe's loss of religious faith, eroded morality,  etc. The Euros are plainly too busy having abortions and watching porn to do their duty by the race and breed bigger families kept under strict religious discipline. And thus the shabby denizens of an alien faith are breeding like rats in the cellarage of Western Civilization, gnawing away at the foundations and conquering it from within. The fact that <I>"Muslims"</I> are substituted for <I>"Jews" </I>in these formulations and implications of Hitchens, Amis, Romney, et al, does not lessen the precision with which their diatribes mirror those that saturated Germany (and many other nations) in the first four decades of the 20th century. For the elites, there is always a dark, sexually potent <I>"other"</I> out there, whose overwhelming threat to white supremacy can only be overcome by....giving the elites more and more power. <P>

Oddly enough, there has been a demographic disaster in Europe -- but it has nothing to do with virile Muslim men and their fertile females. It is never mentioned by Romney and his elitist ilk -- because it is the result of their own philosophy, their own policies, and their own desires. We speak of course of the demographic collapse in Russia, where the population is dwindling while death rates remain almost twice as high as in the United States and Western Europe. The Russian people are still reeling from the catastrophic <I>"shock therapy"</I> inflicted on them by Boris Yeltsin's <I>"Chicago School"</I> market fundamentalists. (The harrowing story<A HREF="http://www.democraticunderground.com/discuss/duboard.php?az=view_all&address=389x2525753"> is well-told in Naomi Klein's study</A> of <I>"disaster capitalism,"</I> The Shock Doctrine.) <P>

The Western elites were very glad to watch the Russian people sink to their knees, die off in droves and suffer in poverty, chaos and fear -- as long as a juicy slice of Russia's oil, mineral and industrial wealth was in the offing. The West's sudden distaste for Kremlin strongman Vladimir Putin has nothing to do with his egregious crackdowns on civil freedoms. Putin's depredations are hardly less egregious than those of Yeltin, who actually sent in troops and tanks to destroy the democratically elected parliament 1993, then ran roughshod over every vestige of law in harnessing the entire power of the state -- and the private sector as well - to ensure a victory in his re-election bid in 1996. After that, he laid open the entire economy to the rapacious looting of his corporate cronies and their Western allies. It is the fact that Putin has taken much of this loot off the table for Westerners -- and given it to his own cronies -- that has provoked the West's new-found concern for the rights and well-being of the Russian people. <P>

In his swan song, Romney makes it clear that he and his elites want to continue pressing their <I>"shock therapy"</I> on the American people as well, rolling back the very mild attempts in the past to ameliorate, slightly, some of the worst excesses and inequities of unhinged corporate greed. In fact, Romney identifies these tepid measures as dire threats to<I> "American culture"</I> itself: <P> <I>

The threat to our culture comes from within. In the 1960s, there were welfare programs that created a culture of poverty in our country. Now, some people think we won that battle when we reformed welfare. But the liberals haven't given up. At every turn, they tried to substitute government largess for individual responsibility. They fight to strip work requirements from welfare, to put more people on Medicaid, and remove more and more people from having to pay any income tax whatsoever. Dependency is death to initiative, risk-taking and opportunity. Dependency is culture killing. It's a drug. We've got to fight it like the poison it is. </I> <P>

The ignorance -- and inhumanity - of this statement is breathtaking. Think of it: there was no poverty in the United States until<I> "liberals"</I> came along in the 1960s and <I>"created"</I> it with their welfare programs. (Before this <I>"culture of poverty"</I> was created, apparently, the few poor people in America just died off discreetly, like Russians, instead of hanging around a bit longer on government handouts, the way they do now, the shiftless, no-good wretches. Oh yeah, and they breed a lot too, more than white folks.) And even though Bill Clinton (uncredited here, of course, but the elite are well aware of his sterling services) finally drove the stake through the welfare program, these evildoers will still not rest. Just look at what they want to do: <I>"put more people on Medicaid,"</I> and <I>"remove more and more people from having to pay any income tax whatsoever."</I> (Wait a minute; I thought red-meat-chomping CPACkers were in favor of people paying no taxes. I guess that only applies to the right sort of people.) <P>

All of this -- especially the stuff about <I>"risk-taking"</I> and <I>"dependency"</I> on government largess --  is pretty rich coming from an avatar of a ruling class that is glutted with pampered heirs of wealth and power who, like Romney, begin their totally risk-free careers at the very top of the ladder, and who are continually fattened with no-bid contracts, kickbacks, tax breaks, subsidies, war profits and myriad other forms of<I> "government largess."</I> But beyond the transparent hypocrisy - and the ludicrous pretense that the <I>"liberals"</I> in today's Democratic Party pose some kind of genuine threat to this cornucopia - Romney's blast is a perfect encapsulation of the elite's hatred for the rabble they use as cannon fodder and cash cows. Let them get sick, let them die, let them languish in poverty, let them lose their homes, let them work three jobs to make ends meet - but by God don't you ever do anything, anything at all, to change the system that produces these chronic inequities and keeps the pampered elite in clover. That's evil. That's <I>"poison."</I> And it won't be allowed. <P>

The speech goes on and on in this way; reading it is like wading through the sewage pipe of an abattoir. China and India and other Asian nations pose a challenge that must be confronted and beaten down. Why? Because they may <I>"pass us by as the economic superpower, just as we passed England and France during the last century."</I> And we must stop the yellow devils, because<I> "the prosperity and security of our children and grandchildren depend on us."</I> Apparently, it is not possible for Asian nations and the United States to be secure and prosperous at the same time; <I>"our children" </I>can only prosper at the expense of others. This too is transparently ludicrous, even nonsensical, if taken literally. Of course, ordinary Asians and Americans could be prosperous at the same time. What Romney really means is that the American elite cannot exert dominance and gorge itself in the manner to which it has become accustomed if other nations are secure and prosperous in their own right. <P>

And that is where the <I>"War on Terror"</I> - the linchpin of Romney's speech, and the justification he offers for folding his campaign - comes in. The Terror War is simply an extension of the long-held goal of the American elite (and their British <I>"junior partners"</I>) to maintain and extend their dominion over the world's natural resources and political arrangements - and the exorbitant profits this dominion produces. There is ample evidence in the historical record of the Anglo-American elite's abiding - and quite open - anxieties on this score, going back for generations. Literally millions of people all over the world have been sacrificed to these ambitions and anxieties, which have not abated but grow more frantic and acute with each passing year. <P>

And thus the climax of Romney's peroration: a frantic blithering about <I>"evil and radical jihad"</I> and <I>"the inevitable military ambitions of China"</I> and the burning need to "raise military spending to 4 percent of our GDP" and overriding imperative to keep the Terror War raging, particularly on its central front in Iraq. None of this is remotely connected to the actual wellbeing, security and prosperity of the American people; quite the opposite. It is, however, absolutely vital to the preservation of the elite's power, privilege, self-image and status. And as they demonstrate day after day, they don't care how many people must die or suffer for this. <P>

This is moral psychosis on a monumental scale. It is the complete and utter repudiation of every civilized ideal, of every fragment of enlightenment wrenched from the blood-drenched slagheap of human history. Yet it passes for normality in our political discourse. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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Stomping On Their Children's Dreams <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Parry </font> <P>

One painful irony of the Obama-Clinton showdown is that it could end up with middle-aged women - who are determined to elect the first female president - stomping on the dreams of their own children, who have shaken off years of political apathy to rally behind Barack Obama. <P>

What makes this dilemma particularly poignant is that many of these Hillary Clinton supporters themselves experienced the stomping on their dreams four decades ago in the pivotal election of 1968. <P>

That presidential campaign took place before the backdrop of the Vietnam War, with half a million U.S. soldiers committed to the bloody conflict and with millions of young people across the United States protesting to stop the war. <P>

Hoping to redirect the country through the electoral process, many anti-war students joined the campaign of Sen. Eugene McCarthy, who was making a long-shot bid to challenge President Lyndon Johnson for the Democratic nomination. <P>

The anti-war cause was further galvanized by the stunning <A HREF=" http://consortiumnews.com/2008/012908a.html">Tet offensive</A>, which began on Jan. 31, 1968, as Vietcong and North Vietnamese troops launched ambitious - and even reckless - attacks across the length of South Vietnam, puncturing the Johnson administration's optimistic war rhetoric. <P>

Then, on March 12, 1968, McCarthy shocked the incumbent president by closing to within seven percentage points in the first-in-the-nation New Hampshire primary. Four days later, Sen. Robert F. Kennedy jumped into the race, earning criticism from some McCarthy activists as <I>"a Bobby come lately."</I> <P>

Kennedy's entrance, however, was the political death knell for Johnson. On March 31, faced with a growing insurrection within his own party and a growing casualty list from Vietnam, Johnson withdrew from the campaign to dedicate his remaining time in office to bringing the war to an end. <P>

In those heady days of early spring 1968, everything seemed possible. Young Americans thought their enthusiasm and idealism could change the world. <P> <B>

Dark Days </B> <P>

However, those hopes were short-lived. On April 4, 1968, civil rights leader Martin Luther King Jr. was assassinated by a rifle shot to his throat. Robert Kennedy learned of King's death just before he was to address a campaign rally in Indianapolis. <P> <I>

"I have some very sad news for all of you, and I think sad news for all of our fellow citizens, and people who love peace all over the world, and that is that Martin Luther King was shot and was killed tonight in Memphis, Tennessee," </I>Kennedy told the shocked crowd. <P> <I> <P>

"In this difficult day, in this difficult time for the United States, it's perhaps well to ask what kind of a nation we are and what direction we want to move in. For those of you who are black - considering the evidence evidently is that there were white people who were responsible - you can be filled with bitterness, and with hatred, and a desire for revenge. <P>

"We can move in that direction as a country, in greater polarization - black people amongst blacks, and white amongst whites, filled with hatred toward one another. Or we can make an effort, as Martin Luther King did, to understand and to comprehend, and replace that violence, that stain of bloodshed that has spread across our land, with an effort to understand, compassion and love. <P>

"For those of you who are black and are tempted to be filled with hatred and mistrust of the injustice of such an act, against all white people, I would only say that I can also feel in my own heart the same kind of feeling. I had a member of my family killed, but he was killed by a white man. <P>

"But we have to make an effort in the United States, we have to make an effort to understand, to get beyond these rather difficult times." </I> <P>

Kennedy continued: <I>"My favorite poet was Aeschylus. He once wrote: 'Even in our sleep, pain which cannot forget falls drop by drop upon the heart, until, in our own despair, against our will, comes wisdom through the awful grace of God.' <P>

"What we need in the United States is not division; what we need in the United States is not hatred; what we need in the United States is not violence and lawlessness, but is love and wisdom, and compassion toward one another, and a feeling of justice toward those who still suffer within our country, whether they be white or whether they be black. <P>

"So I ask you tonight to return home, to say a prayer for the family of Martin Luther King, ... but more importantly to say a prayer for our own country, which all of us love - a prayer for understanding and that compassion of which I spoke. ... <P>

"The vast majority of white people and the vast majority of black people in this country want to live together, want to improve the quality of our life, and want justice for all human beings that abide in our land. Let us dedicate ourselves to what the Greeks wrote so many years ago: to tame the savageness of man and make gentle the life of this world." <P> </I>

Despite Kennedy's elegant appeal, race riots broke out in cities across America. Divisions, distrust and hatreds deepened. <P> <B>

Fading Hope </B> <P>

Then, on June 5, 1968, as Kennedy appeared to be headed for the Democratic nomination having just won the California primary, he, too, was killed by an assassin's bullet. <P>

The political vacuum that followed Kennedy's death turned the Democratic convention in Chicago in late August into a violent free-for-all, with hard-line Mayor Richard Daley unleashing his security and police forces inside and outside the convention hall, beating up young demonstrators outside and roughing up delegates and journalists inside. <P>

Behind Daley's iron fist, the Democratic establishment controlled the convention, which handed the presidential nomination to Vice President Hubert Humphrey. <P>

Suddenly, the anti-war youth were looking at a November match-up between two representatives of the old guard, Humphrey and Republican Richard Nixon, with the likelihood that the Vietnam War would continue no matter who won. <P>

However, 1968 had one more cynical episode to add to its dark history, albeit one that would be accomplished out of sight and not pierce the public's consciousness for decades to come. <P>

As the days to the November election counted down, President Johnson mounted a last-ditch effort to achieve a Vietnam peace deal with North Vietnam and the Vietcong through negotiations in Paris. Besides starting to bring U.S. troops home, the deal also might have given Humphrey the boost he needed to edge out Nixon. <P>

According to what is now an extensive body of evidence, the Nixon campaign countered by dispatching Anna Chennault, an anti-communist Chinese leader, to carry messages to the South Vietnamese government of Nguyen van Thieu. Chennault's messages advised Thieu that a Nixon presidency would give him a more favorable result than he would get from Johnson.

Journalist Seymour Hersh described the initiative sketchily in his biography of Henry Kissinger, The Price of Power. Hersh reported that U.S. intelligence<I> "agencies had caught on that Chennault was the go-between between Nixon and his people and President Thieu in Saigon. ... The idea was to bring things to a stop in Paris and prevent any show of progress."</I> <P>

In her own autobiography, The Education of Anna, Chennault acknowledged that she was the courier. She quoted Nixon aide John Mitchell as calling her a few days before the 1968 election and telling her: <I>"I'm speaking on behalf of Mr. Nixon. It's very important that our Vietnamese friends understand our Republican position and I hope you made that clear to them." </I> <P>

Reporter Daniel Schorr added fresh details in The Washington Post's Outlook section on May 28, 1995. Schorr cited decoded cables that U.S. intelligence had intercepted from the South Vietnamese embassy in Washington. <P>

On Oct. 23, 1968, Ambassador Bui Dhien cabled Saigon with the message that "many Republican friends have contacted me and encouraged me to stand firm." On Oct. 27, he wrote, <I>"The longer the present situation continues, the more favorable for us. ... I am regularly in touch with the Nixon entourage."</I> <P>

On Nov. 2, Thieu withdrew from his tentative agreement to sit down with the Vietcong at the Paris peace talks, destroying Johnson's last hope for a settlement. Though Johnson and his top advisers knew of Nixon's gambit, they kept it secret. <P>

Anthony Summers's 2000 book, The Arrogance of Power, provides the fullest account of the Chennault initiative, including the debate within Democratic circles about what to do with the evidence. <P>

Both Johnson and Humphrey believed the information - if released to the public - could assure Nixon's defeat. <P> <I>

"In the end, though, Johnson's advisers decided it was too late and too potentially damaging to U.S. interests to uncover what had been going on,"</I> Summers wrote. <I>"If Nixon should emerge as the victor, what would the Chennault outrage do to his viability as an incoming president? And what effect would it have on American opinion about the war?" </I> <P>

Summers quoted Johnson's assistant Harry McPherson, who said, <I>"You couldn't surface it. The country would be in terrible trouble." </I> <P> <B>

Late Surge </B> <P>

As it turned out - even without disclosure of Nixon's apparent treachery - a late surge brought Humphrey to the edge of victory. Nixon hung on to win by only about 500,000 votes, or less than one percent of ballots cast. Johnson and Humphrey went into retirement keeping their silence. <P>

The direct U.S. role in the Vietnam War would continue for more than four years during which American casualty lists swelled by an additional 20,763 dead and 111,230 wounded. Meanwhile, the bitterness over the war deeply divided the country, in many cases turning children against their parents. <P>

Though the adults who grew up in the Depression and won World War II are often called the Greatest Generation, many of them let down their children during the Vietnam War, as some 58,000 Americans died in a poorly conceived conflict that caused long-term damage to the United States. <P>

It was left to the young adults of that difficult time to grapple with the unusual challenges of the Vietnam War. Should they serve in a war that many of them considered immoral? Or should they oppose their own government - and often their own parents - in resisting the war? <P>

Through both violent tragedy and political intrigue, Election 1968 had been transformed from a hopeful opportunity to change the country into an ugly case study of how easy it is to snuff out idealism and decency. <P>

In many ways, Election 1968 charted the course that the United States would follow for most of the next four decades. On one side, there would be aggressive, win-at-all-costs Republicans; on the other side, timid, don't-get-too-rowdy Democrats. <P>

Not surprisingly, the youthful idealism of the 1960s devolved into world-weary cynicism that would be passed down like some bitter legacy from the Baby Boomers to their children: You can't really expect to beat the Man. You need to just look out for No. 1. <P> <B>

The Obama Challenge </B> <P>

By and large, political apathy among the youth held sway - at least until Campaign 2008 when a new generation was caught up in the inspirational message of Barack Obama. <P>

I first encountered the Obama phenomenon when I visited my youngest son, Jeff, at Savannah College of Art and Design in spring 2007. At an arts festival where a park was set aside for students to do chalk drawings on the sidewalks, the only drawings of an American politician were of Obama. <P>

The youth movement for Obama - this new children's crusade - has influenced some prominent mothers to endorse the 46-year-old African-American senator from Illinois. Caroline Kennedy, the daughter of the late President John F. Kennedy, said it was her three children who convinced her to come out publicly for Obama. <P> <I>

"I am happy that two of my own children are here with me,"</I> she said at American University in Washington on Jan. 28,<I> "because they were the first people who made me realize that Barack Obama is the president we need. He is already inspiring all Americans, young and old, to believe in ourselves, tying that belief to our highest ideals - ideals of hope, justice, opportunity and peace - and urging us to imagine that together we can do great things." </I> <P>

But other mothers - especially white women over 50 who have been targeted as a core constituency by Hillary Clinton's campaign - are making another judgment. They believe it is time for a woman to be president and they don't see another likely female contender on the horizon. So Sen. Clinton it is. <P>

During the early primaries, these white middle-aged women have turned out in large numbers to support Clinton, handing her a crucial early victory in New Hampshire and serving as a bulwark for her campaign in several other states, including Massachusetts and California. <P>

They may prove to be the difference in other crucial states ahead, such as Ohio and Pennsylvania. Yet, if they are successful, they may have to face a sad and unintended consequence of a Hillary Clinton nomination, especially if she wins in a bruising convention battle in Denver. <P>

These women may have to watch the young enthusiastic Obama supporters - sometimes their own children - suffer the kind of painful disillusionment that an earlier generation of idealistic young Americans went through in 1968.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.consortiumnews.com/"> Robert Parry,</A> </font> 
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G.O.P. Bloggers Gird For Obama <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

For the next month or so, the conservative valentines will arrive every day at the headquarters of Barack Obama's presidential campaign. The Illinois senator's image will be illuminated by the bipartisan aura of admiration from prominent Republican commentators and strategists, as they savor the promise of his victory over Hillary Clinton, long the object of their hatred. He may well imagine that they really like him-and surely some of them do, at least for now. <P>

Such happy feelings are easily conjured these days, when William Kristol hopes Democratic superdelegates will do <I>"the good deed"</I> of pledging their ballots to him, and when George Will urges Democrats to choose him as <I>"the party's most potentially potent nominee,"</I> and when Peggy Noonan promises that he will be <I>"bulletproof"</I> against Republican attack. <P>

Meanwhile in the bleaker precincts of the blogosphere, lesser figures prepare to welcome the Democratic front-runner should he secure his party's nomination. Evidently they will celebrate his triumph with poison gas and bombshells rather than confetti and champagne. <P>

If you listen closely, you can already hear the test rounds exploding. <P>

The target is Mr. Obama's favorable but hazy persona, which Republican operatives must redefine in negative and even frightening terms. Assuming that the Republican nominee will be Senator John McCain, they will aim to contrast his tough, aggressive stance against Islamist terrorism with his opponent's alleged weakness and naïveté. But as usual they will do worse, spreading slurs and smears that depict Mr. Obama as a dupe or even a sympathizer of Islamic radicals. <P>

False accusations about Mr. Obama's religious affiliation have surfaced in anonymous we-mail campaigns, with little impact so far. But easily denied charges about his supposed Muslim upbringing are gradually giving way to more concrete allegations. The latest round involves his political intervention in Kenya, the home of his late father, where violence between ethnic and partisan factions has erupted in the wake of a disputed presidential election. <P>

As usual, the right-wing narrative melds half-truths and lies with facts to create a seamless indictment. <P>

Leading conservative blogs and publications charge that Mr. Obama has recklessly aligned himself with opposition leader Raila Odinga of the Orange Democratic Movement (ODM). Followers of Mr. Odinga, a member of the minority Luo tribe, have perpetrated horrific atrocities against members of the Kikuyu tribe, because incumbent president Mwai Kibaki and the nation's ruling elite are Kikuyu. One of the worst incidents occurred in the village of Eldoret, where dozens of Kikuyu Christians burned to death when they sought shelter in a church that was then set afire by their rampaging pursuers. <P>

These events are set within a broader story line of an alleged Muslim plot to overthrow the Kibaki government, which is friendly to the United States and the West, and replace the secular constitution of Kenya with sharia law, creating a haven for Al Qaeda-which blew up the U.S. Embassy in Nairobi a decade ago and still operates there, according to American diplomats. During the Kenyan election, the Christian evangelical movement in Kenya circulated a "memorandum of understanding" allegedly signed by Mr. Odinga and a group of Muslim clerics that would commit his government to instituting Muslim strictures against pork and alcohol, setting up sharia courts and ending cooperation against terrorism with Western governments. <P>

Denounced as a forgery by Mr. Odinga and the Muslim authorities in Kenya, which it almost certainly is, that document nevertheless still circulates via the Internet and is quoted by American publications. The point is to raise questions about Mr. Obama and his connections with Mr. Odinga, who claims to be his cousin-and to infiltrate those doubts into the mainstream media. <P>

It is true that Mr. Obama, whose family is Luo, lent support to the opposition leader during a visit to Kenya two years ago-and that they have maintained contact ever since. While that gaffe infuriated the Kibaki regime, it proved only that Mr. Obama lacked diplomatic experience. During the current crisis in his homeland, he has tried to play a constructive role by taping radio announcements for the State Department that urge both sides to stop fighting and resolve their differences without violence. <P>

Yet the outlines of the coming assault on his fitness and character are clear enough, just as the Swift Boat campaign against John Kerry opened fire many months before the public noticed. The Kenya tale is a single aspect of a multifaceted strategy to portray Mr. Obama as a callow politician with dubious associations, who cannot be trusted with power. He will be subjected to the same ruthless treatment as the last Democratic nominee. Let's hope he is better armored to withstand incoming fire.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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Admit It: You Don't Know Where The !@#$ Tajikistan Is<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Greg Palast </font> <P>

Or Kyrgyzstan. Or Turkmenistan. But as your kids will be fighting there among the oil pipes, you should kiss Ted Rall's crazy ass for going there first - and getting it all down in a book of dead-on cartoons and reportage, <B>Silk Road to Ruin</B>. <P>

Rall almost didn't make it back. The Taliban who was supposed to execute Rall spoke English - the gunman picked it up as an NYU grad student. As happens when two guys from New York get together, they talked about New York women. Rall told his executioner that you could learn a lot about women by looking at their legs. The Talib said he looks at their eyes. <I>"Not like you got much choice,"</I> Ted opined, noting the draped figures nearby. <P>

This was, by definition, gallows humor. Lucky for Ted, the fanatic shooter needed a couple of chuckles. We all do. And Ted gives us plenty to laugh at in his journey through a horrific wonderland run by a gaggle of lunatic, blood-guzzling dictators (in other words, allies in our War on Terror) where locals play hockey with goat heads. <P>

Silk Road even includes the recipe of Uzbekistan's President, Islam Karimov, for boiling dissidents alive. (I suggest you skip page 160 where Rall includes a photo of a boiled father of four.) <P>

Instead of a bullet through Rall's head, the Taliban gave him a<I> "safe-conduct"</I> pass. But Rall's conduct was anything but safe. When, recently, Bill Clinton flew to Kazakhstan to cuddle up to the dictator Nursultan Nazarbeyev, he was ferried in on private jet of a high-roller locking in a creepy deal for Kazakh uranium. Rall, apparently, missed the jet. <P>

Instead, Rall caroms through the 'Stans by bus, barfing and bribing and joking his way past sex-starved, over-armed fanatics and avaricious body guards. He's too whacked by dehydration and diarrhea to worry about the stark-raving danger of such a journey in war-time (it's always war time in the 'Stans) to tell us the story you won't find in the captions of Bill shaking hands with a despot du jour. <P>

Ultimately, what Rall's story is about is what everything's all about: oil. The 'Stans are drenched in it, floating on it, or in the way of it. Thus, the book's sub-title, <I>"Is Central Asia the New Middle East?"</I>

Rall's answer is, <I>"Yes, but more dangerous."</I> Hey, thanks for that. <P> <B>

Ted Rall and his mighty crayon will be teaming with Greg Palast for a series of reports on Election 2008. If you'd like to support this brave new venture in investigative cartooning, make a tax-deductible donation of $75 or more to the Palast Investigative Fund. <A HREF="http://www.palastinvestigativefund.org/silk-road-to-ruin">We'll send you a hardbound copy of Silk signed by Rall.</A> Or pick it up through <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/isbnInquiry.asp?z=y&EAN=9781561634545&itm=4">Barnes And Noble </A>.</B> (Check out an excerpt from Ted Rall's Silk Road to Ruin at <A HREF="http://www.gregpalast.com/admit-it-you-dont-know-where-the-tajikistan-is/#more-1959">www.gregpalast.com</A>)__<P>

Greg Palast, Willie Nelson, Amy Goodman and Danny Glover will be appearing next Wednesday, February 20 in New York City a at fund-raiser for Democracy Now! Get your tickets <A HREF="http://www.democracynow.org/get_involved/donate/willie">here</A>.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) <A HREF=" http://www.gregpalast.com/"> 2008 Greg Palast </A></font>is the author of the New York Times bestseller, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Armed+Madhouse.&Go.x=4&Go.y=13&Go=Go">Armed Madhouse</: Sordid Secrets and Strange Tales from a White House Gone Wild. </A> 
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There Should Be Blood <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ted Rall </font> <P> <B>

Liberal Democrats Left Out in the Cold </B> <P>

HOUSTON--<I>"The truly undecided voter is rare, say those who study the psychology of voting,"</I> Joe Garofoli wrote in The San Francisco Chronicle. <I>"Since neuroscientists say 90 percent of thought is unconscious, an undecided voter may have already decided--he just hasn't revealed his pick to himself yet." </I> <P>

Whether I'm a rare bird or a typical victim of self-denial, I didn't know how I was going to vote until election day--or, to be more precise, a election minute. Roughly 15 to 20 percent of 2008 primary voters have had similar trouble getting their unconscious to talk to them.

Most of the electoral procrastinators are conservative Republicans and liberal Democrats--party loyalists whose influence has been diluted by independents who vote in their primaries. As has been widely discussed, conservatives were unhappy with the entire field of Republican presidential contenders. Less noted but no less significant has been the effect of John Edwards' departure from the Democratic field. <P> <B>

Lefties don't have a candidate. </B> <P>

Like most hardcore liberals, I had planned to vote for Edwards. I'm a registered Democrat. I live in New York, a<I> "closed primary"</I> state. That left Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama. <P>

I studied the printed grid inside my mechanical voting machine, a steel beast from the 1950s. New York keeps threatening to replace the classic booths. I hope they keep them forever. Old-school machines have a feature I treasure: you flip a switch to make an<I> "X" </I>appear next to your choice. You're not committed until you pull the lever to open the curtain; you can flip the switch back and go with someone else instead. <P>

I moved the switch to Hillary, to see how it looked. Hillary. Ted Rall votes for Hillary. I asked myself my usual test question: If she won, and I watched her being sworn in next January, how would I feel? <P> <B>

Bored. And slightly depressed. </B> <P>

I thought about the experience issue, her biggest advantage.<I> "I am offering 35 years of experience making change," </I>she says. Though way overstated--35 years of what? being a lawyer?--living in the White House has to have left her with some insights. Unlike Obama, Hillary wouldn't lose her way searching for the restroom. But political dynasties suck. Bush-Clinton-Bush-Clinton would be a sad statement. A nation of 300 million people shouldn't keep turning to the same few families for leadership. <P>

A woman president is a couple of centuries overdue. But issues matter more than affirmative action. I couldn't overlook Clinton's votes to go to war and to waste hundreds of billions of dollars on the never-ending horror show of Iraq. Thousands of people are dead because of her. <P>

Hillary Clinton didn't think Iraq had WMDs. No one smart did. The polls were running for the war, and so was she. She pandered. It was disgusting. But I was even more appalled by her lousy political skills. It ought to have been evident, even then, that (a) the war wouldn't go well, (b) Americans would turn against it, and (c) this would occur before she was up for reelection in 2006. It was obvious to even me at the time, and it took me ten years to get a bachelor's degree. <P>

She was wrong. She had bad judgment. And her September 2007 vote for possible war against Iran proves she still does. I moved the lever left. The <I>"X"</I> disappeared from Clinton's box. <P>

I made an <I>"X" </I>pop up next to Obama's name. <I>"I, Barack Hussein Obama, do solemnly swear that I will faithfully execute the office of..."</I> I wasn't feeling it. <P>

For what will soon have been eight long years, I reflected, left-of-center Americans have endured an illegitimate administration of morons, thieves and bullies. <I>"[The press secretary's] job is to help explain my decisions to the American people,"</I> Bush once said, describing how he interacts with people who disagree with him. Bush stacked the Supreme Court by appointing right-wing extremists to replace moderates. Compromise was an alien concept to the Bushies. They did whatever they wanted--wars, torture, tax cuts for the superrich, tapping political dissidents' phones--and Democrats did nothing to stop them, even after they regained control of both houses of Congress. <P>

After 9/11 Republicans repeatedly screamed that liberals were pro-Islamist, anti-American traitors. Right-wing opinion mongers--Ann Coulter, Andrew Sullivan, James Taranto of The Wall Street Journal, William Kristol of The Weekly Standard (and now The New York Times) accused me of treason. (Hey, I'm not the one trying to get rid of the Bill of Rights.)

Former GOP presidential candidate Alan Keyes suggested that I be imprisoned or shot. And "mainstream" Republicans indicated their tacit agreement with cricket-chirping silence. Not once did a Republican Congressman demand that their neo-McCarthyite allies apologize for their statements. Not once did a Republican opinion columnist take issue with equating the Democratic Party with anti-Americanism. Not once. Compare that to the Democratic practice of <I>"Sister Souljah-ing"</I> lefties who annoy the conservative hyenas. <P> <I>

"I want the Republicans to feel the way I did in 2004," </I>an Iowa Democrat told The New York Times. So do I. I want them to watch everything they care about disassembled. Take Reagan and Bush's names off the airports, nationalize major corporations, demolish Gitmo, gay marriage--anything that pisses them off. <P>

I want revenge. Obama preaches reconciliation. <I>"I will create a working majority because I won't demonize my opponents,"</I> says Obama. The Illinois senator is an interesting politician and might make a good leader. But not yet. Give me eight years of Democratic rule as ruthless and extreme and uncompromising as the last eight years of Bush. Then we can have some bipartisanship. <P>

Obama's let's-tiptoe-through-the-tulips-with-the-GOP shtick amounts to bargaining with yourself. If a vendor at a flea market offers to sell you a lamp for $10 and you're willing to pay $8, you don't offer $8. Demonize, Barack, demonize! <P>

Oh, and Obama says he wouldn't have voted for the Iraq War. I say he's lying. So do his votes for funding the war since he joined the Senate. His voting record on Iraq is the same as Hillary's. <P>

Hillary, no. Obama? Nobama. What to do? <P> <I>

"Hundreds of thousands of Democrats and independents who were motivated enough to go and vote on February 5 did so for Edwards, knowing full well that he was out of the running," </I>reports The Nation. I was one of them.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Leiter Schneck, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your constant shilling for a business for a FBI/business partnership to help to implement martial law, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Corporate Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with Ruby clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Fuhrer Bunker," </I>formally <I>"The White House," </I>on 03-15-2008. We salute you Frau Schneck, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 
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A Flawed Feminist Test <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By MAUREEN DOWD </font> <P>

WASHINGTON <P>

Russell Berman, a young reporter for The New York Sun, trailed Bill Clinton around Maryland all day Sunday. The former president was on his best behavior, irritating the smattering of press. <P>

After Bill's last speech at Leisure World retirement community in Silver Spring, Berman interviewed two women in the audience. <P>

Elaine Sirkis, 77, an Obama supporter, confided that she just isn't sure she's ready for a woman president. Betty Conway, 83, a Hillary supporter, confided that she just isn't sure she's ready for a black president. <P>

As Conway walked away, Sirkis smiled sheepishly. <I>"I'm sorry,"</I> she told Berman sweetly about her friend.<I> "She's a bigot."</I> <P>

We're not just in the most vertiginous election of our lives. We're in another national seminar on gender and race that is teaching us about who we are as we figure out what we want America to be. <P>

It's not yet clear which prejudice will infect the presidential contest more - misogyny or racism. <P>

Many women I talk to, even those who aren't particularly fond of Hillary, feel empathy for her, knowing that any woman in a world dominated by men has to walk a tightrope between femininity and masculinity, strength and vulnerability. <P>

They see double standards they hate - when male reporters described Hillary's laugh as <I>"a cackle"</I> or her voice as <I>"grating,"</I> when Rush Limbaugh goes off on her wrinkles or when male pundits seem gleeful to write her political obituary. Several women I know, who argue with their husbands about Hillary, refer with a shudder to the <I>"Kill the Witch"</I> syndrome. <P>

In a webcast, prestidigitator Penn Jillette talks about a joke he has begun telling in his show. He thinks the thunderous reaction it gets from audiences shows that Hillary no longer has a shot. <P>

The joke goes: <I>"Obama is just creaming Hillary. You know, all these primaries, you know. And Hillary says it's not fair, because they're being held in February, and February is Black History Month. And unfortunately for Hillary, there's no White Bitch Month." </I> <P>

Of course, jokes like that - even Jillette admits it's offensive - are exactly what may give Hillary a shot. When the usually invulnerable Hillary seems vulnerable, many women, even ones who don't want her to win, cringe at the idea of seeing her publicly humiliated - again. <P>

And since women - and some men - tend to be more protective when she is down, it is impossible to rule out a rally, especially if voters start to see Obama, after his eight-contest rout, as that maddening archetypal figure: the glib golden boy who slides through on charm and a smile. <P>

Those close to Hillary say she's feeling blue. It's an unbearable twist of fate to spend all those years in the shadow of one Secretariat, only to have another gallop past while you're plodding toward the finish line. <P>

I know that the attacks against powerful women can be harsh and personal and unfair, enough to make anyone cry. <P>

But Hillary is not the best test case for women. We'll never know how much of the backlash is because she's a woman or because she's this woman or because of the ick factor of returning to the old Clinton dysfunction. <P>

While Obama aims to transcend race, Hillary often aims to use gender to her advantage, or to excuse mistakes. In 1994, after her intransigence and secrecy-doomed health care plan, she told The Wall Street Journal that she was <I>"a gender Rorschach test." </I> <P>

<I>"If somebody has a female boss for the first time, and they've never experienced that," </I>she said, <I>"well, maybe they can't take out their hostility against her so they turn it on me." </I> <P>

As a possible first Madame President, Hillary is a flawed science experiment because you can't take Bill out of the equation. Her story is wrapped up in her marriage, and her marriage is wrapped up in a series of unappetizing compromises, arrangements and dependencies. <P>

Instead of carving out a separate identity for herself, she has become more entwined with Bill. She is running bolstered by his record and his muscle. She touts her experience as first lady, even though her judgment during those years on issue after issue was poor. She says she's learned from her mistakes, but that's not a compelling pitch. <P>

As a senator, she was not a leading voice on important issues, and her Iraq vote was about her political viability. <P>

She told New York magazine's John Heilemann that before Iowa taught her that she had to show her soft side, <I>"I really believed I had to prove in this race from the very beginning that a woman could be president and a woman could be commander in chief. I thought that was my primary mission." </I> <P>

If Hillary fails, it will be her failure, not ours.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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Debunking The Health Care Bugaboo <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

Right up there with the economy as an issue for the election is the the problem of health care for Americans. We know that some forty million Americans have no health insurance and those who do are faced with ever-rising deductibles, co-payments, and premium increases. The Presidential candidates all believe they have the answers that the voters will approve but most really are aware that their proposals simply will not work. In the meantime, people are dying from neglect. <P>

The President says that everyone has health care and, if they need it, <I>"All they have to do is to go to the ER!"</I> That is true in some instances. In the smaller cities, you may be treated at the emergency room but your costs will be added to the <I>"bottom line"</I> of the hospital and they will raise their rates so that the bill will be paid by those who are paying their own bill or by the insurance companies for those who have insurance. In the latter case, the increase will be covered by higher premiums for the fortunate insured. On the other hand, a person appearing in a big city ER may be faced with a wait that could stretch into a whole day and then be treated by a harried and overworked young doctor who hasn't been to bed for a couple of days. <P>

But that is not the end of your treatment. Once you gain the attention of an actual physician and your urgent complaint attended, you are told to see your private physician in his office within a certain time frame. It is called <I>"follow-up care"</I> and is essential to your recovery and, in some instances, failure to do so could again put your life in danger. Once more the same financial arrangements will take place as to the payment of the expense. It goes round and round with the charges being increased, the higher insurance premiums, until some other person finds that they cannot afford to pay for the care of their family. <P>

When one dares to broach the idea that <I>"universal health care"</I> is the only practical answer, all the politicians grab their own wallets and scream about <I>"rationed care"</I> and <I>"socialism."</I> True, it would require the demise of the current health care insurance industry so that the three hundred billion dollars in annual profit for those companies could be used instead for the care of ill and injured people. Also true that there may have to be a wait for some elective surgeries while the system makes the adjustment but, in every country that now has universal health care, the emergencies are cared for at once and the less urgent cases deferred until they can be scheduled. <P>

We are given horror stories about other nations and their <I>"rationing"</I> of health care. Our politicos don't really care much for emulating the European countries for reasons having nothing to do with health care. However, there is one nation that has universal health care and the citizens not only love it but take it for granted that their care will be excellent when they need it. This is a country that apparently can do no wrong in the opinion of our national legislators and their system appears to be a good example of the way it should be done. <P>

This nation is Israel and you can access a good overview of how it works at that this link <A HREF="http://www.israel.org/MFA/aspx_dir/newsletter"> News Letter</A>. The only reason the remaining candidates of either party will not espouse a similar program is that <I>"it would put a whole industry out of business."</I> Of course, we must bear in mind that the insurance and pharmaceutical industries are among the major contributors to political campaigns for both parties, the politicians owe them favors for it and are determined to repay them. <P>

This is the reason why Americans cannot have the quality and availability of health care that our own money has fostered in a nation in whose establishment and maintenance we have invested for more than fifty years. While Governor Huckabee tells us that we must be instructed in how to live so healthily that we won't need so much health care, Governor Romney would require us to buy expensive insurance, the rest of the Republicans ignore the problem and the Democrats argue as to whether and how much subsidy the government should give us to feed back into the coffers of the insurance and pharmaceutical industries. <P>

And they do it because they care? Because they really have our best interests at heart? If you believe that, go ahead and vote for more of the same for that is what we will have until someone appears who can make the American people understand that we have been, are being, and will be used as conduits for the redistribution of wealth.....upward!

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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The Gringo's Tale <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Steve Earle <P>

Beggin' your pardon there stranger <br>

You look like you're new to this town <br>

We're a long way away from the beach here <br>

You won't see many gringos around <br>

Well I come from West Colorado <br>

And I've wandered this world far and wide <br>

I've lived for some years in the shadows <br>

And my eyes are unused to this light <br>

If you buy me a strong drink of whiskey <br>

I will tell you the tale of my life <br>

It's long and it's sad but it fits me <br>

And it may bring a tear to your eye <P>

All the men of my family were solidiers <br>

The hard fightin' straight talkin' kind <br>

When my turn came all that was over <br>

But I'd already made up my mind <br>

I was there when we blew though Grenada <br>

And I still have to ask myself why <br>

Then we took down that fool Noriega <br>

That's where I caught the good colonel's eye <br>

Well he asked me if I loved my country <br>

And before I had time to reply <br>

He regaled me with tales of past glories <br>

I believed every one of his lies <P>

So I left my old life behind me <br>

Turned my back on my family and friends <br>

And I did everything that they asked me <br>

And I lost some sleep now and again <br>

And I lived like a thief and assassin <br>

I smuggled their poisons sometimes <br>

Until I asked the wrong question in passin' <P>

And the colonel himself dropped the dime <br>

So if you're ever in west Colorado <br>

Tell the folks in Durango goodbye <br>

There's a price on my head and I can't go <br>

So I'll just wait around here 'til I die <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c)2004/2008 Steve Earle
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<br> How to create an Angry American
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Are Americans So Bored With Reality Television They'd Put a Black Islamic Extremist In The White House? <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2"><font color=#FF0000>

Election 2008 - True Christian Voter's Guide </font> <P>

Freehold, Iowa -  For many Americans who are addicted to reality television and tired of the writers' strike, their desperation for new programming is playing out in the voting booth. <I>"Presidential elections are not a game,"</I> says Pastor Deacon Fred. <I>"But I fear that Americans are so lethargic, they'll go to any length to keep themselves entertained - even when it comes to electing a President. As True Christians(tm) it is our job to keep these folks informed, and I'm here to tell you, that we need to stop them from fooling around with the fate of our Christian Nation just to keep them from being bored! I don't care how much more interesting prime time television might be with a black Muslim sitting in the Oval Office, this is a serious matter, and unsaved Demoncrats need to wake up and smell the blood of Christ, before things get out of hand!" </I>says Pastor. <P>

To Islamic extremists (like there is any other kind!), watching Senator Barak Hussein Obama parading around on TV is just like looking into a mirror.<I> "Muslims (or Islamists) are born into Islam by blood,"</I> says Pastor Deacon Fred, <I>"Being Islamic is like being diabetic - you got yourself a disease that is carried in the blood!  Amen?  </I>It is just like Jewish folks are born Jewish and coloreds are born colored. Sure, some people think they can convert to Judaism or stay out in the sun long enough to make folks think they are Negroes, but Jews and colored folks don't really welcome them as true Jews or coloreds. To be a bona fide Jew or card carrying member of the National Association of Advancing Colored People (NAACP), you gotta be able to trace your bloodline back to old King David or his kitchen help - and have hair that gets real, crazy wavy without hours under a hot dyer with a head full of sponge curlers. For Islamazoids, they trace their freedom-hating, dirty bloodline straight back to the brothel where their false prophet, Mohammed was born. And there is a lot of tracing going on because that Mohammed fellow made more babies with more woman than a Magic's Johnson could ever hope to do in ten lifetimes, even if he weren't secretly attracted to preoperative she-males. <I> You laugh, but, surely, you godly folks don't think Magic got that homosexual disease of his from a toilet seat, now do you?"</I> <P>

True Americans(tm) should be concerned that possibly their next president, the product of Biblically forbidden interracial marriage (be not unequally yoked together - 2 Corinthians 6:14) was born of a Muslim father and raised in Muslim schools in a region of the world where children are brainwashed into serving the mission of Al-Qaeda from the day their little heads pop out of their mothers' lady parts. <I>"They are programmed like the <A HREF="http://www.cafepress.com/landoverbaptist/4702481">Manchurian Candidate</A> to snap back into being a militant Muslim when a secret word is said,"</I> explains Pastor Deacon Fred. <I>"Now, I don't rightly know what that secret word is.  It may be something obscure that nobody says - like "photosynthesis."  But what if it's something like, apple or lie - something a President hears everyday?  We could wind up with a president who turns into a radical Islamic extremist four or five times every day - even before lunch!  I know it sounds like a pitch for a great new TV show, but for the love of Christ! We're talking about the fate of our Nation!" <P>

"Lets look at another thing these reality television starved Demoncrats don't take into account," </I>says Pastor Deacon Fred, <I>"It took white Americans over 100 years after they were freed from being slaves of tea-sipping Nancy boys from England to run for President, and now a "so-called" colored man expects to have that right after being free for half that time? Not in this country, Senator Hussein! You've got to wait your turn, like the rest of us!  Right now, America is just doing fine, thank you very much.  Any old crusty fence-sitting white man that comes our way, should be able to keep things moving along until the apocalypse. That's called, 'Affirmative Reaction!' Praise Jesus!" </I> <P>

A comprehensive list of Barak Hussein Obama's ties to the Muslim world has been compiled by the Landover Baptist Department for the Study of Inferior Cultures. <I>"We encourage all prospective voters, from the colored folks who help wash our dishes, to the kindly gentlemen who pick up our trash in the morning to review the list below before they make a horrible decision in this next election that could change the fate of our Christian Nation, and delay Armageddon for another four years or so!" </I> <P> <B>

Barack Hussein Obama's Connections to the Nation of Islam: </B> <P>

. His father was Islamic, and his mother was a lover of Islam. She even married another Muslim man after Obama's blood father died.  That little lady is ADDICTED to dark Muslim penis. <br>

. He was born in Hawaii, which is still (to many True Christians(tm)) a foreign country with questionable leanings.  Creation Scientists classify Hawaii as: Japanese Miami. <br>

. He spent most of his youth in Muslim countries and received his early education in schools run by the Nation of Islam. As True Christians(tm) we believe that everything you really ever need to learn is taught in kindergarten - and in Obama's case - this fact should send shivers down that long rubbery bone that is called your spine! <br>

. His original name was <I>"Baraka,"</I> which is not an African name. It's an Arabic word meaning <I>"blessed" </I>and comes directly from the Koran. The Koran is a so-called <I>"Holy Muslim Book,"</I> the soft pages of which every God-fearing Republican secretly uses as toilet paper due to the sensitive nature of our conservative hineys. <br>

. He was involved in several developing communities projects in Chicago which assisted poor Muslim families who have no business in our country other than to make everyone nervous.<br>

. He has visited several Muslim countries in search of his demonic mixed-race roots.<br>

. He is often seen eating at Middle Eastern restaurants and appears suspiciously fond of foods that normal people are unable to pronounce, such as tabouli <br>

. In his college days, he would take his laundry to a Muslim owned laundry mat, and would often ask people who looked like they were Muslim to change his paper money for coins, which he would then feed to machines in a ritualistic fashion.<br>

. He brags about being an excellent poker player, hinting at the fact that he is good at bluffing when it comes to his religious heritage.<br>

. He is opposed to the war on Terror - an act so brazen he may as well have whipped out a laminated <I>"Islamic Extremist Membership"</I> card on national TV.<br>

. He frequents shops at businesses where Muslim men and women also may be shopping or know about.<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/"> The Landover Baptist Church </A>
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Noam Chomsky wonders, "Where's The Iraqi Voice?" <br> <br>

Uri Avnery mixes, "Blood And Champagne." <br> <br>

Victoria Stewart seeks, "Hope In The Land Of Ruin." <br> <br>

Jim Hightower explains why we're, "Surrendering To The Terrorists." <br> <br>

Joel S. Hirschhorn  finds, "Obama Hope Beating Clinton Help."  <br> <br>

Mark Morford concludes, "Now We Can Finally 'Get Some.'" <br> <br>

Captain Eric H. May tells of, "X-Rated Iraq -- A Tortured Story." <br> <br>

Chris Floyd with a must read, "Let Us Now Praise Judge Scalia, Who Gives Us Hope In This Dark Hour." <br> <br>

Ray Abernathy reports, "McCain On The Loose, Chasing The Goose." <br> <br>

Joe Conason hears the, "Crooked Talk On Iraq Cost." <br> <br>

Steve Cobble says, "Give Dennis Kucinich His Due." <br> <br>

Ted Rall finds that candidates, "Talk No, Vote Yes." <br> <br>

Sin-ator Harry Reid, wins the coveted "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd sees the candidates, "Captive To History's Caprice." <br>  <br>

Mary Pitt recalls the, "Sounds Of A Lifetime." <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department the fabulous Mrs. Betty Bowers returns with, "Expect Dirty Tricks And Detours On The Road To Denver" but first Uncle Ernie explores, "American Fascism Through The Ages." <br> <br>

This week we spotlight the cartoons of Nate Beeler with additional cartoons and photos from Tom Tomorrow, Bruce Yurgil, Micah Wright, Destonio, Keith Tucker, Bob Englehart, Jack Ohman, Paul Bradley, Wizard of Whimsey, Issues & Alibis and Pink & Blue Films. <br> <br>
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American Fascism Through The Ages <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

"Fascism should more appropriately be called Corporatism because it is a merger of state and corporate power" ~~~ Benito Mussolini <br> <br>

"Eventually, this transition ought to lead to free and fair elections -- and I mean free, and I mean fair -- not these kind of staged elections that the Bush... er Castro brothers try to foist off as true democracy." ~~~ George W. Bush on Fidel stepping down <br> <br>

"Amtrak will start randomly screening passengers' carry-on bags this week in a new security push that includes officers with automatic weapons and bomb-sniffing dogs patrolling platforms and trains. 

On-time performance is a key element of Amtrak service. We are fully mindful of that. This is not about train delays." <br>~~~ Bill Rooney, Amtrak's vice president for security strategy and special operations ~~~

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

Keith Olbermann was on the other night ranting that  thanks to Bush and his corpo-rat masters we had finally developed a fascist American state. Keith speaking of Bush, concluded,  <br> <br> <I>

"If you believe in the seamless mutuality of government and big business, come out and say it! There is a dictionary definition, one word that describes that toxic blend. You're a fascist - get them to print you a T-shirt with fascist on it! What else is this but fascism?" </I> <br> <br>

What Keith failed to mention was that we've been a fascist state since before the Revolution! <br> <br>

Of course, initially we were a British fascist state and it wasn't until we overthrew the British corporations in <I>"our"</I> revolution that America became an American fascist state. Only after deposing the collective choke hold that the Hudson Bay Company, The Massachusetts Bay Company and the East India Company had on business and manufacturing did the American corporations select our first leader, the richest man in America. George Washington was their first puppet. Old George went along with it as <I>"what's good for business is good for the USA." </I>We were a <I>"Capitalist Nation"</I> from day one! <br> <br>

The capitalists motto of <I>"Manifest Destiny"</I> replaced old Cotton Mather's <I>"Magnalia Christi Americana"</I> as the by-word for raping the American heartland and the step-by-step genocide of the American Indians. Just as George knew as he was the richest man in America. George made his vast fortune first in Virginia by surveying and taking huge tracts of land for himself and then as President by ordering out the army to slaughter the Indians in Tennessee and Kentucky and selling their lands to the illegal immigrants who flocked to <I>"Vespucciland"</I> to escape the European Corpo-rat controls! <br> <br>

Within four score and eight years it caused the then most hated man in America, the very first Republican President President Abraham Lincoln to look back on the growing power of the war-enriched corporations, and on November 21,1864 write the following letter to his friend Colonel William F. Elkins:<br> <br> <I>

"We may congratulate ourselves that this cruel war is nearing its end. It has cost a vast amount of treasure and blood. The best blood of the flower of American youth has been freely offered upon our country's altar that the nation might live. It has indeed been a trying hour for the Republic; but I see in the near future a crisis approaching that unnerves me and causes me to tremble for the safety of my country.

"As a result of the war, corporations have been enthroned and an era of corruption in high places will follow, and the money power of the country will endeavor to prolong its reign by working upon the prejudices of the people until all wealth is aggregated in a few hands and the Republic is destroyed. I feel at this moment more anxiety than ever before, even in the midst of war."</I> <br> <br>

Then four score and 15 years after that, another Republican president who also made war upon the American people, Dwight David Eisenhower, warned in his farewell address... <br> <br> <I>

"In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of unwarranted influence, whether sought or unsought, by the military-industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of misplaced power exists and will persist.<br> <br>

We must never let the weight of this combination endanger our liberties or democratic processes. We should take nothing for granted. Only an alert and knowledgeable citizenry can compel the proper meshing of the huge industrial and military machinery of defense with our peaceful methods and goals, so that security and liberty may prosper together."<br> <br> </I>

No, Keith, the American Fascist state is nothing new; in fact, it's getting pretty damn old!

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

I see that the one who got away from the <I>"Crime Family Bush's"</I> tender mercies has stepped down from the Presidency of Cuba. Fidel Castro has called it quits after a 49 year run, much to the dismay of every American President since JFK. JFK, you may recall, was the only American to pay for his inaction over Cuba. <br> <br>

When Fidel overthrew the CIA/American Corporations' puppet Fulgencio Batista, who had been brought to power by U.S. Special Envoy Sumner Welles in 1932, old Dwight David decided that American business and Mafia interests (see The Godfather) trumped the students' revolution and soon made plans to overthrow Fidel. When JFK took office in January of 1961 George HW Bush dumped those CIA plans for the <I>"Bay of Pigs"</I> invasion of Cuba in Kennedy's lap. As the number 2 man in the CIA management of the <I>"Bay of Pigs,"</I> Papa Smirk took it as a personal slap when Kennedy didn't send the Air Force in to bomb the Cuban army, hence the invasion and Kennedy were doomed. Two years later JFK met his fate at the hands of two 4-man CIA hit teams managed by the elder Bush in Deeley Plaza. <br> <br>

Try as they might, they were never able to assassinate Fidel, and president after president did everything in their power to destroy Fidel and the Cuban people. Going as far as to welcome with open arms every Cuban fascist that could get into a boat to Miami. Which, Fidel and the Cuban people welcomed as well, getting rid of all their corporate goons and assorted mental defectives and dumping them in the lap of America. <br> <br>

Pity is, all this could have been avoided if Fidel, who had been an admirer of America and at one time wanted to be an American big league baseball player or Hollywood actor, had been given those chances. After Batista's overthrow Fidel made overtures to the US but thanks to the CIA and Ike's fascists in the State Department, he was turned down and forced to approach the Soviet Union. Fortunately for the Cuban people, the rest of the world didn't buy our BS and continued trading with Cuba. While we lost our cheap sugar connection and millions of Americans got poisoned by high-fructose corn syrup and had to <I>"import"</I> our Cuban cigars through Canada. Meanwhile Castro improved the lives of the peasants with free education and universal health care, neither of which the people had before under Spain or our puppet Batista. Fidel also exported health care to poor countries around the world, sending teams of doctors wherever they were desperately needed. He became a hero though-out <I>"Latin"</I> America and most of the rest of the world. <br> <br>

Whether the revolution continues or Cuba once again becomes our puppet only time will tell but I'm betting on the Cuban people!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/amtraksecurity.jpg"> </center> <br> <br>

And finally, have you heard about Amtrak's new <I>"security"</I> policy? You know the one where <I>"Jack Booted Thugs"</I> or <I>"JBTs"</I> will be carrying machine guns, walking attack dogs and coming soon to a train depot or a passenger train near you? They'll be setting up <I>"mobile security teams,"</I> first on the Northeast Corridor between Washington and Boston, the railroad's most heavily used route, and then they'll expand them to the rest of the country. Won't the morning commute be fun, America? <br> <br>

The teams will show up unannounced at stations and set up baggage screening areas in front of boarding gates. Officers will <I>"randomly"</I> pull people out of line and wipe their bags with a special swab that is then put through a machine that detects explosives. If the machine detects anything, officers will open the bag for visual inspection. Of course, the trains will still <I>"run on time"</I> just like in Mussolini's fascist Italy (where, of course, they didn't) so don't be surprised if you miss your train, I'm sure your boss will understand! Of course, you can tell the <I>"JBTs"</I> to go and f-ck themselves in which case you won't be boarding the train but Amtrak officials swear they'll refund your ticket and put you on their <I>"special list." </I> <br> <br>

I dropped Bill Rooney, Amtrak's vice president for security strategy and <I>"special operations,"</I> a line... <br> <br><I>

"Hey Bill, <br> <br>

I see where you will be instituting luggage searches by <I>"Jack Booted Thugs"</I> carrying machine guns with attack dogs shouting, <I>"Ze papers, show us ze papers!"</I> Just why would I want to subject my wife and children to this scene from Nazi Germany? I guess it would certainly be an eye-opener for the kids! However, I think we'll skip the train trip and drive there instead. Can I get a <I>"Heil Bush,"</I> Bill?<br> <br>

Sincerely,<br>

Ernest Stewart" <br> <br></I>

So just like the <I>"pee tests,"</I> these <I>"random screening," </I>(anyone that is black and/or Arab looking and look out Jews) will bring the new <I>"All American"</I> tradition of <I>"Guilty until proven innocent"</I> to yet another facet of American life. Next, of course, will be <I>"JBTs"</I> in bus stations and who knows maybe gas stations as well!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help, Ya'll! We'd like to thank Callie for stepping up and contributing to our survival. Thanks to her generous donation we're a little farther down the road but we still have a long way to go. Won't you please step up too? Super G are you still out there? <br> <br>

Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. Working 60 hours a week on the magazine leaves me no time for <I>"real"</I> work! We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 
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09-10-1947 ~ 02-10-2008 <br>

Trapped in a world he never made. </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>
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Where's The Iraqi Voice? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Noam Chomsky </font> <P>

THE US occupying army in Iraq (euphemistically called the Multi-National Force-Iraq) carries out extensive studies of popular attitudes. Its December 2007 report of a study of focus groups was uncharacteristically upbeat. <P>

The report concluded that the survey "provides very strong evidence" to refute the common view that <I>"national reconciliation is neither anticipated nor possible."</I> On the contrary, the survey found that a sense of <I>"optimistic possibility permeated all focus groups ... and far more commonalities than differences are found among these seemingly diverse groups of Iraqis."</I>

This discovery of <I>"shared beliefs"</I> among Iraqis throughout the country is <I>"good news, according to a military analysis of the results,"<?I> Karen deYoung reports in The Washington Post. <P>

The <I>"shared beliefs"</I> were identified in the report. To quote deYoung, <I>"Iraqis of all sectarian and ethnic groups believe that the U.S. military invasion is the primary root of the violent differences among them, and see the departure of 'occupying forces' as the key to national reconciliation."</I> <P>

So, according to Iraqis, there is hope of national reconciliation if the invaders, responsible for the internal violence, withdraw and leave Iraq to Iraqis. <P>

The report did not mention other good news: Iraqis appear to accept the highest values of Americans, as established at the Nuremberg Tribunal -- specifically, that aggression -- <I>"invasion by its armed forces"</I> by one state <I>"of the territory of another state"</I> -- is <I>"the supreme international crime differing only from other war crimes in that it contains within itself the accumulated evil of the whole."</I> The chief US prosecutor at Nuremberg, Supreme Court Justice Robert Jackson, forcefully insisted that the Tribunal would be mere farce if we do not apply its principles to ourselves. <P>

Unlike Iraqis, the United States, indeed the West generally, rejects the lofty values professed at Nuremberg, an interesting indication of the substance of the famous<I> "clash of civilizations."<P>

More good news was reported by Gen David Petraeus and Ambassador to Iraq Ryan Crocker during the extravaganza staged on September 11, 2007. Only a cynic might imagine that the timing was intended to insinuate the Bush-Cheney claims of links between Saddam Hussein and Osama bin Laden, so that by committing the <I>"supreme international crime"</I> they were defending the world against terror -- which increased sevenfold as a result of the invasion, according to an analysis last year by terrorism specialists Peter Bergen and Paul Cruickshank. <P>

Petraeus and Crocker provided figures to show that the Iraqi government was greatly accelerating spending on reconstruction, reaching a quarter of the funding set aside for that purpose. Good news indeed, until it was investigated by the Government Accountability Office, which found that the actual figure was one-sixth of what Petraeus and Crocker reported, a 50 per cent decline from the preceding year. <P>

More good news is the decline in sectarian violence, attributable in part to the success of the murderous ethnic cleansing that Iraqis blame on the invasion; there are fewer targets for sectarian killing. But it is also attributable to Washington's decision to support the tribal groups that had organised to drive out Iraqi Al Qaeda, and to an increase in US troops. <P>

It is possible that Petraeus's strategy may approach the success of the Russians in Chechnya, where fighting is now <I>"limited and sporadic, and Grozny is in the midst of a building boom"</I> after having been reduced to rubble by the Russian attack, CJ Chivers reports in the New York Times last September. <P>

Perhaps some day Baghdad and Fallujah too will enjoy <I>"electricity restored in many neighbourhoods, new businesses opening and the city's main streets repaved,"</I> as in booming Grozny. Possible, but dubious, considering the likely consequence of creating warlord armies that may be the seeds of even greater sectarian violence, adding to the <I>"accumulated evil"</I> of the aggression. Iraqis are not alone in believing that national reconciliation is possible. A Canadian-run poll found that Afghans are hopeful about the future and favor the presence of Canadian and other foreign troops -- the <I>"good news" </I>that made the headlines. <P>

The small print suggests some qualifications. Only 20 per cent<I> "think the Taliban will prevail once foreign troops leave."</I> Three-quarters support negotiations between the US-backed Karzai government and the Taliban, and over half favor a coalition government. The great majority therefore strongly disagree with the US-Canadian stance, and believe that peace is possible with a turn towards peaceful means. Though the question was not asked in the poll, it seems a reasonable surmise that the foreign presence is favored for aid and reconstruction. <P>

There are, of course, numerous questions about polls in countries under foreign military occupation, particularly in places like southern Afghanistan. But the results of the Iraq and Afghan studies conform to earlier ones, and should not be dismissed. <P>

Recent polls in Pakistan also provide <I>"good news"</I> for Washington. Fully 5 per cent favor allowing US or other foreign troops to enter Pakistan <I>"to pursue or capture Al Qaeda fighters."</I> Nine per cent favor allowing US forces <I>"to pursue and capture Taleban insurgents who have crossed over from Afghanistan."</I> <P>

Almost half favor allowing Pakistani troops to do so. And only a little more than 80 per cent regard the US military presence in Asia and Afghanistan as a threat to Pakistan, while an overwhelming majority believe that the United States is trying to harm the Islamic world. The good news is that these results are a considerable improvement over October 2001, when a Newsweek poll found that <I>"eighty-three per cent of Pakistanis surveyed say they side with the Taliban, with a mere three per cent expressing support for the United States,"</I> and over 80 per cent described Osama bin Laden as a guerrilla and six per cent a terrorist. <P>

Amid the outpouring of good news from across the region, there is now much earnest debate among political candidates, government officials and commentators concerning the options available to the US in Iraq. One voice is consistently missing: that of Iraqis. Their <I>"shared beliefs"</I> are well known, as in the past. But they cannot be permitted to choose their own path any more than young children can. Only the conquerors have that right. <P>

Perhaps here too there are some lessons about the <I>"clash of civilizations."</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chomsky.info/"> Noam Chomsky </A> </font> is emeritus professor of linguistics and philosophy at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and is co-author, with Gilbert Achcar, of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/Perilous-Power-Foreign-Dialogues-Democracy/dp/1594513120"> Perilous Power: The Middle East & U.S. Foreign Policy: Dialogues on Terror, Democracy, War, and Justice. </A> His most recent book is <A HREF=" http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=Hegemony+or+Survival+Americas+Quest+for+Global+Dominance&z=y">Hegemony or Survival Americas Quest for Global Dominance. </A>
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Blood And Champagne <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri  Avnery </font> <P>

EVERY PEOPLE elevate the profession in which they excel. <P>

If a person in the street were asked to name the area of enterprise in which we Israelis excel, his answer would probably be: Hi-Tech. And indeed, in this area we have recorded some impressive achievements. It seems as if hardly a day passes without an Israeli start-up company that was born in a garage being sold for hundreds of millions. Little Israel is one of the major hi-tech powers in the world. <P>

But the profession in which Israel is not only one of the biggest, but the unchallenged Numero Uno is: liquidations. <P>

This week this was proven once again. The Hebrew verb <I>"lekhassel"</I> - liquidate - in all its grammatical forms, currently dominates our public discourse. Respected professors debate with academic solemnity when to <I>"liquidate"</I> and whom. Used generals discuss with professional zeal the technicalities of <I>"liquidation,"</I> its rules and methods. Shrewd politicians compete with each other about the number and status of the candidates for <I>"liquidation."</I>

INDEED, FOR a long time now there has not been such an orgy of jubilation and self-congratulation in the Israeli media as there was this week. Every reporter, every commentator, every political hack, every transient celeb interviewed on TV, on the radio and in the newspapers, was radiant with pride. We have done it! We have succeeded! We have <I>"liquidated"</I> Imad Mughniyeh! <P>

He was a <I>"terrorist."</I> And not just a terrorist, a master terrorist! An arch-terrorist! The very king of terrorists! From hour to hour his stature grew, reaching gigantic proportions. Compared to him, Osama Bin-Laden is a mere beginner. The list of his exploits grew from news report to news report, from headline to headline. <P>

There is and never has been anyone like him. For years he has kept out of sight. But our good boys - many, many good boys - have not neglected him for a moment. They worked day and night, weeks and months, years and decades, in order to trace him. They <I>"knew him better than his friends, better than he knew himself"</I> (verbatim quote from a respected Haaretz commentator, gloating like all his colleagues). <P>

True, one killjoy Western commentator argued on Aljazeera that Mughniyeh had dropped from sight because he had ceased to be important, that his great days as a terrorist were in the 80s and 90s, when he hijacked a plane and brought down the Marine headquarters in Beirut and Israeli institutions abroad. Since Hizbullah has turned into a state-within-the-state, with a kind of regular army, he had - according to this version - outlived his usefulness. <P>

But what the hell. Mughniyeh-the-person has disappeared, and Mughniyeh-the-legend has taken his place, a world-embracing mythological terrorist, who has long been marked as <I>"a Son of Death"</I> (i.e. a person to be killed) as declared on TV by another out-of-use general. His <I>"liquidation"</I> was a huge, almost supra-natural, achievement, much more important than Lebanon War II, in which we were not so very successful. The<I> "liquidation"</I> equals at least the glorious Entebbe exploit, if not more. <P>

True, the Holy Book enjoins us: <I>?"Rejoice not when thine enemy falleth, and let not thine heart be glad when he stumbleth /  Lest the Lord see it and it displeases him."</I> (Proverbs 24:17) But this was not just any enemy, it was a super-super-enemy, and therefore the Lord will certainly excuse us for dancing with joy from talk-show to talk-show, from issue to issue, from speech to speech, as long as we do not distribute candies in the street - even if the Israeli government denies feebly that we were the ones who <I>"liquidated"</I> the man. <P>

AS CHANCE would have it, the <I>"liquidation"</I> was carried out only a few days after I wrote an article about the inability of occupying powers to understand the inner logic of resistance organizations. Mughniyeh's<I> "liquidation"</I> is an outstanding example of this. (Of course, Israel gave up its occupation of South Lebanon some years ago, but the relationship between the parties has remained as it was.) <P>

In the eyes of the Israeli leadership, the <I>"liquidation"</I> was a huge success. We have <I>"cut off the head of the serpent"</I> (another headline from Haaretz). We have inflicted on Hizbullah immense damage, so much that it cannot be repaired. <I>"This is not revenge but prevention,"</I> as another of the guided reporters (Haaretz again) declared. This is such an important achievement, that it outweighs the inevitable revenge, whatever the number of victims-to-be. <P>

In the eyes of Hizbullah, thing look quite different. The organization has acquired another precious asset: a national hero, whose name fills the air from Iran to Morocco. The <I>"liquidated"</I> Mughniyeh is worth more than the live Mughniyeh, irrespective of what his real status may have been at the end of his life.  <P>

Enough to remember what happened here in 1942, when the British <I>"liquidated"</I> Abraham Stern (a.k.a. Ya'ir): from his blood the Lehi organization (a.k.a. Stern Gang) was born and became perhaps the most efficient terrorist organization of the 20th century. <P>

Therefore, Hizbullah has no interest at all in belittling the status of the liquidatee. On the contrary, Hassan Nasrallah, exactly like Ehud Olmert, has every interest in blowing up his stature to huge proportions. <P>

If Hizbullah has lately been far from the all-Arab spotlight, it is now back

with a bang. Almost every Arab station devoted hours to <I>"the brother the martyr the commander Imad Mughniyeh al-Hajj Raduan."</I> <P>

In the struggle for Lebanon - the main battle that occupies Nasrallah - the organization has scored a great advantage. Multitudes joined the funeral, overshadowing the almost simultaneous memorial parade for his adversary, Rafiq al-Hariri. In his speech, Nasrallah described his opponents contemptuously as accomplices to the murder of the hero, despicable collaborators of Israel and the United States, and called upon them to leave the house and move to Tel Aviv or New York. He has gone up another notch in his struggle for domination of the Land of the Cedars. <P>

And the main thing: the anger about the murder and the pride in the martyr will inspire another generation of youngsters, who will be ready to die for Allah and Nasrallah. The more Israeli propaganda enlarges the proportions of Mughniyeh, the more young Shiites will be inspired to follow his example. <P>

The career of the man himself is interesting in this respect. When he was born in a Shiite village in South Lebanon, the Shiites there were a despised, downtrodden and impotent community. He joined the Palestinian Fatah organization, which dominated South Lebanon at the time, eventually becoming one of Yasser Arafat's bodyguards (I may even have seen him when I met Arafat in Beirut). But when Israel succeeded in driving the Fatah forces out of South Lebanon, Mughniyeh stayed behind and joined Hizbullah, the new fighting force that had sprung up as a direct result of the Israeli occupation. <P>

ISRAEL NOW RESEMBLES the person whose neighbor overhead has dropped one boot on the floor, and who is waiting for the second boot to fall. <P>

Everybody knows that there will be revenge. Nasrallah has promised this, adding that it could take place anywhere in the world. For a long time already, people in Israel believe Nasrallah much more than Olmert. <P>

Israeli security organs are issuing dire warnings for people going abroad - to be on guard at every moment, not to be conspicuous, not to congregate with other Israelis, not to accept unusual invitations, etc. The media have magnified these warnings to the point of hysteria. In the Israeli embassies, security has been tightened. On the Northern border, too, an alert has been sounded - just a few days after Olmert boasted in the Knesset that, as a result of the war, the Northern border is now quieter than ever before. <P>

Such worries are far from baseless. All the past <I>"liquidations"</I> of this kind have brought with them dire consequences: <P>

-  The classic example is, of course, the <I>"liquidation"</I> of Nasrallah's predecessor, Abbas Mussawi. He was killed in South Lebanon in 1992 by Apache gunships. All of Israel rejoiced. Then, too, the Champagne was flowing. In revenge, Hizbullah blew up the Israeli embassy in Buenos Aires, as well as the Jewish community center there. The planner was, it is now alleged, Imad Mughniyeh. More than a hundred people perished. The main result: instead of the rather grey Mussawi, the sophisticated, masterly Nasrallah took over. <P>

-  Before that, Golda Meir ordered a series of <I>"liquidations"</I> to revenge the tragedy of the Israeli athletes in Munich (most of whom were actually killed by the inept German police trying to prevent their being flown to Algeria as hostages). Not one of the <I>"liquidated"</I> had anything to do with the outrage itself. They were PLO diplomatic representatives, sitting ducks in their offices. The matter is described at length in Stephen Spielberg's kitschy film <I>"Munich."</I>  The result: the PLO became stronger and turned into a state-in-the-making, Yasser Arafat eventually returned to Palestine. <P>

-  The<I> "liquidation"</I> of Yahyah Ayyash in Gaza in 1996 resembles the Mughniyeh affair. It was carried out by means of a booby-trapped cellular telephone. Ayyash's dimensions, too, were blown up to giant proportions, so that he had become a legend already in his own lifetime. The nickname<I> "the engineer"</I> was attached to him because he prepared the explosive devices used by Hamas. Shimon Peres, who had succeeded to the Prime Ministership after the murder of Yitzhak Rabin, believed that the <I>"liquidation"</I> would lend him huge popularity and get him re-elected. The opposite happened: Hamas reacted with a series of sensational suicide-bombings and brought Binyamin Netanyahu to power. <P>

-  Fathi Shikaki, head of Islamic Jihad, was<I> "liquidated"</I> in 1995 by a bicyclist who shot him down in a Malta street. The small organization was not eradicated, but on the contrary grew through its revenge actions. Today it is the group which is launching the Qassams at Sderot. <P>

-  Hamas leader Khaled Mash'al was actually being <I>"liquidated"</I> in a street in Amman by the injection of poison. The act was exposed and its perpetrators identified and a furious King Hussein compelled Israel to provide the antidote that saved his life. The <I>"liquidators"</I> were allowed to go home in return for the release of Hamas founder Sheik Ahmad Yassin from Israeli prison. As a result, Mash'al was promoted and is now the senior political leader of Hamas. <P>

-  Sheik Yassin himself, a paraplegic, was <I>"liquidated"</I> by attack helicopters while leaving a mosque after prayer. A previous attempt by bombing his home had failed. The sheik became a martyr in the eyes of the entire Arab world, and has served since as an inspiration for hundreds of Hamas attacks.  <P>

THE COMMON denominator of all these and many other actions is that they did not harm the organizations of the <I>"liquidates,"</I> but boomeranged. And all of them brought in their wake grievous revenge attacks. <P>

The decision to carry out a <I>"liquidation"</I> resembles the decision that was taken to start the Second Lebanon War: not one of the deciders gives a damn for the suffering of the civilian population that inevitably falls victim to the revenge. <P>

Why, then, are the<I> "liquidations"</I> carried out? <P>

The response of one of the generals who was asked this question: <I>"There is no unequivocal answer to this." </I> <P> 

These words are dripping with Chutzpa: how can one decide on such an action when there is no unequivocal answer to the question of its being worth the price? <P>

I suspect that the real reason is both political and psychological. Political, because it is always popular. After every <I>"liquidation,"</I> there is much jubilation. When the revenge arrives, the public (and the media) do not see the connection between the <I>"liquidation"</I> and the response. Each is seen separately. Few people have the time and the inclination to think about it, when everybody is burning with fury about the latest murderous attack. <P>

In the present situation, there is an additional political motivation: the army has no answer to the Qassams, nor has it any desire to get enmeshed in the re-occupation of the Gaza Strip, with all the expected casualties. A sensational<I> "liquidation"</I> is a simple alternative. <P>

The psychological reason is also clear: it is satisfying. True, the <I>"liquidation"</I> - as the word shows - is more appropriate for the underworld than for the security organs of a state. But it is a challenging and complex task, as in a Mafia film, which gives much satisfaction to the <I>"liquidators."</I> Ehud Barak, for example, was a liquidator from the start of his military career. When the<I> "liquidation"</I> ends in success, the executioners can raise glasses of champagne. <P>

A mixture of blood, champagne and folly is an intoxicating but toxic cocktail.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Hope In The Land Of Ruin <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"Reality is that which, when you stop believing in it, doesn't go away." ~~~ Philip K. Dick <P>

"It is easy -- terribly easy -- to shake a man's faith in himself. To take advantage of that to break a man's spirit is devil's work." ~~~ George Bernard Shaw <P>

"The whole purpose of education is to turn mirrors into windows." ~~~ Sydney J. Harris <P></center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

A Buddhist friend used to tell me that hope was another face of desire and desire, well...desire does not lead to a quiet mind and a peaceful spirit.  One must be careful with hope.<P>

We are hearing a lot of hype about hope these days. It is the word du jour among journalists and news commentators but I suspect that the hope they are talking about has little to do with improving the lives of real people.  Hope is the new commodity and it's being marketed as if it were the latest super-sized burger. And if doesn't work out, if hope doesn't manifest change, then the next round of headlines and news stories can be about the failure of hope. The television networks won't be the losers. <P>

The Bush Regime, which I loathe beyond measure, might, have served the unlikely purpose of awakening the American public. The greed that is one of this administration's trademarks has finally sparked some outrage and prompted action. In addition, the past seven years have produced a tremendous growth in political writers, thinkers and activists. It is those people who watched over and cared for hope until its voice could be heard again. <P>

 We too often, in this country, allow others to tell us what to think, feel, do, say and, of course, buy. The same people who would sell us new cars, coal-fired power plants and unending war are poised to commandeer the process of change that has begun to emerge in the American public.  Those people, our very own captains of industry, do not want change and they certainly do not want a population that feels powerful.  <P>

Hope is a province of the future. What we want, what we dream, what we desire to happen to us, for us, around us. Hope is seductive and promising. A clear light in the darkness, a balm for the wounded heart. Hope is, we hope, an antidote for despair. But hope, if it is to have any value, must be united with a commitment to work and a vision of what we are working toward.  <P>

The problems facing the world and our country are huge and daunting. The suffering of all life on this planet is overwhelming. We have, however, a chance, a tiny glimmer of possibility, to find a way forward. We will not see immediate and instantaneous change but a foundation has been laid and can be built upon. The people who masquerade as liberals and intellectuals and mock the tiny steps we have taken are working for the corporate elite who would have us remain helpless and ineffectual. We must remember that the work that has been done throughout the long, dark years of the Bush presidency was meant to hold open a door to the future. It is important for those who have carried hope forward to begin to direct their efforts into shaping where it takes us. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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Surrendering To The Terrorists <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

Good grief. With Democrats like these, who needs Republicans? <P>

Last week, 19 Democratic senators surrendered to bullying and fear mongering, extending the executive autocracy of the Bush-Cheney regime. By joining every Republican senator to okay Bush's blanket program of mass wiretapping that he had secretly launched, these 19 defectors from fundamental democratic ideals are surrendering your and my Constitutional rights. <P>

In the name of<I> "protecting"</I> us, they voted to invade us. This law extends unprecedented and unconstitutional power to the White House, letting a president decide on his own whim to have the government listen in on hundreds of millions of our phone and internet messages. No courts, no warrants, no oversight. <P>

Yes, terrorists are a threat, and, yes, we must be vigilant as a nation - but that doesn't mean being stupid. Bush likes to say that terrorists<I> "hate us for our freedoms."</I> If so, how pathetic for him and Congress to be so cowed that they react by removing our freedoms. Liberty is America's greatest treasure, our defining ideal - why are today's craven leaders surrendering something so essential to terrorists? The founders understood that you don't gain security by locking down liberty, and subsequent generations fought, bled, and died to secure that wisdom. Are we so weak today that we can't stand up both to the terrorists and to those who would shred our Constitutional principles? <P>

Most of the media coverage of this legislation has focused on whether AT&T and other telecom giants should get retroactive immunity for having illegally helped Bush spy on us. I think they should not, but let's not lose sight of the bigger issue. By massively expanding the executive branch's spy powers, it's our own elected representatives who are surrendering our civil liberties and betraying some 230 years of the rule of law.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Obama Hope Beating Clinton Help <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joel S. Hirschhorn </font> <P>

Hope mongering has been working much better than experience mongering. Now, the rest of the story... <P>

As befits American culture, politics is all about slick selling to the masses. Hillary Clinton is selling Day-1 help to victims and sufferers. Barack Obama is selling effervescent hope to yes-we-can dreamers. This media hyped horse race is like a fight between diet Coke and diet Pepsi, artificially sweetened candidates devoid of real nourishment. <P>

The least educated, least sophisticated and least wealthy along with Hispanics are sipping Clinton's fizzled-out drink. The most educated, most privileged, and most financially successful along with African-Americans are gulping down Obama's charismatic pick-me-up. <P>

As to who is buying what, consider these data: Clinton won the non-college-educated voters by 22 points in California, 32 points in Massachusetts, 54 points in Arkansas, and 11 points in New Jersey. In a Pew Research national survey, Obama led among people with college degrees by 22 points. In Connecticut, Obama beat Clinton among college graduates by 17 points and in New Jersey by 11 points. And note this: 39 percent of Virginia and 41 percent of Maryland Democratic primary voters reported incomes of $100,000 or more - clearly well educated people that would favor Obama. <P>

A simplistic conclusion is that the dumber you are the more likely you prefer the first woman president because you believe this experience-selling status quo, corporate candidate. And the smarter you are the more likely you prefer the first black president because you embrace the change-promises and platitudes from the more authentic, inspirational candidate with the short resume. Clinton supporters appreciate the 10-point-plan-for-every-problem political pragmatist. Obamatons swoon over the big-picture, unity-promising political messiah. <P>

Working-class Clinton supporters are like weary shoppers seeking decent food at low prices at Safeway and good coffee at Dunkin' Donuts. Obama yes-we-can-happy-facers gladly pay exorbitant prices for the Whole Foods experience and Starbucks shtick. <P>

Here are some realities that neither group wants to face: <P>

Both candidates are establishment insiders. <B>

Both are corporate-state politicians.  Note that Robert Wolf, the CEO of UBS Americas, a major banking company, has raised more than $1 million for the Obama campaign. Large sources of Obama money are law firms, investment houses, and real estate companies, and 80 percent of his donors are affiliated with business, compared to 85 percent for Clinton. <P>

Neither are true progressives or populists, like Kucinich and Edwards. <P>

Both Clinton the fighter and Obama the talker will sell out once they confront presidential realities.  Why?  Because plutocracies know how to retain power AFTER elections. After two years it will be clear that the new president will have failed to extract the US from Iraq, will have failed to deliver universal health care, will have failed to address illegal immigration, will have done nothing to get a new and serious 9/11 investigation, will have done nothing to stop middle-class-killing globalization, and will have utterly disappointed the vast majority of Americans. The president's most pressing priorities will be lowering expectations and getting reelected, despite raising taxes. The only people truly surprised at all this will be those lacking what the Greeks thought is a virtue: cynicism. <P> </B>

Finally, for those seeking serious political system reforms, it is troubling that neither Clinton nor, especially, Obama have the courage to advocate needed constitutional amendments, such as replacing the Electoral College with the popular vote for president, getting all private money out of politics, making universal health care a right, and preventing presidential signing statements that undermine laws. <P>

Knowing that Congress is unlikely to propose such amendments, these candidates could advocate using, for the first time, what the Founders gave us in Article V: a convention of state delegates that could propose amendments, as described at <A HREF=http://www.foavc.org/>www.foavc.org</A>. If Abraham Lincoln and Dwight D. Eisenhower could support using the convention option, certainly Day-1-Clinton and new-direction-Obama should.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 </font> <A HREF="http:// www.delusionaldemocracy.com">Joel S. Hirschhorn</A> observed our corrupt federal government firsthand as a senior official with the Congressional Office of Technology Assessment and the National Governors Association and is the author of<A HREF="http://www.delusionaldemocracy.com"> Delusional Democracy - Fixing the Republic Without Overthrowing the Government. </A> To discuss issues <A HREF="//http://mailto:articlev@gmail.com">write the author. </A>
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Now We Can Finally 'Get Some' <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mark Morford </font> <P>

Is it a good day in America? Is it a good time to be in this broke, disgraced, sexually bewildered country when the lost state of Texas finally crawls into the 19th century as it finally, against its will, is forced by the courts to allow sex toys to be sold to adults, thus leaving only Alabama and a bit of Georgia to stare into the void of their own unused genitalia and scream in abject terror? <P>

Is it, furthermore, a better and brighter day for all Americakind when the lumbering and lost Federal Communications Commission still wants to fine ABC Television $1.4 million for showing a glimpse of a naked female butt on a 5-year-old episode of the now-defunct <I>"NYPD Blue," </I>even though all the little kids who were ostensibly traumatized by said butt are now about 12 years old and into ultraviolent video games and hooking up on MySpace and choking each other to death, and the FCC's move is not considered a distressing, dire prediction of oppressive things to come but rather a forgettable trifle, a shrug, a silly little footnote? <P>

Is it not, finally, good to know that you now can, when in New York City, stroll into any number of bars or fine urban locales and grab yourself a free, official NYC condom or five, and also a nice packet of lubricant, all on the city's dime? <P>

And what's more, not only are they complimentary and available citywide, and not only is there an impressive accompanying ad campaign for the second year of the groundbreaking program (TV, print, subway billboards, Web site) hawking said latex fun-sheaths and encouraging you to <I>"get some,"</I> but the packaging is actually created by a semi-famous industrial designer (Yves Behar), and the campaign itself actually isn't insulting or shy or demeaning as it dares to suggest that young adult Americans might actually enjoy sex and therefore, oh my God, wouldn't it be fun to get some today? The horror. <P>

I am here to say yes, yes indeed, it is all quite good, refreshing, even a little promising, even if you don't really notice, even if it all seems minor and insignificant, overshadowed by looming recessions and lost wars and the bleak, bleak, bleak BushCo End of Days. <P>

See, there was a time, just a handful of miserable years ago, when it all felt dour and sad and pathetic, when John <I>"anoint my feet in oil"</I> Ashcroft ruled the porn-obsessed Justice Department, and worthless abstinence education was being forced down the throat of the educational system and the fundamentalist Christians were stabbing at the culture like unhappy vultures tearing at a carcass. <P>

It was a time when major media was eating its own tail in fear of getting fined, as Michael Powell's Bush-controlled FCC went on the warpath, behaving like some sort of gnarled, sexually uptight Megatron who hated women, desperate to crack down on the slightest infraction, from Bono saying <I>"f-"</I> at the Golden Globes to Howard Stern talking dirty to porn stars for his audience of overweight frat guys and lonely cabdrivers. <P>

It was quite a ride. From Ashcroft covering the nipples of Lady Justice with heavy cloth to the insane outcry against Janet Jackson, it all culminated, in 2005, in the Republican Congress ramming through the inane Broadcast Decency Enforcement Act, which increased tenfold the penalty the FCC could impose on broadcast media, to $325,000 per violation. <P>

But now, oh, now how quaint it all seems, the Bush administration's dark and sexually repressive cloud actually proving to be nothing but a sticky mist, a passing pink puff of rancid gas, so many of the fundie Christians/congressmen proving to be secretly gay and the nation itself proving very quickly to be rather sick of the entire gaggle of Jesus-terrified henchmen. <P>

What's more, the FCC's ominous threats suddenly feel moot and meaningless, especially given the upsurge of shows like <I>"The L-Word"</I> and  <I>"Californication" </I>and<I> "Tell Me You Love Me"</I> and who the hell cares if they can show nipples and butts on network TV? The landscape is changing, far faster and more powerfully than any hypocritical conservative movement could ever comprehend, much less contain. <P

The signs are in place. The tone is shifting. Despite a misogynistic Supreme Court, despite the Christian right's desperate attempt to instill Taliban-grade prohibitions and constrictions around sex for the past seven years (well, more like 2,000 years. But that's another column), Texans can now buy dildos to go with their Sunday sodomy, condoms and lube are free all over New York City, abstinence education has proved to be a failure and the flatulent bout of sexual hysteria has, at least for the moment, largely passed. <P>

Oh, there will still be blips and triggers. There will still be Christian rock and <I>"True Love Waits"</I> and cute little Web sites extolling the virtues of teen virginity, of making nifty little pledges not to have sex until you're married and/or no longer a Republican or no longer absolutely horrified at the notion of your own vulva. <P>

And yes, broadcast media will remain terribly uptight for a while longer. There will still be, for example, the producers of this year's bland-as-death Grammy Awards, who actually asked Amy Winehouse to please cover up the nipples on the bare-breasted pinup girl she has tattooed on her arm because some Americans might be offended (in response, Winehouse simply took some black eyeliner and drew a nice <I>"bra"</I> over the nipples, and middle America breathed a huge sigh of relief because oh my God, nipples. Our great national scourge). <P>

What's more, many issues remain volatile. The gay marriage war, for example, is far from over, though it now seems that the most difficult battle has been won. The hull has been breached. The rainbow-colored cat is very much out of the bag. Wail as the fundamentalists might, the feeling now is that gay marriage - like women's suffrage, like interracial marriage, like the notion of a black or female president - is no longer a matter of if, only when. <P>

This is the feeling. The straps are loosening. The repressive sexual ideology of the right has failed. So please, America, go buy your dildos and grab your free condoms, safe in the knowledge that the temperature of the national body, once frigid and clenched, appears to be warming up. <P>

Can you feel it? Won't you do the right thing, and <I>"get some"</I> yourself?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:mmorford@sfgate.com"> Mark Morford's </A> </font> Notes & Errata column appears every Wednesday and Friday on SF Gate and in the Datebook section of the San Francisco Chronicle. To get on the e-mail list for this column, please  <A HREF="http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/newsletter/services/signup"> click here </A> and remove one article of clothing! 
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X-Rated Iraq -- A Tortured Story <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"><font color=#0000FF>

By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P>

Military Correspondent <P> </font> <font size="+1"> <center> <I>

"The most fun thing?  Definitely the women."  -- Soldier X </I> </center> </font><font size="+2"> <P>

An anonymous man wearing a US Special Forces T-shirt is a war criminal, if his three-minute YouTube interview is to be believed.  In it, he claims to have taken part in routine torture of Iraqis -- Hajji's in soldier slang -- in the infamous Abu Ghraib prison, and to have been part of a scheme with other guards to prostitute a 15-year-old Iraqi girl who later hung herself. <P>

YouTube continues to be the worst nightmare of a White House that has practiced infowar -- the militarization of information -- since 9/11.  I heartily encourage each of my readers to view the clip, then make his or her own decision as to whether or not to believe that Soldier X is in earnest, as my military contacts and I believe, or is part of a well-acted hoax, as Bush apologists are arguing: <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fQnv2H4uv08"> YouTube.</A> <P>

If Soldier X is telling the truth, he isn't telling us anything new.  In April 2004 American journalist Seymour Hersh was writing in articles and saying in interviews that the shocking treatment of Iraqi prisoners in Abu Ghraib, proved by photographs, was systemic, encouraged and enabled by the CIA, and was expressly okay-ed by the Bush administration. <P> </font> <font size="+1"> <center> <I>

The CIA showed us a lot of shit, man.  -- Soldier X</I> </center> </font><font size="+2"> <P>

It bears remembering that the US government and the US media collaborated to keep the vast majority of the photographic record detailing torture, rape and murder from the American people and the international community.  While endless images of 9/11 were completely kosher for broadcast and print by a cheerleader media that took its signals from a cheerleader-in-chief, the images of our war crimes were not. <P>

It all started at Guantanamo Bay, apparently, and was exported to Abu Ghraib in September 2003, along with Major General Geoffrey Miller, the Gitmo commandant who was willing to teach the special touch to our soldiers in Iraq.  Specialist Alyssa Peterson, a former Mormon missionary and military intelligence soldier serving in the US detention apparatus in Iraq, made strong objections to what she saw after Miller took charge in Iraq -- and died from a shot in the head a few days later. Military officials at first called it a weapons discharge, then later labeled it a suicide. <P>

A few days earlier, Captain James Yee, a veteran of the first Iraq war and West Point graduate, had been arrested and detained as he traveled to the US from Gitmo, where he was serving as a Muslim chaplain.  The military would later release and discharge him without charges, after months of media repetition of the official line, which was that he was a traitor. When he was arrested I wrote an e-mail to my friend Chase Untermeyer, a former Assistant Secretary of the Navy, guessing that the chaplain was trying to make a report of abuses.  Ever cynical, I even suggested that torture and sexual degradation were at the bottom of it all -- and am sorry to find that I was right. Citizens who have heard ad nauseum that there's no way we could have seen Abu Ghraib coming should read my <A HREF="http://www.ghosttroop.net/untermeyersep22.htm">e-mail </A>to Untermeyer. <P> </font> <font size="+1"> <center> <I>

"What's the big deal about making a Hajji walk around like a dog and bark?"  -- Soldier X</I> </center> </font><font size="+2"> <P>

Infowar is still being waged against the American people by my former colleagues in military public affairs and the mainstream media. Accordingly, not one in a hundred Americans has a clue that the five-year war in Iraq, once sold to us as a spring fling to quickly snatch up WMD's and liberate a pro-US Iraqi people, has resulted in around one million Iraqi dead and four million Iraqi refugees. Like the misinformed masses of Orwell's Oceania, most Americans don't even realize that the current official objective of fighting Al Qaeda in Iraq wasn't always the objective. <P>

One of the lessons of Abu Ghraib is that we are now fighting a genocidal war against Arabs for oil, just as we once fought a genocidal war against Indians for land. Soldier X, who believes that all Arabs are guilty, is a brutal reminder of the innumerable soldiers who once believed that the only good Indian was a dead Indian. Like the Indians of yesteryear, the Arabs of today have what we want. In such cases, it has always been necessary for our nation to be deceived into thinking that extermination is self defense, and that the human beings we are exterminating aren't very human anyway. <P>

Another lesson of Abu Ghraib is that torture, rape and murder are things that can quite easily be taught to the boy or girl next door. There is no immunity in the American character to war crime -- nor is there any assurance that what we practice abroad will not be practiced against us at home. In the last week, President George Bush has argued the benefits of torture; presidential candidate Senator John McCain has decided that his former dislike of torture was misplaced. Attorney General Michael Mukasey has refused to define waterboarding as torture; and Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia has expressed the opinion that torture is not unconstitutional. General Sherman was right when he said that war was hell, and these are the devils who guide us to it as they order lesser demons like Soldier X to do their bidding.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is he the military correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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Let Us Now Praise Judge Scalia, Who Gives Us Hope In This Dark Hour <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Floyd  </font> <P>

I must take issue with the voices now being raised against Judge Antonin Scalia's contention that torture is not prohibited by the U.S. Constitution's explicit ban on <I>"cruel and unusual punishment." </I><A HREF="http://harpers.org/archive/2008/02/hbc-90002378">Critics such as Scott Horton </A>have offered withering denunciations of Scalia's claims, which were offered up in <A HREF="http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/americas/7239748.stm">an interview with BBC radio</A> this week. But I think they have underestimated the exquisite subtlety of Scalia's argument. Indeed, instead of rejecting this interpretation by a jurist widely praised for the sweaty muscularity of his intellect, I think we should embrace it, champion it -- and use it to put George W. Bush, Dick Cheney, and<A HREF="http://harpers.org/archive/2008/02/hbc-90002330"> a vast host of their minions in jail</A>.

In the interview, Scalia insists that the Eighth Amendment strictures against cruel and unusual punishment refer only to punishment; i.e., to the treatment of a prisoner who has been tried and convicted in a court of law and is now being punished via his judicially determined sentence. As the BBC and <A HREF="http://rawstory.com/news/2008/Scalia_says_courts_shouldnt_prohibit_torture_0212.html">Raw Story</A> report:

In the interview with the Law in Action programme on BBC Radio 4, he said it was <I>"extraordinary"</I> to assume that the ban on <I>"cruel and unusual punishment"</I> - the US Constitution's Eighth Amendment - also applied to<I> "so-called"</I> torture. <P> <I>

"To begin with the constitution... is referring to punishment for crime. And, for example, incarcerating someone indefinitely would certainly be cruel and unusual punishment for a crime.... [But] is it obvious that what can't be done for punishment can't be done to extract information that is crucial to the society?" </I> <P>

Justice Scalia argued that courts could take stronger measures when a witness refused to answer questions. <P> <I>

"I suppose it's the same thing about so-called torture. Is it really so easy to determine that smacking someone in the face to determine where he has hidden the bomb that is about to blow up Los Angeles is prohibited in the constitution?"</I> he asked.  <P>

In his reference to a bomb in Los Angeles, Scalia is of course referring to that lodestone of modern jurisprudence, the torture-happy Fox TV fictional adventure show, <I>"24."</I> But setting aside for a moment Scalia's zealous promotion of this innovative legal philosophy (known in scholarly circles as the <I>"Bauer Over Blackstone"</I> Movement), let us concentrate instead on the practical applications that Scalia's insight affords us. <P>

Scalia says that the<I> "cruel and unusual punishment"</I> clause only applies to those tried, convicted and sentenced in court -- and not to anyone else. Let's grant that premise (even though some cynics might say that it is actually a piece of, well, tortured logic offered up by a partisan hack and third-rate blowhard desperate to justify filthy crimes committed by his ideological comrades). What then would we do with cruel and unusual acts perpetrated on someone who has not been tried and sentenced in court? If those acts are not covered under the Eighth Amendment, where then would they fall? <P>

Here we will emulate Judge Scalia's own example, and illustrate our point with a hypothetical situation. We cannot not pretend to follow his muscle-bound brain into the Kierkegaardian complexities of<I> "24,"</I> of course, so our illustration will necessarily be more homely and simple. If, for example, we were to tie Antonin Scalia to a chair and smack him in the face or stick needles under his fingernails, or chain him in a cold room for days on end, dousing him at whiles with cold water, or haul his corpulent bulk onto a table, sling his beefy head off the side and pour water down his throat and nose until he thrashed about in a death-panic like a bull-moose gored with a spear, where would we stand in the eyes of the law?  <P>

Obviously, this treatment would not be covered under the Eighth Amendment strictures, for as Scalia teaches us, these apply only to convicted prisoners. What then do we do with those who beat, torment and torture people who are not convicted prisoners? Why, they fall under the ordinary criminal code, of course. They are charged with assault, with aggravated battery, even attempted murder, or a number of other offenses, most of them going back hundreds of years in common law. <P>

Thus does the noble judge instruct us well. There is no great constitutional conflict to be resolved here, no legal gray area to be divined only by muscular minds and/or third-rate, hard-blowing partisan hacks. The Eighth Amendment doesn't cover torture, because it doesn't need to cover torture. Those who beat, torment and torture people who are not prisoners are nothing but common criminals, subject to the common law against assault upon another person. Such acts already fall within the purview of the criminal code, and always have done so. If it is against the law to strip Antonin Scalia down to his hairy nakedness, truss him up in a <I>"stress position,"</I> beat him and kick him, smear him with fake menstrual blood, threaten him with snarling dogs, inject him with drugs, waterboard him or subject him to other<I> "so-called tortures,"</I> then it is against the law to do it to anybody, anytime, anywhere -- and would be so even if the Eighth Amendment never existed. <P>

And it is equally against the law to direct someone or to pay them to carry out such criminal actions, or to engage in a conspiracy to see that such criminal actions are undertaken. The hitman alone is not guilty of murder; the one who hired him is complicit as well. Likewise the knee-capper, the enforcer sent by a crime boss, the guard at a Nazi death camp -- or indeed, a terrorist sent out by a <I>"mastermind"</I> who concocts a plot but doesn't actually do the deed. Those in command are also culpable in the eyes of the law. <P>

And so Judge Scalia is perfectly correct in directing our attention to the fact that the Eighth Amendment need not apply to torture cases, and that heavyweight constitutional arguments on this issue are mere straw men, diversions from the very ordinary criminality involved -- and the very ordinary remedies available. These are:<B> 1)</B>  law enforcement investigations to determine <A HREF="http://www.antiwar.com/orig/worthington.php?articleid=12356">who has committed these criminal acts,</A> and who caused them to be done, and who took willing part in the conspiracy to carry them out; <B>2)</B> the empanelling of grand juries to bring formal charges against the suspects; and<B> 3)</B> an open trial in a court of law to determine their guilt or innocence. <P>

As it happens, we now have <A HREF="http://wiredispatch.com/news/?id=36075">free, uncoerced confessions</A> from most of the leading figures in the conspiracy to commit assault, aggravated battery, etc., on a number of victims. We know, for example, that George W. Bush personally approved of the acts, as did several of his top officials and legal advisers. We have copious documentary evidence, in the form of memos, findings, directives, executive orders, etc., in which a number of officials presented detailed<I> "justifications"</I> for the commission of these common crimes. Indeed, in much of this documentary evidence, you can find candid acknowledgements that the acts in question would in fact leave their perpetrators -- and their superiors -- open to criminal prosecution. <P>

Actually, it is -- dare we say it? -- a <I>"slam-dunk case."</I> A competent prosecutor could have the whole gang tied up with a ribbon and a bow in a matter of weeks. No need for impeachment or Harvard Law School debates; just send some uniforms over to haul in the suspects and box up the evidence, get yourself a courtroom and go to work. The war crimes, mass murder and treason cases against this same gang are admittedly a more complex affair, and would take much longer to bring about. But the important thing is to get them off the streets as soon as possible, and the straightforward assault charges, to which they've already confessed, would be the quickest, easiest way to accomplish this. <P>

So let us thank Judge Scalia for pointing the way to this swift and efficient solution. I feel sure that one of his many acolytes now thronging our legal system will be following his lead and filing these charges very soon.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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McCain On The Loose, Chasing The Goose <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

George W. Bush didn't kill the Golden Goose, but he sure as hell turned its feathers gray. Now the old bird's waddling up and down Wall Street with a Styrofoam cup, pleading, <I>"Change? Change? Change?" </I>Help's on the way, but John McCain's close behind, waving his bloody little hatchet. <P>

When you compare the eight years preceding George W. Bush with the seven years of his presidency (as the House Democratic Caucus did recently), it's easy to see that the Delusional Dauphin almost succeeded in wringing the neck of our high-flying national bird, Americus Goldenous Economus. In the eight years before Bush (referred to hereafter as BB), our GDP grew 4.09 percent; in the seven years after Bush (AB) it grew 2.65 percent. BB we were creating 1.7 million jobs per year; AB the number is 369,000. In the seven years BB, household income increased $6,000; AB it has decreased $1,100. Then, gasoline was selling for $1.39 a gallon, our trade deficit was $380 billion, and the federal budget was showing a $431 billion surplus. Now, petrol is up over $3.00 a gallon, our trade deficit is $12.8 trillion, and the budget is $734 billion in arrears. <P>

The bottom line is that the line is, well, on the bottom, and we're headed into what Republicans always call a downturn,  Democrats always call a recession, and average non-econometric people always recognize as another batch of smelly big business homebrew. <P>

Fortunately, we do have national elections every four years and the harbingers of change - Barack and Hillary - are tripping towards November. Either of them is bound to do a better job than Bush on the economy because they both have IQ's that pop up past 99 on a hot summer day. But standing in their way is the Batboy for the Bush Leaguers, John McCain, a man who helped hold down the wings of the Golden Goose for the past seven years while the war profiteers, the Katrina scavengers and the sub-prime mortage manglers plucked its feathers. <P>

Consider. McCain holds himself out as a maverick, beholden to no man. But whenever Bush needed votes for an other bad trade deal, he turned to McCain and McCain backed his play - NAFTA, CAFTA, Oman, Singapore, Chile, Columbia, China. Now McCain says if he gets elected he's willing to negotiate a free trade agreement<I> "with almost any country."</I> Whenever Bush needed cover to boost the profits of his big business backers, McCain got his back by voting in favor of outsourcing of government contracts, against protections to slow the export of U.S. jobs and in favor of waiving and weakening <I>"Buy America"</I> laws. When Bush had to have moral underpinning for his tax cuts for the wealthy, McCain-of-the-straight-talk-express endorsed them, promoted them, voted for them (two weeks ago I would have written <I>"pimped them,"</I> but I am not a slow learner). Tax cuts for the insurance industry? Hundreds of thousands of dollars in campaign contributions from financial institutions, big banks and insurance companies? Yes, yes, yes. Programs to retrain workers? Overtime rights? Extension of unemployment compensation? School construction funding? No, no, no and no. <P>

When McCain called himself a <I>"foot soldier"</I> for Ronald Reagan, he was telling the truth. When he said, <I>"The issue of economics is something that I've never understood as well as I should," </I>he was also telling the truth. That makes twice.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto:ray.abernathy@gmail.com">Ray Abernathy.</A></font> Visit Ray at his<A HREF="http://www.rayabernathy.com"> website</A>. 

</font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center> 

<p> <br> <br>

<center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/wow-dementia-express.jpg"> 

</center> <br> <p> <center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td> <br> <br> <font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/joeconson2.jpg"> <br>

Crooked Talk On Iraq Cost <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

As a presidential candidate, John McCain stands out not only for his vocal endorsement of the unpopular war in Iraq but also because one of his own sons is a Marine Corps officer on active duty there. He supports the war even at the price of his own career or the life of a child he loves. <P>

Yet although the senator from Arizona is obviously no chicken hawk, he carefully avoids <I>"straight talk"</I> about the real costs of this war in dollars and debt. Like every other politician who agrees with the Bush policy of prolonged war and occupation, he still pretends that we can spend hundreds of billions of dollars on this endless misadventure without collecting enough tax revenue to pay the actual costs. <P>

Hundreds of billions? Sorry, but that vague estimate is probably far too modest, according to a new book by the Nobel Prize-winning economist Joseph Stiglitz and Linda J. Bilmes. In The Trillion-Dollar War: The True Cost of the Iraq Conflict, they warn that the war's <I>"true budgetary cost,"</I> excluding interest, <I>"is likely to reach $2.7 trillion." </I>Aside from the price of munitions, contractors, transport, fuel and other fixed costs, their calculations are based on the government's continuing obligation to provide medical care and disability payments for the thousands of wounded Iraq and Afghanistan veterans over the coming decades.

Those costs represent a moral debt on which we cannot default-and they will grow larger every day that we maintain the occupation. Even if the war could be ended immediately, the fiscal obligations incurred by the invasion and occupation will continue. Beyond the mandatory disability payments, medical and psychiatric care and additional benefits to which our vets are entitled, the nation will face years of increasing military budgets to restore the equipment and readiness of our battered armed forces, especially the Army and the National Guard. <P>

Even in the <I>"best case"</I> scenario envisioned by Mr. Stiglitz and Ms. Bilmes, with our troop presence declining rapidly, the U.S. commitment in Iraq is still likely to cost no less than $400 billion over the next several years, on top of the $800 billion or so that we have spent to date. Those figures, which don't include veterans' benefits, add up to $1.2 trillion. What the authors call their <I>"realistic-moderate scenario" </I>for a prolonged presence in Iraq will cost twice as much or more. <P>

Having served at the highest levels of the federal government, both authors understand that the Bush administration's war budgeting has been a travesty-aided and abetted by lawmakers such as Mr. McCain, who have gone along all the way. Instead of accounting honestly for the war's costs and requesting the necessary funds to pay for them, the White House has routinely used <I>"emergency" </I>supplemental requests as a device to hide the truth. The emergency process prevents the Office of Management and Budget as well as Congressional staff from thoroughly reviewing the data. Inevitably, they explain, this lack of transparency and competence has resulted in waste, fraud and corruption in payments to contractors, most of them politically wired, while essential equipment and veteran care remain underfunded. <P>

Compounding the disgrace is the fact that the Bush administration and Congress financed these <I>"emergency"</I> budgets by borrowing, rather than raising taxes, as the United States has traditionally done in times of war. The Bush administration has insisted on reducing taxes, with most benefits accruing to the wealthiest individuals, while piling on debt for succeeding administrations and generations (and leaving the nation's infrastructure to rot away, too). The politicians who have cooperated in this outrage, such as Mr. McCain, should tell us why they still call themselves <I>"conservative." </I> <P>

Back in 2001, when he was still in his maverick phase, the Arizona senator voted against the Bush tax cuts. Today he says that he objected to the budgetary flimflam that cut taxes without reducing program costs, but at the time he claimed to worry about the excessive premiums for the very rich. Now he runs around promising <I>"no new taxes" </I>just like every standard right-wing Republican. <P>

In an unguarded moment, Mr. McCain once confessed that he doesn't know much about economics. Even he should be able to comprehend the disastrous fiscal effects of the Iraq war, which its proponents originally promised would cost us almost nothing. Perhaps he should ask an economist to calculate the real cost of occupying Iraq for a hundred years, as he imagines-and how many generations will pay dearly for this mistake.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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Give Dennis Kucinich His Due <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Steve Cobble </font> <P>

Five years ago, this month, the world said no to the Iraq War, with massive demonstrations all around the world involving 10 million people. In the United States, more than 100,000 people came to New York City to challenge the Bush/Cheney rush to war--and one of the speakers, one of the very few elected officials to speak that day, was Dennis Kucinich. <P>

So what, you say? Well, maybe it's time to give Dennis his due. <P>

Compare the outpouring of affection and respect for John Edwards with the snark and abuse offered Kucinich when they each bowed out of the presidential race last month. Most liberal columnists and progressive bloggers offered kudos to Edwards for forcing and/or encouraging Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton to move left on healthcare, on trade issues, on poverty and inequality. John and Elizabeth Edwards did exactly that, and I offer my own thanks for the issues they ran on, especially given everything that was going on in their family. They deserve our appreciation for boldly putting good issue positions on the table, fighting hard for them and opening the door for the other candidates to get bolder, too. <P>

But why stop there? Why not ask who opened the door for Edwards? Because on almost every issue that John Edwards battled hard on in 2007, helping move Obama and Clinton closer to the light, it's indisputable that Dennis Kucinich pushed on those same issues back in 2003, again in 2007 and every year in between. In other words, Kucinich was against the war, for fair trade, against NAFTA and the WTO, against the Patriot Act, for single-payer health care, for an infrastructure plan to rebuild America and put forward a plan to bring the troops home--all long before not just John Edwards, but long before almost anybody. <P>

Consider the Patriot Act vote, cast by the Congress in October of 2001, only a few weeks after 9/11, in a scary time of threats and intimidation from the Bush/Cheney Administration. This vote had our lawmakers so scared that only a few brave House members stood up to oppose it, and in the Senate, only Russ Feingold had the guts to say no. But Kucinich voted no. Why? Because he read the bill. He risked his political career to oppose an intrusive, liberty-violating, fundamentally un-American bill. Very few others did, especially House members from ethnic urban districts. <P>

So give John Edwards his due. But give Kucinich his due, too. <P>

Because the truth is, Dennis Kucinich has the best voting record in Congress of anyone from a mostly white, ethnic district. No one else who shares most of Kucinich's positions--even those who are much less outspoken than he is--also has a district like his. He's not from Berkeley or Madison. He doesn't have a huge, liberal base constituency. Dennis Kucinich is consistently braver than his district would suggest he should be; and perhaps no other progressive is as brave compared to the people they represent. If you disagree, I offer impeachment as an example. Or gay marriage. Or animal rights. Or the abolition of nuclear weapons. Or a ban on weapons in space. Or his early opposition to pre-emptive war. <P>

Maybe those brave votes are a big part of the reason that Kucinich currently has four opponents for his House seat, including at least one who's being massively funded by outside corporate interests. Maybe his <A HREF="http://www.kucinich.us/">tough race</A> is not all due to his absences, but to his outspokenness. Maybe it's not his ears but his votes. Maybe it's not his size that irritates the big corporate boys but his willingness to act on his beliefs. <P>

Maybe the special interest money that's pouring into Cleveland these days for his opponents is not really because they're dissatisfied with his constituent service but because they don't like his commitment to ending the war economy; because they're irritated by his feistiness on behalf of canceling NAFTA, for fair trade, for living wages, for card-check union organizing; or because they hate his years of leadership on behalf of getting the insurance and drug companies out of people's healthcare. <P>

Think about this: Kucinich campaigned in 2007 on almost exactly the same key issues he ran on in 2003--ending the war, fair trade and single-payer health care for all. Since that time, the Democratic Party as a whole has moved more towards his early positions on these issues, as have all his opponents (to greater or lesser degrees) in the presidential primary last year--but he hardly moved at all. He was right then, and he's right now, on most of the fundamental issues that base Democratic voters care about. <P>

Here's a fun experiment. Go to <A HREF="http://www.actblue.com/">ActBlue</A> right now, pick out any House candidate randomly, and see if their proposed issue positions outdo Kucinich's existing votes. And then think about the fact that progressive groups will in the coming months spend hundreds of thousands of dollars, and the blogosphere will correctly exalt and extol many of these challengers, and activists will offer up thousands of words and hundreds of hours and dozens of dollars each, all to elect people who do not now--and likely never will--measure up to Kucinich's existing track record. <P>

Then consider treating him with a bit more respect. <br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 Steve Cobble</font> is an associate fellow at the Institute for Policy Studies, a co-founder of AfterDowningStreet.org, and a co-founder of the Progressive Democrats of America (PDA). He also worked on both the Kucinich '04 and '08 campaigns
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Talk No, Vote Yes <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ted Rall </font> <P>

How do Sleazy Senators Get Away With It? <P>

NEW YORK--A weird new tactic is highlighting the troubling extent to which the news media fails to hold our elected officials accountable. First, a politician calls a press conference where he issues a strident declaration for or against a bill. Big headlines follow. Then, when the matter comes up for a vote, he votes exactly the opposite of what he had said he would. And no one pays attention. <P>

Ten years ago, not even the most outrageous legislator would attempt such brazen perfidy. Back then, <I>"flip-flopping"</I>-- changing one's mind about an issue, voting one way and then the other--was the worst sin a pol could commit. Now he can take to the Senate floor, shout about a proposed law being a threat to mom, God and apple pie--and the next day vote<I> "yes," </I>secure in the knowledge that no reporter will call him on it. Thus can a reputation for courage and integrity be built. It's just that easy. <P>

John McCain pulls this neat trick all the time. He even did it on the same issue twice: torture.

In 2005 the Arizona senator grandstanded in favor of an anti-torture amendment to a defense bill. Bush signed it, but then took it back with one of his notorious <I>"signing statements." </I>NYU law professor David Golove, an expert on Congressional politics, explained that Bush would continue to order torture in U.S. prisons and concentration camps. <I>"The signing statement is saying 'I will only comply with this law when I want to,'"</I> he said. <P>

Senator McCain earned media plaudits for trying to stop torture. But he didn't try hard enough. He was too afraid of losing the backing of Bush and the GOP establishment for his 2008 presidential big. Bush conned him, and he shut up. <P>

Then, on February 13th of this year, the Senate passed a bill that would ban waterboarding and other types of torture. This time, McCain came out and voted <I>"no."</I> <P>

In its typically sloppy Orwellian style, The New York Times gave McCain credit for opposing torture--in his imagination--even as he voted in favor of it in the real world, on the Senate floor. <I>"The leading Republican presidential candidate, Senator John McCain of Arizona, a former prisoner of war who steadfastly opposes the use of torture, voted against the bill," </I>scrode The Times. <I>"Steadfast?" "Formerly opposed" </I>is more like it. Better yet, <I>"sort of formerly opposed."</I> <P>

Everyone knows that Senator Barack Obama was against the Iraq War since the beginning. He's been blasting it in speeches since October 2002. He was still at it a few days ago, telling supporters: <I>"John McCain and Hillary Clinton voted for a war in Iraq that should've never been authorized and never been waged. A war that is costing us thousands of precious lives and billions of dollars a week."</I> <P>

Nice talk. But less than a year ago, on March 27, Senator Obama voted to fund the Iraq War to the tune of $122 billion. On April 26 he voted yes again, for a $124 billion version of the same bill. On November 16, he voted for another $50 billion. Billions of dollars a week... <P>

Reporters don't ask Obama why he keeps voting for the war if he's against it. Former President Bill Clinton did: <I>"...there was no difference between [Obama] and George Bush on the war and...there's no difference in [Obama's] voting record and Hillary's...This whole thing is the biggest fairy tale I've ever seen."</I> He was absolutely right. <P>

The media pressured Clinton--not Obama--to apologize. <P>

Obama built his career on headlines that portray him as a hopeful proponent of personal liberty and opportunity. Then, when no one is paying attention, he votes like a fascist.

Passed without debate in the grim months following 9/11, the USA-Patriot Act violates our basic privacy rights by allowing the government to spy on us. <I>"Obama's Stand Against Patriot Act Cheered,"</I> declared a June 26, 2005 Associated Press story that appeared in hundreds of newspapers. Finally! Civil libertarians were happy. Many would go on to support Obama's presidential campaign. Indeed, any reasonable reader would infer that he was, as the story said, against the Patriot Act. Did he try to repeal it? No. He voted to renew it. <P>

At a January 5th Democratic debate Senator Hillary Clinton confronted Obama: <I>"You said you would vote against the Patriot Act--you came to the Senate and voted for it."</I> It takes a hypocrite to know one. Hillary voted for it twice. <P>

One of the most accomplished big talkers/vote wimps in the Senate is Clinton's fellow New Yorker Charles Schumer. On issue after issue Schumer, a notorious publicity hound, loudly lambastes the Republicans and their works.<I> "The most dangerous place in Washington,"</I> Bob Dole once quipped, <I>"is between Charles Schumer and a television camera."</I> When push comes to a roll call vote, however, the Democrats' attack dog turns into a teacup poodle. <P>

In January 2006 the Senate held confirmation hearings for Samuel Alito. <I>"70 percent of all Americans," </I>Schumer told CNN, <I>"say they do not want a Supreme Court justice who will vote to overturn Roe [v. Wade]."</I> If confirmed, he said, Alito<I> "would vote to overturn." </I>Since the right to an abortion is a key Democratic platform plank, everyone read his statement as a declaration of jihad against Alito's nomination. <P>

On the first day of the hearing Schumer called Alito a right-wing extremist: <I>"In case after case after case, you give the impression of applying careful legal reasoning, but too many times you happen to reach most conservative result. You give the impression of being a meticulous legal navigator, but, in the end, you always seem to chart a rightward course...Under your view, the President would...have inherent authority to wiretap American citizens without a warrant, to ignore Congressional acts at will, or to take any other action he saw fit under his inherent powers." </I> <P>

Schumer voted against Alito's confirmation. But, as a powerful member of the senate leadership, his support for a liberal-led filibuster could have kept Alito off the high court. He did nothing. <P>

Eighteen months later, he issued a rare apology. <I>"Every day,"</I> he said, <I>"I am pained that I didn't do more to try to block Justice Alito...Alito shouldn't have been confirmed."</I> <P>

National news organizations chose not to cover Schumer's apology. You see, the news media doesn't merely refuse to call out say-one-thing-vote-the-opposite politicians. It won't even let them call themselves out.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Uber Gruppenfuhrer Reid, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your constant shilling for the communication corpo-rats and your determination to destroy the 4th amendment, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Democratic Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with emerald clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Fuhrer Bunker," </I>formally <I>"The White House," </I>on 03-15-2008. We salute you Herr Reid, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 

</td> </tr> </table> </center> <P> <br> <br>

<center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ohmanyinyang.gif"> <br>

</center> <br>

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<p> <font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/dowd-ts-190.jpg"> <br>

Captive To History's Caprice <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

WASHINGTON <P>

Maybe we are the ones we've been waiting for. Or maybe we are not. <P>

Perhaps when Barack Obama uses that trippy line, he is just giving false Hopi, since the saying, which he picked up from Maria Shriver's New Age-y L.A. endorsement speech, is credited to Hopi Indians. <P>

The passionate palaver about Hillary versus Barry rages on, with each side certain it is right about our fate if we end up with a President Obama or another President Clinton. <P>

Hillary says Obama is <I>"all hat and no cattle."</I> You'd think she'd want to avoid cattle metaphors, so as not to rile up those with a past beef about her sketchy windfall on cattle futures. She could simply say he's all cage and no bird. <P>

But is she right, that he'd be a callow leader, too trusting of Republicans, dictators and terrorists? Is Bill right, that voters should not be swayed by eloquence and excitement? (Unless he's running.) <P>

Or is Obama right, that Hillary would ensure that the acrid mood of the last 15 years would continue to paralyze Washington, appall Americans and shrink our standing in the world? <P>

Who knows? As a Henry James character said about art:<I> "We work in the dark. We do what we can. We give what we have."</I> <P>

Gingerly, I would like to inject a note of uncertainty into this season of certainty. Covering seven presidential campaigns has made me realize that when it comes to predicting how presidents will perform, <I>"nobody knows anything," </I>as William Goldman said about Hollywood. <P>

You'd think it would be safe to vote on issues, but politicians often don't feel the need to honor their campaign promises. I covered Bush Senior saying, <I>"Read my lips: No new taxes."</I> I also covered him raising taxes and saying, <I>"Read my hips."</I> I covered W. promising a humble foreign policy and no nation-building. I also covered the Iraq fiasco. <P>

Voters try to figure out who they trust to have life-and-death power over them, but there's so much theatricality and artifice in campaigns you can get a false impression of who someone is. <P>

And you never know who they will become once they move into the insular, heady womb of the White House - or how they will be buffeted by the caprice of history, and the randomness of crises. <P>

At the very moment when politicians should be on top of the world, Ma, embraced by the voters, enhanced by the toys and levers of power, their gremlins surface. They inevitably get hit with trouble that they never could have imagined or prepared for, and that can trigger self-doubt and self-destruction and self-pity. <P>

Why didn't J. F. K. simply toss out the C.I.A. plan developed under Eisenhower to send 1,200 exiles to overthrow a popular Cuban leader with a force of 200,000? He felt the need to prove himself. <P>

Why did L. B. J. ignore his own solid political instincts to listen to Robert McNamara and Dean Rusk about Vietnam - falling under their stupid sway because they had been J. F. K.'s advisers? <P>

Nixon, driven by the same pathology of envy about Kennedy and other golden boys, conspired in a political crime while coasting to re-election. <P>

Why did W. let Cheney and Rummy lead him into hubristic disaster? He, too, needed to prove himself - and outdo Daddy. How could the <I>"compassionate conservative"</I> bike through Katrina? <P>

The self-destructive impulses that consumed Bill Clinton detracted from his policy achievements and distracted him from achieving all he could have. <P>

The press tends to swallow campaign narratives of sin and redemption, hard lessons learned. <P>

After giving up drinking and becoming Texas governor, W. had supposedly changed from an arrogant, obdurate, Daddy-competing loser to a genial, bipartisan, mature winner. As it turned out, a total makeover is not possible after 40. <P>

Hillary's narrative echoes W.'s: After the scalding partisanship of the '90s, she became a senator and turned the other cheek, working on legislation with Republicans who had pursued the impeachment case against her husband. She has supposedly learned from her White House mistakes on health care, Travelgate and legal issues, from her battles with the right and the press. She knows now that being obstructionist and secretive don't work. <P>

An appealing arc, but is it true? Her campaign shake-up showed that she continues to rank loyalty and secrecy above competence and ingenuity. She is still so guarded that she began answering questions from the press and voters only after she lost Iowa. <P>

All of us have known big shots who keep a check on their real feelings and dark tendencies until they get the top job. Then they throw off the restraints and revert to their worst instincts, bullying others and insulating themselves with sycophants. <P>

Hillary could be ready on Day 1 - to make up her Enemies List and banish Overkill Bill to a cubbyhole in the Old Executive Office Building. But it's Day 2 that I'm really worried about.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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Sounds Of A Lifetime <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P> <I>

"Damn Herbert Hoover!" <P>

"Damn Roosevelt!" <P>

"What this country needs is Alf Landon!"</I> Dust storms, homelessness, hunger, migration misery. <P>

<I>"It's Armageddon! The world is burning up, just like in the Bible. Jesus is coming tomorrow! Are you ready?" </I><P>

Gene Autry singing <I>"San Antonio Rose."</I> Grand Ole Opry, Fibber MsGee and Molly, Amos and Andy. Let's Pretend. <P> <I>

"Dad, there's going to be a war and so I have enlisted in the Navy. I'll miss you all" <P>

"Pearl Harbor? What's a pearl harbor?" <P>

"Dad, since we can't farm any more, I'm enlisting in the Army. I'll miss you all." <P> </I>

Bing Crosby,<I> "White Christmas", "Blue Birds Over the White Cliffs of Dover," </I> scrap metal drives, rationing, defense stamps, war bonds. <P> <I>

"I am a Navy nurse and your son is my patient. He said to tell you not to worry. He will be home soon" <P>

"Mom. I'm sorry I couldn't make it home for Dad's funeral but my ship was at sea." <P>

It's Armageddon! Jesus is coming! Are you ready?" <P>

"Mom. I have signed up for the Army Air Corps. I'll miss you all." <P>

"Mom. I have enlisted in the Air Corps. I'll miss you all." <P>

"Mom, I am enlisting in the Navy and I will need your signature. I'll miss you all." <P>

"The President of the United States regrets to inform you that your son is missing in action." <P> </I>

Dirty Boogie, <I>"I'll Walk Alone," "When Johnny Comes Marching Home Again,"</I> rationing, shortages. <P>

John Wayne, John Payne, Betty Grable, Ann Miller, Betty Hutton. <P> <I>

"Your son has been located and is in a Prisoner of War camp in the hands of the German army." </I><P>

Eddie Arnold, <I>"Cattle Call,"</I> Frank Sinatra, jitterbugs. <P>

Harry Truman, Potsdam, Malta, Yalta, divided nations, occupations. <P> <I>

"V-E DAY! The boys are coming home!"</I> <P>

War crimes trials,<I> "Just following orders." <P>

"Atomic bomb! I don't know just what it is but it sure blew the hell out of the Japs!" <P>

"It's Armageddon! Jesus is coming! Are you ready?" <P>

"V-J Day! Peace at last!" War crimes trials, "Just following orders." <P> </I>

GI bill, crowded classrooms, housing boom, job shortage, baby boom. <I>"I like Ike!" <P>

"Sentimental Journey," "Don't Fence Me In,"</I> white picket fences, three and a half children, women back in the kitchen <I>"where they belong." </I><P>

Korean War! <I>"Why did they divide it in the first place?" "Oh, Potsdam, Malta, and Yalta."</I> <P>

Porkchop Hill, Yalu River, more young men dying, truce talks, Oregon lumber camps full of migrants from the Midwest, dances at the Grange hall, <I>"Bonaparte's Retreat," "Birth of the Blues,"</I> James Dean. <I>"Live hard, die young, and leave a beautiful memory"</I> translated to <I>_"Live poor, work hard, and party hearty." </I> <P>

Peace at last? No! Vietnam War! <I>"Apocalypse Now,"</I> hippies, demonstrations, Black Panthers, turmoil. JFK, MLK, RFK, LBJ, Kent State,<I> "One Tin Soldier."</I> <P>

Contraceptives! Abortion rights! Pete Seegar singing, <I>"We'll all be a-doublin' in thirty-nine years!" <P>

"It's Armageddon! Jesus is coming! Are you ready?"</I> <P>

LBJ, presidential lies, rice paddies, Mekong Delta, Gulf of Tonkin, military pullout. Did we win or lose? Who the hell cares? Our boys are home! Civil rights, equal rights, male chauvinistic pigs, bra burnings. Equal Rights Amendment. <P>

Nixon, Watergate, presidential lies, cover-up, impeachment hearings, scandals, missing tapes, disgrace. <P>

Ford, caretaker, bad golfer, good guy but poor President. <P>

Carter, Pal-Israel agreement, Nobel peace prize, Brother Billy, battle against <I>"nookier perliferation,"</I> Iran War, hostage crisis, gas lines, unrest and uncertainty. <P><I>

"It's Armageddon! Jesus is coming! Are you ready?" </I> <P>

Reagan, tax cuts, theater, Iran-Contra, cover-up, scandals, Ollie North, conspiracies. <P>

G.H.W. Bush, Iraq-Iran War, Armageddon again, all-volunteer military, Dan Quayle, national debt, scandals, unrest and dissatisfaction. <P>

Clinton, disappointing compromises, Kosovo, World Trade Center bombing, Lani Guiniere, Janet Reno, China becomes <I>"most favored nation,"</I> Monica Lewinsky, impeachment, Elian Gonzales, Fidel Castro. <P>

G.W. Bush, Executive Orders, 9/11, almost 3,000 dead, two planes flying into buildings, one augured into a field, but identification of all perpetrators found on the scene within hours despite total destruction of the planes, (?), undeclared war in Afghanistan, invasion of Iraq, soaring national debt, tax cut for the rich, <I>"free"</I> trade, illegal immigration, extended tours of duty, neglect of veterans. <I>"Billions for war and not one penny for working Americans," </I>jobs moved overseas, open borders, free trade, off shoring, outsourcing, dot com bubble, burst, housing boom, bust, mortgage foreclosure, recession, permanent war against everybody. <I>"Work hard, live poor, shut up and go shopping!" <P>

"Damn Clinton!" <P>

"Damn Bush!" <P>

"It's Armageddon! Jesus is coming! Are you ready?"</I> <P>

Power-hungry, corrupt leaders, greedy corporations, oppression of the poor, bleeding the working class. Ho hum! The more things change, the more they stay the same. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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Let's Impeach The President <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Neil Young <P>

Let's impeach the President for lying <br>

And misleading our country into war <br>

Abusing all the power that we gave him <br>

And shipping all our money out the door <P>

Who's the man who hired all the criminals <br>

The White House shadows who hide behind closed doors <br>

They bend the facts to fit with their new stories <br>

Of why we have to send our men to war <P>

Let's impeach the President for spying <br>

On citizens inside their own homes <br>

Breaking every law in the country <br>

By tapping our computers and telephones <P>

What if Al Qaeda blew up the levees <br>

Would New Orleans have been safer that way <br>

Sheltered by our government's protection <br>

Or was someone just not home that day' <P>

Flip - Flop <br>

Flip - Flop <br>

Flip - Flop <br>

Flip - Flop <P>

Let's impeach the president for hijacking <br>

Our religion and using it to get elected <br>

Dividing our country into colors <br>

And still leaving black people neglected <P>

Thank god he's cracking down on steroids <br>

Since he sold his old baseball team <br>

There's lots of people looking at big trouble <br>

But of course our president is clean. <P>

Thank God <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2006/2008 Neil Young
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<br> Hightower: Cowboy George, Horse Thief
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Expect Dirty Tricks And Detours On The Road To Denver <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

As <A HREF="http://bettybowers.com/betty4president/?p=54">Jesus and I were discussing yesterday</A> over a lovely bottle of Petite Sirah, neither Democratic candidate looks likely to get enough delegates to clinch the nomination before the DNC Convention. This means that the road to Denver is going to be loaded with tricks, gambits and cases of TNT that will likely explode in the detonator's face. A lagging Hillary, playing a cagey Wiley Coyote to Obama's serene Roadrunner, <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/02/14/us/politics/14delegates.html?hp">just named the latest anvil she intends to drop</A>. She is going to lobby (which is how polite people spell <I>"sue"</I>) to allow the Michigan delegates to vote. Since Michigan (along with always troublesome Florida) was penalized for violating the rules of the DNC (and, in Florida's case, also the rules of good taste), nobody thought their vote mattered, which was rather nostalgic to anyone in America who voted in 2000. Indeed, in a lovely touch Dick Cheney could only dream of (and, believe me, he does), Hillary was the only name on the ballot. How wonderfully Stalinist! <P>

The problem the DNC has is that it has dawdled too long in deciding what to do about naughty Michigan and Florida. If the DNC was going to seat delegates from Michigan and Florida, the procedure for doing so needed to be agreed upon before it was known which candidate would be helped the most. If the DNC does anything now, it will just look like what it will, no doubt, be: dirty politics aimed at derailing a legitimate nominee. And it will leave an unsightly stain on the legitimacy of the ultimate nominee. Hillary, used to unsightly stains, won't be bothered by that, but other Democrats should be. Maybe in lieu of a vote the Michigan delegates can be given a lovely corsage to wear at the convention. And the Florida delegates can get more flattering lighting for television - and tips from patient stylists on how not to look quite so noticeably Floridian. That should make everyone - except Hillary - happy, no? <P>

But Hillary's 2008 approach to counting the delegates will be very much like George W. Bush's 2000 approach to counting the votes: Don't. Unless, of course, they are of the unelected <I>"superdelegate"</I> variety. You just know that Hillary is already thinking of them as 796 little Supreme Court justices. But before we even get to that point, I suspect the Clinton campaign will take another page from Bush's 2000 <I>"do anything - I said anything! - to finesse a win"</I> strategy. And, once again, the battleground will be Florida, a state that has been, frankly, nothing but trouble since they drained the swamps and put up gold-flocked wallpaper and turquoise nautical-themed colonnades. Only, this time, the fight in Florida will be to get counted what the Democratic National Convention has said should not be counted. You see, Florida's Democratic delegates don't count this year. The DNC, acting like the most frosty, Germanic hostess, has refused to seat them for arriving too early. Honestly, you should see the way Hillary has started looking at them! I haven't seen such covetousness since Laura <I>"Pickles"</I> Bush gave me a tour of her walk-in medicine cabinet!

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://bettybowers.com/"> Mrs. Betty Bowers </A>
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"Notwithstanding the provisions of sections 106 and 106A, the fair use of a
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comment, news reporting, teaching (including multiple copies for classroom

use), scholarship, or research, is not an

infringement of copyright.<p> In determining whether the use made of a work in

any particular case is a fair use the factors to

be considered shall include:   </center> <P>

(1) the purpose and character of the use, including whether

such use is of a commercial nature or is for nonprofit

educational purposes;<br>

(2) the nature of the copyrighted work; <br>

(3) the amount and substantiality of the portion used in

relation to the copyrighted work as a whole; and <br>

(4) the effect of the use upon the potential market for or

value of the copyrighted work. The fact that a work is unpublished shall

not itself bar a finding of fair use if such

finding is made upon consideration of all the above factors." <P> <br> <P> <br> <P>
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Howard Zinn calls for the revolution in, "Election Madness." <br> <br>

Uri Avnery exclaims, "Three Cheers For Kosova!" <br> <br>

Victoria Stewart is, "Keeping Heart." <br> <br>

Jim Hightower finds, "Home-Loan Huckstering Keeps Going." <br> <br>

Joel S. Hirschhorn explores, "Delusional Hope: The Obama Rapture." <br> <br>
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Sin-ator Debbie Stabenow wins the coveted "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd asks, "¿Quién Es Less Macho?" <br>  <br>

Mary Pitt dares to tell, "The One Truth That Must Be Faced."<br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department, George Carlin revises, "The Ten Commandments" but first Uncle Ernie wonders, "What's The Point?" <br> <br>
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What's The Point? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"><br> <br> <I> <center>

"He riddles me. The ancient riddle: "What's the point?" <br>

Freejack ~~~ The Eagle Man <br> <br>

"The U.S. military absolutely has the capacity to respond to potential threats within our nation today. <br>It will get better in this coming year and continue to improve beyond that."<br> ~~~ General Gene Renuart, USNORTHCOM commander ~~~ <br> <br>

A vote for Gore is a vote for Bush; that is the new equation. A vote for Nader is a political Molotov that we need to throw into a corrupt and bankrupt system filled with its dirty money. We need to do this right now folks. We need to do this. It is a wasted vote if you vote for more of the same, which is what you get with Gore or Bush." ~~~ Michael Moore ~ 10-01-2000

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

As of late I've been getting the same question from a lot of people in both my professional and private life, to wit, <I>"If things are as bad as you say they are, what's the point?" </I>If nothing can be done, why continue? If the fix has been in, in this country, since before the revolution, why continue the struggle? Why not just lie down and die? Or why not join the dark side and <I>"be a loyal plastic robot for world that doesn't care?"</I> Some have even asked if I hate America. No, I don't hate America, just the government. I think the American people can be saved, even from themselves!  <br> <br>

I asked myself those same questions back when I dropped out of college. In fact, those were the reasons I dropped out and became<I> "Uncle Ernie"</I> the JD turned DJ! I came to this conclusion way back then: no matter what we do, short of a bloody revolution, nothing will ever change. You can't get most Americans off the couch much less into the streets! And even with a bloody revolution, in a year or two or a generation or two at the most, we'd be back in the same spot, the only difference being we'd have replaced the <I>"Old Boss"</I> with the<I> "New Boss!"</I> Nothing we can do at the ballot box will change a thing. No matter our logic, good works, coming together, marching together or singing songs; none of it will change an iota of our slavery, our invisible chains or our servitude. Barry Obama talks of change with a million pretty words but does he mean them? His voting record tells a different story and, even if he does mean them, so what? The fix is in and has been in for thousands of years! Remember, America, <I>"Abraham Lincoln didn't die in vain. He died in Washington D.C."</I> and furthermore the <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/emancipation.html">Emancipation Proclamation</A> didn't really end slavery, economics and the Steam Engine did. That is, the old style of slavery, where the master provided everything for his slaves. Today the slaves have to provide for themselves! <br> <br>

Consider that tens of millions around the world have marched, sung, protested our two needless, immoral wars in Afghanistan and Iraq for years and yet both those wars are still going on with no end in sight. Our sons and daughters are still dying or coming back missing limbs, sight, hearing or their sanity! We've killed over a million people, sent millions more to the hospital missing parts of themselves and caused millions to flee their homes and homelands to prevent becoming more statistics, a.k.a. <I>"Collateral Damage,"</I> which is a military euphemism for murder! Both parties and <B>ALL</B> of the candidates have supported and continue to support the wars and will continue to do so if elected. <br> <br>

So why, if I know all this and if all this is true, why then do I keep fighting the good fight? Why not just give up and see to protecting my family? Because not only do I feel like Graham Nash when he said in "Almost Cut My Hair," "`Cause I feel, like I owe it to someone!" But also because as the Firesign Theatre once asked... <br> <br> <I>

"Why did the Bozo cross the road? ~~~ Because there was a Bozo on the other side. <br>

Why did the short hair cross the road? ~~~ Because someone told him to. <br>

Why did the long hair cross the road? ~~~ Because someone told him not to!" </I> <br> <br>

My hair still reaches below my shoulders and <I>"The Man,"</I> to paraphrase Dick Cheney, <I>"Can go fuck himself!"</I> <I>"Got a revolution? Got to Revolution!" </I>

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Civil_Assistance_Plan500.jpg"> <br> <font size="+1">

U.S. Air Force Gen. Gene Renuart, left, commander of North <br>American Aerospace Defense Command and U.S. Northern<br> Command, and Canadian Air Force Lt.-Gen. Marc Dumais,<br> commander of Canada Command, signed a Civil Assistance<br> Plan that allows the military from one nation to support the<br> armed forces of the other nation during a civil emergency. The<br> signing took place at U.S. Army North headquarters, Fort Sam<br> Houston, Texas, Feb. 14, 2008. </font>

</center> <br> <br>

I see where we're one step closer to the North American Union, a union that all three governments deny is in the final planning stages. Our own North American Command has all but given it away with this week's announcement of the establishment of a joint army with Canada. Not only can our kids round us up and send us off to a <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/camps.html">"Happy Camp"</A> but now the Canadian army can do it, too! Are you ready for this, America? Here's what <A HREF="http://www.northcom.mil/News/2008/021408.html">US Northern Command</A> announced this week... <br> <br> <I> <B>

"U.S. Northern Command, Canada Command establish new bilateral Civil Assistance Plan</B> <br> <br>

SAN ANTONIO, Texas - U.S. Air Force Gen. Gene Renuart, commander of North American Aerospace Defense Command and U.S. Northern Command, and Canadian Air Force Lt.-Gen. Marc Dumais, commander of Canada Command, have signed a Civil Assistance Plan that allows the military from one nation to support the armed forces of the other nation during a civil emergency. <br> <br>

"This document is a unique, bilateral military plan to align our respective national military plans to respond quickly to the other nation's requests for military support of civil authorities," Renuart said. "Unity of effort during bilateral support for civil support operations such as floods, forest fires, hurricanes, earthquakes and effects of a terrorist attack, in order to save lives, prevent human suffering and mitigate damage to property, is of the highest importance, and we need to be able to have forces that are flexible and adaptive to support rapid decision-making in a collaborative environment." <br> <br>

"The signing of this plan is an important symbol of the already strong working relationship between Canada Command and U.S. Northern Command," Dumais said. "Our commands were created by our respective governments to respond to the defense and security challenges of the twenty-first century, and we both realize that these and other challenges are best met through cooperation between friends." <br> <br>

The plan recognizes the role of each nation's lead federal agency for emergency preparedness, which in the United States is the Department of Homeland Security and in Canada is Public Safety Canada. The plan facilitates the military-to-military support of civil authorities once government authorities have agreed on an appropriate response. <br> <br>

U.S. Northern Command was established on Oct. 1, 2002, to anticipate and conduct homeland defense and civil support operations within the assigned area of responsibility to defend, protect, and secure the United States and its interests. <br> <br>

Similarly, Canada Command was established on Feb. 1, 2006, to focus on domestic operations and to offer a single point of contact for all domestic and continental defense and security partners. <br> <br>

The two domestic commands established strong bilateral ties well before the signing of the Civil Assistance Plan. The two commanders and their staffs meet regularly, collaborate on contingency planning and participate in related annual exercises." <br> <br> </I> <center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/500proof.jpg"> <br> <font size="+1">Have you traded in your green backs for Ameros yet? </font> </center> <br> <br>

Were you planning on running to Canada when martial law is declared by the Smirked one? Think again, America! Still, do keep your bags packed, your guns loaded and your passport in hand! Remember, that knowing when to leave, just maybe life's most important lesson!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, I see where old Darth Nader is back from the grave with another attempt to split the vote for the Republicans. Here's a piece I penned for the very first <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.00freehost.com/page1.html">Issues & Alibis Vol. 1 #1</A> back on February 1st 2001... <br> <br> <center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/naderz.gif"> </center> <br> <br>

<I> <font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000> 

Darth Nader And The</font> <font color=#00CC00> Green Party</font> </font> <br> <br> 

Once upon a time, in a mythical country called America, there lived a knight in a rumpled suit. This knight, who could have been safe and rich like others of his calling, seemed to go out of his way to take on the largest dragons in the land. Not only did this not pay very well but it was also very dangerous. The people loved this knight in rusty armor but the king and his court were determined to make life miserable for the questing knight. To inform the people the knight wrote a book that told them how the King and his corporate pals deliberately separated the people from there lives by making and selling shoddy chariots. Chariots that couldn't stop or with wheels that fell off at high speeds or by their very designs were hazardous to the people's health. These corporate dragons knew well that their chariots were no good and they knew how to make them safe but wouldn't do it because it would cost them money. This rumpled knight in rusty armor showed these corporate dragons to the people for the villains they were and there was a great disturbance in the land. The success of his deeds brought others of his calling to his side and together they took on even more of these corporate dragons. The people were very happy, indeed. But, alas, this got old to the knight, this not being able to control those dragons from the back of his horse and this wearing that same old suit of armor year after year after year. And the knight got old. One evening this knight was approached by some political wizards from far off lands who whispered in his ear that he could be the king and call the shots. They whispered many things until he began to believe their magic. He could have all of the power that he lacked if only he would become one of them. They didn't tell the old crusading knight that he would also have to join the dragons and would become just like them. So he did as they asked and lost his soul and became Darth Nader! <br> <br>

A simple fairy tale? Don't you only wish it were? No, the Greens had come to this mythical land just in time to hand the country over to the worst possible creature. For people who espouse love of nature, their fellow man and social justice, they couldn't have come at a worse time. The college students who saw only the charisma and the ecological types who voted Green failed to remember the #1 rule of politics: You may not know who to vote for, but you always know who to vote against. Perhaps the college kids didn't know this as the Greens certainly didn't bother to explain the ramifications of electing Bushit. However, an old crusader like Ralph surely knew. Yet when he had made his point, a point with which I can agree, he didn't then admit that, since he couldn't win or even get 5% of the vote, he wanted all of his supporters to vote for Gore. Don't get me wrong. I'm not a Democrat. I find they are as far from being the right political party as any other, however, they were the lesser of two evils. When it's Bushit as the other choice, the democrats were, without a doubt, the only choice! Ralph, of course, knew this and because he sucked just enough votes out of the liberals to elect Smirky I have a bone to pick with him. <br> <br>

What the Greens have forgotten is that they are perceived as some kind of Communist Party out of Eastern Europe at the worst and Euro-trash at the best. The politics that work in the Old World won't cut it in America. The French, for example, are concerned about Iraqi babies dying. They blame it on U.N. sanctions in general and the United States in particular. In reality, Iraqi babies are dying because Sadam won't spend the oil money to feed them or buy them medicine. He is busy rebuilding his palaces and tank brigades with the billions in oil dollars. The Greens pick up this chant and lay it on America, saying essentially, mom and dad you're killing babies. Then they wonder why their party is going nowhere politically. I'm sure Smirky knows he owes his dictatorship not only to the treason of his brother and the Republican Party but also to Ralph. Without Ralph he could have never claimed a victory. Ralph provided the smoke and mirrors that George needed. Whether or not Ralph was paid to do so remains to be seen. <br> <br>

The Green Party says it stands for almost everything I think is important and believe in, but by their own estimates, it will take a lifetime or two just to be thought of as a regular party. The Greens say they are a local party without any real foreign connections but they seem a lot more interested in what's going on around the world than around the corner. They say the various Green Parties throughout the world aren't connected but all seem to rise as one for this or that perceived threat. This reporter is still convinced that somewhere a committee is pulling the strings of all the Green Parties throughout the world, a little like one party, one world, Brother Earth! Maybe they will turn the planet into a Star Trek world where no one wants and there is plenty for all. I hope they can do that. However, I trust a politician about as far as I can comfortably spit out a rat. I suppose the Greens are no better or worse than other political parties but that isn't saying a lot."</I> <br> <br>

I wrote Ralph a letter... <br> <br> <I>

"Hey Ralphie boy, <br> <br>

Alzheimer's? Masochism? Ego? Karl Rove's big bank book? Enjoy wasting money? Why? <br> <br>

Sincerely, <br>

Ernest Stewart <br>

Managing editor <br>

Issues & Alibis magazine"</I> <br> <br>

I'll let you know!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help, Ya'll! The cupboard was bare this week. A few of you have stepped up and did what you could do and we thank you so very much for that but we still have a long way to go. Won't you please step up too? Together we can keep us keeping on, fighting the good fight. Super G are you still out there, sweetie? <br> <br>

Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. Working 60 hours a week on the magazine leaves me no time for <I>"real"</I> work! We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/cblincolorl.jpg"> <br>

10-29-1928 ~ 02-21-2008 <br>

That's a wrap! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center><IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/buckley2.jpg"> <br>

11-24-1925 ~ 02-27-2008 <br>

I am, I fully grant, dead! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center><IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/miles.jpg"> <br>

09-05-1947 ~ 02-26-2008 <br>

I'll miss you my brother!</center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 

<br>

<center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/vendetta_07.jpg"> <br> <br>

</center> <p> <br> 

<center>

<table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/zinn.jpg"> <br>

Election Madness <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Howard Zinn </font> <P>

There's a man in Florida who has been writing to me for years (ten pages, handwritten) though I've never met him. He tells me the kinds of jobs he has held-security guard, repairman, etc. He has worked all kinds of shifts, night and day, to barely keep his family going. His letters to me have always been angry, railing against our capitalist system for its failure to assure <I>"life, liberty, the pursuit of happiness"</I> for working people. <P>

Just today, a letter came. To my relief it was not handwritten because he is now using e-mail: <I>"Well, I'm writing to you today because there is a wretched situation in this country that I cannot abide and must say something about. I am so enraged about this mortgage crisis. That the majority of Americans must live their lives in perpetual debt, and so many are sinking beneath the load, has me so steamed. Damn, that makes me so mad, I can't tell you. . . . I did a security guard job today that involved watching over a house that had been foreclosed on and was up for auction. They held an open house, and I was there to watch over the place during this event. There were three of the guards doing the same thing in three other homes in this same community. I was sitting there during the quiet moments and wondering about who those people were who had been evicted and where they were now." </I> <P>

On the same day I received this letter, there was a front-page story in the Boston Globe, with the headline <I>"Thousands in Mass. Foreclosed on in '07."</I> <P>

The subhead was <I>"7,563 homes were seized, nearly 3 times the '06 rate."</I> <P>

A few nights before, CBS television reported that 750,000 people with disabilities have been waiting for years for their Social Security benefits because the system is underfunded and there are not enough personnel to handle all the requests, even desperate ones. <P>

Stories like these may be reported in the media, but they are gone in a flash. What's not gone, what occupies the press day after day, impossible to ignore, is the election frenzy. <P>

This seizes the country every four years because we have all been brought up to believe that voting is crucial in determining our destiny, that the most important act a citizen can engage in is to go to the polls and choose one of the two mediocrities who have already been chosen for us. It is a multiple choice test so narrow, so specious, that no self-respecting teacher would give it to students. <P>

And sad to say, the Presidential contest has mesmerized liberals and radicals alike. We are all vulnerable. <P>

Is it possible to get together with friends these days and avoid the subject of the Presidential elections? <P>

The very people who should know better, having criticized the hold of the media on the national mind, find themselves transfixed by the press, glued to the television set, as the candidates preen and smile and bring forth a shower of clichés with a solemnity appropriate for epic poetry. <P>

Even in the so-called left periodicals, we must admit there is an exorbitant amount of attention given to minutely examining the major candidates. An occasional bone is thrown to the minor candidates, though everyone knows our marvelous democratic political system won't allow them in. <P>

No, I'm not taking some ultra-left position that elections are totally insignificant, and that we should refuse to vote to preserve our moral purity. Yes, there are candidates who are somewhat better than others, and at certain times of national crisis (the Thirties, for instance, or right now) where even a slight difference between the two parties may be a matter of life and death. <P>

I'm talking about a sense of proportion that gets lost in the election madness. Would I support one candidate against another? Yes, for two minutes-the amount of time it takes to pull the lever down in the voting booth. <P>

But before and after those two minutes, our time, our energy, should be spent in educating, agitating, organizing our fellow citizens in the workplace, in the neighborhood, in the schools. Our objective should be to build, painstakingly, patiently but energetically, a movement that, when it reaches a certain critical mass, would shake whoever is in the White House, in Congress, into changing national policy on matters of war and social justice. <P>

Let's remember that even when there is a <I>"better"</I> candidate (yes, better Roosevelt than Hoover, better anyone than George Bush), that difference will not mean anything unless the power of the people asserts itself in ways that the occupant of the White House will find it dangerous to ignore. <P>

The unprecedented policies of the New Deal-Social Security, unemployment insurance, job creation, minimum wage, subsidized housing-were not simply the result of FDR's progressivism. The Roosevelt Administration, coming into office, faced a nation in turmoil. The last year of the Hoover Administration had experienced the rebellion of the Bonus Army-thousands of veterans of the First World War descending on Washington to demand help from Congress as their families were going hungry. There were disturbances of the unemployed in Detroit, Chicago, Boston, New York, Seattle. <P>

In 1934, early in the Roosevelt Presidency, strikes broke out all over the country, including a general strike in Minneapolis, a general strike in San Francisco, hundreds of thousands on strike in the textile mills of the South. Unemployed councils formed all over the country. Desperate people were taking action on their own, defying the police to put back the furniture of evicted tenants, and creating self-help organizations with hundreds of thousands of members. <P>

Without a national crisis-economic destitution and rebellion-it is not likely the Roosevelt Administration would have instituted the bold reforms that it did. <P>

Today, we can be sure that the Democratic Party, unless it faces a popular upsurge, will not move off center. The two leading Presidential candidates have made it clear that if elected, they will not bring an immediate end to the Iraq War, or institute a system of free health care for all. <P>

They offer no radical change from the status quo. <P>

They do not propose what the present desperation of people cries out for: a government guarantee of jobs to everyone who needs one, a minimum income for every household, housing relief to everyone who faces eviction or foreclosure. <P>

They do not suggest the deep cuts in the military budget or the radical changes in the tax system that would free billions, even trillions, for social programs to transform the way we live. <P>

None of this should surprise us. The Democratic Party has broken with its historic conservatism, its pandering to the rich, its predilection for war, only when it has encountered rebellion from below, as in the Thirties and the Sixties. We should not expect that a victory at the ballot box in November will even begin to budge the nation from its twin fundamental illnesses: capitalist greed and militarism. <P>

So we need to free ourselves from the election madness engulfing the entire society, including the left. <P>

Yes, two minutes. Before that, and after that, we should be taking direct action against the obstacles to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. <P>

For instance, the mortgage foreclosures that are driving millions from their homes-they should remind us of a similar situation after the Revolutionary War, when small farmers, many of them war veterans (like so many of our homeless today), could not afford to pay their taxes and were threatened with the loss of the land, their homes. They gathered by the thousands around courthouses and refused to allow the auctions to take place. <P>

The evictions today of people who cannot pay their rents should remind us of what people did in the Thirties when they organized and put the belongings of the evicted families back in their apartments, in defiance of the authorities. <P>

Historically, government, whether in the hands of Republicans or Democrats, conservatives or liberals, has failed its responsibilities, until forced to by direct action: sit-ins and Freedom Rides for the rights of black people, strikes and boycotts for the rights of workers, mutinies and desertions of soldiers in order to stop a war._ Voting is easy and marginally useful, but it is a poor substitute for democracy, which requires direct action by concerned citizens.

 <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.howardzinn.org/">Howard Zinn </A> </font>is the author of, "A People's History of the United States," "Voices of a People's History" (with Anthony Arnove), and most recently, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/0872864758?tag=commondreams-20/ref=nosim">"A Power Governments Cannot Suppress."</A>

 <P> <br> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<br>

<center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/peace.gif"> </center>

<p>

<br> 

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td> 

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/uri.jpg"> <br>

Three Cheers For Kosova! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

A Serbian is driving down the highway in the wrong direction, listening to music on the radio. Suddenly the program is interrupted by an urgent announcement: <I>"Warning! A crazy driver on the highway is going in the wrong direction!"<P>

"Only one?" </I>the Serb exclaims, <I>"All of them!" <P>

"Wow!"</I> the thought crossed my mind when a Serbian friend told me this joke,<I> "How much they resemble us!"</I> <P>

And indeed, much as Serbs are different from Israelis, it seems that we have a lot in common. Both peoples believe that <I>"the whole world is against us."</I> Both are completely convinced that they are absolutely in the right, even when everybody else is telling them otherwise. <P>

Like the Israelis, the Serbs are also immersed in their past. For them as for us, history is more important than the present. The future is a hostage of the past.  <P>

Many centuries ago, the Serbs lived in Kosovo. According to them, that patch of ground was the cradle of their nation. There, in June 1389, the defining event of their history took place: the great battle against the Ottoman Turks. The fact that the Serbs were decisively beaten does not diminish the memory. It also does not matter to them that afterwards a people of Albanian descent took root in the country. In their eyes, the people that has now been living in Kosovo for many centuries is <I>"foreign,"</I> the country is<I> "the patrimony of our forefathers"</I> and <I>"belongs to us because our religion (the Eastern Orthodox) says so."</I> Doesn't that sound at bit familiar? <P>

In World War II, the feeling of solidarity between Serbs and Jews was cemented. Our heart was, of course, with the courageous partisans. The Jews who succeeded in reaching Tito's liberated areas were saved from the Holocaust. Serbs and Jews were murdered together in the Croatian concentration camps, which were so gruesome that even SS officers shuddered when they visited them. <P>

The death of Tito and the collapse of his regime did not put an end to the feeling of solidarity. On the contrary. Our Rightists fell in love with Slobodan Milosevic. Ariel Sharon supported him publicly. Perhaps he liked the combination of deeply-felt victimhood and merciless brutality. <P>

All this explains the mixed feelings many Israelis have towards the declaration of independence of Kosova (as the Kosovars themselves call their country.) <P>

I AM AFRAID that in this matter, too, my views diverge from those of many other Israelis. My heart was with the masses of Albanian Kosovars who rejoiced and danced this week in the streets of Pristina. <P>

They reminded me of the masses celebrating in the streets of Tel Aviv some 60 years ago, when the UN General Assembly decide to set up a Jewish state (It also decided to set up a Palestinian-Arab state, but that has been well-nigh forgotten.) <P>

This week, people throughout the world are debating the question: do the Kosovars have the right to a state of their own - or not? International law is being analyzed, possible precedents examined, learned arguments raised pro and contra. <P>

To me this seems irrelevant. When a population decides that it is a nation, behaves like a nation and fights like a nation - well, then it is a nation and has the right to its own nation-state. <P>

(I once told this to Golda Meir in the Knesset. She had denied, as usual, the existence of a Palestinian nation, repeating her famous dictum that <I>"there is no such thing."</I> Madam Prime Minister, I answered her, perhaps you are right, and the Palestinians are quite wrong when they believe that they are a nation. But when millions of people erroneously believe that they are a nation, conduct themselves like a nation and fight like a nation - well, then they are a nation.) <P>

That is the only test that counts. And the Kosovars have stood this test. Therefore, there is a Kosovar nation, and it has a right to a state. Long live the Republic of Kosova! <P>

THE MIDWIFE of the independent Republic of Kosova was the genocidal Milosevic. When he decided to carry out a murderous ethnic cleansing and to drive out millions of Kosovars from their country, he put an end to the right of Serbia to go on ruling Kosova. It proved again how right Thomas Jefferson was when he demanded, in the American Declaration of Independence, <I>"a decent respect for the opinion of mankind."</I> <P>

Milosevic, like his admirer Sharon, had only contempt for the opinion of mankind. They were both wrong, as was Stalin when he asked contemptuously: <I>"How many divisions has the Pope?"</I> The establishment of the Republic of Kosova is a punishment for Milosevic, much as the establishment of Israel was a revenge on Adolf Hitler (even if it was the Palestinians who paid the price). <P>

The conscience of mankind was outraged by the monstrous expulsion, and this time it did have divisions - or at least squadrons. The US Air Force bombed Serbia and compelled Milosevic to stop the despicable operation. The Kosovars returned to their homes, and since then independence was only a matter of time. <P>

(Many of my friends were shocked when I supported the bombing. To their mind, everything that NATO or the Americans did was necessarily bad. I told them that I am allergic to genocide. Even if God himself decrees genocide [as, according to the Bible, he did to the Amalekites, the Canaanites and the Persians of Esther's time], I am against it. In order to prevent genocide, I am even ready to take the devil's side.) <P>

The lesson of the Kosova chapter is simple: since World War II, one can no longer commit genocide without the conscience of the world being aroused and action taken to stop it. Sometimes this happens late, even shockingly late, but in the end the selected victim will stand on his feet again. <P>

SHOULD ISRAEL recognize Kosovar independence? <P>

This week I saw an interview on TV with Knesset Member Arieh Eldad of the ultra-Right. For a moment I was about to panic: it seemed as if he was supporting the independence of Kosova. But his next sentence put me at ease. He vigorously objected to recognition. <P>

What are we coming to?! he exclaimed. If the province of Kosovo can secede from the Serbian state, what is there to prevent Galilee from seceding from the Israeli state? The majority of the Galilean population are Arab, and tomorrow they will demand an Arab-Galilean state of their own. If the Kosovars are allowed to do so, why not the Palestinians inside Israel? <P>

The parallel is, of course, absurd. First of all, because the Arab citizens in Galilee do not dream of secession. On the contrary, they demand to be integrated in Israel. The proof: when Eldad's ultra-Rightist colleague, Avigdor Liberman, proposed that Israel give up the areas in which the Arabs are in the majority, no Arab citizens stood up to support the idea. Obviously, they want to remain citizens of Israel - but with equal rights. <P>

So who can be compared to the Kosovars - the Israelis or the Palestinians? That depends on the point of view. Israelis can say: Kosova resembles Israel. It declared independence unilaterally, as we did in 1948. But the Palestinians in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip can argue that it is they who resemble the Kosovars and have the right to declare their independence. Indeed, one of the leaders of the PLO, Yasser Abed-Rabbo, has already said so. However, both comparisons are spurious - neither Israel nor Palestine really resembles Kosova. <P>

BUT A more general question arises: when does a national minority have the right to secede and establish a nation-state of its own? If the Kosovars have this right, why not the Basques in Spain? The Corsicans in France? The Tibetans in China? The Tamils in Sri Lanka? The Kurds in Turkey, Iraq, Iran and Syria? The Luo  in Kenya? The Darfurians in Sudan? <P>

That is a subject best left to professors of political science. Reality has its own language. No one case is the same as another. There is no international tribunal to decide, according to established standards, who has this right - and who does not. The matter is decided in practice: when a particular population is determined to achieve independence at any cost, and when it is ready to fight and sacrifice for its independence - then they have the<I> "right"</I> to independence. <P>

The aspirations of a minority depend also on the attitude of the majority. A nation that is wise enough to treat its national minorities with decency and accord them real equality will succeed in keeping the state intact. Countries like Canada and Belgium understand this and endeavor to prevent the breaking up of the state. But when the dominant people mistreat the minority - as the Serbs did in Kosovo and the Russians are doing in Chechnya - they reinforce the motivation to achieve independence. <P>

I REMEMBER a conversation I had with Helmut Kohl, then the German Kanzler, when he was visiting Israel and invited four German-speaking Israelis for a private dinner. <P>

While the corpulent Kanzler was eating his meager meal (and protesting to no avail as he was served the tiniest of portions) we had a lively discussion about Bosnia-Herzegovina, which was then the focus of international attention. I expressed my view that there was no alternative to partitioning the country between the Bosnian Serbs and the Bosniaks (Muslims). One cannot compel two peoples to live together against their will, I said. <P> <I>

"We cannot set up new states!"</I> Kohl asserted vigorously. <I>"Borders in Europe cannot be changed! If we start with that, there will be no end. What about the German-Polish border? Or the German-Czech?"</I> <P>

I wanted to say that, with all due respect, this attitude is wrong. But I checked myself. After all, he was a head of government, and I only a lowly peace activist. But later, when I visited Bosnia, my conviction became even stronger. In theory, Bosnia has indeed remained <I>"united,"</I> but in practice there are two states that hate each other's guts. On the ground, there is hardly any contact between them. In practice there are two states, even though there is formally only one. <P>

Now Germany itself is leading the process of changing a border in Europe. It recognizes the new Kosova. <P>

YUGOSLAVIA HAS broken up, and now even Serbia has broken up. The unity of Canada and Belgium is fragile. Kenya is breaking apart between ethnic units (<I>"tribes"</I>). In many place around the world, minority peoples are dreaming about new nation states of their own. <P>

Apparently, a paradox. A small state, even a medium-sized state cannot maintain real independence in a world that is inevitably moving towards globalization. States like Germany and France are compelled to transfer large chunks of their sovereign powers to regional super-states, like the European Union. The French economy and the German army are subject to Brussels more than to Paris and Berlin. So what is the sense in creating even smaller states? <P>

The answer lies with the power of nationalism, which is not decreasing, but rather the opposite. One hundred or two hundred years ago, Corsica could not defend itself. To be secure, it had to be part of the French kingdom. The Basque homeland could not sustain an independent economy and needed to be part of a larger economic unit, like Spain. But today, when decisions are made in Brussels, why should Corsicans and Basques not have their own states and be separate members of the EU? <P>

That is a world-wide tendency. Separate nations do not unite in new states, but on the contrary, existing states break up into national components. Anyone who believes that Israelis and Palestinians will unite tomorrow in one state does not live in the real world. The slogan <I>"two states for two peoples"</I> is relevant today more than ever. <P>

So Israel, approaching its own 60th anniversary, should recognize the Republic of Kosova and wish it well.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Keeping Heart <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"The hurt gets worse and the heart gets harder." ~~~ Accidentally Like  A Martyr  ~ Warren Zevon <P>

"The most important question in the world is, 'Why is the child crying?'" ~~~ Alice Walker <P>

</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

I find it interesting that as Americans worry more about their economic futures they become less opposed to the war in Iraq. Polls suggest and the media would have us believe that there is no correlation. In fact, it has been widely reported that a growing number of Americans now believe the surge worked, is working, will work.  <P>

I don't believe Americans are quite that stupid. It is more comfortable for us, however, to believe that the shift in focus from war and slaughter to preserving our orgy of consumerism and greed is justified and legitimate. It's hard to think about the dying children and dead soldiers. It's harder still to confront that we're more concerned about our possessions than saving lives.  <P>

But also, we are overwhelmed and inundated with bad news and continuous messages of powerlessness. We are not only desensitized to the death and destruction committed by our government but also to the distortion of priorities and values. Every day our media tells us to be afraid and we are. We are increasingly immobilized and isolated by our fear. We are hardened by pain. <P>

And when the problems confronting us are so enormous and the powers arrayed against us are so formidable, action can seem futile. <P>

The summer I was seven our landlady had our garden, our primary food source, bush hogged. My brother and I crawled through the mangled vegetables with our sobbing mother, searching for anything we could salvage. I understood absolutely that we would be hungry and that we could do nothing against the intentional malevolence that had struck out at our family. We survived that long winter on fried fatback, winter greens and cornbread. And I learned a fierce pride from my parents that would not allow us to bow down to power.  <P>

To stand against the oppression of others and ourselves is to find and hold to a determined belief in the human spirit, in freedom and in love. Resistance is refusing to lie down in fear. Opposition is persisting in caring for others, living what one believes and accepting that what we do does, in fact, matter.  <P>

We don't just have to ask the important question; we have to answer it. We must shake ourselves out of fear and take hold of our ability to change how we live, we must make the adjustments necessary to secure a future for the children of the world and act with reason and kindness. These are not impossible things.  They are the essential things.   

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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Home-Loan Huckstering Keeps Going <p> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

You might have noticed that something called the subprime mortgage industry has cratered. Millions of people are losing their houses in foreclosures, big-name lenders are eating billions of dollars in losses, and America's whole system of home financing is teetering. But if you see the ads of home-loan hucksters, you'd think nothing has happened. <P>

These companies - some of which are on the brink of broke and facing lawsuits for their scurrilous lending practices - are spending more than ever on ads to entice new borrowers into the same sort of skewed loans that caused the present crash. No money for a down payment - no problem! Bad credit rating - that's OK! Zero interest rates - we've got 'em! Come on in! <P>

To back up the mortgage companies, the National Association of Realtors is running a national TV come-on asserting that <I>"Home values nearly double every 10 years."</I> Hey, it's a sure thing, right? Well, actually, home prices are falling in practically every part of the country, home builders are cutting back, and no independent analyst sees an uptick anytime soon, much less a doubling of home values. <P>

In addition to loans for buying a house, lenders are also trying to lure existing homeowners into playing the very dicey game of equity loans. These let a borrower draw out the cash value of their homes, in exchange for putting the house up as collateral. A Bank of America spokesman declared that this scheme is<I> "a smart way for consumers to finance things."</I> Well, he might ask all the people who're now losing their homes about that. Many of them took the home equity cash, only to see the value of their houses plummet, leaving them with a debt that's far bigger than what their house is worth. <P>

As one federal regulator of ads said of these questionable pitches by desperate lenders, <I>"It's a good time for consumers to be especially wary."</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Delusional Hope: The Obama Rapture <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

 By Joel S. Hirschhorn </font> <P>

Never have so many hoped for so much because of rollicking rhetoric and pulsating platitudes. A tsunami of hope has plunged America into electoral euphoria. In its path is the wreckage of critical thinking about what ails the US and what bold, revolutionary actions are needed. Barry Obama has accomplished semantic alchemy, turning justified but grim distrust and outrage with government and politics into hallelujah hope. But most hope never materializes and is a terrible predictor of reality. <P>

Think about the prevalence of hope: sports teams heading into a championship game, research scientists envisioning a Nobel Prize, people in the criminal justice system awaiting trial, entrepreneurs starting a new business, people starting off on a long-awaited vacation, American Idol contestants, college seniors dreaming of becoming superrich, and all those supporters of Ron Paul, Dennis Kucinich, and other presidential candidates that will not reach the White House. <P>

Hope produces far more losers than winners. Hope is enjoyable until failure hits. But most people do not give up on hope, just move on to the next hope. <P>

Obama hoped that he could tap into the national desire for change from the awful conditions produced by the Bush administration by selling hope to voters rather than his experience and accomplishments. Like a political medicine-man he has succeeded as a compelling seller of hope, better than the best infomercial charlatan. <P>

Like a self-fulfilling prophesy, his proof that hope works is his life story and political campaign. This resembles a con man selling a real estate scheme by showing pictures of his yacht, estate and Rolls Royce. Millions of consumers succumb because of their hope that riches can be obtained by following the quack's advice and formula. Such false hope succeeds because people buy into wrong or deceitful information. False hope can be revealed through objective examination of the facts, assumptions or promises used by the hope purveyor. <P>

Delusional hope is much more insidious. The trick behind delusional hope is that recipients of the hope message supply their own justifications and rationalizations for taking ownership of the hope. As much as delusional hope comes from the hope messenger, it is also self-inflicted to a large degree. In fact, the hope messenger may be honest and authentic, like Obama, truly believing in his hope message. Those who embrace the hope message have many possible reasons and motivations for doing so. <P>

It may be therapeutic by offsetting depression, stress or anger. It makes people happier, feel good and have something positive to look forward to in an otherwise dismal world. It provides comfort and some sense of security. Delusional hope is exactly like a placebo medicine, producing an apparent positive result without any valid reason for doing so, except satisfying the desire for a positive result. <P>

Obama has produced an epidemic of contagious delusional hope for a population rightfully disgusted with ordinary politics and politicians. Like an excellent magician, people are mesmerized by the trick of promising to turn YOUR hope into HIS success. <P>

What happens if president Obama does not actually deliver any real, substantive changes and reforms in government and public policy? Who will be blamed? Hope-happy Obama or a nation of hope-losers for electing him? <P>

This mass delusional hope befits our delusional democracy with its delusional prosperity. Rather than the usual lies, Obama offers hope for change, as if the ruling plutocracy will fade away and stop using their considerable influence over government to funnel an obscene fraction of the nation's income and wealth to the richest Americans and corporations. <P>

Money is key to seeing Obama for what he really is - an insider politician. He has backed away from his clear promise to use public financing for the general election, as John McCain also promised to do. His broken commitment results from his ability to raise enormous sums from hope addicts. Besides many small contributors, he has received enormous financial support from a number of business sectors. He provided about $700,000 to other politicians in the past year to get their support. When it comes to money, Obama seems much too much like an ordinary politician. <P>

What is the audacity of hope?  The confidence that most Americans will eat the political narcotic - hook, line and sinker. Welcome to the Obama rapture.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 </font> <A HREF="http:// www.delusionaldemocracy.com">Joel S. Hirschhorn</A> observed our corrupt federal government firsthand as a senior official with the Congressional Office of Technology Assessment and the National Governors Association and is the author of<A HREF="http://www.delusionaldemocracy.com"> Delusional Democracy - Fixing the Republic Without Overthrowing the Government. </A> To discuss issues <A HREF="//http://mailto:articlev@gmail.com">write the author. </A>
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An Open Letter To Bill O'Reilly <br> </font> </font> <font size=+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Jason Miller </font> <P>

Dear Bill, <P>

This is a note from an American radical. <P>

We are few in number, but we do exist. <P>

Time and again we've watched you bully your victims (or <I>"guests"</I> as you duplicitously refer to them) from your secure little perch high atop the food chain of craven and mendacious propagandists dutifully maintaining the pernicious lies that perpetuate the moral retardation and turpitude of this nation. You are a truly despicable human being. And by the way, Bill, characterizing you as a human being is a sign of our generosity and open-mindedness. <P> <B>

[As an aside, just what did Fox give you in exchange for your soul, Bill? Hopefully it was worth it because you are so deeply complicit in maintaining the mind fuck that enables your masters amongst the power elite to continue annihilating millions of sentient beings and destroying the planet via naked imperialism, neocolonialism, resource exploitation, factory farming, and a plethora of other evils.]</B> <P>

In an interview on<I> "Sixty Minutes"</I> within the last few years, you proclaimed yourself to be <I>"working class."</I> Now that took some real balls to float such an obvious lie on a show with that many viewers. Actually, rather than displaying nerve, you were probably just being shrewd. As adept as you are at plying your craft as a professional prevaricator, you knew that many US Americans (who still believe in the magic kingdom of meritocracy and egalitarianism) would swallow that whopper hook, line and sinker. [If by some ridiculous chance you are making working class wages, you better tell Rupert or Roger you want to renegotiate your contract immediately!] <P>

Being the avaricious and narcissistic careerist you are, you have clawed your way to the top of the dung heap of apologists for a system that is murdering the planet by <I>"bravely"</I> proclaiming your support of motherhood, apple pie, and the American Way. What most of your fans and viewers don't realize (and perhaps you don't even see it-though it is unlikely you are that unsophisticated) is that you are a Right Wing thug thriving in a Right Wing Nation where <I>"liberal"</I> mainstream politicians like Hillary Clinton would need to move several degrees left simply to make it to dead center. <P>

It's all so easy when you've got the backing of deep-pocketed corporate sponsors, isn't it Bill? And how can you lose when you consistently shoot fish in a barrel by skewering mealy-mouthed liberal proponents of<I> "fixing our system" </I>(rather than flushing it down the sewer where it belongs)? To the indoctrinated masses you look like a hero when you beat such <I>"threats to the American way of life"</I> into the ground with your jejune tirades and then proudly proclaim that you<I> "aired an opposing viewpoint."</I> <P>

But not all of us on the Left in the US are so passive, mild, and impotent. Some of us are radicals in the sense that we get to the root of the matter. We recognize that the status quo, including capitalism, hyper-industrialism, militarism, environmental rape, corporatism, imperialism, and a host of other ills you defend so vociferously, is a piece of shit that needs to go, much like you. <P>

We don't give a fuck about being PC. We'd just as soon kick you in the balls, tell you to fuck off, and stick your microphone up your ass as to attempt to engage you in an intellectually honest debate (of which you are incapable anyway). Which is why you would embarrass yourself in a profound way if you debated a radical in a neutral venue. <P>

You see, Bill, as small in number as we may be, there is a true Left in the United States. It appears that you either don't know we exist or, quite conveniently, neglect to acknowledge our presence. <P>

We aren't latte-sipping pacifists who drive Volvos and <I>"abhor guns and violence."</I> Some of us believe in the Second Amendment as fervently as reactionary libertarians from Texas. And we're locked, loaded, and ready to exercise our right of defense by any means necessary, just as they are. <P>

We see you for the wretched creature that you are. To us it is obvious that you and your ilk are the ones who belong in the American gulag of the prison industrial complex. Your work has figuratively fucked millions upon millions up the ass; it's time you were on the receiving end of some of that action. <P>

While we recognize that in the <I>"land of the free"</I> the alternative to at least ostensibly playing by the rules of the system is to sleep under a bridge or dwell in a cell, we refuse to fully dedicate ourselves to the depravity of the American Way. History has repeatedly demonstrated that revolutions will occur when conditions warrant it. Given the intrinsically oppressive nature of American capitalism, it is only a matter of time before such conditions arise. And when they do, people pursuing true democracy in America will be prepared to act. <P>

We understand that many who engage in the banal evils of perpetuating the American Empire do so out of ignorance or coercion. They are the ones we move to awaken from the false consciousness fogging their minds. <P>

We know that cynical, conscious promoters and beneficiaries of globicide like you are beyond reclamation and will ultimately be swept away by the forces of truth and justice you work so hard to suppress. <P>

In short, we are friends to the working class and enemies of the ruling elite you serve with such enthusiasm. <P>

We have a very weak hand,<B> for now</B>, and we play it accordingly. As long as Keynesianism, chewing gum, and bailing wire hold things together enough to shelter many US Americans from suffering too much economic pain, we know that scum like you will continue to prosper in this Right Wing Nation of rabid<I> "free market"</I>proponents who have been brain-washed to act against their own interests to preserve the <I>"rights"</I> of you and your ilk to continue raping the planet. <P>

However, as powerful as you are, not even you and your opulent masters can maintain an irrational, unstable, and malevolent socioeconomic structure indefinitely. But it's obvious you're going to enjoy the ride all the way to the bottom. <P>

Meanwhile, those of us struggling to forge a humane civilization will strive to mitigate the damage inflicted by the savage war you and your ilk are waging upon the Earth and its sentient beings. <P>

Glad to meet you, Bill O'Reilly. Now go fuck yourself..... <P>

Sincerely, <P>

Jason

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://civillibertarian.blogspot.com/"> Jason Miller </A> </font> is a recovering US American middle class suburbanite who strives to remain intellectually free. His essays have been widely published, he is an associate editor for <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/"> Cyrano's Journal Online, </A> and publishes <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/THOMASPAINE/"> Thomas Paine's Corner </A> within Cyrano's. He welcomes your <A HREF="http://mailto:JMiller@bestcyrano.org"> constructive correspondence.</A>
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False Flag Prospects, 2008 <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Top Three US Target Cities </font> <br>

By Captain Eric H. May<P>

Military Correspondent <P> <B>

Forewarning </B> <P>

The easiest way to carry out a false flag attack is by setting up a military exercise that simulates the very attack you want to carry out.  As I'll detail below, this is exactly how government perpetrators in the US and UK handled the 9/11 and 7/7<I> "terror"</I> attacks, which were in reality government attacks blamed on <I>"terrorists."</I> <P>

Although ill health keeps me from working as hard in the area of false flag analysis as I used to, the urging of independent editors and brother intelligence officers has prompted me to write this essay.  I'll keep it short for readers with limited time, but I will include invaluable links for those who want to delve deeper and understand better. <P>

My aim, as a former military intelligence officer who spent five years with the U.S. Army 75th Division conducting military war games, is to convince the American people that the <I>"next 9/11"</I> -- constantly promised by officials and the media -- is likely to be carried out under the guise of future military exercises.  If the American people are aware of pending exercises and the danger they represent, then the exercises cannot "go live" and effect the very terror events that they are supposed to be rehearsing against. <P> <B>

Military Exercises </B> <P>

The 9/11, 2001 attacks in the United States and the 7/7, 2005 attacks in the United Kingdom both have smoking guns proving that the mass murderers were not foreign terrorists but domestic tyrants.  Each country's government was conducting military exercises that simulated the exact events that were to occur. <P>

The US 9/11 Commission stumbled across strong evidence of treason by Dick Cheney when it interviewed Secretary of Transportation Norman Mineta, who was present in Cheney's famous command bunker as Flight 77 sped toward Washington, DC.  Cheney was at the center of national military exercises simulating terrorist hijackings of US aircraft -- at the very time that those hijackings were occurring in real life. On May 23, 2003, Secretary Mineta testified: <P> <I>

"During the time that the airplane was coming in to the Pentagon, there was a young man who would come in and say to the Vice President, "The plane is 50 miles out." "The plane is 30 miles out." And when it got down to "the plane is 10 miles out," the young man also said to the Vice President, "Do the orders still stand?" And the Vice President turned and whipped his neck around and said, "Of course the orders still stand. Have you heard anything to the contrary?" </I> <P>

9/11 Commission co-chairman Lee Hamilton failed to follow up on the bombshell revelation, and quickly switched the topic.  Thanks to YouTube, Mineta's astounding revelation and Hamilton's amazing reaction are both viewable <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bDfdOwt2v3Y">on a three minute clip,</A> 

In the case of the 7/7 London railway bombings, there is same-day evidence in a BBC interview with former Scotland Yard anti-terrorism agent, Peter Power, who was a contract employee working in government exercises: <P><B>

POWER:</B> <I> "At half past nine this morning we were actually running an exercise for a company of over a thousand people in London based on simultaneous bombs going off precisely at the railway stations where it happened this morning, so I still have the hairs on the back of my neck standing up right now." </I> <P> <B>

BBC HOST: </B> <I>"To get this quite straight, you were running an exercise to see how you would cope with this and it happened while you were running the exercise?"</I> <P> <B>

POWER:</B> <I> "Precisely." <I> <P>

For a one minute excerpt containing the statements above, <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JKvkhe3rqtc">refer to.</A> <P> <B>

Mainstream Media </B> <P>

It goes without saying that serious media inquiry would quickly ferret out the facts demonstrating high treason in the cases of 9/11 and 7/7.  It also goes without saying, unfortunately, that the traitors behind the two false flag attacks understood this very well, and would not have done what they did without a green light from a collaborative media. <P>

Three World Trade Center buildings collapsed in New York City on September 11, 2001: WTC 1 and WTC 2 (the Twin Towers) in the morning, and WTC 7 (the Salomon Building) at 5:20 p.m. EST.  Given that all three buildings were said to be unexpected collapses by all official sources, there is no good reason -- except for complicity -- to explain how it is that the <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C7SwOT29gbc&feature=related

">BBC reported</A> the collapse of WTC 7 twenty minutes before it happened.<P>

Fox news damned itself by announcing that WTC 7 had collapsed -- even as it showed a live shot of downtown New York with WTC 7 still standing.  A few seconds later the building collapsed, understandably <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GwUJ9MhzgKI">confusing the newscasters.</A> <P>

The owner of all three buildings was Larry Silverstein, who had recently doubled the insurance value of the Twin Towers.  Amazingly, <I>"Lucky Larry,"</I> later stated in a <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7WYdAJQV100">PBS interview</A> that he and the New York Fire Department agreed to a controlled demolition of WTC 7.  Since skyscrapers are not wired for demolition -- unless someone intends to demolish them -- Silverstein's statement is an admission that 9/11 was an inside job. <P><B>

"The Noble Lie"</B> <P>

I believe that on the strength of the five YouTube links above an objective investigation would have more than enough evidence to warrant impeachment of Bush and Cheney on a charge of high treason, and to summon a grand jury that would indict many others on charges of high treason against Larry Silverstein and other apparent 9/11 collaborators. I believe that the American people, if presented with a single news story containing the five YouTube links above, would demand that the case of high treason be carried to its logical conclusion. <P>

Congress, though, won't impeach the president.  The mainstream media, for which I used to write, will not investigate and report the story.  The military that was used as a tool to mass murder American citizens will not take action against traitors in uniform who knew exactly what they were doing on 9/11, or the many more uniformed dupes who thought they were conducting military exercises until the events of 9/11 occurred.  To this day there have been no adverse actions -- which would require investigation and evaluation -- against any military person involved in what even official apologists call the greatest defense failure in American history. All of this shows that the fix is in, and that we are in a fix. <P>

The high officials, media executives and military officers who are bound by law and ethics to serve the American people have become a textbook example of a grand conspiracy.  To look at it from their point of view, they are historic actors who are beyond good and evil, who must stimulate the American people to a necessary geo-strategic adventure by any means necessary.  To them, the official account of the 9/11 "terror" attacks is what Plato once described as the <I>"noble lie,"</I> a necessary falsehood told to a childlike public in order to direct it maturely.  The simple fact is that 9/11 has justified an attempt to seize and control the ultimate geo-strategic resource: oil.  He who controls Middle East oil controls the world. <P> <B>

Top Three US Target Cities </B> <P>

Last year I published <I>"Next 9/11, Summer 2007?"</I> in response to the same kind of requests that have led me to publish this essay as a 2008 update.  My 2007 three most likely cities for the next 9/11 were Houston, Chicago and Portland.  This year the same three cities are still most endangered, in light of the fact that the US military has designated Texas, Indiana and Oregon as three of its four target states in the 2008 version of its Noble Resolve military exercises.  Granted, Chicago is in Illinois, not Indiana, but Indiana is quite close, and has been used to stage forces for terror exercises conducted in Chicago in recent years. <P>

It may come as a surprise to people not acquainted with military preparations that the same cities remain on the list even though analysts like me have publicized them widely.  There are considerable difficulties in setting up the political, police, military and media players necessary to support a false flag attack.  While many in the 911 truth movement believes that national military forces can simply hit any city at any time, it's not so easy -- thank God.  Fortunately, this means that those of us who study false flag prospects and focus on most likely targets; regrettably, this means that target cities can't breathe easy just because they have detected, exposed and preempted a single false flag attempt. <P>

Here is a brief target analysis of the top three cities: <P> <B>

Primary Target: Houston.</B> Over the past four years military and police veterans like me have been alerting the public to government exercises aiming at the nuclear destruction of Houston petro-suburbs.  Five times in those four years we were able to predict to within a day major petrochemical explosions in those petro-suburbs. The odds against this kind of accuracy are astronomical. As the center of Big Oil and the Bush Family, Houston remains the most endangered city in America. Any patriotic group, like mine, trying to alert its home city to the dangers of a false flag attack should read my recent article, <A HREF="http://www.thepriceofliberty.org/08/01/28/may.htm">"The 1/31 Nuke: Proof for Ron Paul"</A> about the successful interdiction of a 2006 attempt against Texas City. <P> <B>

Secondary Target: Chicago.</B> While Houston is the most endangered city, the most endangered building -- the best candidate to be the next World Trade Center -- is the Sears Tower. Official sources have pronounced it just that ever since the original 9/11 attack, when they said it was on the Al Qaeda hit list. Larry Silverstein, who bought the Twin Towers two months before 9/11, led a group that purchased the Sears Tower on 3/11, 2004, the day of the Madrid bombings.  Federal officials have been pointing to Chicago and its Sears Tower as Al Qaeda targets since the original 9/11 attacks, and have repeated the threat ever since. In May 2006,, the government scheduled secret 9/11-type exercises in Chicago, while Chicago Mayor Daley was docked conveniently away in Israel for his first visit there.  I sent a widely read <A HREF="http://tekgnosis.typepad.com/tekgnosis/2006/05/ghost_troop_com.html">communiqué</A> to Illinois Governor Blagojevich as part of a successful Internet attempt to shut down the pending false flag attack. <P><B>

Tertiary Target:</B> Portland.  Portland, called "Little Beirut" by Bush cronies because of its enmity to Bush 41 and Bush 43, only made my top three list last summer, when it was designated as a target for a nuclear attack by successive exercises Noble Resolve and TOPOFF.  The language in an official press release stated the case plainly enough: "Noble Resolve will coordinate with officials in Oregon to model a nuclear attack on Portland."  In the course of researching Portland for a series of articles I wrote about the city and its exercises.  I discovered that Stanford and Harvard had prepared a detailed nuclear fallout map for it, that national military commanders and state National Guard commanders were telling different stories about what the exercises were trying to accomplish, and that Portland's The Oregonian newspaper was doing everything it could to avoid investigating the frightening anomalies.  I wasn't at all surprised that the last day of the exercises found the Homeland Security director Michael Chertoff in downtown Portland, which was largely closed down by an "unexpected" bomb threat.  For another professional perspective on how great the danger was -- and may be again -- I refer the reader to the <A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=2006&z=186">analysis</A> of my colleague, Major William B. Fox (USMC). <P> <B>

Postscript </B> <P> <I>

"Good morning. At this moment, somewhere in the world, terrorists are planning new attacks on our country. Their goal is to bring destruction to our shores that will make September the 11th pale by comparison." </I> -- George W. Bush, Feb. 13, 2008 <P>

I can't think of a more important question than the one of where the next 9/11 will be attempted.  Common sense dictates to all of us who understand the truth about 9/11 that its perpetrators must strike again.  Indeed, every directive, act and decision of our post-9/11 unitary executive, cowards Congress and Judas judiciary has increased the power of the federal government to wage the Global War and impose the Homeland State. <P>

Why on earth would those already guilty of high treason, mass murder and war crimes fail to follow up on their earlier efforts?  They understand quite well that the Global War is going badly and the Homeland State is becoming onerous, and that only a reapplication of false flag terror will force the American people to proceed with our post-9/11 national insanity. <P>

Still, for every one person who republishes or constructively comments on this essay, there will be another who employs division, abuse and ridicule against me or anyone else who asserts the common sense point that false flaggers will continue to false flag, just as murderers will continue to murder and robbers will continue to rob.  It's Newtonian in its simplicity: things continue to drift the way they are drifting until they are stopped. <P>

We can only stop the deadly drift of America by understanding 9/11 and anticipating the next 9/11.  Many of the vociferous voices impeding our understanding and anticipation are performing a vital service for treason.  The federal government once used counterintelligence programs (COINTELPRO) against the Vietnam era antiwar and civil rights movement, and common sense would suggest that they are using it again in the post-9/11 era, this time against the antiwar and 911 truth movement.  The most dangerous voices of all our those from false friends who have infiltrated us to confuse us until the traitors who carried out 9/11 can repeat their performance.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is he the military correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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Empire And Burlesque <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Permanent Bases Rise While Public Gawks at Geeks </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

Thirty years ago, I was in Nashville for a Bob Dylan concert. It was during Dylan's <I>"Vegas"</I> tour: full entourage of back-up singers, horn players, <I>"big band"</I> arrangements, glitzy Elvis-style suits for the star, all of it slickly packaged by Hollywood impresario Jerry Weintraub, who handled Frank Sinatra and Neil Diamond, among others. It was, to put it mildly, a real hoot. Especially intriguing was the persona that Dylan had adopted for the tour: a chatty Vegas lounge singer, full of patter and stories for the crowd between numbers. (The very next year I saw him in much more ascetic guise, in a black leather jacket with a stripped-down band doing nothing but Christian songs to a half-empty house during a snowstorm in Knoxville. Now there's a man who really knows something about <I>"change."</I>) <P>

But on that Nashville night, Dylan - loquacious, and probably libated - was doing a lot of his old tunes, including the surreal send-up of conventional wisdom, <I>"Ballad of a Thin Man."</I>  In that song, the hapless, clueless<I> "hero</I>" - the now iconic Mister Jones - is shown at one point handing in his ticket<I> "to go see the geek."</I> Even back in 1978, I was old enough to know what a geek really was, but Dylan obviously thought that most of the audience wouldn't get the reference; the word was fast losing its specificity, and was by then mostly used as a vague synonym for <I>"nerd"</I> or some other socially awkward person. So before playing the song, Dylan launched into a long, rambling story about<I> "the carnivals we used to have in the Fifties,"</I> and how they all had a <I>"geek"</I> - someone who would bite the head off a live chicken, then proceed to eat the rest of the dead, bleeding, flapping carcass in front of the paying customers. It used to cost just a quarter to see the geek in the old days, Dylan said, <I>"although it probably costs five dollars now."</I> <P>

Today of course, in our glittering 21st century of ubiquitous, 24-hour, multi-platform media access, we can watch geeks for free: all we have to do is turn to the latest reports on the presidential campaign. There we can see the revolting but fascinating spectacle of freakish characters willing to do just about anything - gnaw off a chicken head, lie like a dog, pander like a door pimp, crawl on their bellies to tongue a corporate boot, turn themselves inside out and shake their innards at the camera - to grab our attention and please the carnival's owners. We are also subjected to endless exegesis of every aspect of the geeks' performance: <I>"Wasn't it wonderful how Obama nipped that chicken neck so expertly? Did Hillary do enough to win back the crowd when she slurped down the heart and the liver the same time? Should she have tried to get the gizzard in too? And what about McCain's trouble getting that right wing down his throat? Let's see what our expert analysts have to say. Over to you, Bill Kristol and James Carville...."</I> <P>

But while the feathers fly and the fan dancers trot across the electoral stage, the deadly, democracy-killing business of empire-building grinds on behind the gaudy scenes. And not a single one of the top troika are taking a stand against it; indeed, all of them have made their commitment to American military dominance of the planet - and their proud refusal to take any option <I>"off the table"</I> in world affairs - crystal clear. What we are seeing now - and what we will see when the race narrows down to just a pair of geeks chomping at the chicken - is simply a debate over the best way to keep the empire in fighting trim while gussying up some of the ham-handed excesses of the past few years. <P>

A few days ago came the news - ignored or buried by almost every venue of that non-stop multi-platform media echo chamber - that the United States has made a very significant, and very permanent, addition its empire of bases: one that American officials freely admit will allow them to project <I>"full spectrum" </I>military dominance over 27 sovereign nations. And of course, what is most noteworthy about the development, <A HREF="http://www.stripes.com/article.asp?section=104&article=60048&archive=true">reported in full in the Pentagon's own Stars and Stripes newspaper</A>, is that this astonishing declaration of imperial aggression and hubris is regarded as something completely normal - indeed laudatory. <P>

Stars and Stripes - an often excellent paper, reporting genuine news that the geek-gawking non-entities in the corporate media ignore - lays it all out, plain and simple: <P> <I>

CAMP ARIFJAN, Kuwait - U.S. Army Central is establishing a permanent platform for "full spectrum operations" in 27 countries around southwest Asia and the Middle East, its commander says. 

Lt. Gen. James J. Lovelace said the Army has diverse capabilities here now but plans to reach a complete level of operational effectiveness by July. The restructuring, which offers more flexibility for offensive, defensive and stability operations, is a major piece of transformation worldwide, said Lovelace.

"It's the first Army command to do this," said Lovelace, who also heads the Coalition Forces Land Component. "Now, we're not only operational but the Army has committed other assets...They regionally focus on this area. That was not always the case," said Lovelace, who took command in mid-December. "These commands now have a permanent responsibility to this theater. They'll have a permanent presence here. The personnel will change; the commands will remain." </I> <P>

Yes, the personnel will change - even in the White House. But the commands will remain. And this permanent, force-projecting base is of course just the icing on the imperial cake in the region; the U.S. military already has its boots in the ground all over the area, as the newspaper notes: <P> <I>

Col. Michael A. Carroll, USARCENT's chief of staff, said the command has a footprint in 22 of the area's 27 countries, where it conducts theater security engagements, peacekeeping and exercises with other militaries. [Not to mention a couple of good ole shootin' wars.] <P>

...Lovelace said the war on terror and a need to be more operationally focused compelled the Army to alter its approach. "You don't have the element of time on your side anymore, like we did in the Cold War. We've got to be ready tonight," he said. "That's why now you have that broader commitment." <P> </I>

Strange how the<I> "element of time"</I> has narrowed so drastically; I remember being told back in those Cold War days that we were always, forever just <B>six minutes</B> away from nuclear annihilation: that's how long it would take a Soviet first strike to reach the heartland of the Homeland. But of course, as we all know, the few thousand actual Islamic terrorists out there - most of them in the pay of our allies Pakistan and Saudi Arabia, when they're not actually drawing checks from the CIA and the Pentagon - pose a far greater threat to the existence of the nation than the vast, globe-spanning nuclear arsenal of the Soviet Union ever did. Thus the need for planting new gargantuan, permanent military bases in the world's most volatile regions is more urgent and important than ever. <P>

And that's why the new <I>"full spectrum"</I> Army base in Kuwait is just one of the force-projecting fortresses going up all over the world. As <A HREF="http://blog.washingtonpost.com/earlywarning/2008/02/pause_in_iraq_try_permanent_ba.html?nav=rss_blog">William Arkin reports in the Washington Post </A>(not in the actual paper, mind you, but on the Post's blog): <P> <I>

The Air Force and Navy, meanwhile, have set up additional permanent bases in Bahrain, the United Arab Emirates, Qatar and Oman. By permanent I mean large and continuing American headquarters and presences, most of which are maintained through a combination of coalition activities, long-standing bilateral agreements and official secrecy. Tens of billions have been plowed into the American infrastructure. Admiral William J. Fallon, the overall commander of the region, was just in Oman this week after a trip to Iraq to secure continuing American military bases in that country.</I> <P>

This new base-building, Arkin says, astutely, has a two-fold purpose. First, it is part of the necessary infrastructure for continuing the war in Iraq on a permanent basis. Second, it is creating <I>"facts on the ground"</I> - like Ariel Sharon's illegal settlements all over Palestinian land - that any future president will find hard to undo...assuming that anyone who was not already committed heart-and-soul to imperial expansion would ever be allowed to get near the White House in the first place. As Arkin puts it: <P> <I>

When a war with Iran loomed and World War III seemed to be gaining traction in the Bush administration, this entire base structure was seen as the "build-up" for the next war. The build-up of course began decades ago, but since 9/11, the focus has been almost exclusively "supporting" U.S. forces in Iraq and Afghanistan. Iran is there, but to interpret the planting of the American flags and the moving of chess pieces as being focused on Tehran is to miss what is really going on. <P>

Regardless of who is elected, in the coming year U.S. combat forces in Iraq will undoubtedly continue to contract to a fewer number of combat brigades and special operations forces focused on counter-terrorism and the mission of continuing to train and mentor the Iraqi Army and police forces. Much of the "war" that is already being fought is being supported from Kuwait and other locations, and the ongoing shifts seem to point to an intent to increasingly pull additional functions and people out of harm's way.  <P>

Of course they will not be out of harm's way at all, because a permanent American military presence in the region brings with it its own dangers and provocations. But most important what it brings for the next president is a fait accompli: a pause that facilitates a drawdown that begins to look a lot like a continuation of the same military and strategic policy, even at a time when there is broad questioning as to whether this is the most effective way to fight "terrorism." <P> </I>

Arkin is of course being over-polite in his conclusion: it has long been clear that the Bush Administration's policies - repeatedly ratified by the bipartisan foreign policy establishment - have nothing to do with fighting <I>"terrorism,"</I> effectively or otherwise. It is a demonstrable fact - attested to by the Administration's own intelligence services - that these policies are actually exacerbating, empowering and emboldening terrorism all over the world. It is also obvious - albeit far less openly acknowledged - that these policies are themselves a form of terrorism: state terrorism, on a massive scale, which has already killed at least a million people in Iraq alone. <P>

But Arkin is right on the money in noting that these developments - which have drawn not a peep of protest or the slightest questioning from the great <I>"progressives"</I> seeking the Democratic nomination (much less the bilious bagman cruising to the GOP nod) - are indeed <I>"a continuation of the same military and strategic policy"</I> that is driving the imperial war-state on to more <I>"full spectrum operations"</I> all over the world, for decades to come. And much as I might wish it to be otherwise, I have seen nothing to make me believe that any of the chicken-chompers bound for the White House will make any actual, substantial changes in this policy, much less begin the task of rolling back the empire. <P>

But hey, did you see how Hillary waggled those feathers in her mouth when Obama spit that beak out at her? Then Hillary's campaign manager said... and then the polls showed... and then McCain told a reporter that... and then the Oscars... March Madness, baby!

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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Egypt Not a Depressed, Decrepit Dictatorship <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

What a week of surprises! First, Castro resigns after 50 years.  Then Obama wins his tenth primary in a row.  Oil tops $100 a barrel. And Egypt turns out the be a land of milk and honey, rather than the depressed, decrepit dictatorship we all thought it was. <P>

Last summer when I was traveling in Egypt and interviewing labor leaders and independent journalists, I thought I'd stepped back in time into a feudal society where 80 percent of the people toiled as serfs to the rich and powerful.  You can imagine my surprise when I came across a 12-page, four-color insert in the New York Times Magazine this past Sunday revealing that in just eight short months, Egypt has become <I>"forward-looking"</I> while <I>"shaking off many of its structural deficits"</I> and<I> "inspiring investor confidence unsurpassed in recent years." </I> <P>

According to the advertisement, which was written and presented in misleading editorial (advertorial) style, <I>"The news out of Egypt is that sustained reforms are finally paying off.  Economic growth in the non-oil sector created a record number of jobs in 2007, when real GDP was up by 7.1 percent.  This year, favorable external conditions will edge the GDP even higher to 7.3 percent."</I> The insert goes on to tout the success of the new Nile Stock Exchange, growth in the banking sector, an increase in <I>"impeccably designed motor yachts,"</I> new developments in oil and gas production, and the transformation of the country's government-run postal service into a private conglomerate that now delivers an <I>"ever-increasing integrated service of communications provisions and financial services, as well as governmental and e-government services." </I> <P>

Ironically, this rosy picture of the Land of the Pharaohs is refuted in the same Sunday edition of the Times.  In a front-page, above-the-fold takeout headlined, "Dreams Stifled, Egypt's Young Turn to Islamic Fervor," Michael Slackman reports things have gotten worse for ordinary people. <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/pages/world/index.html">www.nytimes.com/world</A>

His summation from Cairo is terrifying in its implications: <I>"Here in Egypt and across the Middle East, many young people are being forced to put off marriages, the gateway to independence, sexual activity and societal respect.  Stymied by the government's failure to provide adequate schooling and thwarted by an economy without jobs to match their abilities or aspirations, they are stuck in limbo between youth and adulthood."</I>  He continues: <I>"In their frustration, the young are turning to religion for solace and purpose, pulling their parents and their governments with them." </I> <P>

The story is glued together by the woes of  28-year-old Ahmed Muhammed Sayyid, an Egyptian college graduate (tourism degree) who is living with his mother and working as a driver for $100 a month - not enough to live independently, much less get married, but enough to send him seeking the warm embrace of Islam.  <P>

Mr. Slackman writes: <I>"With 60 percent of the region's population under the age of 25, this youthful religious fervor has enormous implications for the Middle East.  More than ever, Islam has become the cornerstone of identity, replacing other failed ideologies: Arabism, socialism, nationalism." </I> He notes that more parents are sending their children to religious schools, more religious content is finding its way into the state educational systems, more youths are observing strict separation between boys and girls, and that the resulting focus on Islam is alienating young people from the West. <P>

Mr. Slackman observes that in Egypt in 1986, there was one mosque for every 6,031 Egyptians, and that by 2005, according to government stats, there was one for every 745 people.  <P> <I>

"Like most religious young people, Mr. Sayyid is not an extremist," </I>Mr. Slackman writes.<I> " But with religious conservatism becoming the norm - the starting point - it is easier for extremists to entice young people over the line.  There is simply a larger pool to recruit from and a shorter distance to go, especially when coupled with widespread hopelessness." </I> <P>

Last Summer, I interviewed a radical young labor activist/blogger who outlined how the seeds of hopelessness were planted back in 1974 when Egypt became an early pioneer for neo-liberals pushing austerity, deregulation and privatization (the so-called American model) worldwide through the World Bank and the IMF. Many government subsidies were eliminated and poverty skyrocketed. Since that time, more and more basic industries have been privatized, wages have been driven down to about $40 per month, and most all government subsidies have been eliminated.  The neo-liberal economic policies that created a widening wage and wealth gap here in the U.S. dug a Grand Canyon of inequality in Egypt. <P>

The widespread, grinding poverty I saw in Cairo is a direct contradiction of the economic happy talk contained in Sunday's New York Times advertorial and supports Mr. Slackman's thesis that poverty and hopelessness are driving Egypt's abundant young people towards radical Islam and, quite possibly, into the terrorist movement.  If there is economic advancement in Egypt, the proceeds are all going to the rich. In a telling quote captured by Mr. Slackman, Mr. Sayyid cuts through the hypocrisy: <I>"Nobody cares.  What is holding me back is the system.  Find a general with children and he will have an apartment for each of them.  My government is only close to those close to the government."</I> So much for the coming conversion of the United State's principal hod carrier in the Middle East into a bigger breeding ground for terrorism. And the irony is that crackpot American neo-liberal economic ideas are to blame. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto:ray.abernathy@gmail.com">Ray Abernathy.</A></font> Visit Ray at his<A HREF="http://www.rayabernathy.com"> website</A>. 
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McCain's Political Quagmire <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

Within the next two weeks, the number of American troops killed in Iraq is likely to reach 4,000, assuming that the average number of fatal casualties per day remains steady. It is an arbitrary number, given meaning by the fact that the nation may briefly take notice, but a day will come in this presidential campaign when Senator John McCain must explain what he thinks we have gained by the sacrifice of those men and women. <P>

Anticipating that prospect must make Mr. McCain uneasy, or so his latest remarks on the war seem to suggest. Speaking to reporters on his campaign bus the other day, he blurted out his concern that unless he can persuade voters that the current policy is succeeding in Iraq,<I> "then I lose. I lose."</I> <P>

Almost immediately he regretted his candor and asked for a quick rewrite.<I> "If I may, I'd like to retract 'I'll lose.' But I don't think there's any doubt that how they judge Iraq will have a direct relation to their judgment of me, my support of the surge,"</I> he said. <P>

As the presumptive Republican nominee-representing the continuation of a presidency that has fallen from favor with as many as eight out of 10 Americans-Mr. McCain has ample reason to worry. His forthright support of President Bush, the war, and the escalation of the past year is unlikely to endear him to independent voters who otherwise admire his maverick image and reform record. They still feel betrayed by the exaggerations and lies that led us into war. They want to spend no more lives or money on this misadventure. <P>

Against that overwhelming public sentiment, Mr. McCain insists that he can see <I>"a clear path to success in Iraq,"</I> with American and civilian casualties declining and Iraqis assuming responsibility for their own security. The Arizona senator evidently realizes that his recent prediction of a century-long American occupation did not go over well.<I> "All of us want out of Iraq," </I>he told the Associated Press on Feb. 25. <I>"The question is how do we want out of Iraq."</I> <P>

Yet even while he uttered those soothing words, the Pentagon was preparing a new deployment schedule that proved the path to success is far from clear. The <I>"surge"</I> in U.S. combat forces has not led to stability but to a terrible dilemma for American commanders in Iraq. The current level of combat troops is not sustainable, but reducing that level is likely to provoke increased violence. For the moment, the White House hopes to maintain enough force strength to forestall the inevitable reckoning until sometime after Election Day. <P>

Certainly the troop escalation helped to revive Mr. McCain's fortunes in the Republican primary contest, quelling any dissent among his rivals (except for the indefatigable, unelectable Representative Ron Paul). Yet the escalation appears to have had little political impact outside the G.O.P., despite all the promotional hype. If Mr. McCain is truly depending on the surge to elect him in November, he won't find the data reassuring. <P>

Many national surveys show significant numbers of Americans agree that sending more troops has improved conditions in Iraq. But those same surveys show that the temporary improvement has not changed their opinions about the war. A substantial majority believes that invading Iraq was a mistake, that we should bring the troops home within a year and that the Bush administration has handled the war badly or very badly. <P>

For months we have heard little discussion of the war, as the primaries diverted us with the ephemera of push polls, plagiarism and Fred Thompson. Sooner or later, the debate over the war will intensify again, offering its leading senatorial advocate an opportunity to tell us why the invasion was justified, given the absence of weapons of mass destruction; what he expects the continuing occupation to accomplish; when those objectives will be achieved; and why the installation of a Shia regime so closely linked with the mullahs in Iran is worth the sacrifices that we all mourn. <P>

So far Mr. McCain has preferred angry sound bites to substantive argument. He regularly accuses Barack Obama, Hillary Clinton and the Democratic leadership in Congress of wanting to <I>"wave the white flag of surrender," </I>a demagogic cliché that ought to be beneath him. <P>

But it is important to remember that on the subject of military conflict, the venerable veteran is not always rational. He has said we should have pursued <I>"victory" </I>in Vietnam, although we lost 10 times as many Americans there as we have so far in Iraq. Perhaps someone will ask him a simple question: How many dead is too many in this war?

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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"Observers say Castro will either be replaced by his brother Raul, or by his idiot son, Fidel W. Castro." </font> <font color=#000000>~~~ David Letterman
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The Calm Before The Conflagration <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Hedges </font> <P>

The United States is funding and in many cases arming the three ethnic factions in Iraq-the Kurds, the Shiites and the Sunni Arabs. These factions rule over partitioned patches of Iraqi territory and brutally purge rival ethnic groups from their midst. Iraq no longer exists as a unified state. It is a series of heavily armed fiefdoms run by thugs, gangs, militias, radical Islamists and warlords who are often <A HREF=" http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/world/us_and_americas/article2413200.ece">paid wages<A> of $300 a month by the U.S. military. Iraq is Yugoslavia before the storm. It is a caldron of weapons, lawlessness, hate and criminality that is destined to implode. And the current U.S. policy, born of desperation and defeat, means that when Iraq goes up, the U.S. military will have to scurry like rats for cover. <P>

The supporters of the war, from the Bush White House to Sen. John McCain, tout the surge as the magic solution. But the surge, which primarily deployed 30,000 troops in and around Baghdad, did little to thwart the sectarian violence. The decline in attacks began only when we bought off the Sunni Arabs. U.S. commanders in the bleak fall of 2006 had little choice. It was that or defeat. The steady rise in U.S. casualties, the massive car bombs that tore apart city squares in Baghdad and left hundreds dead, the brutal ethnic cleansing that was creating independent ethnic enclaves beyond our control throughout Iraq, the death squads that carried out mass executions and a central government that was as corrupt as it was impotent signaled catastrophic failure.  <P>

The United States cut a deal with its Sunni Arab enemies. It would pay the former insurgents. It would allow them to arm and form military units and give them control of their ethnic enclaves. The Sunni Arabs, in exchange, would halt attacks on U.S. troops. The Sunnis Arabs agreed.  <P>

The U.S. is currently spending hundreds of millions of dollars to pay the monthly salaries of some 600,000 armed fighters in the three rival ethnic camps in Iraq. These fighters-Shiite, Kurd and Sunni Arab-are not only antagonistic but deeply unreliable allies. The Sunni Arab militias have replaced central government officials, including police, and taken over local administration and security in the pockets of Iraq under their control. They have no loyalty outside of their own ethnic community. Once the money runs out, or once they feel strong enough to make a thrust for power, the civil war in Iraq will accelerate with deadly speed. The tactic of money-for-peace failed in Afghanistan. The U.S. doled out funds and weapons to tribal groups in Afghanistan to buy their loyalty, but when the payments and weapons shipments ceased, the tribal groups headed back into the embrace of the Taliban.  <P>

The Sunni Arab militias are known by a variety of names: the Iraqi Security Volunteers (ISVs), neighborhood watch groups, Concerned Local Citizens, Critical Infrastructure Security. The militias call themselves <A HREF=" http://ipsnews.net/news.asp?idnews=41187">"sahwas" </A>("sahwa" being the Arabic word for awakening). There are now 80,000 militia fighters, nearly all Sunni Arabs, paid by the United States to control their squalid patches of Iraq. They are expected to reach 100,000. The Sunni Arab militias have more fighters under arms than the Shiite <A HREF=" http://www.iht.com/articles/2008/02/22/mideast/iraq.php">Mahdi Army</A> and are about half the size of the feeble Iraqi army. The Sunni Awakening groups, which fly a yellow satin flag, are forming a political party. <P>

The Sunni Arab militias, though they have ended attacks on U.S. forces, detest the Shiite-Kurdish government of Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki and abhor the presence of U.S. troops on Iraqi soil. They take the money and the support with clenched teeth because with it they are able to build a renegade Sunni army, a third force inside Iraq, which they believe will make it possible to overthrow the central government. The Sunni Arabs, who make up about 40 percent of Iraq's population, held most positions of power under Saddam Hussein. They dominated Iraq's old officer corps. They made up its elite units, including the Republic Guard divisions and the Special Forces regiments. They controlled the intelligence agencies. There are several hundred thousand well-trained Sunni Arabs who lack only an organizational structure. We have now made the formation of this structure possible. These militias are the foundation for a deadlier insurgent force, one that will dwarf anything the United States faced in the past. The U.S. is arming, funding and equipping its own assassins. <P>

There have been isolated clashes that point to a looming conflagration. A Shiite-dominated unit of the regular army in the late summer of 2007 attacked a strong Sunni Arab force west of Baghdad. U.S. troops thrust themselves between the two factions. The enraged Shiites, thwarted in their attack, kidnapped relatives of the commander of the Sunni Arab force, and American negotiators had to plead frantically for their release. There have been scattered incidents like this one throughout Iraq. <P>

If the U.S. begins, as promised, to withdraw troops it will be harder to keep these antagonistic factions apart. The cease-fire by the radical Shiite cleric Moqtada al-Sadr, extended a few days ago, could collapse. And if that happens a civil war, unlike anything U.S. forces have experienced in Iraq, will begin. Such a conflagration, with the potential to draw in neighboring states and lead to the dismemberment of Iraq, would be the final chapter of the worst foreign policy blunder in American history.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Chris Hedges, </font> the former Middle East bureau chief for The New York Times, spent seven years in the Middle East. He was part of the paper's team of reporters who won the 2002 Pulitzer Prize for coverage of global terrorism. He is the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=War+Is+a+Force+That+Gives+Us+Meaning&Go.x=12&Go.y=8&Go=Go">War Is a Force That Gives Us Meaning</A>. His latest book is <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=American+Fascists%3A+The+Christian+Right+and+the+War+on+America&Go.x=8&Go.y=13&Go=Go">American Fascists: The Christian Right and the War on America</A>.
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What The Times Didn't Tell About McCain <br> <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Robert Scheer

As Republican presidential candidate Sen. John McCain twisted briefly in the wind kicked up by that New York Times story suggesting he had swapped political favors for the personal favors of an attractive lobbyist for the telecommunications industry, I kept waiting for the public policy punch line. Surely the Times would spell out just what it was that McCain had delivered to big media beyond what the paper originally reported: an all-too-typical congressional request that the FCC speed up its review of a broadcast licensing dispute. <P>

Vicki Iseman, the lobbyist in question, is praised on her company's Web site for her <I>"extensive experience in telecommunications, representing corporations before the House and Senate Commerce Committees,"</I> and for<I> "her work on the landmark 1992 and 1996 communications bills."</I> Now that's a biggie, because the 1996 legislation, although you would never have learned this from the mainstream media at the time, opened the floodgates for massive media consolidation, thus rewarding media moguls for their many millions in campaign contributions. McCain was a big player on that Commerce Committee at the time, and I expected a Times revelation as to just how Iseman got McCain to help gift the media barons with their dream legislation. <P>

The revelation never came, because the annoying reality is that McCain was one of the rare Senate opponents of the telecom bill that Iseman was pushing-as opposed to The New York Times, which like every other major media outlet pushed for the legislation (in the case of the Times, without ever conceding its own corporation's financial bias in the matter). McCain was one of five senators (and the sole Republican) who, along with Democrats Russ Feingold, Patrick Leahy, Paul Simon and the great Paul Wellstone, voted against the atrocious legislation, which President Bill Clinton signed into law. <P>

The Times, which now has the temerity to question McCain's integrity on telecommunications policy, ran a shameful editorial back then, under the headline <I>"A Victory for Viewers," </I>insisting after the passage of the legislation that <I>"there was one clear winner-the consumer." </I>Seven years later, the paper's <I>"Editorial Observer,"</I> Brent Staples, bemoaned one direct consequence of the passage of the Telecom Act, under the title<I> "The Trouble with Corporate Radio: The Day the Protest Music Died." </I>Noting that <I>"corporate ownership has changed what gets played-and who plays it," </I>Staples observed that the top two radio owners went from having a total of 115 stations before the act was passed to 1,400 between them afterward. <P>

This concentration of ownership in all media was the inevitable result of the legislation that the media moguls sought. That far-reaching impact was obvious only one year after the act's passage, as Neil Hickey noted at the time in the Columbia Journalism Review: <I>" ... far and away the splashiest effect of the new law during the last year has been the historic, unprecedented torrent of mergers, consolidations, buyouts, partnerships, and joint ventures that has changed the face of Big Media in America."</I> He then offers a staggering list of massive multibillion-dollar mergers consummated during that first year. <P>

One of the early winners was Rupert Murdoch's News Corp., which quickly became the biggest owner of television stations, bolstering its lineup of media properties such as TV Guide, HarperCollins and Twentieth Century Fox; quite a gift from legislation signed by President Clinton, which perhaps explains the warm relationship that subsequently developed between Murdoch and Hillary Clinton. Murdoch sponsored a fundraiser for Clinton's senatorial re-election campaign in 2006, but when asked during the Iowa primary about Murdoch's vast media holdings, including Fox News, the New York Post and The Wall Street Journal, Clinton ducked the question. Avoiding any reference to Murdoch, she conceded that<I> "... there have been a lot of media consolidations in the last several years, and it is quite troubling."</I> <P>

It's not easy to maintain an evenhanded appraisal of McCain as he appropriates the Bush mantle. Of course, I wouldn't vote for him; he is willing to let the Iraq war go on for a hundred years, and at the rate of at least $200 billion a year, that makes a mockery of his efforts to defeat earmarks and other wasteful government spending-beginning with the massive waste in the Pentagon budget that he has done so much to expose. His capitulation on President Bush's use of torture is even more appalling. But it is absurd to attempt to pigeonhole McCain as a patsy for corporate lobbyists when he has been in the forefront of key efforts to challenge their power.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Robert Scheer </font>is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.truthdig.com/"> Truthdig</A>. A journalist with over 30 years experience, Scheer has built his reputation on the strength of his social and political writing. His columns have appeared in newspapers across the country, and his in-depth interviews have made headlines. 
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Uber Gruppenfuhrer Stabenow, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your constant shilling for the communication corpo-rats and your determination to destroy the 4th amendment, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Democratic Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with sapphire clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Fuhrer Bunker," </I>formally <I>"The White House," </I>on 03-15-2008. We salute you Frau Stabenow, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>
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¿Quién Es Less Macho? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

If this is truly the Decline and Fall of the Clinton Empire, it is marked by one freaky stroke of bad luck and one striking historical irony. <P>

How likely is it that a woman who finally unfetters herself from one superstar then finds herself eclipsed by another? <P>

And when historians trace how her inevitability dissolved, they will surely note this paradox: The first serious female candidate for president was rejected by voters drawn to the more feminine management style of her male rival. <P>

The bullying and bellicosity of the Bush administration have left many Americans exhausted and yearning for a more nurturing and inclusive style. <P>

Sixteen years of politicians in Washington clashing in epic if not always essential battle through culture wars, the right-wing war against the Clintons, the war-without-end on terror, and the war-with-no-end-in-sight in Iraq have spawned a desire for peace and pragmatism. <P>

Hillary was so busy trying to prove she could be one of the boys - getting on the Armed Services Committee, voting to let W. go to war in Iraq, strong-arming supporters and donors, and trying to out-macho Obama - that she only belatedly realized that many Democratic and independent voters, especially women, were eager to move from hard-power locker-room tactics to a soft-power sewing circle approach. <P>

Less towel-snapping and more towel color coordinating, less steroids and more sensitivity. <P>

Business schools have begun teaching the value of a less autocratic leadership style, with an emphasis on behavior women excel at: reading emotions and social interactions, making eye contact and expressing empathy. <P>

At the University of Texas on Thursday morning, Obama proved that he was not a cowboy in overdrive like W. when he demurred at throwing a spiral because his pass might not be as good as the Longhorn stars'. <P>

After so many years when W. and Cheney stomped on the world and the world glared back, many Americans would like to see their government focus more on those staples of female fiction: relationships and conversation.

At first in Austin, Hillary did not channel Jane Austen. She tried once more to cast Obama as a weak sister on his willingness to talk to Raúl Castro. <P>

Obama tapped into his inner chick and turned the other cheek. To cheers, he said,<I> "I think that it's important for us, in undoing the damage that has been done over the last seven years, for the president to be willing to take that extra step."</I> <P>

Hillary tried to rough up Obama on copying his pal's language even as she copied her husband's line from 1992:<I> "The hits that I took in this election are nothing compared to the hits that the people in this state and this country are taking every day of their lives under this administration." </I> <P>

While Obama looked at her warily, even fearfully, Hillary suddenly switched to her feminine side. Getting New Hampshire misty, she said she was <I>"absolutely honored"</I> to be there with him and that <I>"whatever happens, we're going to be fine."</I> (Her campaign defended the originality of the John Edwardsian sentiment, saying it had even been expressed by the likes of Lindsay Lohan). The press hailed the moment as heartfelt, but it was simply Hillary's calculated attempt to woo women and protect her future in the party - by seeming more collegial. She's furious that the Chicago kid got in the picture. <P>

Her <I>"My sister, my daughter"</I> flip from muscular to tremulous left everyone confused. Many characterized her emulation of empathy as elegiac and submissive. <P>

But she dispelled that Friday morning when she told Evan Smith, the editor of Texas Monthly, that she will push for Florida and Michigan delegates to be seated, despite her promise. Not for herself, mind you, but for them. <I>"It's in large measure because both the voters and the elected officials in Michigan and Florida feel so strongly about this,"</I> she said. <P>

Among her other cascading woes, it turns out that Hillary is not able to manage her political family's money. Like a prudent housekeeper, Obama spent the cash he raised - including from his continuing relationships with small donors - far more shrewdly, on ads rather than on himself. <P>

Hillaryland spent like a hedge fund manager in a flat-screen TV store. Her campaign attempted to show omnipotence by lavishing a fortune on the take-no-prisoners strategists Howard Wolfson and Mark Penn, and on having the best of everything from the set decoration at events to Four Seasons rooms. In January alone, they spent $11,000 on pizza, $1,200 on Dunkin' Donuts and $95,384 at a Des Moines Hy-Vee grocery store for get-out-the-vote sandwich platters. <P>

But total domination in the snack arena does not cut the mustard

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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The One Truth That Must Be Faced <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

In the midst of all the partisan politicking that is going on, it is very easy to lose sight of unpleasant truths. We hear the Republicans railing about the <I>"tax and spend"</I> policies of the Democrats while the Democrats concentrate on the plight of the common folk of the country who have been bled white by paying for the privilege of bidding adieu to their means of employment. <P>

All the Republican candidates have campaigned on the virtue of literally abolishing all taxes, at least on the wealthy, so they can use all their money to make more money and to become even wealthier. Ron Paul even goes as far as pledging to abolish the Internal Revenue Service while Huckabee is an advocate for the<I> "flat tax"</I> which will further shift the burden of supporting the government even more onto the poor and middle class. Of course, they all want to eliminate all Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid, and other government charitable institutions, leaving the poor to beg at the doors to churches and panhandle on the streets. Meanwhile, they ignore the enormous national debt that is lurking out there, waiting to bite us hard just when we are trying to restore our democracy. <P>

It is easy for them to ignore the fact that this terrible burden has been foisted on the American public by the fair-haired son-of-a-former-President who now occupies the White House. They would have us forget that it was created by the power greed of a spoiled man who was willing to break his oath by lying to the American people in order to capture Middle Eastern oil and to make a prominent place in history as the man who accomplished what his daddy felt it unwise to do. <P>

But The People know that bills must be paid. The enormity of the bill payable that has been incurred by this runaway President is sufficient to boggle the mind of any ordinary wage-earner. If every safety-net supplied currently by the Federal government were to be ended tomorrow, it would still take years to bring the national debt to a reasonable level and the budget into balance. <P>

The Democrats timidly offer as a solution the end of the war and the timely death of Bush's tax cuts for the rich while the Republicans jump on the old <I>"tax-and-spend"</I> bandwagon again and put the pedal to the metal, hoping that the poor, ignorant peasants will not realize that they have been taken. Not this time. Thanks to the outsourcing and the off-shoring of Bush's <I>"Free Trade"</I> policies, the peasants are all to well aware of the pressures of indebtedness. Some may have lived beyond their means, thanks to the easy-credit policies of the national money machine and are paying dearly for it. Others, simply trying to provide for the needs of their families, have been fiscally destroyed by job loss or illness. <P>

We do understand and we will do what is necessary and that is where the un-faced truth rears its ugly head. We all know that the bills must be paid! They cannot be paid by a Defense of Marriage Amendment. They cannot be paid by outlawing abortion or reinstating prayer in the public schools. There is only one way to pay ourselves out of the bankruptcy that President Bush has inflicted up on us all, and that is by paying taxes. Not just from the meager wages of the working poor and the working class, but by everybody! At the end of World War II, the good Republican President, Dwight D. Eisenhower had presided over a tax which reached 95% on America's top earners, but the bills were paid. <P>

And that is what must be done now. Regardless of the party affiliation of the governing bodies, regardless of personal and political ambitions, unless that debt is paid and paid in full, our nation is not free. So long as our markers are held by foreign powers who may not like us very much, we are hampered in our decisions regarding the rest of the world. We may worry about the recession that is upon us now but it is nothing to compare with the crash that would occur if a couple of those other nations were to call for payment of their debt. <P>

The next Congress should, early on, assess the amount of money that is needed to make substantial payment on the debt in addition to balancing the current budget, and compute from that the amounts of taxes that must be required. This will greatly displease a good many people, particularly those with great wealth, but it is an unpleasant chore that must be done. We have done it before and we can do it again, without ending any safety nets or further disadvantaging our elderly. All that is required is a President and a Congress with the intestinal fortitude to face it and get it done. <P>

For too long, working Americans have given their money, their security, and the blood of their children to accomplish the ambitions of the President and the Friends of George. If we dared to complain, we were charged with lack of patriotism, with being un-American, and it was suggested that we <I>"love it or leave it."</I> For the whiners who have been too long on the high horse of privilege and are crying crocodile tears about the proposed tax rates and the end of their gravy train, I have only one response, <I>"Shut up and pay your damned taxes or get out of my country!"</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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The Boys In The Back Room <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Chuck Brodsky <P>

The boys in the back room <br>

Who use to run the city <br>

Anyway they wanted to <br>

They were stealing from the kitty <br>

Stomping out their cigars <br>

Any place they wanted to <br>

What you could go to jail for <br>

They could do in front of you <P>

The boys in the back room <br>

Sat on the commissions <br>

That were supposed to regulate <br>

Factory emissions <br>

Toxins in the air <br>

Toxins in the water <br>

These were our protectors <br>

They were sanctioning the slaughter <P>

The boys in the back room <br>

Didn't like attention <br>

Drawn to their activities <br>

Which the paper never mentioned <br>

Thanks to the editor <br>

Who was a good ol' friend of theirs <br>

So was the police chief <br>

And also the developers <P>

The boys in the back room <br>

Went golfing every Sunday <br>

They had a game of pinochle <br>

That happened every Monday <br>

Tuesdays were the meetings <br>

Where the public was invited <br>

Where they went through all the motions <br>

But no wrongs were ever righted <P>

The boys in the back room <br>

On Wednesdays traded favors <br>

They had a secret handshake <br>

And other such behavior <br>

They fixed traffic tickets <br>

Granted exemptions and waivers <br>

Awarded city contracts <br>

To associates and neighbors <P>

The boys in the back room <br>

Were desperate to hold on <br>

Assassinating characters <br>

Of whoever might've told on them <br>

But the day did finally come <br>

When they stood before a jury <br>

Some were sent to prison <br>

It was a one paragraph story <P>

The boys in the back room <br>

Who just used to make the rules <br>

Any way they wanted to_ <br>

They thought they still had the people fooled <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2000/2008 Chuck Brodsky
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The Ten Commandments <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

By George Carlin <P>

Here is my problem with the ten commandments- why exactly are there 10?

You simply do not need ten. The list of the Ten Commandments was artificially and deliberately inflated to get it up to ten. Here's what happened: <P>

About 5,000 years ago a bunch of religious and political hustlers got together to try to figure out how to control people and keep them in line. They knew people were basically stupid and would believe anything they were told, so they announced that God had given them some commandments, up on a mountain, when no one was around. <P>

Well let me ask you this- when they were making this shit up, why did they pick 10? Why not 9 or 11? I'll tell you why- because 10 sound official. Ten sounds important! Ten is the basis for the decimal system, it's a decade, it's a psychologically satisfying number (the top ten, the ten most wanted, the ten best dressed). So having ten commandments was really a marketing decision! It is clearly a bullshit list. It's a political document artificially inflated to sell better. I will now show you how you can reduce the number of commandments and come up with a list that's a little more workable and logical. I am going to use the Roman Catholic version because those were the ones I was taught as a little boy. <P>

Let's start with the first three: <P> <B>

I AM THE LORD THY GOD THOU SHALT NOT HAVE STRANGE GODS BEFORE ME <P>

THOU SHALT NOT TAKE THE NAME OF THE LORD THY GOD IN VAIN <P>

THOU SHALT KEEP HOLY THE SABBATH <P> </B>

Right off the bat the first three are pure bullshit. Sabbath day? Lord's name? strange gods? Spooky language! Designed to scare and control primitive people. In no way does superstitious nonsense like this apply to the lives of intelligent civilized humans in the 21st century. So now we're down to 7. Next: <P> <B>

HONOR THY FATHER AND MOTHER </B> <P>

Obedience, respect for authority. Just another name for controlling people. The truth is that obedience and respect shouldn't be automatic. They should be earned and based on the parent's performance. Some parents deserve respect, but most of them don't, period. You're down to six. <P>

Now in the interest of logic, something religion is very uncomfortable with, we're going to jump around the list a little bit. <P <B>

THOU SHALT NOT STEAL <P>

THOU SHALT NOT BEAR FALSE WITNESS <P> </B>

Stealing and lying. Well actually, these two both prohibit the same kind of behavior- dishonesty. So you don't really need two you combine them and call the commandment <I>"thou shalt not be dishonest."</I> And suddenly you're down to 5. <P>

And as long as we're combining I have two others that belong together: <P><B>

THOU SHALT NOT COMMIT ADULTERY <P>

THOU SHALT NOT COVET THY NEIGHBOR'S WIFE <P> </B>

Once again, these two prohibit the same type of behavior. In this case, it is marital infidelity. The difference is- coveting takes place in the mind. But I don't think you should outlaw fantasizing about someone else's wife because what is a guy gonna think about when he's waxing his carrot? But, marital infidelity is a good idea so we're gonna keep this one and call it <I>"thou shalt not be unfaithful."</I> And suddenly we're down to four. <P>

But when you think about it, honesty and infidelity are really part of the same overall value so, in truth, you could combine the two honesty commandments with the two fidelity commandments and give them simpler language, positive language instead of negative language and call the whole thing <I>"thou shalt always be honest and faithful" </I>and we're down to 3. <P> <B>

THOU SHALT NOT COVET THY NEIGHBOR'S GOODS </B> <P>

This one is just plain fuckin' stupid. Coveting your neighbor's goods is what keeps the economy going! Your neighbor gets a vibrator that plays <I>"o come o ye faithful,"</I> and you want one too! Coveting creates jobs, so leave it alone. You throw out coveting and you're down to 2 now- the big honesty and fidelity commandment and the one we haven't talked about yet: <P> <B>

THOU SHALT NOT KILL </B> <P>

Murder. But when you think about it, religion has never really had a big problem with murder. More people have been killed in the name of god than for any other reason. All you have to do is look at Northern Ireland, Kashmir, the Inquisition, the Crusades, and the World Trade Center to see how seriously the religious folks take thou shalt not kill. The more devout they are, the more they see murder as being negotiable. It depends on who's doin' the killin' and who's gettin' killed. So, with all of this in mind, I give you my revised list of the two commandments: <P> <B>

THOU SHALT ALWAYS BE HONEST AND FAITHFUL TO THE PROVIDER OF THY NOOKIE.<P>

& <P>

THOU SHALT TRY REAL HARD NOT TO KILL ANYONE, UNLESS OF COURSE THEY PRAY TO A DIFFERENT INVISIBLE MAN THAN YOU.<P> </B>

Two is all you need; Moses could have carried them down the hill in his fuckin' pocket. I wouldn't mind those folks in Alabama posting them on the courthouse wall, as long as they provided one additional commandment: <P> <B>

THOU SHALT KEEP THY RELIGION TO THYSELF! </B> <br> <font color=#0000FF>    2001/2008 <A HREF="http://www.georgecarlin.com/"> George Carlin </A>
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So, How Do You Like The Roller Coaster Ride So Far, America?

<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

"That may be where this is headed, but of course we have to decide who is on the top of ticket. I think the people of Ohio very clearly said that it should be me." <br> ~~~ Hillary Clinton when asked whether she and Obama should be on the same ticket. ~~~ <br> <br>

"About 30,000 airline passengers have discovered since last November that their names were mistakenly matched with those appearing on federal watch lists." <br>~~~ Jim Kennedy, director of the Transportation Security Administration's Redress Office ~~~ <br> <br>

"Well my mind is goin' through them changes. I think I'm goin' out of my mind" <br>

Them Changes ~~~ Buddy Miles

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

What a topsy-turvy world we live in, eh? Just when you thought you had politics figured out, they come along and pull the rug out from under your theories! Of course, those who know what's going down expected the results of Tuesday's elections. Personally, I'm surprised that Barry has done as well as he apparently has. <br> <br>

Barry entered as a relatively unknown and that has played to his advantage up until recently. Now, as the race tightens up, all the skeletons in his closet are finally coming out. Unlike Hillary's skeletons which have been dissected under a microscope for the last 17 years! Up until now Barry played the black, street smart <I>"homie,"</I> champion of the people and scourge of our corpo-rat masters. Trouble is, nothing could be farther than the truth. <br> <br>

Truth is, Barry is just your atypical politician, no better and no worse, i.e., bought and paid for by the corpo-rats and a liar just like the rest! Barry was, for the most part, raised by his white middle-class mother in a white middle-class home in Hawaii. He hung out with other white, middle-class kids on the beach. He traveled the world and attended the Harvard Law School. How many brothers have had any of those experiences? Barry is not the typical "homie" that he likes you to believe he is. Barry, just like Hillary, is a lawyer and a politician, which should send up warning signals and set sirens blaring. Danger, Danger, Will Robertson! <br> <br>

Having said that, either one of them would be a slightly better choice than John (1000 year war) McCain but not by much. Needless to say, I, as a leftist, won't be voting this year as I've given up on the system and will no longer vote for the lesser of two evils, no matter how they are packaged. <br> <br>

However, to be perfectly honest, I hope Hillary wins. In the movie <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"><B>W</B></A> a Hillary-like character, the prostitute and madam named Jezebel, is the candidate who defeats <B>W</B>'s brother <I>"Jeb Head"</I> in the presidential election. As an actor, writer and Associate Producer of the movie, I'm not looking forward to the work of revising the movie if she doesn't win! W was written in the winter and spring of 2005, long before Barry made the scene. After Iowa, however, we shot some scenes with a black actor just to be on the safe side. <B>W</B>, the movie, is almost done and will be entered in the competition category in the Cannes film festival next week. We still have a couple of months to render in new scenes before the competition so stay tuned for updates!

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

Have you seen the latest ACLU report on the <I>"Terror Watch List?"</I> According to the ACLU there are over 900,000 names on the FBI's list of known or suspected terrorists. Of course, the list may not be accurate as it's based on last September's announcement from the Department of Justice's Inspector General that the FBI had over 700,000 names and the names were growing at 20,000 names per month, ergo, there maybe more or there maybe less. The FBI isn't saying. <br> <br>

The ACLU <I>"extrapolated"</I> from those figures to determine the list's current size. ACLU's Barry Steinhardt added that the group had spoken privately with people familiar with the watch list and were told the 900,000 figure was not outlandish. <br> <br>

In the past the FBI has told ABC News that the size of its watch list is classified. Despite that, both the bureau and the Department of Justice Inspector General have published the total figure in unclassified reports. <br> <br>

There's no doubt the FBI's list is growing: just last June ABC News reported it was at <I>"509,000 names, based on information in an unclassified FBI budget document." </I> <br> <br>

But strangely, the list may be growing not because of swelling legions of foreign terrorists but instead because the FBI may be adding tens of thousands of names belonging to U.S. persons it suspects of being domestic terrorists -- people who have no known ties to international terrorist organizations! Imagine that! <br> <br>

A separate entity, the National Counterterrorism Center or NCTC, keeps a list of all names believed to belong to terrorists linked to international terror groups. That list, which had 100,000 names in 2003, had grown to 465,000 names by June 2006. Since then has grown only modestly, according to NCTC spokesman Carl Kropf. Last week, Kropf said that list <I>"stands at roughly 500,000 names."</I> Well, that's a relief! <br> <br>

The FBI takes the NCTC list and adds to it a new collection of names which belong to U.S. persons believed to be domestic terrorists: people who have links to <I>"terrorism"</I> but not to any international group. <Br> <br>

Last June, the NCTC was responsible for putting 465,000 names on the watch list and the FBI appeared to add an additional 44,000.  By September, extrapolating from the DoJ Inspector General's report, the FBI's contribution appears to have grown to more than 200,000 names. <br> <br>

If the ACLU is to be believed, the FBI's contribution may be as high as 417,000 names.  Which raises the question, where are so many domestic terrorists coming from?  <br> <br>

The FBI finally responded last Wednesday afternoon. Spokesman Chad Kolton didn't dispute the ACLU's figure but noted that the watch list contains names, aliases and name variations for individuals, which may explain why they're not allowing 8 year old <I>"terrorists"</I> on airliners! The number of people on the watch list, he said, was around 300,000 and only 5 percent are U.S. persons.  Even if the 300,000 figure is true, then that's 15,000 US terrorists and if the ACLU figures are true that's 45,000 U.S. terrorists! I wonder how many of those US names are on the list for opposing the Junta? My guess would be most of them!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/BuddyMiles1.jpg"> </center> <br> <br>

Last week I lost a dear friend, George Allen Miles a.k.a. Buddy Miles. Most recall Buddy as Jimi Hendrix's drummer or for his partnership with Michael Bloomfield in the "Electric Flag." Still others know Buddy from the claymation "California Raisons" ads. Buddy was the lead raison! In a brilliant musical career that spanned five decades. Buddy left his stamp on the rock and blues worlds! <br> <br>

For those of you who have read my book, <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/hollywood.html">"Uncle Ernie's Hollywood Daze"</A> you know all about our adventures together back in the mid seventies. Not only was that one of the strangest times in my life the book itself has given me some chills, too! <br> <br>

The day that I finished the book I happened to glance at a newspaper and my eyes settled on an announcement that Buddy was coming to Detroit the very next day. I hadn't seen Buddy in years and wasn't sure that he would even remember me. I waited backstage for him to arrive wearing the black bowler hat that he had given me those many years before. When he saw me standing in the parking lot by the backstage entrance his face lit up in a big grin as he pointed to me and shook his driver and started yelling my name. We spent that weekend partying and bringing each other up to date on our lives until he had to leave for the nest stop on his tour. I saw him once more the next time he played Detroit and gave him a copy of the book and we, again, spent the weekend hanging out. (See above photo) After that our paths never crossed again but I did hear from his lead guitarist who told me Buddy really liked the book. <br> <br>

Then last week, as I was reediting the book for a new release via Amazon, I got the news of his death due to heart failure. I can't say in a couple of paragraphs how I felt about Buddy. Thanks, Buddy, for taking me on those amazing musical trips! The world has grown into a sadder, darker, place without your smiling face. I'll miss you, my brother!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help, Ya'll! The cupboard was bare again this week. A few of you have stepped up and did what you could do and we thank you so very much for that but we still have a long way to go. Won't you please step up too? Together we can keep us keeping on, fighting the good fight. Super G are you still out there, sweetie? <br> <br>

Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. Working 60 hours a week on the magazine leaves me no time for <I>"real"</I> work! We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 
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03-25-1966 ~ 03-02-2008 <br>

Open your "Angel Eyes" bro </center>

<br> <br>

***** 
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07-27-1938 ~ 03-04-2008 <br>

R.I.P. Dungeon Master</center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>
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Obama, Being Called A Muslim Is Not A Smear <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Naomi Klein </font> <P>

Hillary Clinton denied leaking the photo of Barack Obama wearing a turban, but her campaign manager says that even if she had, it would be no big deal. <I>"Hillary Clinton has worn the traditional clothing of countries she has visited and had those photos published widely."</I> <P>

Sure she did. And George W. Bush put on a fetching Chamato poncho in Santiago, while Paul Wolfowitz burned up YouTube with his antimalarial African dance routines when he was World Bank prez. The obvious difference is this: when white politicians go ethnic, they just look funny. When a black presidential contender does it, he looks foreign. And when the ethnic apparel in question is vaguely reminiscent of the clothing worn by Iraqi and Afghan fighters (at least to many Fox viewers, who think any headdress other than a baseball cap is a declaration of war on America), the image is downright frightening. <P>

The turban <I>"scandal"</I> is all part of what is being referred to as <I>"the Muslim smear."</I> It includes everything from exaggerated enunciations of Obama's middle name to the online whisper campaign that Obama attended a fundamentalist madrassa in Indonesia (a lie), was sworn in on a Koran (another lie) and if elected would attach RadioShack speakers to the White House to broadcast the Muslim call to prayer (I made that one up). <P>

So far, Obama's campaign has responded with aggressive corrections that tout his Christian faith, attack the attackers and channel a cooperative witness before the House Un-American Activities Committee. <I>"Barack has never been a Muslim or practiced any other faith besides Christianity,"</I> states one fact sheet. <I>"I'm not and never have been of the Muslim faith,"</I> Obama told a Christian News reporter. <P>

Of course Obama must correct the record, but he doesn't have to stop there. What is disturbing about the campaign's response is that it leaves unchallenged the disgraceful and racist premise behind the entire <I>"Muslim smear:"</I> that being Muslim is de facto a source of shame. Obama's supporters often say they are being <I>"Swiftboated,"</I> casually accepting the idea that being accused of Muslimhood is tantamount to being accused of treason. <P>

Substitute another faith or ethnicity, and you'd expect a very different response. Consider a report from the archives of this magazine. Thirteen years ago, Daniel Singer, The Nation's late, much-missed Europe correspondent, went to Poland to cover a hotly contested presidential election. He reported that the race had descended into an ugly debate over whether one of the candidates, Aleksander Kwasniewski, was a closet Jew. The press claimed his mother had been buried in a Jewish cemetery (she was still alive), and a popular TV show aired a skit featuring the Christian candidate dressed as a Hasidic Jew. <I>"What perturbed me,"</I> Singer wryly observed, <I>"was that Kwasniewski's lawyers threatened to sue for slander rather than press for an indictment under the law condemning racist propaganda." </I> <P>

We should expect no less of the Obama campaign. When asked during the Ohio debate about Louis Farrakhan's support for his candidacy, Obama did not hesitate to call Farrakhan's anti-Semitic comments<I> "unacceptable and reprehensible."</I> When the turban photo flap came up in the same debate, he used the occasion to say nothing at all. <P>

Farrakhan's infamous comments about Jews took place twenty-four years ago. The orgy of hate that is <I>"the Muslim smear"</I> is unfolding in real time, and it promises to greatly intensify in a general election. These attacks do not simply <I>"smear Barack's Christian faith,"</I> as John Kerry claimed in a campaign mailing. They are an attack on all Muslims, some of whom actually do exercise their rights to cover their heads and send their kids to religious school. Thousands even have the very common name Hussein. All are watching their culture used as a crude bludgeon against Obama, while the candidate who is the symbol of racial harmony fails to defend them. This at a time when US Muslims are bearing the brunt of the Bush Administration's assaults on civil liberties, including dragnet wiretapping, and are facing a documented spike in hate crimes. <P>

Occasionally, though not nearly enough, Obama says that Muslims are <I>"deserving of respect and dignity."</I> What he has never done is what Singer called for in Poland: denounce the attacks themselves as racist propaganda, in this case against Muslims. <P>

The core of Obama's candidacy is that he alone--who lived in Indonesia as a boy and has an African grandmother--can <I>"repair the world"</I> after the Bush wrecking ball. That repair job begins with the 1.4 billion Muslims around the world, many of whom are convinced that the United States has been waging a war against their faith. This perception is based on facts, among them the fact that Muslim civilians are not counted among the dead in Iraq and Afghanistan; that Islam has been desecrated in US-run prisons; that voting for an Islamic party resulted in collective punishment in Gaza. It is also fueled by the rise of a virulent strain of Islamophobia in Europe and North America. <P>

As the most visible target of this rising racism, Obama has the power to be more than its victim. He can use the attacks to begin the very process of global repair that is the most seductive promise of his campaign. The next time he's asked about his alleged Muslimness, Obama can respond not just by clarifying the facts but by turning the tables. He can state clearly that while a liaison with a pharmaceutical lobbyist may be worthy of scandalized exposure, being a Muslim is not. Changing the terms of the debate this way is not only morally just but tactically smart--it's the one response that could defuse these hateful attacks. The best part is this: unlike ending the Iraq War and closing Guantánamo, standing up to Islamophobia doesn't need to wait until after the election. Obama can use his campaign to start now. Let the repairing begin. <P> <B>

Postscript:</B> Ari Melber criticized this column, citing a video the Obama campaign has been circulating featuring a minister of Obama's church who makes it clear that while Obama is not a Muslim, there would be nothing wrong with it if he was. I had the same clip sent to me directly from the Obama campaign and wrote this in response:<I> "What I am suggesting needs to be said can only be said by the man himself, just as he has taken brave stances against racism directed at Latinos under the guise of fighting illegal immigration. Do not underestimate the message that his silence is sending, not just in the U.S. but around the world." </I> <P> <B>

One more thing:</B> now is the time when candidates are most open to pressure. For instance, Hillary Clinton just announced that she will co-sponsor legislation to ban the use of private military companies--exactly one day after my Nation colleague Jeremy Scahill revealed that both Clinton and Obama were poised to let the mercenaries stay in Iraq even if the troops come home. Pushing candidates on the issues during a campaign can have a real impact, so can we please move beyond superfandom? I have also heard from people who think that saying Arabs and Muslims are worthy of exactly the same rights and protections as other minorities is just too high-risk a position for Obama during the campaign. If that's the position, so be it, but don't pretend the campaign is doing something it is not. It is precisely because he has been so strong on other issues of discrimination and racism that his trepidation on this issue leaps out.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.naomiklein.org"> Naomi Klein </A> </font>is the author of, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/0805079831?tag=commondreams-20&camp=0&creative=0&linkCode=as1&creativeASIN=0805079831&adid=142R8W26KVHY6HF93MNX&">"The Shock Doctrine: The Rise of Disaster Capitalism."</A> 

 <P> <br> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<br>

<center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/peace.gif"> </center>

<p>

<br> 

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td> 

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/uri.jpg"> <br>

Good Morning, Hamas <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

WE ISRAELIS live in a world of ghosts and monsters. We do not conduct a war against living persons and real organizations, but against devils and demons which are out to destroy us. It is a war between the Sons of Light and the Sons of Darkness, between absolute good and absolute evil. That's how it looks to us, and that's how it looks to the other side, too. <P>

Let's try to bring this war down from virtual spheres to the solid ground of reality. There can be no reasonable policy, nor even rational discussion, if we do not escape from the realm of horrors and nightmares. <P>

After the Hamas victory in the Palestinian elections, Gush Shalom said that we must speak with them. Here are some of the questions that were showered on me from all sides: <P> <B>

-  Do you like Hamas? </B> <P>

Not at all. I have very strong secular convictions. I oppose any ideology that mixes politics with religion - whether Jewish, Muslim or Christian, in Israel, the Arab world or America.  <P>

That does not prevent me from speaking with Hamas people, as I have spoken with other people with whom I don't agree. It has not prevented me from being a guest at their homes, to exchange views with them and to try to understand them. Some of them I liked, some I did not. <P> <B>

-  It is said that Hamas was created by Israel. Is that true? </B> <P>

Israel did not "create" Hamas, but it certainly helped it along in its initial stages. <P>

During the first 20 years of the occupation, the Israeli leadership saw the PLO as its chief enemy. That's why it favored Palestinian organizations that, it was thought, could undermine the PLO. One example of this was Ariel Sharon's ludicrous attempt to set up Arab <I>"village leagues" </I>that would act as agents of the occupation. <P>

The Israeli intelligence community, which in the last 60 years has failed almost every time in forecasting events in the Arab world, also failed this time. They believed that the emergence of an Islamic organization would weaken the secular PLO. While the military administration of the occupied territories was throwing into prison any Palestinian who engaged in political activity - even for peace - it did not touch the religious activists. The mosque was the only place where Palestinians could get together and plan political action. <P>

This policy was, of course, based on a complete misunderstanding of Islam and Palestinian reality. <P>

Hamas was officially founded immediately after the outbreak of the first intifada at the end of 1987. The Israeli Security Service (known as Shabak or Shin Bet) handled it with kid gloves. Only a year later did it arrest the founder, Sheik Ahmad Yassin. <P>

It is ironic that the Israeli leadership is now supporting the PLO in the hope of undermining Hamas. There is no better evidence for the stupidity of our <I>"experts"</I> as far as Arab matters are concerned, stemming from both arrogance and contempt. Hamas is far more dangerous to Israel than the PLO ever was. <P> <B>

-  Did the Hamas election victory show that Islam was on the rise among the Palestinian people? </B> <P>

Not necessarily. The Palestinian people did not become more religious overnight. <P>

True, there is a slow process of Islamization throughout the region, from Turkey to Yemen and from Morocco to Iraq. It is the reaction of the young Arab generation to the failure of secular nationalism to solve their national and social problems. But this did not cause the earthquake in Palestinian society. <P> <B>

-  If so, why did Hamas win? </B> <P>

There were several reasons. The main one was the growing conviction of the Palestinians that they would never get anything from the Israelis by non-violent means. After the murder of Yassir Arafat, many Palestinians believed that if they elected Mahmoud Abbas as the new president, he would get from Israel and the US the things they would not give Arafat. They found out that the opposite was happening: No real negotiations, while the settlements were getting larger every day. <P>

They told themselves:  if peaceful means don't work, there is no alternative to violent means. And if there be war, there are no braver warriors than Hamas. <P>

Also: the corruption in the higher Fatah echelons had reached such dimensions, that the majority of Palestinians were disgusted. As long as Arafat was alive, the corruption was somehow tolerated, because everybody knew that Arafat himself was honest, and his towering importance for the national struggle overrode the shortcomings of his administration. After Arafat, tolerating the corruption became impossible. Hamas, on the other hand, was considered clean, and its leaders incorrupt. The social and educational Hamas institutions, mainly financed by Saudi Arabia, were widely respected. <P>

The splits within Fatah also helped the Hamas candidates. <P>

Hamas, of course, had not taken part in previous elections, but it was generally assumed - even by Hamas people themselves - that they represented only about 15-25 percent of the electorate. <P> <B>

-   Can one reasonably expect the Palestinians to overthrow Hamas themselves? </B> <P>

As long as the occupation goes on, there is no chance of that. An Israeli general said this week that if the Israeli army stopped operating in the West Bank, Hamas would replace Abbas there too. <P>

The administration of Mahmoud Abbas stands on feet of clay - American and Israeli feet. If the Palestinians finally lose what confidence they still have in Abbas, his power would crumble. <P> <B>

- But how can one reach a settlement with an organization that declares that it will never recognize Israel and whose charter calls for the destruction of the Jewish state?</B> <P>

All this matter of "recognition" is nonsense, a pretext for avoiding a dialogue. We do not need <I>"recognition"</I> from anybody. When the United States started a dialogue with Vietnam, it did not demand to be recognized as an Anglo-Saxon, Christian and capitalist state. <P>

If A signs an agreement with B, it means that A recognizes B. All the rest is hogwash. <P>

And in the same matter: The fuss over the Hamas charter is reminiscent of the ruckus about the PLO charter, in its time. That was a quite unimportant document, which was used by our representatives for years as an excuse to refuse to talk with the PLO. Heaven and earth were moved to compel the PLO to annul it. Who remembers that today? The acts of today and tomorrow are important, the papers of yesterday are not. <P> <B>

-  What should we speak with Hamas about?</B> <P>

First of all, about a cease-fire. When a wound is bleeding, the blood loss must be stemmed before the wound itself can be treated. <P>

Hamas has many times proposed a cease-fire, Tahidiyeh (<I>"Quiet"</I>) in Arabic. This would mean a stop to all hostilities: Qassams and Grad rockets and mortar shells from Hamas and the other organizations, <I>"targeted liquidations,"</I> military incursions and starvation from Israel. <P>

The negotiations should be conducted by the Egyptians, particularly since they would have to open the border between the Gaza Strip and Sinai. Gaza must get back its freedom of communication with the world by land, sea and air. <P>  

If Hamas demands the extension of the cease-fire to the West Bank, too, this should also be discussed. That would necessitate a Hamas-Fatah-Israel trialogue. <P> <B>

-  Won't Hamas exploit the cease-fire to arm itself? </B> <P>

Certainly. And so will Israel. Perhaps we shall succeed, at long last, in finding a defense against short-range rockets. <B> <P>

-  If the cease-fire holds, what will be the next step? </B>

An armistice, or Hudnah in Arabic. <P>

Hamas would have a problem in signing a formal agreement with Israel, because Palestine is a Waqf - a religious endowment. (That arose, at the time, for political reasons. When Caliph Omar conquered Palestine, he was afraid that his generals would divide the country among themselves, as they had already done in Syria. So he declared it to be the property of Allah. This resembles the attitude of our own religious people, who maintain that it is a sin to give away any part of the country, because God has expressly promised it to us.) <P>

Hudnah is an alternative to peace. It is a concept deeply embedded in the Islamic tradition. The prophet Muhammad himself agreed a Hudnah with the rulers of Mecca, with whom he was at war after his flight from Mecca to Medina. (By the way, before the Hudnah expired, the inhabitants of Mecca adopted Islam and the prophet entered the town peacefully.) Since it has a religious sanction, its violation by Muslim believers is impossible. <P>

A Hudnah can last for dozens of years and be extended without limit. A long Hudnah is in practice peace, if the relations between the two parties create a reality of peace.  <P> <B>

- So a formal peace is impossible? </B> <P>

There is a solution for this, too. Hamas has declared in the past that it does not object to Abbas conducting peace negotiations, on condition that the agreement reached is put to a plebiscite. If the Palestinian people confirm it, Hamas declared that it will accept the people's decision. <P> <B>

- Why would Hamas accept it? </B> <P>

Like every Palestinian political force, Hamas aspires to power in the Palestinian state that will be set up along the 1967 borders. For that it needs to enjoy the confidence of the majority. There is no doubt whatsoever that the vast majority of the Palestinian people want a state of their own and peace. Hamas knows this well. It will do nothing that would push the majority of the people away. <P> <B>

- And what is the place of Abbas in all this? </B> <P>

He should be pressured to come to an agreement with Hamas, along the lines of the earlier agreement concluded in Mecca. We believe that Israel has a clear interest in negotiating with a Palestinian government that includes the two big movements, so that the agreement reached would be accepted by almost all sections of the Palestinian people. <P> <B>

-  Is time working for us? </B> <P>

For many years, Gush Shalom was telling the Israeli public: let's make peace with the secular leadership of Yasser Arafat, because otherwise the national conflict will turn into a religious conflict. Unfortunately, this prophecy, too, has come true. <P>

Those who did not want the PLO, got Hamas. If we don't come to terms with Hamas, we shall be faced with more extreme Islamic organizations, like the Taliban in Afghanistan.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Red And Yellow, Black And White <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"If you as parents cut corners, your children will too. If you lie, they will too. If you spend all your money on yourselves and tithe no portion of it for charities, colleges, churches, synagogues, and civic causes, your children won't either. And if parents snicker at racial and gender jokes, another generation will pass on the poison adults still have not had the courage to snuff out." ~~~ Marian Wright Edelman

<P> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

I learned the song <I>"Jesus Loves the Little Children" </I>in the late 1950's.  Someone's mother played the piano while the Sunday school teacher mouthed the words with us and used a ruler to point to faces of red, yellow, black and white children in photographs on the wall. None of the photographs looked like anyone I knew but I understood, or so I thought, the important thing. Jesus loved <I>"all the children of the world." </I>I even remember the Sunday school lesson on that day:  Jesus loves everyone. No equivocation.  Not some more than others.  Everyone.  And everyone the same.  <P>

I was reminded of that day and that lesson recently as I listened to reports of the rumors about Barack Obama being a Muslim.   I wondered if the people spreading those rumors ever thought about children. I wondered the same about the people who believed them <P>

The media, which determines so much of what we consider important, doesn't address the needs of children very often but when it does, the discussion revolves around better education, more money for schools, the high cost of health care, gangs, drop out rates, violence; we talk about the problems. We talk about how much it will cost to fix the problems.  <P>

What the media doesn't cover and what we don't talk about is how we have collectively and individually failed our children with the examples we have given.   Children learn from what they see around them. They learn from the way they see adults behave. They learn from the words they hear us speak. And they learn from the value placed on their lives and wellbeing. <P>

There is no more important work than the care and teaching of children.

In a country that wages war while presidential candidates defend or flaunt their Christianity and American evangelicals brandish their political clout, I wonder what our children are learning.  

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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Hightower Endorses Barack Obama <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

AUSTIN, TX--The most exciting thing about the Obama phenomenon is the phenomenon--the fact that millions of grassroots Americans have self-organized and become the driving force in a presidential campaign. They feel that they matter again in politics and that some real progress might finally be at hand. <P>

In 2006, an awakened political majority tried to send an electoral message demanding real change in Washington's business-as-usual, money-driven policies. They <I>"won,"</I> but were disappointed by the new Democratic leadership in Congress, so this year, they're back with an even more vociferous, insistent, message of change--and they've found their messenger in Barack Obama. <P>

I believe he will win the nomination and win in November, but most importantly, I believe he can govern as a progressive president. This is because Obama will not be going into the White House alone or with the usual coterie of special interests and old party operatives--rather, the democratic force that he has excited at the grassroots (especially among energized young people) will go in with him, demanding progressive policies and providing a counterpunch to the lobbyists who will try to capture his presidency. <P>

Senator Obama represents the bright future that is possible in America when ordinary people begin to take charge. Clinton and McCain certainly have a wealth of Washington experience, but Obama has tapped into our country's enormous democratic potential, and that's not merely exciting, it is invaluable to our future.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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God Bless Ralph Nader <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

 By Joel S. Hirschhorn </font> <P> 

Because he wants to salvage American democracy and help Americans, Ralph Nader is running for president again.  He deserves the support of all Americans that see themselves as progressives, dissidents, independents, and patriots who want to remove the stranglehold of the two-party plutocracy on our political system. <P>

When it comes to being an honest, proven and trustworthy change agent, Nader is the gold standard.  So why are so many Democrats going ballistic and spewing hate towards Nader? <P>

They are in denial about both Obama and Clinton.  Both owe much to the corporate and business world that Nader has waged war against for decades.  Like Clinton, Obama has taken huge amounts of money from several business sectors.  Both refuse to advocate a single payer universal health care system that Nader champions; this protects the enormously profitable health insurance industry. <P>

They are crazy-glued to their misplaced blame of Nader for the Bush victory in 2000, even though several other indisputable factors also explain Gore's loss, including his poor campaign that was unable to deliver his home state of Tennessee, the incompetence of the Democratic Party to stop the Supreme Court's disgraceful action, and the cowardly behavior of the Democratic Party over many decades that kept them from working to replace the Electoral College with the popular vote.  And rather than blame Nader for the Iraq war, the Democrats have only themselves to blame, not only for authorizing the war but for many assaults on the Constitution that Bush has gotten away with. <P>

They fear the public becoming more aware of the many policy positions of Obama and Clinton that are downright asinine, in contrast to Nader's sound positions. For example, Nader is against nuclear power, while Obama has had a very cozy relationship with powerful people in that industry.  And Nader wants a carbon pollution tax to combat global warming, that neither Obama nor Clinton favor.  And no surprise, Nader makes the case for impeaching Bush and Cheney that Obama and Clinton are too cowardly to embrace.  He also straightforwardly supports total public financing of political campaigns - the only way to rid our political system of corrupt forces.  Meanwhile, Obama is backing away from his written commitment to using public financing for the general election. <P>

They fear Nader siphoning enough votes away from the Democratic nominee to make McCain president, despite Nader having little campaign money compared to the Democratic nominee.  What happened to all that yes-we-can confidence? Do the Democrats think that all those people who have gone nuts over Obama will finally see the light and reject their political messiah?  This is only plausible if the Democratic bigwigs and pundits really know that Nader's positions and arguments (certainly not his slick rhetoric or personality) have the capability of breaking through the hope-hysteria of the army of Obamatons. <P>

They fear Nader being persuasive enough to move the Democratic nominee to the left (more populist and progressive) and making it more difficulty in beating McCain and his appeal to independents.  Democrats prefer the centrist bait and switch approach to sucker in voters and then surprise them after the election. <P>

They fear the public seeing a truth-telling, independent candidate not driven by a thirst for political power.  Nader is not running for president again because of ego or some deep ambition to be president, but rather out of a sense of obligation and responsibility to serve the public and the nation, as he has done for many decades. He is the only credible opponent to corporate special interests. It is not a matter of exercising his constitutional right, it is a matter of being a truer populist and progressive than the Democratic nominee. <P>

The Los Angeles Times editorialized in support of Nader: <I>"The Democrats and Republicans may believe your vote belongs to one or the other of them before it belongs to you, but they are wrong. More choices among candidates mean more opportunities for you to make your views known in an election." </I>Nader said. <I>"It's real political bigotry by the two major parties who have locked up the system with these ballot access obstructions against more voices and choices and giving voters a chance to have their free choice of candidates."</I>

How sad that Democrats show such little respect for a patriotic dissident like Nader, who has always been a troublemaker fighting for ordinary Americans. <P>

In many ways, the Nader candidacy is not about him becoming the best president possible, but rather in pushing any Democrat who becomes president to be a far better one by serving the public interest in the noble Nader tradition. A vote for Nader is always a vote for rebooting American democracy.  All the nasty talk from Democrats about Nader insults we the people more than Nader.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 </font> <A HREF="http:// www.delusionaldemocracy.com">Joel S. Hirschhorn</A> observed our corrupt federal government firsthand as a senior official with the Congressional Office of Technology Assessment and the National Governors Association and is the author of<A HREF="http://www.delusionaldemocracy.com"> Delusional Democracy - Fixing the Republic Without Overthrowing the Government. </A> To discuss issues <A HREF="//http://mailto:articlev@gmail.com">write the author. </A>
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Exxon Suxx. McCain Duxx <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Greg Palast </font> <P>

Nineteen goddamn years is enough. I'm sorry if you don't like my language, but when I think about what they did to Paul Kompkoff, I'm in no mood to nicey-nice words. <P>

Next month marks 19 years since the Exxon Valdez dumped its load of crude oil across the Prince William Sound, Alaska. A big gooey load of this crude spilled over the lands of the Chenega Natives. Paul Kompkoff was a seal-hunter for the village. That is, until Exxon's ship killed the seal and poisoned the rest of Chenega's food supply. <P>

While cameras rolled, Exxon executives promised they'd compensate everyone. Today, before the US Supreme Court, the big oil company's lawyers argued that they shouldn't have to pay Paul or other fishermen the damages ordered by the courts. <P>

They can't pay Paul anyway. He's dead. <P>

That was part of Exxon's plan. They told me that. In 1990 and 1991, I worked for the Chenega and Chugach Natives of Alaska on trying to get Exxon to pay up to save the remote villages of the Sound. Exxon's response was, <I>"We can hold out in court until you're all dead."</I> <P>

Nice guys. But, hell, they were right, weren't they? <P>

But Exxon didn't do it alone. They had enablers. One was a failed oil driller named <I>"Dubya."</I> Exxon was the largest contributor to George W. Bush's political career after Enron. They were a team, Exxon and Enron. The Chairman of Enron, Ken Lay, prior to his felony convictions, funded a group called Texans for Law Suit Reform. The idea was to prevent Natives, consumers and defrauded stockholders from suing felonious corporations and their chiefs. <P>

When George went to Washington, Enron and Exxon got their golden pass in the appointment of Chief Justice John Roberts. Today, as the court heard Exxon's latest stall, Roberts said, in defense of Exxon's behavior in Alaska, <I>"What more can a corporation do?"</I> <P>

The answer, Your Honor, is plenty. <P>

For starters, Mr. Roberts, Exxon could have turned on the radar. What? On the night the Exxon Valdez smacked into Bligh Reef, the Raycas radar system was turned off. Exxon shipping honchos decided it was too expensive to maintain it and train their navigators to use it. So, the inexperienced third mate at the wheel was driving the supertanker by eyeball, Christopher Columbus style. I kid you not. <P>

Here's what else this poor 'widdle corporation could do: stop lying. <P>

On the night of March 24, 1989, the Exxon Valdez was not even supposed to leave harbor. <P>

If a tanker busts open, that doesn't have to mean a thousand miles of shoreline gets slimed - so long as oil-slick containment equipment is in place. <P>

On the night of March 24, 1989, the Exxon Valdez was not supposed have left port. No tanker can unless a spill containment barge is operating nearby. That night, the barge was in dry-dock, locked under ice. Exxon kept that fact hidden, concealing the truth even after the tanker grounded. An Exxon official radioed the emergency crew, <I>"Barge is on its way."</I> <P>

Paul's gone - buried with Exxon's promises. But the oil's still there. Go out to Chenega lands today. At Sleepy Bay, kick over some gravel and it will smell like a gas station. <P>

What the heck does this have to do with John McCain? The Senator is what I'd call a <I>'Tort Tart.' </I>Ken Lay's <I>"Law Suit Reform"</I> posse was one of the fronts used by a gaggle of corporate lobbyists waging war on your day in court. Their rallying cry is<I> 'Tort Reform,'</I> by which they mean they want to take away the God-given right of any American, rich or poor, to sue the bastards who crush your child's skull through product negligence, make your heart explode with a faulty medical device, siphon off your pension funds, or poison your food supply with spilled oil. <P>

Now, all of the Democratic candidates have seen through this <I>'tort reform'</I> con - and so did a Senator named McCain who, in 2001, for example, voted for the Patients Bill of Rights allowing claims against butchers with scalpels. Then something happened to Senator McCain: the guy who stuck his neck out for litigants got his head chopped off when he ran for President in the Republican Party in 2000 for what one lobbyists' website called McCain's, <I>"his go-it-alone moralism."</I> <P>

So the Senator did what I call, The McCain Hunch. Again and again he grabbed his ankles and apologized to the K Street lobbyists, reversing his positions on, well, you name it. For example, in 2001, he said of Bush's tax cuts, <I>"I cannot in good conscience support a tax cut in which so many of the benefits go to the most fortunate among us at the expense of middle-class Americans."</I> Now, in bad conscience, the Senator vows to make these tax cuts permanent. <P>

On<I> "Tort Reform,"</I> the about-face was dizzying. McCain voted to undermine his own 2001 Patients Bill of Rights with votes in 2005 to limit suits to enforce it. He then added his name to a bill that would have thrown sealhunter Kompkoff's suit out of federal court. <P>

In 2003, McCain voted against Bush's Energy Plan, an industry oil-gasm. But this week, following Exxon's report that it sucked in $40.6 billion in earnings last year, the largest profit haul in planetary history, McCain failed to join Clinton, Obama, most Democrats and some Republicans on a bill to require a teeny sliver of industry profit go to alternative energy sources. On oil independence, McCain is AWOL, missing in action. <P>

Well, Paul, at least you were spared this.<P>

I remember when I was on the investigation in Alaska, fishermen, bankrupted, utterly ruined - Kompkoff's co-plaintiffs in the suit before the court - floated their soon-to-be repossessed boats into the tanker lanes with banners reading,<I> "EXXON SUXX."</I> To which they could now add, about a one-time stand-up Senator: <I>"McCain Duxx."</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) <A HREF=" http://www.gregpalast.com/"> 2008 Greg Palast </A></font>is the author of the New York Times bestseller, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Armed+Madhouse.&Go.x=4&Go.y=13&Go=Go">Armed Madhouse</: Sordid Secrets and Strange Tales from a White House Gone Wild. </A> 

</font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<p> <br> <br> <center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/klockstandard.jpg"> <br> </center> 

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<p> <br> </font> </font>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/mayeric.jpg"> <br>

Commander Klock's Sign: The Houston Nuke <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P>

Military Correspondent <P>

Monday, Houstonians driving north on US Highway 59 were alarmed to see a nuclear fireball engulfing downtown Houston and the nearby ship channel. They were looking at the just erected campaign sign of Naval Reserve intelligence officer Commander Brian Klock<P> <B>

The Threat Is Real -- Ask Brian Klock </B> <P>

Klock, who mobilized for secret military missions shortly after 9/11, has spent most of the last six years abroad in various countries in support of Operation Enduring Freedom (the invasion of Afghanistan) and Operation Iraqi Freedom (the invasion of Iraq). According to campaign manager Charlie Sena, Klock will not discuss the particulars of his activities or locations. He is the Republican 

<A HREF="http://www.klockforcongress.org/node/30">candidate</A> for Texas Congressional District 22, formerly occupied by Tom DeLay, former Republican House Majority Leader, a.k.a.<I> "The Hammer."</I> <P>

To some Houstonians the whole thing sounds program spooky, and the presence of retired Army intelligence Lt. Col. Gordon Fowlkes among Klock's campaign insiders doesn't soothe their nerves. Fowlkes was a pro-Bush military expert appearing on local TV during the invasion of Iraq some five years ago, and is called them for connected with area Homeland Security. <P>

Commander Klock's nightmare scenario for Houston is an echo of my own work as a military analyst for the Houston Chronicle, where I wrote a target analysis of the city from a terrorist perspective shortly before the invasion of Iraq. The project was easy enough for me, given my background in military intelligence and nuclear, biological and chemical warfare. After the publication of my strategic 

<A HREF="http://www.ghosttroop.net/ducttape.htm">op-ed</A> on February 23, 2003, I was proud to find that its chief premises anticipated what would later be taught to Houston law enforcement and first responders. <P> <B>

Don't laugh at duct tape; it saves lives </B> <P>

So five years later -- almost to the day -- Cmdr. Klock has quite graphically reiterated my long-time position that Houston is the number one terror target in the nation.  Ironically, I still hold to my position of 2003 in all but one critical particular: I don't believe the danger comes from foreign terrorists known as Al Qaeda, but from domestic terrorists, known as the Bush administration. <P>

Having spent nearly half my officer years with the Army as an opposing forces (OPFOR) specialist, it's easy enough for me to understand that sometimes the military pretends to be the enemy for training purposes. It may seem a bit cynical to suggest that the military could, under orders and without specific knowledge of what it was doing, be used by a pro-war government to carry out an attack on its own people, while pretending to be an enemy force. This kind of operation, known as a <I>"false flag,"</I> has been used throughout history -- including US history -- as a down and dirty way to trick an otherwise quiescent public into launching a war with the flow preselected by the politicians who perpetrated the false flag. <P>

The idea that such a thing could happen in these United States is hardly Jihadist; in fact, it's rather Jeffersonian.  None of the founding fathers, who had just fought a revolution against their George for unconscionable abuses of their liberties and criminal war against them, would be surprised if one day unscrupulous powers found a new George to oppress them again. I suppose the Revolutionary thinkers of America are increasing daily.  Countless thousands of them have been reading my most recent analysis of the top terror targets in the United States, widely published Sunday and still writing used in as the nation's most endangered place:<P> <B>

False Flag Prospects, 2008 -- Top Three US Target Cities </B> <P>

I don't know if Navy intelligence officer Commander Klock was 

<A HREF="http://www.thepriceofliberty.org/08/02/25/may.htm">reading the work</A> of former Army intelligence officer Captain May the day before he put up his nuclear Houston campaign sign, but it's gratifying to find that he and I are thinking along parallel lines, even if we are traveling in different directions.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is he the military correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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Three-Stomp Blues <br></font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Vets Tell True Stories of the Terror War </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P> <B>

I. Absence of Evidence </B> <P>

There are many things that the American people are forbidden to know by the immensely profitable organizations that control the dispensing of information in the United States. Some things will simply not be reported, others will be distorted or sugar-coated or shellacked with fabrications until they bear only the most tangential connection to the actual events being <I>"reported."</I> <P>

One of the most forbidden topics of all, of course, is the savage reality of the conflicts being fought in the name of the so-called "War on Terror." This global war - launched solely<A HREF="http://www.antiwar.com/blog/2008/03/01/the-bush-doctrine-in-embryo/"> to advance a long-held</A>, openly acknowledged <A HREF="http://empireburlesquenow.blogspot.com/2005/03/dark-passage-pnacs-blueprint-for.html">militarist agenda of global domination</A> by an authoritarian, lawless elite - has slaughtered hundreds of thousands of innocent people, while corrupting and brutalizing the soldiers ordered, under knowingly false pretenses, to carry out the Dominators' sinister agenda. But the full story - and full force - of the crimes being committed every day in America's name, by American forces, at the command of America's leaders, are hidden from the American public by the American media. It is entirely possible to live your entire life as an active, engaged member of American society, diligently keeping up with the latest news from the most respectable sources, and never once have to confront this horrifying truth. The information-dispensers will not provide it for you; you have to seek it out yourself. <P>

Fortunately, British newspapers still retain vestiges of a more active, unblinking journalism. (Although these remnants are fast disappearing, as Nick Davies notes in <A HREF="http://www.lrb.co.uk/v30/n05/lanc01_.html">his grim but accurate survey</A> of the UK press, Flat Earth News.) This week the Sunday Times gave a display of this dying art, <A HREF="http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/world/us_and_americas/article3444835.ece?Submitted=true">in a remarkable report about the Iraq Veterans Against the War,</A> and their preparations for another <I>"Winter Soldier"</I> gathering next week, echoing the landmark 1971 conference of disillusioned Vietnam Veterans. As the paper notes, veterans of both Iraq and Afghanistan will hold a four-day conference in Washington, beginning on March 13, where they <I>"will testify about their experiences....[and] present photographs and videos, recorded with mobile phones and digital cameras, to back up their allegations - of brutality, torture and murder."</I> <P>

The Sunday Times, of course, is owned by Rupert Murdoch, owner of Fox News, among many other unsavory peddlers of bellicose tripe. And the paper has long been a staunch supporter of the Iraq War. But Murdoch has always kept a much lighter hand on his Times properties, recognizing that their lofty reputation is part of the <I>"brand value,"</I> and allowing vestiges of the professional integrity that he perverts elsewhere to linger on at these venerable institutions. And so this deeply conservative, pro-war paper was able to go to the United States and dig up home truths that the <I>"Homeland"</I> media would never touch. <P> <B>

II. "All I Saw Were Civilians" </B> <P>

The atrocities began in Iraq at the very start, from the first days and hours when the <I>"mission"</I> was being <I>"accomplished"</I> to a chorus of hosannas from the ex-generals and the war-profiteering commentators like Richard Perle brought in by the networks to provide <I>"expert"</I> analysis of the victorious campaign: <P>

Jason Washburn...fought in the initial invasion of Iraq in 2003 where, he says, he met little resistance. Most people were surrendering.<I> "There were massive amounts of artillery strikes before we even invaded. We saw the results of that. Streets full of bodies - women and children - body parts, extremely indiscriminate. I'm talking about rolling through villages here, not military encampments."</I> <P>

He was told there was a military structure in one village. <I>"I didn't see it. I didn't see any army uniforms. Or weapons. All I saw were civilians."</I> <P>

Two years later - now on his third tour in Iraq, banging down doors and terrifying families in midnight <I>"home raids"</I> - Washburn was in Haditha the day that a group of his fellow Marines massacred 24 civilians. Washburn wasn't at the site, but he knew many of the men who took part.

<P><I>

"I have a lot of feelings about this incident,"</I> [Washburn said.] <I>"A friend of mine from my first two tours was in that squad. He was the guy they gave immunity to to testify against the squad leader. The people on the ground are looking at serious prison time. Like life. The people who were giving orders were only relieved of command. And I don't think that's right." </I> <P>

Washburn says Haditha was not an isolated incident.<I> "It's the one that just happened to be uncovered."</I> <P>

And how do these orders for <I>"irregular"</I> action get conveyed? Through what veteran Perry O'Brien called <I>"the three-stomp signal,"</I> which commanders use to differentiate between <I>"the book way"</I> and the <I>"real way"</I> they want things done. <P> <I>

"If someone is giving a briefing and they stomp their foot three times after what they are saying, it means 'disregard what I just said,''"</I> [Perry said.]. <I>"For instance, 'Make every effort to avoid civilian property damage,' stomp stomp stomp - [means] ignore that. The idea is that when you get back [from combat], anything that you did the book way can be spoken about - but not what was done the real way." </I> <P>

It isn't just between the book way and the real way, he says; it's become between the honourable way and the immoral way.....<I>"The book way was we treat everyone the same..."</I> Perry smiles and taps his foot three times. <I>"You are ordered to do things that are clear violations of our conscience and what we know to be moral. It's not even what's prescribed by the Geneva conventions. It's what every human being knows to be right and wrong."</I> <P>

For example, in Afghanistan, O'Brien witnessed the despoiling of corpses after wounded Afghans civilians died on the operating table after treatment by a MASH unit: <P>

Rather than prepare the corpse for the family, O'Brien witnessed the surgeons and the medics use the body to practise on.<I> "One doctor said, 'Come up and feel his heart! This is what a heart feels like.'"</I> <P>

Half the platoon, if not more, participated. Daniel Paulsen, 27, was there and corroborates this story. There are photographs as well. Someone had grabbed O'Brien's digital camera and taken photographs of the heart and the medics walking around and poking it. These photographs were taken for fun. Eventually the chest of the corpse was closed up. <P> <I>

"It was a total violation of our medical oath to use a corpse for medical training," </I>says O'Brien.<I> "What's particularly terrible is that these were all doctors that had practices back home - they were familiar with the law and the Hippocratic oath. There was such a huge disconnect between the way they treated Afghans and the way they treated American patients. When Americans died, the corpses became these sacred objects that were treated with tremendous care. There was this solemn funerary attitude around them. When an Afghan died, it was [as if they were] treating them like they weren't human."</I> <P>

O'Brien is on the verification team vetting testimony for the conference - a process so rigorous that anyone caught <I>"fabricating their experience or pretending to be a veteran will be handed over to the authorities and charged with violating the Stolen Valor Act, a law signed by President Bush in 2006."</I> O'Brien says that one of the most common atrocity orders he is hearing about from confirmed testimony is <I>"the shovel order."</I> <P> <I>

"Anyone carrying a shovel or any sort of implement that could be used to bury an IED could be considered a target," </I>he says. <I>"After dark, you can shoot anyone who is outside. Or anyone who puts anything on the side of the road can be considered a target. You won't find it in writing, but it's an order indicated to soldiers."</I> <P>

Logan Laturi, an Army forward observer in Iraq, said that soldiers were given a green-light for this practice by a commander at a training base back in the States: <P>

Laituri was in Fort Irwin, California in May 2006 during a pep talk at the National Training Center. He alleges that a commander made a speech to his company, and that he<I> "made it clear to us that if an innocent person was shot he would stage a scene to protect us."</I> The explicit message was: <I>"We would make sure there was a weapon found at the scene."</I> <P>

....In 2007, [that] officer was relieved of his command after a death on June 23 last year in the vicinity of Kirkuk. He is not currently a suspect and was never charged - but two soldiers who were under his command have been charged with premeditated murder. <P>

Last month a top army sniper testified in military court - under immunity - that he had ordered a subordinate to kill an unarmed Iraqi man, then planted an AK-47 assault rifle near the body to back up a false claim of returned fire. <P>

The Sunday Times story, aptly titled, <I>"Patriot Missiles,"</I> has much more, and is well worth reading in full. Especially as it is almost impossible to conceive that such a story - 4,000 words on remorseful American soldiers talking about the atrocities they have seen or committed - will ever appear in a U.S. newspaper. The <A HREF=" http://ivaw.org/index.php">Iraq Veterans Against the War</A> will be lucky if their entire four-day conference gets a thousand words - in total - from American <I>"papers of record"</I> like the New York Times and Washington Post. Indeed, it is imminently conceivable that it could pass without a single mention at all. <P>

But the truths they tell will not disappear - just as the blowback from all this crime and moral chaos will not be deflected simply by ignoring it or wishing it away.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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Bush Says "No" To Investment In America <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

Earlier this week, President Bush gave an all-too-familiar thumbs down to an appeal by a bi-partisan delegation of the nation's governors to <I>"increase spending on roads, bridges and other public works"</I> as an <A HREF="http:// www.nytimes.com/2008/02/26/us/26govs.html?">economic stimulus.</A> Just a week ago in an address to a national <I>"Pathway to Prosperity"</I> conference on infrastructure at Iona College in New York, AFL-CIO President John Sweeney dramatized how badly seven years of such rejections from Bush have damaged the backbone of our country. <P> <I>

"I want to add a couple of personal end notes to what has been said about the infrastructure crisis,"</I> Sweeney told a bi-partisan audience which had just heard pleas for infrastructure investment from the likes of Susan Eisenhower, President of the Eisenhower Group, Representative Jim Oberstar (D-MN), who chairs the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, former congressmen Harold Ford, Jr. (D-TN) and Dick Gephardt (D-MO), and former governors George Pataki (r)-NY) and John Engler (R-MI).<P>

<I>"The first end note concerns the crumbling, outdated, poorly heated, rarely cooled, ill-equipped public schools which are the shame of our nation. We learned about the situation in our schools way back in 1995 -- 25,000 schools crying out for repair, renovation or replacement, air unfit to breathe in 15,000 schools, $112 billion needed to bring existing buildings up to minimum building standards. And those numbers have gone up since then, not down."<P>

"A few weeks ago, I took a tour of Cardozo High School - one of the most historic schools in Washington, DC. It was an embarrassment. Paint peeling. Kids sitting in classes in coats because the heat doesn't work. Walls crumbling. A gymnasium that can't be used. The principal told me that when she arrived for the start of the school year last fall, not a single bathroom was operational."<P>

"Whatever we do, let's keep schools at the top of our list. This isn't just a struggle about bricks and mortar, it's personal - we're condemning our children to crumbling schools, instead of an environment that enables them to learn, and our nation needs every ounce of their brainpower and talent."<P>

"The second end note I want to add is about the urgency of bridge repair. Earlier this year, MSNBC compiled a special report on bridge inspections. They found out that the Federal Highway Administrator's route to work crossed one of the substandard bridges in Washington, DC, so they built a website with a map where you can insert the beginning and the end of your own personal route to work and find out how many unsafe bridges carrying 10,000 cars or more per day you may be crossing." <P>

"Since I was coming to work from Washington to New Rochelle this morning, I asked my staff to check out my route. We found that traveling the I-95 corridor between Washington, DC and New York City, I would cross or come within two-tenths of a mile of 30 bridges that are rated either functionally obsolete or structurally deficient. But it gets worse, For the rest of the trip, from New York City to New Rochelle, you travel across 30 additional bridges, and all but two of those 30 bridges are either functionally obsolete or structurally deficient." <P>

"I decided to fly up - it seemed safer. But I still had to use about 20 of those bridges when taking a car from LaGuardia. Brothers and sisters, we have 17,000 bridges in this country that are behind on inspections, so we don't know about all the dangers that are lurking. We have to give the Federal Highway Administration a mandate to inspect, a mission to rebuild and repair, and the money to back it up."</I> <P>

Sweeney went on to say that what's needed for our country is a long-range comprehensive infrastructure plan and he called on organizations as disparate as the National Association of Manufacturers, the U.S. Chamber of Commerce and the AFL-CIO to link arms in the venture. <P> <I>

"Is there reason to believe we can come together around a comprehensive infrastructure plan and actually succeed? I believe the uncertain moment we're living in as a nation could provide an opportunity. Call it an economic downturn, call it a cooling off, or call it a recession, but we're dealing with an economy that needs long-term as well as short-term stimulus, and what Congress and the President have agreed upon so far is billions of dollars short of what's needed."<P>

"Many of the individuals and organizations in this room supported funding for infrastructure projects as a part of the first stimulus bill. We were disappointed they didn't make the cut because we all know infrastructure projects are the best way to create good jobs that stimulate our economy and meet urgent needs at the same time. If we seize the moment, I can think of nothing more likely to bring Americans from all walks of life together at a time when political and economic forces are pulling us apart." <P>

"The undertaking I'm describing will take years and years to develop and implement and it will cost many billions of dollars beyond the normal sources of funding we now depend upon. One of the ways to raise the capital for a long-term, comprehensive program is through a mechanism like the one included in the Dodd-Hagel National Infrastructure Act - which is now stuck in the House Banking Committee. That legislation would establish a National Infrastructure Bank to finance substantial infrastructure project with public and private capital, above and beyond existing grants and earmarks." <P>

"I understand that both Sen. Obama and Sen. Clinton have included similar proposals in their economic plans. I don't know if the Dodd-Hagel bill is ideal, or if it needs changes to get it moving, but the central idea behind such an approach is that the financing would be guaranteed by our government. That's the kind of backing that would make it possible for the managers of the $5 trillion dollars now in our union benefit funds to seriously consider infrastructure capital investments, and I know it would have the same effect on private capital. We'd be asking government, business, labor and individuals to invest in America, and in this time of economic uncertainty and national division that would be a percentage play for all of us."<P>

"Meanwhile, back to the reality of the present, The truth is that the current administration in Washington has for seven long years refused even to consider using infrastructure to create jobs, and even legislation like the Clean Water and Safe Drinking Water Act has been hard to move. I think we'll get better treatment from a new administration no matter which party prevails this fall." <P>

"We need to take a lesson from the Eisenhower years and get busy rebuilding the backbone of our country. We hear a lot about the evils of big government. From labor's viewpoint, we don't want big government, but we do want government that is big enough. Big enough to help our country shoulder its obligations here at home as well as around the world. Strong enough to foster profits for our companies with one arm and create good jobs for our workers with the other. Smart enough to promote economic development with one hand while reaching down and helping people climb the ladder of economic and social justice with the other." <P>

"When it comes to fairness and economic equality, there are those who caution we should never try for too much. I'm not one of those people. I graduated with a degree in economics from Iona College, and the Brothers here taught me never to be satisfied with too little." </I><P>

Note: I confess that I am John Sweeney's speech writer and that I did a pretty fair job on this one.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto:ray.abernathy@gmail.com">Ray Abernathy.</A></font> Visit Ray at his<A HREF="http://www.rayabernathy.com"> website</A>. 
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McCain Has His Own Farrakhan <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

Whatever their true private beliefs, presidential candidates in America are constantly required to provide proofs of their faith, often through their connections with various religious figures. Benedictions from the pulpit can bestow an aura of righteousness-except, of course, when the pastor or minister is a disreputable kook whose endorsement should be an embarrassment. <P>

In recent weeks, both Barack Obama and John McCain have suffered exactly this kind of indignity, under very different circumstances. And their contrasting responses revealed not only aspects of their own characters but also the enduring prejudices of the national media covering this year's campaign. <P>

For an African-American politician seeking to attract voters of all ethnicities and persuasions, there could hardly be a less desirable supporter than Louis Farrakhan, the aging leader of the Nation of Islam. As the media never tire of reminding us, Mr. Farrakhan is a habitual bigot whose utterances have repeatedly denigrated Jews, Catholics, Caucasians and homosexuals, among others, seeking to inflame his followers against these supposed enemies. He detects conspiracies of <I>"international bankers,"</I> whose machinations he blames for all the world's troubles dating back to World War II. He looks forward to a time when the Holy Land will be <I>"cleansed by blood," </I>as he exclaimed in a sermon not long ago. He warns that the evil ones ruling the planet will someday be destroyed for their sins, while those who obey his admonishments (and tithe to his organization) will be saved. <P>

Well aware of Mr. Farrakhan's record, since both of them reside in Chicago, Mr. Obama forthrightly rejected the support of the unsavory minister. Unfortunately his own Christian pastor, Jeremiah Wright, has chosen to associate himself with the Nation of Islam, which may well create problems for the candidate-but at least Mr. Obama has clearly separated himself from the poisonous Farrakhan philosophy. <P>

By contrast, Mr. McCain went out of his way last week to accept the endorsement of a Christian pastor with a deeply disturbing record of bigotry and extremism. That would be John Hagee, the San Antonio televangelist whose career is chronicled in <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/Gods-Profits-Republican-Crusade-Values/dp/0979482216">God's Profits: Faith, Fraud, and the Republican Crusade for Values Voters</A>, a new book by investigative reporter Sarah Posner. As Ms. Posner reveals, Mr. Hagee is the kind of evangelical minister who has anticipated the end of the world for decades now, even as he promises untold riches to those who tithe to his ministry. He is an ardent warmonger who, like Mr. Farrakhan, seems to imagine a Middle East cleansed by blood-except that in his fantasies, the Christians will be saved while everyone else burns in the lake of fire. (The saved won't include members of the Catholic Church, however, which he despises and denounces as venomously as Mr. Farrakhan does.) <P>

But the perspectives of these two self-proclaimed men of God resemble each other even more closely in certain ways. He, too, promotes hatred of homosexuals and demands that women submit to men. And he, too, imagines a conspiracy by international bankers, the Bavarian Illuminati, the United Nations, the Council on Foreign Relations and other shadowy groups to deliver America into the hands of Satan. All that verbiage is merely code for traditional anti-Semitism, as Mr. Hagee surely knows because, like Mr. Farrakhan, he blames the Jewish people for their own persecution, including the Holocaust, as he explained a few years ago in a book titled Jerusalem Countdown. <P>

Yet for reasons that seem more related to race than reason, the assorted inanities of Mr. Hagee are acceptable while those of Mr. Farrakhan are not, at least in the higher circles of the Republican Party and the national media. No matter how many times Mr. Obama rejects the Nation of Islam leader, a television anchor or a debate moderator will demand that he do so again, if only to mention their names in the same breath. <P>

Meanwhile Mr. McCain continue to escape the hard questions that should be asked about his embrace of Mr. Hagee, whose ugly words and mad prophecies ought to repel him. Eight years ago, the San Antonio minister was among the political preachers, including Pat Robertson and the late Jerry Falwell, who denounced Mr. McCain and proclaimed George W. Bush to be the Lord's chosen candidate. <P>

Back then, the Arizona Republican proved his maverick courage when he rebuked them as <I>"agents of intolerance."</I> He has sought to court their favor ever since-and it is sad to see him genuflect now to the same kind of demagogue he once mocked.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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"It was just 8 years ago the Democratic party in Florida angrily demanded that every Florida vote should count. 'Count every vote! Count every vote, they cried!' Now the Democratic party has declared that NO Florida votes will count. Is it just me or has the world gone mad? Makes you wonder if some Democrats have been smoking a little too much Obama." </font> <font color=#000000>~~~ Marc Perkel
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The War Election <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Norman Solomon </font> <P>

Maybe it sounded good when politicians, pundits and online fundraisers talked about American deaths as though they were the deaths that mattered most. <P>

Maybe it sounded good to taunt the Bush administration as a bunch of screw-ups who didn't know how to run a proper occupation. <P>

And maybe it sounded good to condemn Donald Rumsfeld and George Bush for ignoring predictions that several hundred thousand troops would be needed to effectively occupy Iraq after an invasion. <P>

But when a war based on lies is opposed because too many Americans are dying, the implication is that it can be made right by reducing the American death toll. <P>

When a war that flagrantly violated international law is opposed because it was badly managed, the implication is that better management could make for an acceptable war. <P>

When the number of occupying troops is condemned as insufficient for the occupying task at hand, the White House and Pentagon may figure out how to make shrewder use of U.S. air power -- in combination with private mercenaries and Iraqis who are desperate enough for jobs that they're willing to point guns at the occupiers' enemies. <P>

And there's also the grisly and unanswerable reality that Iraqis who've been inclined to violently resist the occupation can no longer resist it after the U.S. military has killed them. <P>

If the ultimate argument against the war is that it isn't being won, the advocates for more war will have extra incentive to show that it can be won after all. <P>

If a steady argument against the war maintains that it was and is wrong -- that it is fundamentally immoral -- that's a tougher sell to the savants of Capitol Hill and an array of corporate-paid journalists. <P>

But by taking the political path of least resistance -- by condemning the Iraq war as unwinnable instead of inherently wrong -- more restrained foes of the war helped to prolong the occupation that has inflicted and catalyzed so much carnage. The antiwar movement is now paying a price for political shortcuts often taken in the past several years. <P>

During a long war, condemned by some as a quagmire, that kind of dynamic has played out before. <I>"It is time to stand back and look at where we are going,"</I> independent journalist I. F. Stone wrote in mid-February 1968, after several years of the full-throttle war on Vietnam. <I>"And to take a good look at ourselves. A first observation is that we can easily overestimate our national conscience. A major part of the protest against the war springs simply from the fact that we are losing it. If it were not for the heavy cost, politicians like the Kennedys [Robert and Edward] and organizations like the ADA [the liberal Americans for Democratic Action] would still be as complacent about the war as they were a few years ago."</I> <P>

With all the recent media spin about progress in Iraq, many commentators say that the war has faded as a top-level <I>"issue"</I> in the presidential race. Claims of success by the U.S. military have undercut precisely the antiwar arguments that were supposed to be the most effective in political terms -- harping on the American death toll and the inability of the occupying troops to make demonstrable progress at subduing Iraqi resistance and bending the country's parliament to Washington's will. <P>

These days, Hillary Clinton speaks of withdrawing U.S. troops, but she's in no position to challenge basic rationales for war that have been in place for more than five years. At least Barack Obama can cite his opposition to the war since before it began. He talks about changing the mentality that led to the invasion in the first place. And he insists that the president should hold direct talks with foreign adversaries. <P>

The best way to avoid becoming disillusioned is to not have illusions in the first place. There's little reason to believe that Obama is inclined to break away from the routine militarism of U.S. foreign policy. But it's plausible that grassroots pressure could pull him in a better direction on a range of issues. He seems to be appreciably less stuck in cement than the other candidates who still have a chance to become president on January 20, 2009.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.normansolomon.com">

Norman Solomon's </A> </font> book "Made Love, Got War: Close Encounters with America's Warfare State" just came off the press. The foreword is by Daniel Ellsberg. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http://www.MadeLoveGotWar.com"> www.MadeLoveGotWar.com</A>. The documentary film "War Made Easy: How Presidents and Pundits Keep Spinning Us to Death," based on Norman Solomon's book of the same name, launches its New York City theatrical premiere with an engagement at the Quad Cinema starting March 14.
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In Honor Of Anthony And Mary Guarisco <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

A Son's Tribute to his parents' many accomplishments in life </font> <br>

 By Vincent L. Guarisco <P> </font> <font size="+1"> <I> <B>

Anthony Guarisco</B>: a severe Alzheimer's patient whose memories are quickly drifting away... A WWII and Korea Navy Combat Veteran who founded and directed the International Alliance of Atomic Veterans (IAAV with AAV here in the US). <P> <B>

Mary C Guarisco</B>: 1934 - 2007 AAV Cofounder, Executive Secretary, Board Member, loving mother and OZ protector for us kids. <P> <center>

'The secret of a good life is to have the right loyalties and hold them in the right scale of values.' ~Norman Thomas 1884 - 1968 </center> </I> <P> </font> <font size="+2">

Over the years, I have written many essays on a whole variety of subjects, all of which I felt were important. But none came remotely close to hitting home as this one has.  Undeniably, the following pages are the hardest I will ever attempt to write in my lifetime. This piece has been on my computer for almost a year now -- and I cannot begin to tell everyone how many times I have rewritten it time and again. Point blank, enough can never be said about those we dearly love and respect. For me, It would require a very thick book to truly give my parents the honorable tribute they so wholeheartedly deserve. And, who knows, perhaps some day I will. Having said that, I will start this off with a few things both of them would appreciate -- just a few little thoughtful things that meant so much to them and us in the family. Does anyone remember the following quote? <P> <I> <center>

'I'll get you my pretty! And...your little dog too!' <br> ~~~ The Wicked Witch of the East Threatening 'Dorothy' in 'The Wizard of Oz.' ~~~ <P> </center> </I>

Yes, of course we do...I think just about everyone on the planet has seen this film classic. Well, just like everything these days -- movies, plays, music, etc. -- everything has a different meaning to each of us, as individuals. Once in a while, a Hollywood film is not only entertaining, but it captures our domestic moral quest in surreal human form. For me, <I>'The Wizard of Oz'</I> is just that, a phenomenal measure of good over evil, a valuable imperative for us to acquire the needed essentials to build character for overcoming life's many challenges. This movie, and its message-point, will undoubtedly continue giving long after I'm gone...and rightfully so. <P>

I will never forget, as a young boy, the first time I watched this old family classic with mom and dad.  I was trembling with fear when the wicked witch glaringly threatened Dorothy (quoted above).  Mom, with a loving smile, got down on her knees and kissed away a tear that was streaming down my cheek. Then, dad tenderly placed his hand on my shoulder as mom placed hers over my heart and whispered in my ear: <I>'Son, don't be afraid, we will always be here with you...you are never alone, our hearts beat as one. There are many scary things to face in life, but your father and I will show you how to see past this to find the beauty and glory just beyond.'</I>  Feeling much better, I gazed up at both of them (with a big smile) knowing I had found that beauty. In the Wizard of OZ, Dorothy had to click her ruby slippers to find her way home. Not me. All I ever have to do is simply place my hand over my heart to know<I> 'I'm already there.' </I> <P>

Yes, we truly are fortunate to have had them as parents. I say this because we entered the scary land of perpetual Oz better prepared because we had wise and loving parents as our sentimental guide, blessing us with several hearts beating as one. In truth, it turned out to be the one gift that will last a lifetime. Underneath it all -- I guess I always was a softy -- I was after all, mom's small bundle of joy born on her birthday back in 1959.  <P>

My parents truly are to me what is best remembered in life. As a high-strung kid always on the go, they constantly reminded me to slow down, take a good look around and enjoy the small, thoughtful things that mean so little to most. Both took the philosophical view that happiness could not be demanded from life.  They taught us that such things as inner peace and harmony and <I>'being loved'</I> compiled the essential passport. But as the years rolled by, I observed something else too. For them -- true happiness also meant giving themselves completely for a worthy purpose or cause to help others. In doing so, I now understand they both achieved a higher sphere of<I> 'excellence'</I> worthy of noting as they won the hearts and minds of those who had the pleasure of interacting with them. Their mission in life was to ease the suffering of those they could. They were the voice for those in society who seemingly had no voice at all.   And their bio speaks for itself...it's monumental! But before we get to that, I want to share a few more aspects of how they molded us kids into the people we later became.. <P>

The message we heard was loud and clear: If common sense is an idea worth having once -- is it not worth having twice?  Indeed, thanks to them, we learned to accept responsibility for our own decisions in life, the well from which self respect springs.  With a tender hand, our parents taught us to always walk the path upright knowing that with each persistent storm blowing our compass in disarray usually brings a colorful rainbow trailing not far behind -- if we are patient and our vision is not limited, narrow or oblique. Mother loved to say,<I> 'Happiness is our own delightful reflection caressing us in our dreams, but before we can truly find it, we must first awaken and see it within.'</I> Words to live by...and father firmly admired a quote by Voltaire - <I>'Those who can make you believe absurdities, can make you commit atrocities.'</I> A hard fact learned by him when the military industrial complex used him as a guinea pig after he served his country so valiantly. A defining moment that produced a lifetime of activism...  <P>

In addition, my parents taught us to never worry about seeing the end of the journey, but to simply enjoy the trip while traveling. And we all laughed together when Truman Capote said, <I>'Life is a moderately good play with a badly written third act.' </I> Whew, both of them were so down to earth! They kept it real in every way imaginable. They loved having fun, loved reading, laughing, loved music including rock groups, such as Pink Floyd, especially their <I>'The Dark Side of the Moon'</I> and <I>'The Wall'</I> albums. They dug the heck out of it!  Both of them were totally <I>'hip'</I> to say the least.  But most important, they truly enjoyed the company of family and friends and always cherished the time we spent together. <P>

In looking back on all the decades of wear that can sometimes grind with unsettling madness, through it all, we somehow found our own personal calling. And just as all life experiences play out in this torrid time of maniacal misgivings, our family adventure was no munchkin paradise simply filled with holographic picnic pleasantries. Yes, we definitely had our fair share of yellow brick road madness riddled with many trials and tribulations along the way. Indeed, our great OZ forest was always laden with many masters of the universe who have consistently had one cold, callous hand on the nation's pulse with the other on the trigger ready to destroy the world at a moment's notice. Sadly, this has always been and probably will remain the environment in which our children and grandchildren must live. <P>

But we were luckier than most.  My parents understood empty minds are easily manipulated, so they taught us history and pushed education, which they believed was the foundation for creating a better, peaceful society and nation. They did their best to prepare us for the many obstacles that life can sometimes put in front of us. They held nothing back from us and told us everything good or bad that we may have to face in life. They told us true stories of how our leaders often betrayed us and how they sometimes serve their own selfish goals. They shared the truth, no matter what road that took us on.  More important, they taught us  never to be fooled or manipulated into doing anything that we knew in our heart was against the high principles of our beliefs. And, they taught us to redirect our energy and knowledge into positive ways in order to create meaningful lives, not only for ourselves, but for those around us. <P>

But the years roll by so fast, and no one lives forever. They say the most difficult task we'll ever face in life is losing our loved ones. This is so true. I will never forget just before my mother passed away, she gave one final piece of advise.  As instructed, I put my head next to hers and she whispered, <I>'Son, always cherish the happy, little moments in life, because later on, they make a much better cushion in old age.' </I> The next day...she passed away in her sleep. <P>

The following day was equally dreadful. I was given the hard task of informing my father of the devastating news that mom had died.  Although, father does not remember much of anything these days, we both cried together in our terrible moment of sadness.  Before I left the healthcare facility, I glanced back at him and gave him a great big smile...wanting him to only remember this expression on my face.   And for the first and 'only' time in my life, I was relieved he was infected with Alzheimer's disease that had erased his memories. Because I did not want him to mourn. For mom was as precious to him as life itself.  I will always believe that sparing him the grief of losing her was a gift from above. <P>

Someone once told me that God has a special love for those kindred souls taken in their sleep. I choose to believe this is true. And so it is, the sweet violin is now laid to rest having strung its final note. The candle has now dimmed for one great pioneer of love and truth.  Mary C. Guarisco, born in 1934 in the heartland of Nebraska, passed away in May, 2007.  Mary lived in the West Arizona Desert by the banks of the Colorado River for most of her last 40 years of life.  She now  rests peacefully with her parents in the oldest section of Rose Hills Cemetery located on a beautiful green hilltop in Southern California. Her headstone has the following inscription: <I>'Mother is Love in the Eyes of God.'</I> May she find peace and harmony with continued joy while dancing among the stars in God's paradise. And may my father's lost memories find their way through the gates of heaven reaching the one person he most dearly loved. <P>

As I sit here blinded by tears, I must confess -- the real lesson here is not to make you feel sad or mourn, but to <I>'inspire.'</I>  Both Mary and Anthony Guarisco unselfishly devoted most of their lives to many facets of social activism, always striving to better our society for a kinder, more caring and peaceful prosperity. In part, this essay is a small tribute to honor their legacy, their lifetime achievements and hard work.  But it is also a heartfelt plea for you to see the higher mission in life by not just taking, but giving back that which we all at times take for granted.  This is the essence of what they stood for. <P>

Anthony Guarisco enlisted in the Navy in 1944, serving one year of WWII in the Pacific and the early days of the Korean War. It changed his life forever. In 1947, Anthony was attached to the 32nd Destroyer Division and conducted Special Forces combat operations from Fusan, Korea, to the Manchurian border, aboard the USS Buckley, DD808. But before his Korean experience, the full impact of nuclear weapons became part of his big picture at Bikini Atoll in 1946 in <I>'Operation Crossroads.' </I> <P>

For those of you not familiar with this hideous event, Operation Crossroads was a series of two 23-kiloton plutonium atomic bomb tests in which the US government used 42,000 of its own uniformed citizens as guinea pigs.  Each bomb was twice the size of the one that destroyed Hiroshima.  My father was six to seven miles away from the B-29 airdrop of<I> 'Able,'</I> which exploded at 520 feet above a target array of 80 vessels. Troops entered the lagoon immediately after. Damage assessment took several weeks, then 'Baker' was detonated under water, producing a radioactive mushroom cloud 6,000 feet high. My father had been two to four miles away from ground zero on LST388. Within a few days, post-Baker, he experienced what is now recognized as a radiation sickness. He remained in the lagoon 67 days within a mile of the epicenter of both explosions. <P>

Upon his return to Pearl Harbor, my father was ordered aboard the hospital ship USS Haven for examination, evaluation and treatment for skin rashes, and severe symptoms similar to influenza. It's worthy to note, LST388 was too <I>'hot'</I> with radiation to enter port so, after transferring the men, a decision was made to sink the ship outside of Hawaii. <P>

In 1948, he entered Hines VA Hospital in Maywood, IL, with the same symptoms plus a swelling resembling elephantiasis from the knees down.  Interestingly, my father found himself in a room with three other Crossroads vets at Hines with similar radiation symptoms: bone deterioration leading to a leg amputation, complete hair loss, fever and welts. After treatment, therapy and release, his spine began to progressively fuse from Ankylosing Spondylitis and persisting urological disorders. In 1979, my father helped formulate the National Association of Atomic Veterans (NAAV) as an organization. Later, he became national research director. <P>

Among my parents studies was the Stanford Warren Papers on Operation Crossroads that contained one of the big smoking guns of the nuclear weapons industry. Working with then Illinois congressman Paul Simon, they participated in the original writing of PL9772: legislation that allowed atomic veterans to enter any VA hospital for treatment. Anthony and Mary Guarisco established outreach to atomic veterans in Canada, Britain, and Australia and they founded the International Alliance of Atomic Veterans (IAAV with AAV) in the United States.  Working with Greenpeace in 1984, they organized a cross-country tour for veterans, widows and children to many major cities, which culminated with joining other radiation victims worldwide. The action drew national attention to the Nevada Test Site and the beginning of major opposition to all atomic testing. In 1986, IAAV made contact with the Soviet War Veterans Committee in Moscow and my father returned several times, afterwards. <P>

Mary accompanied Anthony, who testified numerous times in the US Congress and the parliaments of Canada and Great Britain. In fact, Calif. Sen. Alan Cranston, then chairman of the Senate Veterans Affairs Committee, recognized that AAV was 'extremely instrumental' in the groundbreaking 1988 legislation that granted presumption of cause-effect to all atomic veterans.  Anthony spoke out at anti-nuclear demonstrations in the US, Netherlands, Canada, Japan, Germany, UK, and former USSR.  Both Anthony and Mary organized with other radiation victims from Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the Four Corners Uranium Mines, Southwest Desert Downwinders, Three Mile Island, Chernobyl and Commonwealth Edison of Illinois. Much of their work was with other veterans' organizations, such as Veterans for Peace, Veterans Peace Action Teams, and Vietnam Veterans Against the War.  They collaborated with Agent Orange fighters like Maude De Victor, a courageous famed whistleblower. <P>

In 1986, IAAV organized the 40th anniversary reunion of Crossroads veterans in Chicago. In that same year, my parents worked with the Great Peace March. In 1987, they attended the first Global Conference of Radiation Victims in New York City.  Anthony has been a member of the Radiation Victims Roundtable in Washington, D.C. since 1983 and they both coordinated with the National Committee of Radiation Victims. With such groups as Citizens Against Nuclear Power and Weapons and People Against Radioactive Dumping, Anthony (with Mary's assistance) has spoken out against nuclear power and weapons, and nuclear waste dumping from Zion, Illinois to Ward Valley, California. They are both known as an anti-nuke activists throughout the Southwest. Moreover, in 1984 they staked a claim for a placer gold mine dead center on the site of U.S. Ecology's (USE) planned nuclear burial ground, in Ward Valley -- an action that was instrumental in stopping USE dead in its tracks.  <P>

Despite the paralysis in my father's spine, my parents performed Direct Actions against continued nuclear weapons testing and production, and he was arrested at the Nevada Test Site on three separate occasions. They organized with the American Peace Test, SANE/Freeze, Infact's G.E. Boycott, and other organizations, making outreach to individual veterans and groups.  Anthony and Mary also developed new ties with atomic veterans in the National Association of Radiation Survivors.  AAV also called for an action at the Nevada Test Site (NTS) on November 11, 1991 -- Veterans Day.  Another successful project was Nobody's Wasteland Atomic Veterans Camp and Desert Tortoise Refuge that eventually stopped USE at Ward Valley for good. <P>

Media work included interviews on Donahue, Good Morning America, Latenight Detroit and Studs Terkel, author of  <I>'The Good War.'</I>  They helped producer Robert Stone with historical material on Operation Crossroads for <I>'Radio Bikini,' </I>which was nominated for the 1988 Oscar for best documentary. Anthony was inspiration for photojournalist Jim Lerager and is featured in Lerager's <I>'In the Shadow of the Cloud.' </I> My parents' activism has been quoted in newspapers in Japan, Korea, Latin America, USSR, and elsewhere. New Zealand's equivalent of <I>'60 Minutes'</I> produced a segment about the alliance and the New Zealand occupation forces of Hiroshima and Nagasaki.  AAV developed the atomic Veterans History Project that entailed a video production demonstrating the involvement of atomic veterans -- in their own words. <P>

Just last year (2007), well-known author and media critic Norman Solomon paid tribute to my father in his newly published book, <I>'Made Love, Got War.'</I> In addition, Solomon is a past spokesperson for IAAV/AAV, and on more than one occasion has said my father gave him great inspiration. He also offered kind words to me for my mother's loss and acknowledged how hard she worked and that she was always kind to him and everyone with whom she came in contact.  <P>

But as I said before, time catches up with everyone. And as their health progressively got worse Anthony and Mary Guarisco both retired from activism in 2001, closing IAAV/AAV.  In 1935, Will Rogers said: <I>'We can't all be heroes because somebody has to sit on the curb and clap as they go by.' </I> I speak for my whole family when I say we hope that all those clapping on the sidelines will read this essay and become inspired enough to actively participate in doing everything they can to improve our nation and society. I like what Bob Dylan said,<I> 'I think a hero is someone who understands the degree of responsibility that comes with his freedom.' </I> I couldn't have said it better myself. <P>

Sadly, all things must end, and that's the ultimate price for living. Undeniably, I say again, this is the hardest essay I will ever attempt to write in my lifetime. I once read: <I> Death is more universal than life; everyone dies but not everyone lives. </I> How true.  Fortunately, nothing fell short in that department for my parents. They both lived life to its up-most fullest -- always sharing their love with everyone around them, always eager to laugh, to have fun and always thoughtful and kind in putting the needs of others before their own. In every element of living, both Anthony and Mary compassionately gave life <I>'one heck of ride!' </I>

I will not even try to hide the fact that a box of empty tissues is sitting right next to me by my keyboard. And would add, it's a good thing its made of mostly plastic...or it would have surely rusted by now. The following is pure emotion for me, but I feel compelled to share my final thoughts with you -- My parents were my best friends, my dream makers, and their combined love kept our family 'binder' as tightly woven as one magical book. <P>

For that alone I will always be grateful. <P>

Each time I gaze upon the polished, black granite marker that contains a tile picture of my mother, it takes my breath away. I am momentarily frozen as I lose myself in the stillness of it. And for a while, time virtually stands still for me as I embrace the memories we shared together. As I see my own reflection blend with hers, I slowly close my eyes and feel a real sense of spiritual togetherness in this quiet holy resting place. A feeling that is also extended in the same way as I sit with my father holding his hand, even though he does not remember I am his son.  But I know he's my father and that is enough. Yes, I weep with a real sense of loss for both of them. But it uplifts my spirit to know deep within my soul that I am never alone, never lonely, because in my heart (beating with them) is the essence of who they are. And that will always flow inside of me. A kind of  'conscience gathering' held dear for what is best remembered in life. <P>

I'm honored to have shared my deepest, most inner personal thoughts with you, and hope that all who read this will keep a special place in their hearts for two great mavericks for hope and change. May it move everyone to step forward before it's too late -- move away from the sidelines -- and become the heroes we always knew we could be. Let us all continue to inspire everyone around us in a time that inspiration is greatly needed. God bless...you all. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Vincent L. Guarisco </font>is a freelance writer from Bullhead City AZ., a contributing writer for many web sites, and a lifetime member of the Alliance of Atomic Veterans. Replies welcomed at: <A HREF="http://mailto:vincespainting1@hotmail.com"> vincespainting1@hotmail.com. </A>
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Uber Gruppenfuhrer Dole, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your constant shilling for the communication corpo-rats and your determination to destroy the 4th amendment, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with ruby clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Fuhrer Bunker," </I>formally <I>"The White House," </I>on 03-15-2008. We salute you Frau Dole, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 
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A Wake-Up Call For Hillary <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By MAUREEN DOWD </font> <P>

Channeling her inner Cheney, Hillary Clinton dropped a fear bomb, as Michelle Obama might call it, implying in a new ad that if her opponent is elected, your angelic, innocent, sleeping children could die in a terrorist attack. <P>

Only she has the wise head to go nuclear, should that Strangelovian phone call from a power-mad Putin come into the White House at 3 a.m. Her ad shows how composed she would be at the dread moment when she picks up the phone. Her nuke look is feminine, in a tailored camel-colored jacket and gold necklace, yet serious, in Tina Fey black reading glasses. <P>

It's hard to discern the message of the ad. The scariest thing is not the persistently ringing phone but an Andrea Yates-looking mother who's creeping up on the sleeping babes in the dark. The point can't be that Hillary is superior to Obama in international crisis management, because she's done no more of it than he has. She's only done domestic crisis management, cleaning up after Frisky Bill. <P>

Is the message that Hillary is Ready on Night One? That she won't have to waste any time if she's rousted out of bed in the wee hours, because she's wearing a pantsuit under her pantsuit? (Or is it just, as Wesley Clark said during an appearance with her in Waco on Friday, that Hillary's <I>"been in the White House when the tough decisions were made. I guess you've been at the bedside when that phone rang at 3 a.m."</I>) <P>

It's rather Mommie Dearest for the first serious female contender to try to give the kiddies nightmares. How maternal is that? But since her nightmare is losing, she doesn't mind scaring the pj's off of little Jimmy and Johnny. <P>

Obambi-No-More briskly dismissed Hillary's attempt to cast him as a global ingénue. <I>"Senator Clinton may not be aware, but we already had a red phone moment," </I>he said at an outdoor rally here, with the crowd of 8,000 booing at the mention of Hillary's ad. <I>"It was the decision to invade Iraq. Senator Clinton picked up the phone and gave the wrong answer. And John McCain picked up the phone and gave the wrong answer. And George Bush picked up the phone and gave the wrong answer."</I> <P>

(In fact, there is no red phone in the Oval Office, but maybe Obama will redecorate. He wants to put in a hoops court.) <P>

On <I>"Nightline"</I> last week, Hillary once more wallowed in gender inequities, asserting that it's harder for her to run than her opponent - a black man with an exotic name that most Americans hadn't even heard a year ago. <P> <I>

"Every so often I just wish that it were a little more of an even playing field,"</I> she said, <I>"but, you know, I play on whatever field is out there."</I> <P>

Is that how she would deal with dictators, by playing the refs and going before the U.N. to demand: <I>"How come you're not asking Ahmadinejad these questions first?"</I> <P>

Tangled in her own victimhood, she snipped to Cynthia McFadden that Obama had written in his book that <I>"he's a blank screen and people of widely different views project what they want to believe onto him."</I> She said voters were projecting their hopes onto that blank screen even though <I>"he just hasn't been around long enough."</I> <P>

In the next breath, asked about the women who feel sorry for her, she said:<I> "I think a lot of women project their own feelings and their lives on to me, and they see how hard this is. It's hard. It's hard being a woman out there."</I> <P>

So projection is bad with Obama but good with her? <P>

On a conference call Friday with Hillary's ever-more-hysterical male strategists, Slate's John Dickerson asked exactly when she had been tested in a foreign policy crisis. After a silence long enough to knit a sweater in, as the Web site The Hotline put it, Mark Penn cited <I>"her work on the Armed Services Committee."</I> <P>

Hillary's boys pout that the press should find some dirt on Obama before time runs out. Their once fearsome campaign is now reduced to whining that Obama did not hold any substantive hearings of his Subcommittee on European Affairs. What's next? Bitterly complaining that he missed a quorum call? <P>

Hillary keeps trying to dismiss Obama's appeal as emotional, something that can be overcome with enough mental discipline. But behind that ethereal presence he's a wonky lawyer, just like Hillary. He reads The Times and Philip Roth and talks about the fine points of Medicare Part B in a way W. never could have when he first ran for president. (Or now.) <P>

Hillary's visceral attacks will not work. And the Republicans' visceral attacks on the Obamas' patriotism, and their usual attempt to make the Democrat seem foreign (Hussein, Hussein, Hussein!), may not have the same traction. <P>

The president took the country to war on his gut, exploited our fears and played the patriotism card to advance his political agenda. <P>

This time, Americans may prefer cerebral arguments to visceral ones. What a refreshing change reality would be.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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The McCain/Gitmo Connection <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

When I first heard the stories that have been circulating as to whether John McCain is eligible for the presidency due to not having been born on <I>"American soil,"</I> it seemed to be a bit of a tempest in a teapot. Of course, Senator McCain is as American as anybody! His father was a military officer in the service of his country when the good senator was born at a Panama military base. But, if we expand on that thought of precisely what constitutes the national territory and, thus, the jurisdiction of the American legal system, it gives rise to other considerations. <P>

At the beginning of the Afghanistan conflict, there arose the problem of how and where to confine those who were taken prisoner. The administration did not want to bring them to the United States and thus allow them the protections of the Constitution by treating them as common criminals. Therefore, they were taken to our military base at Guantanamo, Cuba, in which case it would be <I>"legal"</I> to abuse and torture them in the effort to collect strategic information as to the activities of the enemy. <P>

Therein lies the connection and the conundrum. Are American military bases to be considered a part of the United States and thus inhabitants thereof considered to be in American territory and subject to the same protections of the Constitution and the legal rights provided to all persons "within the jurisdiction of the United States"? The <I>"Military Tribunals"</I> are now underway under conditions that would be neither legal nor tolerated in an American court since none of the rights accorded to defendants by the Constitution are accorded to the man being tried there. <P>

Those defendants are <I>"represented"</I> by military attorneys who, in some cases, have had little or no contact with their <I>"clients,"</I> are not being presented with the evidence against them, are limited in their ability to call defense witnesses and are precluded from the privilege of appealing any decision to higher courts. In short, those tribunals are nothing more than the kangaroo courts that are held in totalitarian nations all over the world. Are they legal under our Constitution or are they exempt due to their off-shore location? <P>

This gives rise to the troubling questions: If Senator John McCain is a <I>"natural-born"</I> American citizen due to his birth on a military base of the United States in a foreign nation, then Guantanamo, being a U.S. military base should be governed by the Constitution of the United States and the military tribunals are as illegal as they would be if they were held in Cleveland. However, if the U.S. military courts in Guantanamo are legal under the Constitution, then John McCain cannot be deemed to be a <I>"natural-born"</I> citizen and is ineligible to run for the office of President. <P>

Perhaps somebody should ask for an opinion of the Supreme Court. They're impartial and rule strictly according the requirements of the Constitution...don't they?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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Bound For Glory </br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

By Phil Ochs <P>

He walked all over his own growin' land <br>

From the New York island to the California sand <br>

He saw all the people that needed to be seen <br>

Planted all the grass where it needed to be green <P>

And now he's bound for a glory all his own <br>

And now he is bound for glory <P>

He wrote and he sang and he rode upon the rails <br>

And he got on board when the sailors had to sail <br>

He said all the words that needed to be said <br>

He fed all the hungry souls that needed to be fed <P>

And now he's bound for a glory all his own <br>

And now he is bound for glory <P>

He sang in our streets and he sang in our halls <br>

And he was always there when the unions gave a call <br>

He did all the jobs that needed to be done <br>

He always stood his ground when a smaller man would run <P>

And now he's bound for a glory all his own <br>

And now he is bound for glory <P>

And its Pastures of Plenty wrote the dustbowl balladeer <br>

And This Land is Your Land, he wanted us to hear <br>

And the risin' of the unions will be sung about again <br>

And the Deportees live on through the power of his pen <P>

And now he's bound for a glory all his own <br>

And now he is bound for glory <P>

Now they sing out his praises on every distant shore <br>

But so few remember what he was fightin' for <br>

Oh why sing the songs and forget about the aim? <br>

He wrote them for a reason, why not sing them for the same <P>

And now he's bound for a glory all his own <br>

And now he is bound for glory <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1965/2008 Phil Ochs
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<br> December 21, 2012 THE END
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Will The Democratic Candidates Please Shut Up? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

By Will Durst <P>

Shut up. Please shut up. No. Really. Shut up. Shut Up. Shut UP. I know you think I'm kidding here, but I'm not. Pretty please. Shut the hell up. Honest to god, it's not funny anymore. Would you two kindly have the simple common human decency to close your pie holes and be quiet for a half of a minute? Is that too much to ask? The hell is wrong with you people anyway? The horse is dead. He's starting to smell. Put the bats down. <P>

Yes, I'm talking about the two remaining Democratic candidates, who just participated in their 20th debate but it seems more like their 8,000th. And if you made it through the latest wearisome exercise in drudgery (appropriately held in Cleveland,) you know what I'm talking about; but if you didn't, you should immediately fall to your knees and thank your lucky stars along with every big rig accident or burnt pot roast or sorting of your sock drawer that kept you from sinking into a hole of depression deeper than a vertical zinc mine once you came to the realization that you will never ever ever have that 90 minutes of your life back. <P>

90 minutes. 5400 seconds. 3/ 48ths of a day. Time enough to cook a four pound chicken and eat it. To listen to Green Day's American Idiot twice. Read an entire Robert Parker book. Roundtrip from San Francisco to San Jose in the fast lane of I- 280. One and a half episodes of The Wire. Three consecutive pizza deliveries from Dominos. 22 and a half, four- minute miles. 551 hot dogs at the rate that Joey Chestnut set the world record last July 4th on Coney Island. <P>

Oh my living god, it was riveting. Like listening to golf on the radio in Mandarin. Made you pine for one of those mid 50's Soviet television documentaries on hydroponic farming in the Ukraine. You know that feeling you get when you've been driving fourteen hours straight and are starting to nod off because its 4:30 am and you haven't seen a car in three hours and you figure you'll just rest one eye a little bit and then open it again real quick? Well, it was a lot like that only with tedium. <P>

Here's a news flash. We don't care anymore. You've broken us. Spending 18 minutes on two health care plans that don't have a gnat's pubic hair's worth of difference between them. Not just a discussion, but an actual altercation over the distinction between the words "reject" and "denounce"? You got to be kidding me. The two of you share similar opinions on every single policy issue of import and spend each of these interminable evenings sucking up to the same special interest groups agreeing with one another. That is not a debate. That's a swimsuit competition with pants. <P>

Somebody, anybody, put an end to this misery. I'm begging you. Before one of us snaps and rushes the stage brandishing a turkey baster full of muscle relaxers. Save us. Please. Texas. Pennsylvania. If you have the tiniest scintilla of humanity hidden in the marrow of your bones you will stop this now. No. More. Debates. Until after Labor Day. And then, I'll personally furnish the bats. And the horse.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 </font> <A HREF="http://www.willdurst.com"> Will Durst, </A> is an actor, comic, writer, former radio talk show host and mixologist. Will Durst thinks celebrating the Sesquicentennial of the Lincoln-Douglas debates with these things is an apt analogy for something. Look for The All American Sport of Bipartisan Bashing coming from Ulysses Press April 16th.
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finding is made upon consideration of all the above factors." <P> <br> <P> <br> <P>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

</font> </font> 

</body> </html>
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How Time Flies When You're Having Fun
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By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

"I just want you to know that, when we talk about war, we're really talking about peace." <br> 

~~~ George W. Bush ~~~<br> <br>

"Aw, 'repression'...'recession'... it's all da same thing, man." <br>

Santa Claus And His Old Lady ~~~ Cheech and Chong <br> <br>

Our forbears worked hard this difficult land, and their reward was the freedom and independence of self-sufficiency. ~~~ James H. Douglas

<br> <br> </center> </font> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

With the fifth anniversary of our illegal, immoral incursion into Iraq fast approaching, perhaps it's time to take an accounting of our imperial actions. <br> <br>

According to the Pentagoons, we've lost about 4,000 dead American boys and girls. That's the official toll but the real toll maybe many times that as any one who dies off of Iraqi soil isn't counted. Even if they're brain dead when the evacuation flight takes off they won't be counted dead in the official count. Nor will they if they succumb to their wounds if they die in the air or in a hospital in Germany or America. Isn't that special? Again the official toll for those wounded in Iraq is slightly more than 16,000, many with head wounds that leave them just shadows of their former selves. The cost in treasure is well over two trillion dollars and rising, something that we, our children and their children will be paying off for decades to come. <br> <br>

Now you would think that when we combine our losses in Iraq with those in Afghanistan we'd know we have enough on our plates and have paid a high enough cost in blood and treasure. All this just so our masters in the oil cartels can rake in record, obscene, profits while various other corpo-rat entities and private armies of soldiers of fortune fill their coffers with riches supplied by  American dead. You might think this but you'd be wrong. <br> <br>

Everyone in the Junta from Smirky on down to Proconsul Admiral William Fallon, the former commander of this flying circus, keep dropping hints that there is more death and destruction awaiting across the border in Iran. <br> <br>

As costly as this war has been on America, it is but a drop in the bucket compared to what it has cost the Iraqis and the surrounding countries. The current count by the rest of the world stands at 1.3 million Iraqi dead. I say the world count as we don't bother counting the dead in Iraq since they're not considered human and, thus, not worth counting by the Pentagoon. <br> <br>

Add to that another 2 million wounded Iraqis and another 4 million who were forced to flee their homes and become refugees. Count in this group most of Iraq's educated and skilled workers, couple that with the damage we've caused to the infrastructure and Iraq may never recover from our Imperial scams.  <br> <br>

Throw in Bush's constant demands on the puppet government for an invite to maintain those permanent bases we've built all over the country and any hope the Iraqi's have is gone. <br> <br>

If they hated us for our freedoms, they wouldn't hate us now as our freedoms are all but gone. They never hated us for our freedoms to begin with. They respected us for our freedoms. They hate us for what we do to them and others! <br> <br>

Let me close on our five years in Iraq with a very funny joke. Have you heard the one about Tony (the poodle) Blair, co-architect of this war crime? He is going to be teaching "religion" at Yale. I guess the Church of England doesn't have the commandments <I> "Thou shalt not kill" </I>and <I>"Thou shalt not covet thy neighbor's house, thou shalt not covet thy neighbor's wife, nor his manservant, nor his maidservant, nor his ox, nor his ass, nor any thing that is thy neighbor's" </I>(Or their oil fields) in their Bible? This ought to bring some much needed comic relief to the joke that is New Haven! 

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

The moving paper fantasy that is the American economy is wobbling on it's last legs. Bush says he knows Americans are concerned about the U.S. economy but he is confident that tax rebates and business incentives will help. The president's comments follow the release of new figures that show the economy lost 63,000 jobs in February. <br> <br>

February job losses were the biggest in nearly five years and, following the loss of 22,000 jobs in January, US economists, are beginning to feel like  Christian Scientists with appendicitis! Smirky says the economy is slowing but he believes it will not go into recession. <br> <br>

<I>"Losing a job is painful, and I know Americans are concerned about our economy. So am I,"</I> he said. <I> "It is clear our economy has slowed, but the good news is we anticipated this and took decisive action to bolster the economy by passing a growth package that will put money into the hands of American workers and businesses." </I> <br> <br>

Trouble is that we've been in a recession for at least two years, maybe three, and are fast approaching a depression that will make the one from the 30's look like good times by comparison. Whether or not you take your $300, $600 or $1,200 check and spend it on bills or go shopping, it's not going to do anything about that $2,000,000,000,000.00 debt we've run up in our imperial wars. And baby when those chickens come home to roost you'd better be prepared for some tough times. <br> <br>

However, not to worry, America, as the government is prepared to keep you down when you get to be homeless, foodless and hopeless. When you have total freedom, i.e., nothing left to lose. When the idea of overthrowing the scum bags that put us in this position and making them pay for their crimes against humanity enters your mind have no fear they'll be there to send you and the kids off to a <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/camps.html">"Happy Camp." </A> Better have plenty of freeze dried foods and a selection of large caliber weapons and ammo at your disposal or it's off to camp, America! 

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, I had an epiphany the other night and, long story short, we're changing directions somewhat in the magazine. My better half has been trying to make me see the light for quite some time and she finally succeeded. I was a big fan of the 1970's British TV series <A HREF="http://www.imdb.com/title/tt0075511/">"Good Neighbors"</A> and as such had an avid interest in self-sufficiency and yet it took me 6 months or so to see the light, a.k.a. I can sometimes be incredibly dense! <br> <br>

Her campaign was twofold. Since we really can't change what's going to happen, what can we do in our personal lives to survive it and, how can we empower the people to do so as well? My father taught me how to hunt, fish and plan and plant a garden. I can raise chickens and rabbits. I know how to use and maintain a chain saw. I also learned how to build a house and I've studied alternate sources of energy, i.e., waterpower, wind power, solar and the like. In other words, I'm hip to self-sufficiency. Since moving from suburban Detroit to the backwoods of North Carolina, we're in a better location to survive the coming series of disasters ahead. How about you? <br> <br>

What will you do when you can no longer afford to feed your family? When the power grid goes down? When the water coming out of your taps is poison? When the phone system collapses? When there is no more gasoline? When the police and medical resources won't or can't respond? When roving gangs of your starving neighbors come to call? When you are on your own? <br> <br>

Our conclusions were that we will still devote most of the magazine to political news, comments and such but the rest will gradually become about how to survive the coming disaster that is 21st century America. We'll publish articles on things you need to know like how to grow a "victory garden," how to create your own electricity, how to live well with less, how to be self-sufficient. Things that Big Brother doesn't want you to know! <br> <br>

We thought the most radical thing that we can do is to help people be free of their dependency on the corpo-rats and prepare them for what's to come. <br> <br>

Do let us know how you feel about this change!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help, Ya'll! The cupboard was bare again this week. A few of you have stepped up and did what you could do and we thank you so very much for that but we still have a long way to go. Won't you please step up before it's too late? Together we can keep us keeping on, fighting the good fight. <br> <br>

Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. Working 60 hours a week on the magazine leaves me no time for <I>"real"</I> work! We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/340x.jpg"> <br>

06-04-1917 ~ 03-12-2008 <br>

Howard tell Joe Hill I said Hi! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>
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The War Everyone Forgot <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Noam Chomsky </font> <P>

IRAQ remains a significant concern for the population, but that is a matter of little moment in a modern democracy. Not long ago, it was taken for granted that the Iraq war would be the central issue in the presidential campaign, as it was in the midterm election of 2006. But it has virtually disappeared, eliciting some puzzlement. There should be none. <P>

The Wall Street Journal came close to the point in a front-page article on Super Tuesday, the day of many primaries: <I>"Issues Recede in '08 Contest As Voters Focus on Character."</I> To put it more accurately, issues recede as candidates, party managers and their public relations agencies focus on character. As usual. And for sound reasons. Apart from the irrelevance of the population, they can be dangerous. <P>

Progressive democratic theory holds that the population - <I>"ignorant and meddlesome outsiders"</I> - should be <I>"spectators," </I>not <I>"participants" </I>in action, as Walter Lippmann wrote. <P>

The participants in action are surely aware that on a host of major issues, both political parties are well to the right of the general population, and that public opinion is quite consistent over time, a matter reviewed in the useful study, <I>"The Foreign Policy Disconnect,"</I> by Benjamin Page and Marshall Bouton. It is important, then, for the attention of the people to be diverted elsewhere. <P>

The real work of the world is the domain of an enlightened leadership. The common understanding is revealed more in practice than in words, though some do articulate it: President Woodrow Wilson, for example, held that an elite of gentlemen with<I> "elevated ideals"</I> must be empowered to preserve <I>"stability and righteousness,"</I> essentially the perspective of the Founding Fathers. In more recent years the gentlemen are transmuted into the <I>"technocratic elite"</I> and<I> "action intellectuals"</I> of Camelot,<I> "Straussian"</I> neocons of Bush II or other configurations. <P>

For the vanguard who uphold the elevated ideals and are charged with managing the society and the world, the reasons for Iraq's drift off the radar screen should not be obscure. They were cogently explained by the distinguished historian Arthur M Schlesinger, articulating the position of the doves 40 years ago when the US invasion of South Vietnam was in its fourth year and Washington was preparing to add another 100,000 troops to the 175,000 already tearing South Vietnam to shreds. <P>

By then the invasion launched by President Kennedy was facing difficulties and imposing difficult costs on the United States, so Schlesinger and other Kennedy liberals were reluctantly beginning to shift from hawks to doves. <P>

-  In 1966, Schlesinger wrote that of course <I>"we all pray"</I> that the hawks are right in thinking that the surge of the day will be able to <I>"suppress the resistance,"</I> and if it does, <I>"we may all be saluting the wisdom and statesmanship of the American government"</I> in winning victory while leaving<I> "the tragic country gutted and devastated by bombs, burned by napalm, turned into a wasteland by chemical defoliation, a land of ruin and wreck,"</I> with its <I>"political and institutional fabric"</I> pulverised. But escalation probably won't succeed, and will prove to be too costly for ourselves, so perhaps strategy should be rethought. <P>

As the costs to ourselves began to mount severely, it soon turned out that everyone had always been a strong opponent of the war (in deep silence). <P>

Elite reasoning, and the accompanying attitudes, carry over with little change to commentary on the US invasion of Iraq today. And although criticism of the Iraq war is far greater and far-reaching than in the case of Vietnam at any comparable stage, nevertheless the principles that Schlesinger articulated remain in force in media and commentary. <P>

It is of some interest that Schlesinger himself took a very different position on the Iraq invasion, virtually alone in his circles. When the bombs began to fall on Baghdad, he wrote that Bush's policies are <I>"alarmingly similar to the policy that imperial Japan employed at Pearl Harbor, on a date which, as an earlier American president said it would, lives in infamy. Franklin D Roosevelt was right, but today it is we Americans who live in infamy." </I> <P>

That Iraq is <I>"a land of ruin and wreck"</I> is not in question. Recently the British polling agency Oxford Research Business updated its estimate of extra deaths resulting from the war to 1.03 million - excluding Karbala and Anbar provinces, two of the worst regions. Whether that estimate is correct, or much overstated as some claim, there is no doubt that the toll is horrendous. Several million people are internally displaced. Thanks to the generosity of Jordan and Syria, the millions of refugees fleeing the wreckage of Iraq, including most of the professional classes, have not been simply wiped out. <P>

But that welcome is fading, for one reason because Jordan and Syria receive no meaningful support from the perpetrators of the crimes in Washington and London; the idea that they might admit these victims, beyond a trickle, is too outlandish to consider. <P>

-  Sectarian warfare has devastated Iraq. Baghdad and other areas have been subjected to brutal ethnic cleansing and left in the hands of warlords and militias, the primary thrust of the current counterinsurgency strategy developed by General Petraeus, who won his fame by pacifying Mosul, now the scene of some of the most extreme violence. <P>

One of the most dedicated and informed journalists who have been immersed in the shocking tragedy, Nir Rosen, recently published an epitaph,<I> "The Death of Iraq,"</I> in Current History. <P> <I>

"Iraq has been killed, never to rise again," </I>Rosen writes. <I>"The American occupation has been more disastrous than that of the Mongols, who sacked Baghdad in the 13th century"</I> - a common perception of Iraqis as well. <I>"Only fools talk of 'solutions' now. There is no solution. The only hope is that perhaps the damage can be contained."</I> <P>

Catastrophe notwithstanding, Iraq remains a marginal issue in the presidential campaign. That is natural, given the spectrum of hawk-dove elite opinion. The liberal doves adhere to their traditional reasoning and attitudes, praying that the hawks will be right and that the United States will win a victory in the land of ruin and wreck, establishing <I>"stability,"</I> a code word for subordination to Washington's will. By and large hawks are encouraged, and doves silenced, by the upbeat post-surge reports of reduced casualties. <P>

In December, the Pentagon released <I>"good news"</I> from Iraq, a study of focus groups from all over the country that found that Iraqis have <I>"shared beliefs,"</I> so that reconciliation should be possible, contrary to claims of critics of the invasion. The shared beliefs were two. First, the US invasion is the cause of the sectarian violence that has torn Iraq to shreds. Second, the invaders should withdraw and leave Iraq to its people. <P>

A few weeks after the Pentagon report, New York Times military-Iraq expert Michael R Gordon wrote a reasoned and comprehensive review of the options on Iraq policy facing the candidates for the presidential election. One voice is missing in the debate: Iraqis. Their preference is not rejected. Rather, it is not worthy of mention. And it seems that there is no notice of the fact. That makes sense on the usual tacit assumption of almost all discourse on international affairs: We own the world, so what does it matter what others think? They are <I>"unpeople,"</I> to borrow the term used by British diplomatic historian Mark Curtis in his work on Britain's crimes of empire. <P>

Routinely, Americans join Iraqis in un-peoplehood. Their preferences too provide no options.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chomsky.info/"> Noam Chomsky </A> </font> is emeritus professor of linguistics and philosophy at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and is co-author, with Gilbert Achcar, of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/Perilous-Power-Foreign-Dialogues-Democracy/dp/1594513120"> Perilous Power: The Middle East & U.S. Foreign Policy: Dialogues on Terror, Democracy, War, and Justice. </A> His most recent book is <A HREF=" http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=Hegemony+or+Survival+Americas+Quest+for+Global+Dominance&z=y">Hegemony or Survival Americas Quest for Global Dominance. </A>
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"Kill A Hundred Turks And Rest..." <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

I WAS reminded this week of the old tale about a Jewish mother taking leave of her son, who has been called up to serve in the Czar's army against the Turks. <P> <I>

"Don't exert yourself too much," </I>she admonishes him, <I>"Kill a Turk and rest. Kill another Turk and rest again..."</I> <P> <I>

"But mother,"</I> he exclaims,<I> "What if the Turk kills me?"</I>

<I>"Kill you?"</I> she cries out, <I>"Why? What have you done to him?"</I> <P>

This is not a joke (and this is not a week for jokes). It is a lesson in psychology. I was reminded of it when I read Ehud Olmert's statement that more than anything else he was furious about the outburst of joy in Gaza after the attack in Jerusalem, in which eight yeshiva students were killed. <P>

Before that, last weekend, the Israeli army killed 120 Palestinians in the Gaza Strip, half of them civilians, among them dozens of children. That was not <I>"kill a Turk and rest."</I> That was <I>"kill a hundred Turks and rest."</I> But Olmert does not understand. <P>

THE FIVE-DAY WAR in Gaza (as a Hamas leader called it) was but another short chapter in the Israeli-Palestinian struggle. This bloody monster is never satisfied, its appetite just grows with the eating. <P>

This chapter started with the "targeted liquidation" of five senior militants inside the Gaza Strip. The <I>"response"</I> was a salvo of rockets, and this time not only on Sderot, but also on Ashkelon and Netivot. The <I>"response"</I> to the<I> "response"</I> was the army's incursion and the wholesale killing. <P>

The stated aim was, as always, to stop the launching of the rockets. The means: killing a maximum of Palestinians, in order to teach them a lesson. The decision was based on the traditional Israeli concept: hit the civilian population again and again, until it overthrows its leaders. This has been tried hundreds of times and has failed hundreds of times. <P>

As if an example for the folly of the propagators of this concept had been lacking, it was provided on TV by ex-general Matan Vilnai, when he said that the Palestinians are <I>"bringing a Shoah on themselves."</I> The Hebrew word Shoah is known all over the world, where it has one clear meaning: the Holocaust carried out by the Nazis against the Jews. Vilnai's utterance spread like a bushfire throughout the Arab world and set off a shock wave. I, too, received dozens of phone calls and e-mail messages from all over the world. How to convince people that in day-to-day Hebrew usage, Shoah means <I>"only"</I> a great disaster, and that General Vilnai, a former candidate for Chief of Staff, is not the most intelligent of people? <P>

Some years ago, President Bush called for a<I> "Crusade"</I> against terrorism. He had no idea that for hundreds of millions of Arabs, the word <I>"Crusade"</I> brings to mind one of the biggest crimes in human history, the appalling massacre committed by the original crusaders against the Muslims (and Jews) in the alleys of Jerusalem. In an intelligence contest between Bush and Vilnai, the outcome, if any, would be in doubt. <P>

VILNAI DOES not understand what the word <I>"Shoah"</I> means to others, and Olmert does not understand why there is rejoicing in Gaza after the attack on the yeshiva in Jerusalem. Wise men like these direct the state, the government and the army. Wise men like these control public opinion through the media. What is common to all of them: blunted sensibilities to the feelings of anybody who is not Jewish/Israeli. From this springs their inability to understand the psychology of the other side, and hence the consequences of their own words and actions. <P>

This is also expressed in the inability to understand why the Hamas people claimed victory in the five-Day War. What victory? After all, only two Israeli soldiers and one Israeli civilian were killed, as against 120 Palestinian dead, both fighters and civilians. <P>

But this battle was fought between one of the strongest armies in the world, equipped with the most modern arms on earth, and a few thousand irregulars with primitive arms. If the battle ended in a draw - and such a battle always ends in a draw - this is a great victory for the weak side. In Lebanon War II and in the Gaza war. <P>

(Binyamin Netanyahu made one of the most stupid statement this week, when he demanded that <I>"the Israeli army must move from attrition to decision." </I> In a struggle like this, there never is a decision.) <P>

The real effect of such an operation is not expressed in material and quantitative facts: so-and-so many dead, so-and-so many injured, so-and-so much destroyed. It is expressed in psychological results that cannot be measured, and therefore are inaccessible to the minds of generals: how much hatred has been added to the seething pool, how many new potential suicide bombers were produced, how many people vowed revenge and became ticking bombs - like the Jerusalem youngster, who woke up one bright morning this week, got himself a weapon, went to the Mercaz Harav yeshiva, the mother of all settlements, and killed as many as he could. <P>

Now the political and military leadership of Israel sits down to discuss what to do, how to <I>"respond."</I> No new idea has come up or will come up, because not one of these politicians and generals is able to bring up a new idea. They can only go back to the hundred things they have already done, and that have failed a hundred times. <P>

THE FIRST step on the way out of this madness is the readiness to question all our concepts and methods of the last 60 years and start thinking again, right from the beginning. <P>

That is always hard. That is even harder for us, because our leadership has no freedom of thought - its thinking is very closely tied to the thinking of the American leadership.  <P>

This week, a shocking document was published: David Rose's article in Vanity Fair. It describes how US officials have in recent years dictated every single step of the Palestinian leadership, down to the most minute detail. Though the article does not touch the Israeli-American relationship (in itself a surprising omission) it goes without saying that the American course, including the smallest items, is coordinated with the Israeli government. <P>

Why shocking? These things were already known, in general terms. In this respect, that article held no surprises: (a) The Americans ordered Mahmoud Abbas to hold parliamentary elections, in order to present Bush as bringing democracy to the Middle East. (b) Hamas won a surprise victory. (c) The Americans imposed a boycott on the Palestinians, in order to nullify the election results. (d) Abbas diverted for a moment from the policy dictated to him and, under Saudi auspices (and pressure), made an agreement with Hamas, (e) The Americans put an end to this and compelled Abbas to turn over all security services to Muhammad Dahlan, whom they had chosen for the role of strongman in Palestine, (f) The Americans provided plenty of money and arms to Dahlan, trained his men and ordered him to carry out a military coup against Hamas in the Gaza Strip, (g) The elected Hamas government forestalled the move and itself carried out an armed counter-coup. <P>

All this was known before. What is new is that the mixture of news, rumors and intelligent guesses has now condensed into an authoritative, well substantiated report, based on official US documents. It testifies to the abysmal American ignorance, which trumps even Israeli ignorance, of the internal Palestinian processes. <P>

George Bush, Condoleezza Rice, the Zionist neocon Elliott Abrams and the assortment of American generals innocent of any knowledge are competing with Ehud Olmert, Tzipi Livni, Ehud Barak and our own assorted generals, whose understanding reaches as far as the end of the gun barrels of their tanks. <P>

The Americans have in the meantime destroyed Dahlan by exposing him publicly as their agent, on the lines of <I>"he's a son-of-a-bitch, but he is our son-of-a-bitch."</I>  This week Condoleezza dealt a mortal blow to Abbas, too. He had announced in the morning that he was suspending the (meaningless) peace negotiations with Israel, the very minimum he could do in response to the Gaza atrocities. Rice, who received the news while she was having breakfast in the exciting company of Livni, immediately called Abbas and ordered him to cancel his announcement. Abbas gave in, thus exposing himself to his people in all his nakedness.  <P>

LOGIC WAS not given to the People of Israel on Mount Sinai, but handed down from Mount Olympus to the ancient Greeks. In spite of this drawback, let us try to apply it. <P>

What is our government trying to achieve in Gaza? It wants to topple Hamas rule (and incidentally also put an end to the launching of rockets against Israel). <P>

It tried to achieve this by imposing a total blockade on the population, hoping that they would rise up and overthrow Hamas. This failed. The alternative course is to re-occupy the entire Strip. That would carry a high price in lives of soldiers, perhaps more than the Israeli public is ready to pay. Also, it will not help, because Hamas will return the moment the Israeli troops withdraw. (In accordance with Mao Zedong's first rule for guerrillas:<I> "When the enemy advances, withdraw. When the enemy withdraws, advance."</I>) <P>

The only result of the Five-Day War is the strengthening of Hamas and the rallying of the Palestinian people behind it - not just in the Gaza Strip, but in the West Bank and Jerusalem, too. Their victory celebration was justified. The launching of rockets did not stop. The range of the rockets is increasing. <P>

But let us assume that this policy had succeeded and that Hamas had been broken. What then? Abbas and Dahlan could return only on top of Israeli tanks, as subcontractors of the occupation. No insurance company would cover their lives. And if they did not come back, there would be chaos, out of which extreme forces would emerge the like of which we cannot even imagine. <P>

Conclusion: Hamas is there. It cannot be ignored. We have to reach a cease-fire with it. Not a sham offer of<I> "if they stop shooting first, then we will stop shooting."</I> A cease-fire, like a tango, needs two participants. It must come out of a detailed agreement that will include the cessation of all hostilities, armed and otherwise, in all the territories. <P>

The cease-fire will not hold if it is not accompanied by speeded-up negotiations for a long-term armistice (hudna) and peace. Such negotiations cannot be held with Fatah and not Hamas, nor with Hamas and not Fatah. Therefore, what is needed is a Palestinian government that includes both movements. It must bring in personalities who enjoy the confidence of the entire Palestinian people, such as Marwan Barghouti. <P>

That is the very opposite of the present Israeli-American policy, which forbids Abbas even to talk with Hamas. In all the Israeli leadership, as in all the American leadership, there is no one who dares to spell this out openly. Therefore, what has been is what will be. <P>

We will kill a hundred Turks and rest. And from time to time, a Turk will come and kill some of us.  <P>

Why, for God's sake? What have we done to them?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>

</font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<p> <br> <br>

<center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/DPFrui38s.gif"> 

 <br>  </center> 

<p> <br>

<table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

</center>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/vic2.jpg"> <br>

Wine, Women And Song <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"Black people have always been used as a buffer in this country between powers to prevent class war." ~~~ Toni Morrison <P>

"Feminism is a movement to end sexism, sexist exploitation, and oppression." ~~~ Bell Hooks  <P>

"To foresee is not to surrender. But it is to make preparation." ~~~ Suzanne Arruda

<P> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

I am not a fan of Hillary Clinton. I don't like her politics. I don't like her power mongering.  And I especially don't like her willingness to use women in her quest for the presidency.  Long before charges of racism were leveled against her campaign, she had been playing the gender card. <P>

Sexism is pervasive throughout American culture.  Despite bringing about enormous positive social change, the women's movement has been discredited, co-opted and marginalized. It left a legacy of failed promise and abandoned goals. The women who rose to political power in this country were, sadly, only politicians.  They, like many prominent women in the private sector, were quick to distance themselves from feminism.  It became not only embarrassing but damaging to be an advocate for women. <P>

And there is something about being allowed in the club when most people like you are not.   <P>

The media likes to identify middle-aged, middle-class women  as Clinton's support base. It is a group Clinton has taken for granted-women who lived through the women's movement, achieved some measure of success and want to believe they are part of the in-crowd. Poor and working class women have not been so quick to support Clinton. <P>

As the issue of race has become more blatantly manipulated in this campaign I have wondered what could provoke someone like Hillary Clinton-a most politic woman-to allow such seemingly devastating mistakes to be made.  <P>

And suddenly I understood. She is looking for votes in low places.  Just as she pandered to middle-class women with her Hillary-Rodham-Clinton <I>"I'm your girl"</I> routine, she is now  seeking support among poor and working class women-women everyone knows are closeted and not-so-closeted racists. As are their husbands. <P>

It is strategically brilliant.  For her middle and upper class supporters she is the wronged and strong woman struggling against the ol' boy network. Those people know the Clintons aren't racists and so charges of racism do, in fact, make Clinton look like the victim Geraldine Ferraro claimed to be. (What a good friend Ferraro must be.) For those who are racist, her wink-wink sub-text comes through loud and clear. And for people who live with the unrecognized racist indoctrination that comes from simply living in this country, she has awakened fear.  <P>

And she is being picked on because she is a woman and white.  <P>

The United States is a racist country. The subtle and constant propaganda permeates our entire culture.  No one can escape its damaging and corrupting influence nor should anyone try to pretend that racism isn't a factor in the current presidential race.  <P>

Nor should anyone think that sexism isn't a factor. <P>

The struggle to end racism and the struggle to end sexism should form a natural and sympathetic alliance. That they are pitted against one another and used to perpetuate and intensify hatred and bigotry is a great tragedy. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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A Real Stimulus Program <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

Get ready, get set... stimulate! <P>

Washington is about to mail $600 checks to you, me, and nearly everyone else (unless you're poor - then you only get half that). The checks are to prompt us to <I>"go shopping,"</I> as George W so eloquently sums up our chief duty as citizens. This is Washington's bipartisan plan to stimulate the American economy and avoid a recession. <P>

Well, they're a bit late for most Americans, since the working-class majority sank deeply into recession long ago. But there's also a basic flaw in Washington's strategy of using shopping as an economic stimulus: most of the stuff we'll buy with our government checks is made in China or other low-wage nations. So our so-called leaders are shipping $168 billion from our public treasury for a<I> "stimulus"</I> program that essentially will stimulate foreign economies. Goofy, huh? <P>

Meanwhile, back at Ranchito USA, there's lots of stimulating that could be done, returning a huge benefit to our people and our nation for every dollar spent. Even as Bush and Congress were telling us to go shopping for foreign stuff, a federal commission issued a startling report calculating that we need to be spending $225 billion a year - for the next 50 years - just to maintain and upgrade America's vital infrastructure of roads, bridges, and transportation systems. That doesn't count our decaying water systems, sewage plants, dams, and schools, nor our inadequate internet and phone systems, our flickering power grid - and the exciting potential of building a new green energy infrastructure. <P>

You want stimulation? Let's invest our public dollars - and leverage trillions of private dollars - in a grassroots recovery program that will put millions of skilled laborers, entrepreneurs, inventors, small business people, and others to work rebuilding America's future. A good job at good wages doing good work beats a $600 check any day.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 

 </font> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<p> <br> <br> <center>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/seattlefire3308.jpg">  </center> <br>

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<p> <br> <br> </font> </font>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000> 

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/jason2.jpg"> <br>

The E.L.F.s Are Mad! Why Aren't We? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

"Of Mommies and Daddies Who Just Don't Give a Fuck" </font> <br>

By Jason Miller <P>

Sorry kids, but you're just going to have to deal with the fact that we are greedy narcissists. We're dyed in the wool consumers, we worship Mammon, and eliminating the cancer of capitalism is simply out of the question. <P>

What's that, our beloved sons and daughters? You're worried that the air will be too polluted to breathe, the water too toxic to drink, the rain forests too sparse to act as the Earth's lungs, and the resources too depleted to sustain you and the other sentient inhabitants of this planet? You don't believe <I>"clean"</I> coal, biofuels, and nuclear power will sustain the exquisite industrial civilization we will bequeath you once we've siphoned off the last drop of oil and departed for the big suburb in the sky? <P>

Unfortunately, you'll just have to suck it up, shut up, and deal with it! George Bush 41 made it abundantly clear that our <I>"American Way of life is non-negotiable." </I>We Americans don't even negotiate with terrorists, so it would be idiocy to even consider the possibility that we would budge an inch for mere children! Culturally genocidal perpetuators of the horrors of factory farming like McDonald's; mammoth, gas-guzzling personal tanks that keep the economy Humming; televisions with screens large enough to put AMC out of business; single family McMansions with sufficient square footage that one subdivision could solve the homeless problem in America; our dinosaur-sized carbon foot-prints; and the production of enough garbage to ensure that we have the means to fill that ugly void known as the Grand Canyon are indispensable aspects of our being. <P>

Ironically, Lorax-like prophets of the inevitable environmental catastrophe we are engendering are acceptable as long as they remain safely abstract and confined to children's fables. We'll let the Lorax lecture, plead, and implore to his dying breath via Seussian rhyme, but the minute he begins taking direct action on behalf of Mother Earth against the Once-lers and their capitalist, consumerist, and industrialist infrastructure that is sucking the life from this planet like a starved vampire, he becomes public enemy number one. <P>

Just how deep are the moral decay, rot, and decadence of mature capitalism and the American Empire? They have penetrated to the very core of our collective being. Facts and statistics on Climate Change, the alarmingly rapid rate of species extinction, the devastating effects of commercial fishing on marine life, the horrors of factory farming, rampant deforestation, and a plethora of other deep gashes left by our relentless assaults on the planet to which we owe our very existences are so ubiquitous and irrefutable that only an idiot would deny that we are destroying the Earth and many of its sentient inhabitants. <P>

Each day our industrial civilization thoughtlessly and carelessly launches ruthless violent assaults upon our world and its non-human animal inhabitants, yet when the Lorax finally does strike a blow against a Once-ler (as was the case in the Earth Liberation Front's recent laudable destruction of several McMansions in the Seattle area) all Hell breaks loose. <I>"Crack"</I> teams of law enforcement circle the wagons and frantically scramble to eradicate the <I>"terrorists"</I> who had the audacity to violate our sacrosanct property rights and interfere with our ongoing rape of the Earth. As a society, it is permissible for us to continue a relentless march toward rendering our planet uninhabitable, but let a handful of individuals from the Earth Liberation Front destroy some precious manifestations of our perverse obsession with material possessions and the FBI offers a reward of $100,000 to ensure their capture. <P>

Just why were the ELFs so enraged? Consider their own eloquent explanation for their actions: <P> <I>

"There are over six billion people on this planet of which almost a third are either staving, or living in poverty. Building homes for the wealthy should not even be a priority. <P>

Forests, farms and wetlands are being replaced with a sea of houses, green chemical lawns, blacktop, and roadkill. Farmland is being bought out by land developers because of their inability to compete with cheap corporate, genetically-engineered, pesticide saturated food. The time has come to decide what is more important: the planet and the health of its population or the profits of those who destroy it." </I> <P>

The unoccupied homes the Earth Liberation Front torched on the <I>"Street of Dreams"</I> near Seattle on 3/3/08 were abominations represented as <I>"environmentally friendly"</I> and <I>"green."</I> Two million dollar houses? 4500 square feet of living space for a single family? Friendly to the BUSINESS environment? Definitely. But to the natural environment? Not even close. And the only <I>"green"</I> would have been the money that would have gone into the wallets of the builders and developers. Let's be honest here. The presence of these <I>"Street of Nightmare"</I> homes would have polluted Bear Creek (a crucial home for nearly extinct Chinook salmon) and a nearby aquifer. It also would have threatened protected wetlands in the vicinity. We owe the Earth Liberation Front a small debt of gratitude. <P>

So we rape the planet, torture and murder sentient beings to feast on their flesh, wantonly and willfully spew toxins into the environment, and consume the Earth's resources with the rapacity and rapidity of a starving man attacking his first meal in a week. And we do so without giving it a first, second, or third thought. Meanwhile, the ELFs act on their justified moral outrage, put a tiny dent in our planet killing apparatus in a desperate bid to awaken us from our greed-induced apathy (injuring or killing NO ONE), and we are ready to lynch these heretics quicker than Cotton Mather could have said, <I>"Get thee to the gallows, witch...."</I> <P>

Make no mistake. The world is burning while we fiddle. And even if we don't feel impassioned to act on behalf of non-human animals or our Mother Earth, isn't the fact that we are condemning our children to the purgatory of a dying planet motivation enough for us to stop the madness? Or are we truly <I>"mommies and daddies who just don't give a fuck?"</I> <P>

Long live the Earth Liberation Front!

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://civillibertarian.blogspot.com/"> Jason Miller </A> </font> is a recovering US American middle class suburbanite who strives to remain intellectually free. His essays have been widely published, he is an associate editor for <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/"> Cyrano's Journal Online, </A> and publishes <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/THOMASPAINE/"> Thomas Paine's Corner </A> within Cyrano's. He welcomes your <A HREF="http://mailto:JMiller@bestcyrano.org"> constructive correspondence.</A>
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300 Million From Chavez To FARC A Fake <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Greg Palast </font> <P> 

Here's the written evidence... and - please say it ain't so! - Obama and Hillary attack Ecuador. <P>

Do you believe this? <P>

This past weekend, Colombia invaded Ecuador, killed a guerrilla chief in the jungle, opened his laptop - and what did the Colombians find? A message to Hugo Chavez that he sent the FARC guerrillas $300 million - which they're using to obtain uranium to make a dirty bomb! <P>

That's what George Bush tells us. And he got that from his buddy, the strange right-wing President of Colombia, Alvaro Uribe. <P>

So: After the fact, Colombia justifies its attempt to provoke a border war as a to stop the threat of WMDs! Uh, where have we heard that before? <P>

The US press snorted up this line about Chavez' $300 million to <I>"terrorists"</I> quicker than the young Bush inhaling Colombia's powdered export. <P>

What the US press did not do is look at the evidence, the email in the magic laptop. (Presumably, the FARC leader's last words were, <I>"Listen, my password is ...."</I>) <P>

I read them. While you can read it all in español, here is, in translation, the one and only mention of the alleged $300 million from Chavez is this: <P> <I>

"... With relation to the 300, which from now on we will call "dossier," efforts are now going forward at the instructions of the boss to the cojo [slang term for 'cripple'], which I will explain in a separate note. Let's call the boss Ángel, and the cripple Ernesto." </I> <P>

Got that? Where is Hugo? Where's 300 million? And 300 what? Indeed, in context, the note is all about the hostage exchange with the FARC that Chavez was working on at the time (December 23, 2007) at the request of the Colombian government. <P>

Indeed, the entire remainder of the email is all about the mechanism of the hostage exchange. Here's the next line:<I> "To receive the three freed ones, Chavez proposes three options: Plan A. Do it to via of a 'humanitarian caravan'; one that will involve Venezuela, France, the Vatican[?], Switzerland, European Union, democrats [civil society], Argentina, Red Cross, etc."</I> <P>

As to the 300, I must note that the FARC's previous prisoner exchange involved 300 prisoners. Is that what the<I> '300'</I> refers to? ¿Quien sabe? Unlike Uribe, Bush and the US press, I won't guess or make up a phastasmogoric story about Chavez mailing checks to the jungle. <P>

To bolster their case, the Colombians claim, with no evidence whatsoever, that the mysterious <I>"Angel" </I>is the code name for Chavez. But in the memo, Chavez goes by the code name ... Chavez. <P>

Well, so what? This is what. <P>

Colombia's invasion into Ecuador is a rank violation of international law, condemned by every single Latin member of the Organization of American States. And George Bush just loved it. He called Uribe to back Colombia, against, <I>"the continuing assault by narco-terrorists as well as the provocative maneuvers by the regime in Venezuela."</I> <P>

Well, our President may have gotten the facts ass-backward, but Bush knows what he's doing: shoring up his last, faltering ally in South America, Uribe, a desperate man in deep political trouble. <P>

Uribe claims he is going to bring charges against Chavez before the International Criminal Court. If Uribe goes there in person, I suggest he take a toothbrush: it was just discovered that right-wing death squads held murder-planning sessions at Uribe's ranch. Uribe's associates have been called before the nation's Supreme Court and may face prison. <P>

In other words, it's a good time for a desperate Uribe to use that old politico's wheeze, the threat of war, to drown out accusations of his own criminality. Furthermore, Uribe's attack literally killed negotiations with FARC by killing FARC's negotiator, Raul Reyes. Reyes was in talks with both Ecuador and Chavez about another prisoner exchange. Uribe authorized the negotiations, however, he knew, should those talks have succeeded in obtaining the release of those kidnapped by the FARC, credit would have been heaped on Ecuador and Chavez, and discredit heaped on Uribe. <P>

Luckily for a hemisphere on the verge of flames, the President of Ecuador, Raphael Correa, is one of the most level-headed, thoughtful men I've ever encountered. <P>

Correa is now flying from Quito to Brazilia to Caracas to keep the region from blowing sky high. While moving troops to his border - no chief of state can permit foreign tanks on their sovereign soil - Correa also refuses sanctuary to the FARC . Indeed, Ecuador has routed out 47 FARC bases, a better track record than Colombia's own, corrupt military. <P>

For his cool, peaceable handling of the crisis, I will forgive Correa for apologizing for his calling Bush, "a dimwitted President who has done great damage to his country and the world." (Watch an excerpt of my interview with Correa <A HREF="http://www.democracynow.org/2008/2/11/exclusive_ecuadorean_president_rafael_correa_on">here</A>.) <P> <B>

Amateur Hour in Blue </B> <P>

We can trust Correa to keep the peace South of the Border. But can we trust our Presidents-to-be? <P>

The current man in the Oval Office, George Bush, simply can't help himself: an outlaw invasion by a right-wing death-squad promoter is just fine with him. <P>

But guess who couldn't wait to parrot the Bush line? Hillary Clinton, still explaining that her vote to invade Iraq was not a vote to invade Iraq, issued a statement nearly identical to Bush's, blessing the invasion of Ecuador as Colombia's <I>"right to defend itself." </I>And she added, <I>"Hugo Chávez must stop these provoking actions."</I> Huh? <P>

I assumed that Obama wouldn't jump on this landmine - especially after he was blasted as a foreign policy amateur for suggesting he would invade across Pakistan's border to hunt terrorists. <P>

It's embarrassing that Barack repeated Hillary's line nearly verbatim, announcing, <I>"the Colombian government has every right to defend itself."</I> <P>

(I'm sure Hillary's position wasn't influenced by the loan of a campaign jet to her by Frank Giustra. Giustra has given over a hundred million dollars to Bill Clinton projects. Last year, Bill introduced Giustra to Colombia's Uribe. On the spot, Giustra cut a lucrative deal with Uribe for Colombian oil.) <P>

Then there's Mr. War Hero. John McCain weighed in with his own idiocies, announcing that, <I>"Hugo Chavez is establish[ing] a dictatorship,"</I> presumably because, unlike George Bush, Chavez counts all the votes in Venezuelan elections. <P>

But now our story gets tricky and icky. <P>

The wise media critic Jeff Cohen told me to watch for the press naming McCain as a foreign policy expert and labeling the Democrats as amateurs. Sure enough, the New York Times, on the news pages Wednesday, called McCain,<I> "a national security pro."</I>

McCain is the <I>"pro"</I> who said the war in Iraq would cost nearly nothing in lives or treasury dollars. <P>

But, on the Colombian invasion of Ecuador, McCain said, <I>"I hope that tensions will be relaxed, President Chavez will remove those troops from the borders - as well as the Ecuadorians - and relations continue to improve between the two."</I> <P>

It's not quite English, but it's definitely not Bush. And weirdly, it's definitely not Obama and Clinton cheerleading Colombia's war on Ecuador. <P>

Democrats, are you listening? The only thing worse than the media attacking Obama and Clinton as amateurs is the Democratic candidates' frightening desire to prove them right.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) <A HREF=" http://www.gregpalast.com/"> 2008 Greg Palast </A></font>is the author of the New York Times bestseller, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Armed+Madhouse.&Go.x=4&Go.y=13&Go=Go">Armed Madhouse</: Sordid Secrets and Strange Tales from a White House Gone Wild. </A> 
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Spook And Nuke <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

GOP Primary Tactic </font> <br>

 By Captain Eric H. May <P>

Military Correspondent <P> <B>

Doomsday Klock </B> <I> <P> </font> <font size="+1">

"Houston is at risk of a major terrorist strike. There is no doubt about this...  There is simply no question -- they are looking to hurt us again...  Don't let anyone tell you otherwise. The Department of Homeland Security says Houston is one of the highest risk cities in the country, in the same category as New York and Washington."  ~~~ Commander Brian Klock </font> <font size="+2"> </I> <P>

 Cmdr. Brian Klock, a Navy Reserve intelligence officer, is on a mission to gain control of Southeast Texas Congressional District 22, the same petro-patch that once belonged to Republican House Majority Leader Tom DeLay. <P>

A strong showing in Tuesday's state Republican primary could put him in a runoff contest for the Republican nomination of this most Republican area.  Several of the 10 candidates vying for the party nomination have military and military contractor backgrounds.  If none of them garners a majority of the primary votes, then Klock could become a viable runoff candidate. <P>

It's hard to imagine being a more menacing figure than DeLay, known as <I>"The Hammer"</I> and <I>"The Exterminator"</I> before corruption charges ended his career, but Klock succeeds in spades.  On Feb. 25 he pasted a huge billboard on Houston's Southwest Freeway showing the city's downtown district being consumed by a nuclear fireball rising up into a mushroom cloud.  His inscription read: <I>"The Threat Is Real -- Ask Brian Klock."</I> <P>

Accused of terrorizing the public, he offered a hasty excuse that strongly argued against both his intelligence and his honesty.<I> "I want to make sure we didn't show it as a nuclear attack because I personally thought that would be over the top," </I>Klock said.  <I>"It's up to the viewer to imagine what kind of weapon caused the fire."</I> <P> <B>

Cuckoo Klock </B> <P> <I> </font> <font size="+1">

"Politicians seem embarrassed by, and unwilling to use, America's awesome place in the world as the greatest force for good for all mankind.  I am a proud American and military man who knows how to keep and use a strong military."  ~~~ Cmdr. Brian Klock </font> <font size="+2"> </I> <P>

Brian <I>"I'm not a politician"</I> Klock, as he styles himself, isn't subtle.  For nearly two months now, since he announced his candidacy in early January, he has been plugging his guts with the military's <I>"Meals, Ready to Eat"</I>> (MRE's) to boost the cause against <I>"Islamofascists"</I> -- and boost his superpatriot image in the process.  He portrays himself as a lofty hawk bravely soaring above the Homeland state and global war in his counter-terror and counter-intelligence capacities. He boasts of having been alerted on the afternoon of 9/11, 2001 that he would be going on active duty for the government -- but he is utterly unwilling to discuss what he was doing or where he was for several years, only saying cryptically that he was abroad. <P>

There's an old joke that we've used forever in military intelligence circles: <I>"Ask me no questions.  If I tell you the answer I have to kill you!" </I> <P>

There are few places in the United States where a character right out of the movie Dr. Strangelove, like Cmdr. Klock, could hope to impress his neighbors -- as anything but a dangerous militarist, that is.  District 22, south and east of Houston and home turf for Big Oil, is one of those few places.  It is an amalgamation of blue-collar rednecks in gas guzzling pickup trucks and well-off suburban Republicans in gas guzzling SUVs. <P>

These were the Christian soldiers who once optimistically marched off to Bush's messianic war on Islamic terror wherever he proclaimed it to be -- which was, coincidentally, in the middle of the Middle East's oil resources.  For the most part they believed that Islam was ready to be converted to Christianity, sectarian Iraq was eager for democracy, and postwar gasoline would be a dollar a gallon.  They are more or less like the rest of the nation, God love them, and their greatest flaw is their blind patriotism -- which is what Cmdr. Klock is counting on. <P> <B>

Klockwork </B> <P> <I> </font> <font size="+1">

"I know a threat when I see it, and I am not afraid to take action.  Today, I am sounding the alarm and leading you to join me in addressing the grave danger Houston faces from terrorists who want to destroy everything most precious to us -- our families, our homes, and our way of life." ~~~ Cmdr. Brian Klock </font> <font size="+2"> </I> <P>

Covert Cmdr. Klock is waging a terror war on the public consciousness with his <I>"vote for me or die"</I> approach, and he has some professional help of my acquaintance that purpose.  Lt. Col. Gordon S. Fowkes and I were both members of the Army's 75th Division in Houston, which specialized in conducting large-scale training exercises.  Whereas my own specialties were military intelligence and public affairs, Fowkes' background was military intelligence and psychological operations -- making him a perfect addition to the Klock fear campaign. <P>

Whereas I wrote military analysis for the Houston Chronicle -- accurately predicting that Iraq would turn into a<I> "quicksand war," </I>Fowkes has intermittently worked as a Bush League military expert in the local media, a bellicose cheerleader yelling his heart out for the cheerleader in chief, exhorting a discouraged public to keep rooting for an eventual victory in the great game of war. <P>

A few days after the largely unreported Battle of Baghdad in early April, 2003, Fowkes and I had a polite clash in an assembly at the University of Houston.  It was about whether media coverage from Iraq had become a public affairs operation in the US public interest (as he asserted, or a psychological operation against the US public interest (as I asserted).  I believe time has vindicated me, both in my negative predictions for the Iraq war and in my negative analysis of the US media's role in promoting, not reporting, the war. <P>

In 2004 this dark character in Klock's dark horse campaign warned me that meddling with Bush administration illegalities -- as I had done in a complaint filed with the Army Inspector General -- was a hazardous undertaking at best.  Reading his words, it's hard for me to judge whether he was being helpful or threatening: <P> <I>

"There may be evil plots, black bag operations, et al...  I recommend that you seek professional help in order to protect your freedoms, rights, opinions, and personal safety.  I did.  And am alive because I did."  Lt. Col. Fowkes to Capt. May, Feb. 5, 2004.</I>  <P>

A couple of years later a minor flotilla of swift boaters attacked me and my flagship newspaper, The Lone Star Iconoclast, for our journalism, and they summoned Fowkes for support as a high-ranking Internet troll.  According to Klock campaign manager Charlie Sena, Fowkes warned Klock & Co. to steer clear of me this week, as I was trying to interview them.  Both Klock and Fowkes have refused to comment for this article. <P>

Fowkes isn't the only dubious character associated with the Klock campaign.  The grand admiral of swift boating, Texas millionaire Bob Perry, has patted Klock's back and padded his bank to help him along.  Perry's endorsement and support bode well for Klock, since the dirty politics godfather gave similar patronage to up-and-coming George W. Bush in his Texas days, and to prior District 22 representative Tom DeLay. <P> <B>

Klockwise </B> <P> <I> </font> <font size="+1">

"CDR Brian Klock's "Houston at Risk" billboard states the obvious, that Houston's refineries are an accident waiting to happen, even on purpose..." ~~~ Lt. Col. Gordon S. Fowkes </font> <font size="+2"> </I> <P>

Klock's mantra of a looming terrorist threat against Houston is old material, first written over five years ago by a local military analyst for publication by the Houston Chronicle.  <A HREF="http://www.ghosttroop.net/ducttape.htm">"Don't laugh at duct tape; it saves lives"</A> made the same arguments that Klock is using now.  I should know, I wrote it. <P>

In those days I was a supporter of the official account of 9/11 as an attack carried out by Al Qaeda under the direction of bin Laden.  In the five years since then, I've learned better.  On Feb. 23, just two days before the Klock campaign billboard showed Houston being nuked, my most recent terror analysis was published worldwide after being translated into several languages: <A HREF="http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&aid=8165">"False Flag Prospects, 2008 -- Top Three US Target Cities"</A>  <P>

In last week's column, I repeat my assertion the five years earlier -- and Klock's assertion of two days later -- that Houston is the nation's top terror target.  There has been one all-important change in my thesis, though: I no longer believe that Houston was in danger from Al Qaeda and bin Laden, but rather from <I>"Al CIAduh" </I>and Bush. <P>

Call me a conspiracy theorist if you wish, but Cmdr. Klock, a candidate who nukes Houston on a billboard, won't answer questions about his spooky past, won't return media calls and hangs out with a PSYOPS specialist is a pretty creepy character at best.  At worst, he and his cronies from the global war and Homeland state may not be running a political campaign at all -- they may be running a military campaign to set up a false flag attack in Southeast Texas, and to explode the first nuke of World War III.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is he the military correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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Crushing The Ants <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

The Admiral and the Empire </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

There has been quite a buzzing in "progressive" circles over <A HREF="http://www.esquire.com/features/fox-fallon">the new Esquire article about Admiral William Fallon</A>, head of U.S. Central Command, the military satrapy that covers the entire <I>"arc of crisis"</I> at the heart of the<I> "War on Terror,"</I> from east Africa, across the Middle East, and on to the borders of China. Much has been made of Fallon's alleged apostasy from the Bush Regime's bellicosity toward Tehran; indeed, the article paints Fallon as the sole bulwark against an American attack on Iran - and hints ominously that the good admiral may be forced out by George W. Bush this summer, clearing the way for one last murderous hurrah by the lame duck president. The general reaction to the article seems to be: God preserve this honorable man, and keep him as our shield and defender against the wicked tyrant. <P>

But this is most curious. For behind the melodramatic framing and gushing hero-worship of the article - written by Thomas Barnett (of whom more later) - we find nothing but a few mild disagreements between Fallon and the White House over certain questions of tactics, timing and presentation in regard to American domination of a vast range of nations and peoples.  <P>

Fallon himself has long denied the story which had him declaring, upon taking over Central Command, that a war on Iran <I>"isn't going to happen on my watch."</I> And in fact, the article itself depicts Fallon's true attitude toward the idea of an attack on Iran right up front, in his own words. After noting Fallon's concerns about focusing too much on Iran to the exclusion of the other<I> "pots boiling over"</I> in the region, Barnett nevertheless keeps pressing the point and asks: <I>"And if it comes to war?" </I>Fallon replies with stark, brutal clarity: <I> <P>

"Get serious,"</I> the admiral says. <I>"These guys are ants. When the time comes, you crush them."</I> <P>

The article makes clear that Fallon's main concerns about a war with Iran are, as noted, about tactics and timing: Sure, when the time comes - no shuffling on that point - we'll crush these subhumans like the insects they are; but we've already got a lot on our plate at the moment, so why not hold off as long as we can? After all, Fallon is conducting two wars, in Iraq and Afghanistan, as well as overseeing an on-going <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1384/135/">"regime change" operation in Somalia</A>, where the United States has been aiding Ethiopian invaders with bombing raids, death squads, renditions and missile strikes against Somali civilians - such as the one this week <A HREF="http://edition.cnn.com/2008/WORLD/africa/03/04/somalia.us/?iref=hpmostpop">that killed three women and three children</A>. <P>

The most remarkable fact about the Esquire article is not its laughable portrayal of the man in charge of mass slaughter and military aggression across a broad swathe of the globe as a shining knight holding back the dogs of war. Nor is it the delusion on the part of Barnett --- and much of the commentariat as well - that Bush would ever appoint some kind of secret peacenik as the main commander of his Terror War. (Although it could well be that Fallon will be fired in the end for not groveling obsequiously enough to the Leader, in the required Petraeus-Franks manner. Or indeed, that he might even resign rather than commit what he sees as the tactical error of crushing the Iranian ants at this particular time. But so what? If he quits, someone else who would be happy to do the stomping will be appointed in his place. If Bush decides to attack Iran, then Iran will be attacked. There is no one standing in the way. It's as simple, and terrifying, as that.) <P>

No, what is most noteworthy about the article is that Barnett has given us, unwittingly, one of the clearest pictures yet of the true nature of the American system today. And that system is openly, unequivocally and unapologetically imperial, in every sense of the word, and in every sinew of its structure. For what is Fallon's actual position? We see him commanding vast armies, both his own and those of local proxies, waging battles to bend nations, regions and peoples to the will of a superpower. We see him meeting with the heads of client kingdoms in his purview, in Cairo, Kabul, Baghdad, Dushanbe: advising, cajoling, demanding, threatening, wading deeply into the internal affairs of the dominated lands, seeking to determine their politics, their economic development, their military structure and foreign policies. <P>

For example, Barnett tells us that Fallon was locked away with Pervez Musharaff for hours the day before the Pakistani dictator imposed emergency rule last year. Barnett, hilariously, swallows Fallon's line that Washington didn't greenlight Musharaff's crackdown: <I>"Did I tell him this is not a recommended course of action? Of course."</I> Yes, Admiral, whatever you say. But did you tell him there would be any adverse consequences whatsoever from Washington: any cut-off or even diminution of military and economic aid, for example? Of course not. (For a glimpse of hero-worship, here's how Barnett sets the scene: <I>"As the admiral recounts the exchange, his voice is flat, his gaze steady. His calculus on this subject is far more complex than anyone else's."</I> A calculus more complex than anyone else's in the whole wide world! And certainly more complex than any analysis those ants in Pakistan could come up with themselves.) To his credit, Fallon then goes on to give the true picture: Washington supported the crackdown because Pakistan is<I> "an immature democracy"</I> that needs a savvy strongman - and American loyalist - at the helm. As for the idea that Benazir Bhutto - then still alive - could play a role in stabilizing the country: <I>"Fallon is pessimistic. He slowly shakes his head. 'Better forget that.'" </I>A few weeks later, Bhutto was out of the picture. <P>

What we are seeing, quite simply, is an imperial proconsul in action. There is no difference whatsoever between Fallon's role and that of the proconsuls sent out by the Roman emperors to deal with the wars and tribes and client kingdoms of the empire's far-flung provinces. There too, the Emperor could not simply snap his fingers and bend every event to his will; there had to be some cajoling, compromise, occasional setbacks. But behind everything lurked the threat of Roman military power and the promise of ruin and death if Rome's interests were not accommodated in the end. It is the same with America's proconsuls today. <P>

Nowhere in the article - nor anywhere else in the well-wadded bastions of the <I>"bipartisan foreign policy community"</I> (and amongst its fawning scribes) - will you find even the slightest inkling of a doubt that America should be comporting itself as an imperial power in this way. It is simply a given that an American military commander - with or without a calm, steely gaze and complex calculus - should be hashing out emergency decrees with Central Asian dictators, launching missile strikes on African villages, driving hell-for-leather in bristling convoys down the streets of occupied cities, stationing warships off the coast of Lebanon and Iran... and continually throwing massive amounts of American blood and treasure into a never-ending campaign to <I>"crush the ants"</I> that swarm so inconveniently around the imperial boot heels. For the elite - and, sadly, for the majority of other Americans as well - this is simply the natural order of the world. Not only are these imperial assumptions unquestioned; they are unconscious, as if it were literally inconceivable that the nation's affairs could be ordered in any other way. <P>

We should be grateful to Barnett. Not even the most scathing dissident could have produced a more damning indictment of America's imperial system than this fawning - indeed groveling - piece of hagiography.  <P>

Postscript: This is not the first time that Barnett's true-believer cluelessness has produced genuine revelations. Last year, in a similarly gung-ho, brass-awed piece on Washington's latest imperial satrapy, the Africa Command, Barnett revealed that the Bush Administration was using an American death squad in Somalia to <I>"clean up"</I> areas after a bombing or missile strike. As I wrote in June 2007 (<A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=1183&Itemid=135">"Kill Anyone Left Alive": American Special Ops in Somalia</A>): <P>

The Esquire piece, by Thomas Barnett, is a mostly glowing portrait of the Africa Command, which, we are told, is designed to wed military, diplomatic, and development prowess in a seamless package, a whole new way of projecting American power: <I>"pre-emptive nation-building instead of pre-emptive regime change,"</I> or as Barnett describes it at another point,<I> "Iraq done right."</I> Although Barnett's glib, jargony, insider piece -- told entirely from the point of view of U.S. military officials -- does contain bits of critical analysis, it is in no way an expose. The new details he presents on the post-invasion slaughter are thus even more chilling, as they are offered simply as an acceptable, ordinary aspect of this laudable new enterprise. <P>

Barnett reveals that the gunship attacks on refugees were just the first part of the secret U.S. mission that was <I>"Africa Command's"</I> debut on the imperial stage. Soon after the attacks, <I>"Task Force 88, a very secret American special-operations unit,"</I> was helicoptered into the strike area. As Barnett puts it<I>: "The 88's job was simple: Kill anyone still alive and leave no unidentified bodies behind."</I> <P>

Some 70,000 people fled their homes in the first wave of the Ethiopian invasion. (More than 400,000 fled the brutal consolidation of the invasion in Mogadishu last spring.) Tens of thousands of these initial refugees headed toward the Kenyan border, where the American gunships struck. When the secret operation was leaked, Bush Administration officials said that American planes were trying to hit three alleged al Qaeda operatives who had allegedly been given sanctuary by the Islamic Councils government decapitated by the Ethiopians. But Barnett's insiders told him that the actual plan was to wipe out thousands of <I>"foreign fighters"</I> whom Pentagon officials believed had joined the Islamic Courts forces. <I>"Honestly, nobody had any idea just how many there really were,"</I> Barnett was told. <I>"But we wanted to get them all."</I> <P>

Thus the Kenyan border area -- where tens of thousands of civilians were fleeing -- was meant to be <I>"a killing zone,"</I> Barnett writes: <P>

America's first AC-130 gunship went wheels-up on January 7 from that secret Ethiopian airstrip. After each strike, anybody left alive was to be wiped out by successive waves of Ethiopian commandos and Task Force 88, operating out of Manda Bay. The plan was to rinse and repeat <I>'until no more bad guys, "</I>as one officer put it. <P>

At this point, Barnett -- or his source -- turns coy. We know there were multiple gunship strikes; and from Barnett's account, we know that the "88s" did go in at least once after the initial gunship attack to <I>"kill anyone still alive and leave no unidentified bodies behind."</I> But Barnett's story seems to suggest that once active American participation in the war was leaked, the <I>"killing zone"</I> was abandoned at some point. So there is no way of knowing at this point how many survivors of the American attacks were then killed by the <I>"very special secret special-operations unit,"</I> or how many<I> "rinse-and-repeat"</I> cycles the <I>"88s"</I> were able to carry out in what Barnett called<I> "a good plan."</I> <P>

Nor do we know just who the <I>"88s"</I> killed. As noted, the vast majority of refugees were civilians, just as the majority of the victims killed by the American gunship raids were civilians. Did the <I>"88s"</I> move in on the nomadic tribesmen decimated by the air attack and <I>"kill everyone still alive?"</I> Or did they restrict themselves to killing any non-Somalis they found among the refugees?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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Barackary? Hillabama? <p> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

Now that we're sure that either Hillary or Barack will go into the Democratic convention in August with a slim lead and a big need for solidarity, one would hope the leader would consider asking the loser to become his or her vice presidential running mate (Hillary already having hinted approval of such an arrangement).  The rationale is part analytical and part intuitive.  The analytical argument is that combining their demographic strengths would yield a uniquely powerful ticket,  Obama bringing younger and African-American voters, Hillary older folks, Hispanics and women.  And why take a chance on a VP candidate who hasn't been tested or vetted?  But the intuitive trumps the analytical, because there's something special going on here. It's the turnout thing. <P>

Ed Sills, the Communications Director of the Texas AFL-CIO, described the phenomenon in a series of emails late lTuesday night. <P> <I>

"At this writing, Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama have each received more votes individually than the combined totals of John McCain and Mike Huckabee.  If something approaching three million Democratic votes can turn out for a primary, how many Democrats might turn out for a general election?  Texas needs to be in play nationally this year." Ed went on to note that the old turnout benchmark was 2.5 million and called March 4 an "amazing display of voter excitement." </I> <P>

The excitement continued into the caucuses, Ed said, citing as an example a Travis County precinct that went from a high of eight delegates in previous caucuses to 241 last night.  And he reported that in his own precinct, where in 1994 he had been the lone Democratic delegate, the throngs of Clinton and Obama delegates worked well together and had a helluva lot of fun. <P> <I>

"Today we had 308 sign-ins, including scores of friendly faces who have had children at or who have taught in Caraway Elementary School.  If there's a war going on between the Clinton and Obama camps, it did not occur in Precinct 331.  Both sides easily agreed on procedures for getting everyone counted and there was plenty of amazement on both sides as we filled an elementary schools cafeteria with what had to be the largest precinct convention ever for an area that was mainly deer and squirrels in the last era when turnout was this fervent. Barack Obama got about 70 percent of the caucus votes, for a 28-11 advantage in senatorial convention delegates.  The Obama and Clinton organizers did an outstanding job of moving the convention along with no serious difficulties.  The good feeling was so strong that by acclamation we simply passed all resolutions without comment up to the senatorial convention." </I> <P>

Individually, these two candidates are bringing out primary voters in historic percentages.  Ed's report suggests they might do even better running together, and that there would be plenty of support for such a move.  In a general election, a Barackary or a Hillabama fusion could explode turnout to the level of Johnson-Goldwater. And wouldn't that be a delicious way to send John McCain to the lonely page in history now occupied by his idealogical Godfather. <P>

To get on Ed Sill's <A HREF="http://www.ed@texasaflcio.org">newsletter list.</A> 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto:ray.abernathy@gmail.com">Ray Abernathy.</A></font> Visit Ray at his<A HREF="http://www.rayabernathy.com"> website</A>. 
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The Shame Of Eliot Spitzer <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

When Eliot Spitzer stood before the stunned press corps on Monday to make a brief apology for his misconduct, he spoke of <I>"real change,"</I> of trying to <I>"uphold a vision of progressive politics that would rebuild New York and create opportunity for all,"</I> of <I>"ideas and the public good." </I>If the governor actually believes in any of those things, he will be the former governor by the time these words appear in print (or as soon as he can exchange his resignation for a favorable plea bargain, whichever comes first). <P>

It is painful to watch the fall of Mr. Spitzer because the potential he represented was once so inspiring. Blessed with a privileged upbringing, he seemed to feel a duty to serve. Armed with the confidence of the elite achiever, he dared to challenge the powerful, including major business interests and right-wing ideologues, in defense of the public interest. Lionized by voters who sent him to Albany with a mandate, he invited comparison with great New Yorkers who changed the nation during the past century, such as Louis D. Brandeis and the Roosevelts, Theodore and Franklin. <P>

Now all that is gone, with nothing left but gossip. <P>

As Mr. Spitzer himself surely understands, this humiliating matter has little to do with prostitution as a social and political issue, or whether consenting relationships between adults should be criminalized. <P>

For now, the oldest profession is illegal in New York State and in the District of Columbia, where he evidently committed his offenses. Even if he escapes indictment, like most <I>"johns,"</I> he has forfeited the confidence of the public, destroyed his upright reputation and ruined his opportunity to govern. This betrayal was not a victimless crime. <P>

The circumstances of the investigation that led to Mr. Spitzer's exposure are also irrelevant to his fate, although how he came to the attention of federal prosecutors is a question that should be answered more fully. <P>

The Justice Department's record under the Bush regime inevitably raises suspicions now, whenever federal prosecutors investigate a Democratic official, because the White House has so badly abused the law for political purposes. Don Siegelman, a former Democratic governor in Alabama, was sent to prison on transparently inflated charges, using flawed evidence, at the behest of Republicans in Birmingham and Washington. Partisan minions in the Justice Department fired a posse of United States attorneys precisely because they rejected that brand of political abuse. <P>

Unfortunately it is not difficult to imagine that same Justice Department targeting the New York governor, a rising Democrat with an unlimited future, who had antagonized Republican officeholders and donors. Press accounts of how the Spitzer investigation began are not entirely satisfactory, either. The amounts of money he transferred do not seem to meet the threshold for <I>"structuring,"</I> which is jargon for cash transfers designed to evade taxation and other laws. <P>

By this point, every public integrity indictment brought by the Bush Justice Department demands to be investigated itself. But the Spitzer and Siegelman cases are different in a crucial respect. The latter insists plausibly that he is an innocent man who was railroaded by political enemies. The former admits that he violated the law and the public trust. <P>

The hard truth about Mr. Spitzer is that he began to squander his potential long before this final episode in his career. Rather than surprise his critics by tempering the volcanic temper and bullying style that seemed to be his worst traits, he amplified those flaws as governor. Instead of arguing for progressive reform against those who sought to frustrate him, he and his aides looked for devious ways to undermine his opponents, which backfired on them. <P>

He spent most of the first year of his term digging himself into a deep hole, failing to achieve his goals and falling in the polls. But nobody observing his public conduct could see that in his secret life, he had already buried his brilliant career and fine aspirations. <P>

The political forces celebrating that burial-from the Republican leadership in Albany and Washington to the private dining rooms of Wall Street-are not so concerned with public probity or personal morality. The validity of the agenda that Mr. Spitzer articulated so ardently and persuasively is not diminished by his personal failure. He symbolized a New York tradition emphasizing the values of fairness and opportunity, and of effective government that stood up for the people against predators and malefactors. We may hope that his successor will have the courage to retrieve that fallen standard.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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Warfare And Healthcare <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Norman Solomon </font> <P>

It's kind of logical. In a pathological way. <P>

A country that devotes a vast array of resources to killing capabilities

will steadily undermine its potential for healing. For social justice. For

healthcare as a human right. <P>

Martin Luther King Jr. described the horrific trendline four decades ago: <I>"A

nation that continues year after year to spend more money on military

defense than on programs of social uplift is approaching spiritual death." </I>

If a society keeps approaching spiritual death, it's apt to arrive. Here's

an indicator: Nearly one in six Americans has no health insurance, and tens

of millions of others are badly under-insured. Here's another: The United

States, the world's preeminent warfare state, now spends about $2 billion

per day on military pursuits. <P>

Gaining healthcare for all will require overcoming the priorities of the

warfare state. That's the genuine logic behind the new <A HREF="http://pdamerica.org/articles/news/2008-03-05-12-05-43-news.php">"Healthcare NOT Warfare" campaign. </A> <P>

I remember the ferocious media debate over the proper government role in

healthcare -- 43 years ago. As the spring of 1965 got underway, the bombast

was splattering across front pages and flying through airwaves. Many

commentators warned that a proposal for a vast new program would bring

"socialism" and destroy the sanctity of the free-enterprise system. The new

federal program was called Medicare. <P>

These days, when speaking on campuses, I bring up current proposals for a

<I>"single payer"</I> system -- in effect, Medicare for Americans of all ages. Most students seem to think it's a good idea. But once in a while, someone

vocally objects that such an arrangement would be <I>"socialism."</I> The objection takes me back to the media uproar of early 1965. <P>

Today, we're left with the unfulfilled potential of Medicare for all. It

could make healthcare real as a human right. And it could spare our society

a massive amount of money now going to administrative costs and corporate

gouging. At last count, annual insurance-industry profits reached $57.5

billion in 2006. <P>

On Capitol Hill, lobbyists for the corporate profiteers are determined to

block H.R. 676, the bill to create a universal single-payer system to

implement healthcare as a human right. <P>

In the current presidential campaign, none of the major candidates can be

heard raising the possibility of ejecting the gargantuan insurance industry

from the nation's healthcare system. Instead, there's plenty of nattering

about whether <I>"mandates"</I> are a good idea. Hillary Clinton even has the

audacity (not of hope but of duplicity) to equate proposed healthcare

<I>"mandates"</I> with the must-pay-in requirements that sustain Social Security

and Medicare. <P>

For Clinton's analogy to make sense, we'd have to accept the idea that

requiring everyone to pay taxes to the government for a common-good program

is akin to requiring everyone to pay premiums to private insurance companies

for personal medical coverage. <P>

A recent New York Times story was authoritative as it plied the conventional

media wisdom. The lead sentence declared that an <I>"immediate challenge that

will confront the next administration"</I> is the matter of <I>"how to tame the

soaring costs of Medicare and Medicaid."</I> And the news article pointedly

noted that current federal spending for those health-related programs adds

up to $627 billion. <P>

I've been waiting for a New York Times news story to declare that an

immediate challenge for the next administration will be the matter of how to

tame the soaring costs of the Pentagon. After all, the government's annual

military spending -- when you factor in the supplemental bills for warfare

in Afghanistan and Iraq -- is well above the $627 billion for Medicare and

Medicaid that can cause such alarm in the upper reaches of the nation's

media establishment. <P>

Assessing the current presidential race, the Times reported: <I>"The Democrats

do not say, in any detail, how they would slow the growth of Medicare and

Medicaid or what they think about the main policy options: rationing care,

raising taxes, cutting payments to providers or requiring beneficiaries to

pay more." </I>

There are other <I>"policy options"</I> -- including drastic cuts in the Pentagon budget. And healthcare for all.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.normansolomon.com">

Norman Solomon's </A> </font> book "Made Love, Got War: Close Encounters with America's Warfare State" just came off the press. The foreword is by Daniel Ellsberg. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http://www.MadeLoveGotWar.com"> www.MadeLoveGotWar.com</A>. The documentary film "War Made Easy: How Presidents and Pundits Keep Spinning Us to Death," based on Norman Solomon's book of the same name, launches its New York City theatrical premiere with an engagement at the Quad Cinema starting March 14.
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Eco-Terrorism: There's No Such Thing <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Property Rights Extremists Equate McMansions to 9/11 Victims </font> <P>

By Ted Rall <P>

NEW YORK--The United States should not build housing. Whole neighborhoods in places like Chicago and Dayton and Oakland and Newark and Memphis are dominated by abandoned houses and apartment buildings. Ten percent of our national housing stock--more than 13 million homes, enough to put roofs over the homeless three times over--are vacant year-round. So why do we let developers bulldoze fields and forests to put up soulless monstrosities? <P>

Several<I> "model houses"</I> at a development bearing the typically atrocious name of <I>"Quinn's Crossing at Yarrowbay Communities"</I> at the edge of Seattle's creeping suburban sprawl went up in flames, apparently torched by radical environmentalists. I had two reactions. First, I was reminded of my wonder that such things happen so infrequently. <P>

Then I laughed. I wasn't alone. Time magazine bemoaned <I<>"a notable lack of sympathy for the fate of the homes" </I>among residents of Washington state. <P>

Quinn's Crossing, says its website, was "dedicated to the ethos of putting the earth first." In this case, putting Mother Earth <I>"first"</I> led the developers in <I>"energy efficient"</I> 4,500-square-feet McMansions. <I>"The houses are out in the middle of nowhere, on land that used to be occupied by beaver dams and environmentally sensitive wetlands; the site sits at the headwaters of Bear Creek, where endangered chinook salmon spawn,"</I> reported Erica C. Barnett for the Seattle weekly newspaper The Stranger. <I>"The houses, and their polluting septic systems, also sit atop an aquifer, which provides drinking water for the area's Cross Valley Water District."</I> <P>

4,500 square feet? My last Manhattan apartment had 725. Visitors (New Yorkers, most of whom live in even tighter quarters) cooed over how big it was. The house in which I grew up had 1,000; it was designed for a nuclear family of four. <P>

What galled ELF was the developers' attempt to pass off self-indulgent, gargantuan McMansions as ecologically friendly. <I>"The builders heavily promoted the 'built green' concept and pointed out that the homes were smaller than the 10,000-square-foot houses on previous Street of Dreams tours,"</I> reported The Los Angeles Times. <P>

Barnett's story asked: <I>"Were the Terrorists Right?"</I> She noted: <I>"An energy-efficient mansion will never use less energy than even a large urban apartment."</I> <P>

Right or wrong, they're not terrorists. <P>

The feds say they are. They call Earth Liberation Front, the loose-knit "group" that took responsibility for the blazes in unincorporated Snohomish County, the biggest threat to mom, freedom, apple pie and three-minute pop songs since the Soviet Union closed shop. Six months before 9/11, shortly before the famous <I>"Bin Laden Wants to Kick Our Ass Six Ways to Sunday"</I> memo, the FBI went so far as to list the ELF as a federally designated terrorist organization. Like Al Qaeda. <P>

Terrorism--you can look it up--involves killing people. Hijacking a plane and flying it into a building is terrorism. Destroying property--property that, for the most part, made the world a worse place--is not. <P>

ELF's goal of <I>"inflict[ing] maximum economic damage on those profiting from the destruction and exploitation of the natural environment"</I> has inspired people to set fire to SUVs at a New Mexico car dealership, Hummers in California, and a Vail ski lodge whose construction threatened the lynx, an endangered species. Damage to the Colorado ski project amounted to $12 million. <P>

ELF members are vandals. They're arsonists. But they aren't terrorists. <P>

ELF demands that its adherents <I>"take all necessary precautions against harming any animal--human and non-human." </I>Although it could happen someday, no one has ever been killed or hurt in an ELF action. Equating the burning of a Hummer to blowing up a child exposes our society's grotesque overemphasis on the "right" of property owners to do whatever they want. The word <I>"eco-terrorism"</I> is an insult to the human victims of real terrorism, including those of 9/11. <P>

The closest ELF's critics come to landing a punch is pointing out that fires send crud into the atmosphere. <I>"This is releasing more carbon into the air than they ever would have by building the houses,"</I> the listing agent for one of the destroyed <I>"rural cluster development" </I>houses told The New York Times. Newsweek asked: "If their cause is to save the environment, how does burning houses, and thereby releasing carbon and toxins into the atmosphere, help achieve that goal?" </I>  <P>

Eye-roll alert: A house fire releases air pollution once. A family living in a house does it day after day for decades. Anyway, why are builders making houses out of toxins?

Property rights extremists raised the same point after ELF set fire to 20 Hummer H2s at a California car dealership in 2004. <I>"There's a lot more pollutants from the fire than the vehicles would pollute during their lifetime,"</I> said the West Covina fire marshal. Even if that were true, he forgot where those gas guzzlers would have eventually ended up: in landfills, their nasty chemicals seeping into the ground. <P> <I>

"Think of all the resources those fires wasted,"</I> moaned Seattle Times columnist Jerry Large. He explained that lawful means--petitions, politely worded letters to the editor, speaking at public hearings--are the proper way to take a stand against the destruction of the environment. <I>"The development where this latest arson took place, situated atop the area's water supply, has been challenged by other groups, using negotiation and the law," </I>he says approvingly. That's true. The local zoning board heard from hundreds of opponents of Quinn's Crossing before voting, 4 to 1, in favor. <P>

Challenged, yes. But not successfully.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Direktor Smith, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your constant attempts to destroy Medicare and Medicaid so we can give that money to the rich and pay for more wars, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with diamond clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Fuhrer Bunker," </I>formally <I>"The White House," </I>on 03-15-2008. We salute you Herr Smith, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>
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The Monster Mash <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

I was covered in barbecue sauce, somewhere over Texas, when Barack Obama loped down the aisle of the plane to chat with reporters. <P>

I felt guilty, because I had been covering his speeches urging parents to make their kids give up chips and Popeyes. I hadn't yet come to grips with the notion of giving up Popeyes when Obama - slender, chewing Nicorette and perfectly groomed in his crisp white shirt - came upon me. I was splattered with so much red sauce it could have been a scene from <I>"Saw IV."</I> Not only on my face and hands but all over the candidate's picture in the U.S. News & World Report I was reading. <P> <I>

"It's on my ear," </I>he complained, looking down at the magazine. <P>

Feeling cocky after 11 straight wins, he called me <I>"MoDowd"</I> and tweaked me for my many columns suggesting he would need to toughen up to beat the Clinton machine. <I>"She's trying to give me hair on my chest,"</I> he said mockingly, plucking at his shirt. <P>

After losing Texas, Ohio, Rhode Island and his mojo, and getting whipsawed around by Hillary and his own chuckleheaded coterie of advisers, he will now have to come to grips with something he has always skittered away from: You can't be elected president unless you prove you're tough. <P>

Hillary's undeniably tough, as even admiring conservatives admit. The Wall Street Journal op-ed page dubbed her Ma Barker, saying she had tapped into the angst of blue-collar women who know they have to ignore their <I>"moping"</I> men and <I>"suck it up and hold the house together."</I> <P>

Ma Clinton knows where Obambi's soft spots are; she knows he likes being petted on his pedestal, that he's unnerved by her, and that he can never fully accept how shameless she is. What could be more shameless than suggesting to Democrats that John McCain would make a better commander in chief than Obama? <P>

The Obama campaign seems naïve when it keeps reacting with hurt feelings and play-by-the-rules protestations to the Clinton modus vivendi of grabbing the slightest slip and ripping it open. Hillary's kneecapper Howard Wolfson compares the goo-goo Obama campaign to Ken Starr with a straight face. <P>

The superdelegates are watching to see if Obama can stiffen his backbone. After seeing their candidates lose races they should have won in 2000 and 2004 because they flinched at Republican political waterboarding, Democrats do not want to watch the bully swipe their lollipop a third time. <P>

Obama's multiculturalism is a selling point with many Democrats. But his impassioned egghead advisers have made his campaign seem not only out of his control, but effete and vaguely foreign - the same unflattering light that doomed Michael Dukakis and John Kerry. <P>

First, his University of Chicago economics adviser, Austan Goolsbee, took it upon himself to reassure Canadian officials that Obama was hard on Nafta only to court the economic populist vote. In a meeting in Chicago, a memo from the Canadian consulate noted, <I>"Goolsbee said he has always been impressed with Canada, sharing his experiences which have included trips to Montreal and Toronto as part of the Yale debate team and visits to Vancouver with his wife."</I> <P>

While we've seen book tours that set up a presidential run, we've never seen one that tore one down. That is, until Samantha Power - the Dublin-born Harvard expert on human rights who drily refers to herself as <I>"genocide chick"</I> - hit London to promote her new book. <P>

Power, a foreign policy adviser to Obama, told The Scotsman that Hillary was <I>"a monster"</I> and the BBC that Obama's Iraq withdrawal plan was merely a <I>"best-case scenario."</I> (She's now resigned.) <P>

Ma Clinton pounced, telling reporters in Mississippi, <I>"He keeps telling people one thing, while his campaign tells people abroad something else."</I> <P>

Hillary successfully recast herself in Ohio as a beer-drinking former waitress. Only after last week's reversals did the Obama camp raise a louder ruckus about her tax returns. Obviously, Ms. Night Shift does not want to reveal the details of the fortune that Bill Clinton has made, sometimes through dubious associations. <P>

It has taken Obama a year to start seriously rebutting Hillary's risible claim that she has far more national security experience than he does. Having a first lady tea in Belfast is not equivalent to bringing peace to Northern Ireland. <P>

Obama sounded whiny after his losses, chastising reporters on his plane for asking him hard questions about Goolsbee and Antonin Rezko. Privately, his people conceded that he hadn't been as fierce about winning as Hillary, once more playing rope-a-dope. <P>

He's now learned what Hillary learned in Iowa: You can't cruise to victory on a coronation strategy. <P>

If he thinks Hillary has cut him down to size lately, he'd better imagine what his life would be like as the Clintons' vice president.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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John McCain The Most Flawed Presidential Candidate In History <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Roland C. Eyears </font> <P>

It is now clear that what is left of the Republicon Party, after being fatally poisoned by the Bush administration, intents to commit suicide by nominating Senator John McCain (R-Hanoi) for the presidency. Where do I start? <P> <B>

THE EARLY YEARS </B> <P>

McCain spent his boyhood in exclusive boarding schools where staffers were paid to put up with his tirades. We all did some immature things before we matured. But with McCain, the tirades continue today. <P>

Had he not been the son and grandson of admirals, there is scant chance he would have been admitted to the U.S. Naval Academy. Given his behavior patterns and academics, had he not been the son and grandson of admirals, there is little doubt he would have been thrown out. Instead, in 1958 he managed to graduate 894 out of 899. Had he not been the son and grandson of admirals, he is no chance he would have been accepted into the prestigious naval flight training program over far better qualified officers. On his way to becoming a North Vietnamese ace, the aviator lost 3 expensive aircraft on routine, non-combat flights. Little was made of all that, because he was, you know, the son and grandson of admirals.  <P>

McCain's most horrendous loss occurred in 1967 on the USS Forrestal. Well, not horrendous for him. The starter motor switch on the A4E Skyhawk allowed fuel to pool in the engine. When the aircraft was <I>"wet-started,"</I> an impressive flame would shoot from the tail. It was one of the ways young hot-shots got their jollies. Investigators and survivors took the position that McCain deliberately wet-started to harass the F4 pilot directly behind him. The cook off launched an M34 Zuni rocket that tore through the Skyhawk's fuel tank, released a thousand pound bomb, and ignited a fire that killed the pilot plus 167 men. Before the tally of dead and dying was complete, the son and grandson of admirals had been transferred to the USS Oriskany. <P>

As a rising naval officer, McCain was surrounded by rumors of numerous adulterous affairs, such as used to be called<I> "conduct unbecoming an officer."</I> Author and biographer Robert Timberg has detailed several of McCain's sexual relationships with subordinates when serving as a Squadron Leader and an Executive Officer. I think we all know such behavior is a clear violation of the Uniform Code of Military Justice, in other words, a crime. <P>

When McCain's application to the National War College was rejected, according to noted author and researcher Joel Skousen, he whined to daddy who pulled strings with the Secretary of the Navy. <P> <B>

PRISONER OR HONORED GUEST? </B> <P>

McCain's 51/2-year stay at the Hanoi Hilton (officially Hoa Loa Prison) has ever since been the subject of great controversy. He maintains that he was tortured and otherwise badly mistreated. One of many who disagree is Dennis Johnson, imprisoned at Hanoi and never given treatment for his broken leg. He reports that every time he saw McCain, who was generally kept segregated, the man was clean-shaven, dressed in fresh clothes, and appeared comfortable among North Vietnamese Army officers. He adds that he frequently heard McCain's collaborative statements broadcast over the prison's loud speakers. <P>

On October 26, 1967, McCain's A-4 Skyhawk was shot down over Hanoi. The fractures of 1 leg and both arms were reportedly due to his failure to tuck them in during ejection. According to U.S. News & World Report (May 14, 1973), McCain didn't wait long before offering military information in return for medical care. While an extraordinary patient at Gi Lam Hospital, he was visited by a number of dignitaries, including, to quote McCain himself, General Vo Nguyen Giap, the national hero of Dienbienphu. <P>

Jack McLamb is a highly respected name in law enforcement circles. After 9 years of clandestine operations in Cambodia and unmentionable areas, he returned home to Phoenix where he became one of the most decorated police officers on record. Twice McLamb was named Officer of the Year. He went on to become an FBI hostage negotiator. This man has stated that every one of the many former POWs he has talked with consider McCain a traitor. States McLamb, <I>"He was never tortured...The Vietnamese Communists called him the Songbird, that's his code name, Songbird McCain, because he just came into the camp singing and telling them everything they wanted to know."</I> McLamb further quotes former POWs as saying McCain starred in 32 propaganda videos in which he denounced his country and comrades. <P>

The Glavnoje Razvedyvatel' noje Upravlenije is the Soviet's military intelligence division. Numerous sources confirm that during the Nam Era, the English-speaking Vietnamese who conducted interrogations of American prisoners were always overseen by Russian GRU officers. The ranking GRU officer at the Hanoi Hilton had a multilingual teenage son who was tasked with translating all interrogation reports into Russian. He would become known only as T. <P>

According to T who interpreted all interrogations and notes pertaining to McCain during the latter's stay from December, 1969, to March, 1973, when a well-fed looking McCain's was released, privileges were extended. These included time at a furnished apartment in Hanoi - furnished with 2 prostitutes. McCain would attribute such absences to solitary confinement. <P>

It has been widely reported that following his father's appointment as CINCPAC Commander-in- Chief of all U.S. forces in the Vietnam theater of operations, McCain was offered an immediate parole. McCain insists that he refused such a preference. Others insist that his father refused to allow such a preference. In any event, such an offer would have required the approval of the Soviet masters, and T would have seen documentation. He has no recollection of such an offer. <P>

In 1991 the Soviet Union was in a state of collapse. People and things were up for grabs. During that thaw, a mass document swap took place between the KGB and CIA. All T's translations were included. If these dots are really connected, it is small wonder that McCain had fought consistently to keep all files sealed, block any attempts to retrieve POWs, and establish the friendliest of relations with his former tormentors. <P>

Imagine the possibilities. A Clintonian leak during the presidential campaign. Or, in the unlikely event of a McCain victory, blackmail of the Manchurian Candidate. <P>

It is public record that Admiral McCain was on hand to greet his son upon return. According to Major Mark A. Smith (USA Retired), a Green Beret and former POW, a trusted friend of his accompanied the Admiral that day. Later, when the friend referred to that meeting, McCain became enraged, volunteered that he had received <I>"no special treatment,"</I> and then denied that his father was there. <P>

In 1989 legislation known as The Truth Bill was introduced in the U.S. House. It required the Department of Defense to publish the names and information on all unaccounted for POWs, MIAs, and KIAs in WW II, the Korean War, and Vietnam. It languished and was resurrected 2 years later. Then came the McCain Bill, promptly enacted, that blocked such information. The DoD does not even have to acknowledge confirmed sightings of live Americans. <P> <B>

TEMPER AND TEMPERAMENT </B> <P>

The senator's temper and temperament remain in question. His biographer quotes him: <I>"At the smallest provocation I would go off into a mad frenzy, and then suddenly crash to the floor unconscious."</I> Has he moderated over time? Apparently. Somewhat. Senators who have had McCain scream hyphenated obscenities at them nose-to-nose include Rick Santorum, Richard Shelby, Thad Cochran, and James Inhofe. Most colleagues decline comment. The man has been called psychologically unstable.  <P> <B>

BIRDS OF A FEATHER? </B> <P>

Four years ago McCain loudly defended the glorious hero of the Vietnam War, John Kerry. That would be the young naval officer who hid out in an office until he took command of a river patrol boat for a few weeks. He put in for a purple heart every time he got a scratch or bruise. With 3 of those, he rotated out with the intention of running for public office as a war hero. When Kerry saw the level of anti-war sentiment, he quickly morphed into an anti-war hero running for public office and later married the widow of an extremely wealthy, conservative senator who died under highly suspicious circumstances. Swift Boat Veterans for Truth have not died. Their affiliate is Vietnam Veterans Against John McCain, headed by former Sergeant Ted Sampley, who also serves as vice-president of the half-million member Rolling Thunder Motorcycle Rally. <P>

Sampley has spent years working toward the return of Vietnam era MIAs and POWs abandoned by our government (which is invariably the case at a war's end). McCann has thwarted him at every turn, dismissing 1,600 credible first hand sightings, 14,000 second hand sightings, and countless radio intercepts that supported the observations.  <P>

In 1991 a Senate Select Committee held hearings on the subject of Vietnam POWs. Tracy Usry, honored Vietnam veteran and former chief investigator for the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, testified that American POWs were routinely interrogated by Soviet intelligence officers. Several times, an enraged McCain interrupted, shouting that, <I>"...none of the returned U.S. POWs released by Vietnam was ever interrogated by the Soviets."</I> He knew better. So apparently did Bui Tin, former Senior Colonel, NVA, who testified that he had been privy to all Soviet documents pertaining to American prisoners. He supported Usry, refuted McCain, and offered his personal records as added proof.  <P>

In short order, Usry and all participating staff members were fired. Jack Wheeler, Republicon insider and master strategist, attributed that to McCain's behind-the-scenes pressuring. <P>

Add to that McCain's despicable treatment of families of POWs. Is that based on guilt or is the man simply despicable? <P> <B>

A LITTLE HISTORY LESSON </B> <P>

In the 1920s, the Bronfman family of Montreal rose to power and wealth based particularly on its Seagrams liquor business, which had as its Prohibition Era partner Meyer Lansky, American Mafia boss. Bootlegging profits were enormous. The family branched into many areas, including media. In recent years, Bronfman acquired a major chunk of Time-Warner. <P>

Michael Collins Piper is the author of several books including FINAL JUDGMENT and THE HIGH PRIESTS OF WAR. According to his research, Jack Ruby, Texas nightclub manager and silencer of JFK's alleged assassin, was a Bronfman asset. Piper identifies Ruby as "a key player" in the smuggling of arms stolen from U.S. military bases to Israel. <P>

In the years prior to World War II, the move into Arizona was made. In 1941, Gus Greenbaum of Phoenix started a national wire service for bookies. When he shifted to Las Vegas in 1946 to oversee Meyer Lansky's casino interests and subsequently replace the infamous, violent Bugsy Siegel, Kemper Marley was appointed crime syndicate boss of Arizona. According to sources within the Marley group, it was Bronfman who put him in the liquor business and enabled him to build a statewide monopoly. In 1948, the feds sent 52 employees to prison for liquor violations. Rumor has it that Marley remained untouched because one of his lieutenants, James Hensley, took the fall and did a dime. Piper reports that Hensley's attorney and dealmaker was William Rehnquist. Yes, that would be the Chief Justice who later pulled his former girlfriend onto the high court and spent his last decade on the bench hallucinating on drugs. Upon release, Marley gave Hensley one of the biggest Anheuser-Busch distributorships in the country - certainly the biggest in Arizona. Thank you for your faithful service. <P>

Then one day in 1981, an obscure, newly retired naval officer rode into the land of sun, cacti, and retirees. After his first wife, who had raised his children and waited for him became crippled in an accident, John McCain had dumped her overboard and married his mistress - Cindy, daughter of James Hensley. The next year the "straight talker" was installed in the U.S. House of Lords. Four years later he moved to the senate. <P>

So who owns honest John McCain? The mob that runs Arizona? The big Vegas money that continues to contribute heavily? The Israeli connection? You be the judge. <P> <B>

UNDERSTANDING ECONOMICS - WHO NEEDS IT? </B> <P>

Not long ago, McCain stated to a journalist that, <I>"Economics isn't my strong suit."</I> But, he added, he is reading Greenspan. That would be Fed Chairman Alan Greenspan who, during his tenure, expanded the money supply more than in all the years since 1913. The Greenspan who kept the printing presses running at warp speed, turning out little pieces of paper called money and backed by the promises of politicians. Alan the Inflator fueled the dotcom bubble, the stock market bubble, and more recently the real estate bubble. It is no wonder that the LONDON ECONOMIST recently pegged 2007 true U.S. inflation at 17%. Just what we need - another president who is an economic illiterate. It's small consolation that McCain admits it, because if elected, he'd appoint the wrong advisors. <P> <B>

MCCAIN VERSUS THE CONSTITUTION </B> <P>

McCain, also known as senator hyphen around D.C., frequently partners with members of the far left. The McCain-Feingold Campaign Finance Reform Bill was an obvious, full-frontal attack on the First Amendment - perhaps the most blatant since the Sedition Act 200 years previous. Specifically, it outlawed the most protected of free speech, political descent. This alone should be a deal breaker. Anyone voting for the bill should have been impeached and removed from office. George Bush, when he broke another of his pledges and signed the odious legislation, said he had problems with it but that the Supreme Court might very possibly strike down parts. Apparently, his thinking was (1) this is bad law, but why should I worry, and (2) I don't need to do my job because somebody down the line might do it for me. <P>

Accordingly, it is entirely logical that radio talk show hosts are in strong opposition to McCain. They understand how much he hates free speech, and they don't want to see a return to the deceptively named Fairness Doctrine that used to force broadcasters to devote matching time to the promotion of liberal views to balance conservative. At the core is the liberals' fear of exposure to the marketplace of ideas and free discourse. To them, it is not enough that you have a dial and an opposed thumb. If we're going to have a Fairness Doctrine, let's carry it all the way out. For every 80 anti-gun news stories, I want to see 80 (easy to find) pro-gun stories. Not 1. For every male bashing commercial, mandate one female bashing. Let's limit the number of black players on college and NBA teams to 121/2 percent, reflective of the population. Et cetera. <P>

McCain also works to destroy the Second Amendment. John McCain does not trust you with a firearm, regardless of the plain words of the Constitution. He would bar you from defending yourself from marauders and certainly from an out-of-control government. The Gun Owners of America rates McCain F minus. Although the National Rifle Association is far softer in defending gun rights, its president has termed McCain the "worst Second Amendment candidate." Example: McCain sponsored an amendment to S. 1805 that would destroy gun shows by outlawing private gun sales at such events, although they have been proven to not be a significant source of criminals' weapons. A next step would be the outlawing of private transfers. A father would be unable to pass down a family treasure without government blessing. The unconstitutionality of all this is of no importance to the senator and his ilk. Check his record. This alone should be another deal breaker. <P>

Just about everybody loves a maverick, right? Spirit of America and all that. We often impute a certain sense of integrity to someone who turns on his own. Is the senator from Hanoi really a maverick? Sure, but from what? Honor? Duty? The Constitution he works so hard to make irrelevant? But as a career politician and long-time member of the Council on Foreign Relations, McCain is also a one- worlder and a senior insider. <P> <B>

CAMPAIGN FINANCE </B> <P>

I'm sure the sponsor of the so-called Campaign Finance Reform Bill wouldn't mind if we took a cursory look at his donors. They include the sinister international currency manipulator George Soros, JP Morgan Chase & Company, Citigroup, Goldman Sachs, and Lehman Brothers. In other words, McCain is backed by most of the usual suspects who back <I>"the competition." </I>

According to WorldNetDaily, since 2001, this candidate has receiving funding via the Reform Institute of Alexandria, Virginia, founded to launder money from George Soro's Open Society Institute and Theresa Heinz Kerry's Tides Foundation. Let's just know who owns whom. All this only makes sense. The senator is a long-time member of the Council on Foreign Relations, a one-worlder, an ultimate insider. <P>

Funding scandals? Sure. We have them too. Does anybody remember the Keating Five debacle from 1987 that cost depositors and taxpayers $160 million? Charles Keating owned American Continental Corporation and its subsidiary Lincoln Savings & Loan. Facing multiple federal indictments, he called on the recipients of his largesse - Senators Alan Cranston, John Glenn, Don Riegle, and from the great State of Arizona Dennis DeConsini and John McCain. Strings were pulled, but, in the end, Keating was convicted. In 1991, the Senate Ethics Committee (I know, such an oxymoron) ruled that McCain hadn't quite done anything illegal. But by his own standards he was corrupt. <P> <B>

D.C. FOLLIES  </B> <P>

Recently, the New York Times ran a piece suggesting that McCain may have had an affair with lobbyist Vicki Iseman that went back 8 years. Ms. Iseman is a partner in Alcalde & Fay, who represent Carnival Lines, several broadcasters, and municipalities. The Times, along with Drudge and the Washington Post, had been sitting on the story for some weeks. The allegations are unproven, and, the senator has exhibited extraordinary self-control when denying them. I can only say that he has a history of this type of Clintonian behavior, both in the military and, admittedly, during his first marriage. Apparently it is acceptable anymore. In any case, I question whether the Times should have run with this. <P>

Influence peddling? Sure, McCain rode Lowell Paxson's jet several times. It would be asking a lot of a high-profile senator to walk through a crowded airport and climb on a commercial flight. Maybe he wrote Paxson checks at the commercial fare rate. He did accept $100,000 donation from Alcalde & Fay. And he did write 2 letters recommending that the FCC approve Paxson's purchase of a Pittsburgh TV station. Only two? Lobbyists lobby. I don't have any finger to point here. <P> <B>

THE GREAT CONSERVATIVE </B> <P>

Taking a page from Bill Clinton's Attorney General, McCain has called Christian leaders "agents of intolerance."  <P>

McCain often crosses the aisle to block the confirmation of conservative judges with strict construction leanings. His record on taxes is clear; he likes them. Senator hyphen has co-sponsored ill conceived legislation that would boost gasoline prices by more than half a dollar a gallon. And he supports radical global warming measures that would significantly disadvantage the U.S.  <P> <B>

COME ON UP. HERE'S A CHECK. </B> <P>

Teaming again with Teddy Kennedy, at al, the senator from Hanoi sponsored an amnesty bill for illegal aliens. A top aide, Juan Hernandez previously held a cabinet level position with ex-president of Mexico Vincente Fox. This dual citizen is on record as favoring "Mexico First." McCain supports open borders. Well, until he caught sight of the prize. These days he's auto-phoning into Ohio, promising that "first I'll close the borders." He'd still like to see Social Security money paid to the sneak-ins. Another deal breaker?  <P> <B>

DISCLAIMERS AND CONCLUSIONS  </B> <P>

The presidential frontrunners have a curious commonality. Not one has any significant administrative history. None has headed a company, none has managed an organization, and none has ever had to meet a payroll. Their experience has been totally devoted to throwing other people's money at problems they created (often for that very purpose), and they've run nothing but their mouths. Seriously, if you owned a large business enterprise, is there any chance that you would pick one of the candidates to manage it? <P>

As for the illegal, immoral war in which we are engaged, Obama is clean, Hillary is implicated, and McCain says he's fine with another hundred years. <P>

Personalities aside, I'm not certain how much difference it makes. McCain has essentially endorsed Hillary. According to him, "She has integrity," and "I have no doubt that she would be a good president." He likes, really likes the woman, and says, "I think she's a very good person." Meanwhile, Barack Hussein Obama's policies differ not one whit from Hillary's. So that's a popularity contest. <P>

Then there is the matter of the label. In his way, George Bush has done to the Republicon Party what Bill Clinton did to the Democrat Party in his way. In the last congressional race, the Rs did poorly; yet their D replacements have fixed nothing. The congress's approval rating is 22 percent. As the legatee of Bush, what does baggage does McCain bear? Here are just a few bags: unrestrained spending, huge trade deficits, illegal wars of aggression, empire building beyond our capacity, abandonment of our fallen veterans, war crimes, the elimination of civil liberties with war as a pretext, the death of habeas corpus, favoring Israel over the U.S., the stock bubble, the real estate bubble, collapsing home values, permanent core job losses, true 10 percent inflation, debasement of the currency (They won't even publish M3 numbers anymore.), torture of prisoners (On October 6, 2006, McCain voted to exempt the CIA from restrictions. ), prisoner rendition, deconstruction of the Constitution, opening our borders to everybody and anybody, violations of separation of powers, corruption, and incredible incompetence. I could go on. My question: Is the Republicon nomination worth more than 15 cents? Even if McCain puts nominal Democrat Joe Lieberman on his ticket to demonstrate bi-partisanship and pull in Dems and Independents? <P>

Are you a genuine social conservative? Do you believe in our wonderful Constitution? Are you opposed the Iraq War and its precursor strategies that have killed hundreds of thousands of innocents? Are you fiscally responsible? Do you truly understand the principles of republicanism? Do you believe in marital fidelity? Are you a supporter of free speech? I submit that if your answer to any of these questions is yes, you cannot vote for John McCain and retain your integrity. The lesser of 2 or 3 evils is still evil. In this case, not by a measurable amount. <P>

The party of Ronald Reagan left me years ago. America's bright beacon of hope, so loved by much of the world for over 200 years, is being reduced to a faint glow in the eyes of the true believers. <P>

We have had some incredibly unqualified and inept people run for and sometimes win the top job. But John McCain must be the most flawed and compromised candidate in our nation's history. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Roland C. Eyears </font>
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Christmas In Washington <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Steve Earle <P>

It's Christmastime in Washington <br>

The Democrats rehearsed <br>

Gettin' into gear for four more years  <r>

Things not gettin' worse <P>

The Republicans drink whiskey neat <br>

And thanked their lucky stars <br>

They said, 'He cannot seek another term <br>

They'll be no more FDRs' <P>

I sat home in Tennessee <br>

Staring at the screen <br>

With an uneasy feeling in my chest  <br>

And I'm wonderin' what it means <P>

So come back Woody Guthrie <br>

Come back to us now <br>

Tear your eyes from paradise <br>

And rise again somehow <br>

If you run into Jesus <br>

Maybe he can help you out <br>

Come back Woody Guthrie to us now <P>

I followed in your footsteps once <br>

Back in my travelin' days <br>

Somewhere I failed to find your trail <br>

Now I'm stumblin' through the haze <P>

But there's killers on the highway now <br>

And a man can't get around <br>

So I sold my soul for wheels that roll<br>

Now I'm stuck here in this town <P>

So come back Woody Guthrie <br>

Come back to us now <br>

Tear your eyes from paradise <br>

And rise again somehow <br>

If you run into Jesus <br>

Maybe he can help you out <br>

Come back Woody Guthrie to us now <P>

There's foxes in the hen house <br>

Cows out in the corn <br>

The unions have been busted <br>

Their proud red banners torn <P>

To listen to the radio <br>

You'd think that all was well <br>

But you and me and Cisco know <br>

It's going straight to hell <P>

So come back Woody Guthrie <br>

Come back to us now <br>

Tear your eyes from paradise <br>

And rise again somehow <br>

If you run into Jesus <br>

Maybe he can help you out <br>

Come back Woody Guthrie to us now <P>

Come back to us, Malcolm X <br>

And Martin Luther King <br>

We're marching into Selma <br>

As the bells of freedom ring <P>

So come back Woody Guthrie <br>

Come back to us now <br>

Tear your eyes from paradise <br>

And rise again somehow <br>

If you run into Jesus <br>

Maybe he can help you out <br>

Come back Woody Guthrie to us now 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1997/2008 Steve Earle
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Nation's Presidential Assassins Still Undecided <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

NEW YORK- As evidenced by the hundreds of newspaper clippings of various presidential candidates glued to his bedroom walls and ceiling, Vietnam veteran Dale Patrick Seaver, 52, is clearly an informed voter. But after watching over 50 debates, countless speeches, and nonstop campaign coverage at<I> "all hours of the night,"</I> this presidential assassin has not yet decided who his choice will be in November. <I>

"Usually I know well in advance who I want to win,"</I> the Bronx resident said while assembling his M40 United States Marine Corp standard-issue sniper rifle. <I>"But there are just too many good choices-a black man, a woman, and a war hero who frequently advocates sending my brothers straight back into death's cold embrace."</I> <P> <I>

"This would be so much easier if [John] Edwards was still running,"</I> Seaver added. <I>"He has such a nice smile and the angels told me through the radio that he must be destroyed."</I> <P>

According to a CBS News /New York Times poll, Seaver is not alone. Of the nearly 600 undecided assassins who responded to the poll, 37 percent said they strongly favor either Sen. Hilary Clinton (D-NY) or Sen. Barack Obama (D-IL) to win. Nearly 22 percent reported that Sen. John McCain (R-AZ) would be an excellent choice based on such key factors as his immobility, his inability to raise his arms above his head to shield his face, and his stance on campaign-finance reform. The remaining 40 percent responded that, due to growing disillusionment with the voting system and unsatisfying platforms from all the frontrunners, they would be happy to shoot any one of the candidates through the chest and throat from an abandoned factory. <P>

One assassin told pollsters that he is still hopeful that Congressman Ron Paul (R-TX) will be elected in November. However, even if Paul fails to win the presidency, the respondent fully intends to carry out his plans to stab Paul to death in December. <P>

While a majority of the nation's assassins remain uncommitted, some political analysts believe they have begun leaning toward a candidate. Clinton remains a favorite among white assassins over 50 and a small but loyal commune of supporters hiding out in rural Colorado. But some speculate that Obama may be able to surpass her with his cross-demographic appeal. <P> <I>

"Barack Obama is the most charismatic leader we've seen since John F. Kennedy, Bobby Kennedy-even Martin Luther King, Jr. for that matter,"</I> said 47-year-old mail clerk David Silas Weiss, who spoke with a pronounced stutter. <I>"When someone like him is able to capture the hearts and minds of an entire generation so much so that their untimely passing would cause a nationwide decay of youthful idealism-well, it's our responsibility as informed voters to splatter his brains all over the place."</I> <P>

Weiss went on to say he believes Obama is the <I>"only candidate out there"</I> whose death can consummate his blood-marriage to actress Christina Ricci. <P>

Though the prospect of a brief Obama White House is attractive to many assassins, NBC political analyst Andrea Mitchell has predicted that the historical significance of electing and then assassinating the first female president could be this year's unifying issue among the group. She also projected that Sen. John McCain's poll numbers would slip during the general campaign as more and more trained killers become better acquainted with the nominee. <P> <I>

"Historically, assassins vote for the candidate whose death is capable of plunging the nation into a crippling malaise,"</I> Mitchell said. <I>"With that said, McCain really doesn't have a chance in November. However, this voting bloc is extremely volatile. Even after all the ballots are cast and there's a new president in the White House, it's nearly impossible to tell what is going through their heads."</I> <P>

At least one voter has made his decision. Gerald W.P. Krepps, a 32-year-old librarian from Orlando, FL, said he respects McCain's strong convictions and can tell the senator is doing his best to reach out to the nation's assassins. <P> <I>

"McCain doesn't skirt around the issues or avoid controversial topics,"</I> Krepps said. <I>"He's said in no uncertain terms that he has a decisive plan to win the war in Iraq and promises to hold still during all public speaking engagements."</I> <P>

Added Krepps, <I>"It's all right there in the first and fourth letters of every third word of his speech transcripts."</I> <P>

Though plenty of time remains, the primaries have proved that all the candidates can inspire a record turnout among a demographic that typically prefers to stay inside their dark, dank apartments. Clinton and Obama in particular continue to motivate a younger generation who, for the first time in their lives, are actually thinking about going out and registering an automatic weapon. <P> <I>

"Whether you are a 38-year-old man receiving instructions from television test patterns, a loner college student disillusioned with a morally bankrupt world, or a homeless woman caught up in blinding hysteria, I am counting on your support," </I>Sen. Clinton said to a group of would-be assassin voters in Youngstown, OH last Sunday. <I>"I will make this pledge each and every American: If you make me your president, even for just a few seconds, I will proudly let you blow my brains out."</I><br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.theonion.com/"> The Onion </A></font> 
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The Fall Of Empires <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

"The fall of the dollar is not the fall of the dollar - it's the fall of the American empire." ~~~ Hugo Chávez <br> <br>

"We can dismiss Reverend Wright as a crank or a demagogue, just as some have dismissed Geraldine Ferraro, in the aftermath of her recent statements, as harboring some deep-seated racial bias." ~~~ Barack Obama <br> <br>

"In this world of increasing living costs, a backyard suburban garden can provide a family with fresh, delicious, healthy vegetables, fruits, and herbs." ~~~ Debbie Slack

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

There was our own version of Alfred E. Newman on TV mouthing platitudes about winning the unwinnable war on it's 5th anniversary. On how the surge was working and how we should stay there, lest we lose all we've achieved. Our achievements, of course, are mass murder, war crimes, crimes against humanity, genocide and making the top 4% even richer than they were before, all the while bankrupting the rest of us. A war by Bush's own estimate that will go on and on forever. Trouble is, even if we wanted to continue slaughtering innocents by the millions, these two imperial wars of aggression will soon be ending one way or the other. As blood thirsty as the three presidential candidates are, led by Johnny (1000 years war) McCain, those chickens that reverend Wright and I have warned you about will soon be coming home to roost. <br> <br>

The British Empire destroyed itself by borrowing to finance World War II. Their hawks wanted another glorious war against Germany even though they only had enough in the bank to fight for a couple of months. Hence, they had to borrow the money from us. They fell and we rose. That effectively ended the British Empire, and now we are in that exact same predicament. Our current economy, the bank failures and mortgage crisis can all be directly linked to our wars of aggression! Our current recession is about to become a depression unless we pull out now! This is nothing new. Empires have been falling much the same way and for the same reasons since ancient Rome fell. <br> <br>

Bush and the Con-gress have put us in a position from which we may never recover and will soon slide into being a third world country. When the Chinese, the Saudis and the like no longer buy up our debt, it will be over. That day is fast approaching. Our dollar is worth less and less on a daily basis. Back when we were on the gold standard, i.e., the price of gold was tied to the US dollar, $36 dollars would buy you an oz. of gold. Of course, because of our debt from playing around in Viet Nam for decades, we were forced to take our money off the gold standard and it's been down hill ever since. Today the price of gold is $995 an oz. In other words, our money is worthless and continues to slide. <br> <br>

The current estimate of the cost of our needless wars, factoring the real costs not only in our budget but also the cost of medical care for our service people for the next 50 years , the cost of replacing worn out or destroyed equipment, etc. etc. etc. is above $3 trillion dollars! That figure, by the way, is a conservative estimate and the longer we stay, the bigger it will become. Not only will this be sent to you to pay in full via the IRS and on top of everything else they tax you for, but, with the wars destroying the economy and your jobs going overseas, how are you going to make those payments? When the banks fail, the Federal Reserve just takes your money and bails the bankers out. When you fail, you lose your house and your family sleeps in your car until it's repossessed, too! Then a lot of you will be going off to the <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/camps.html">"Happy Camps"</A> for disposal! <br> <br>

In addition, this, of course, says nothing about the cost we are paying in the blood and minds of our children, nor about the cost of what we are doing to several other countries. And it does not include the reparations that we may someday have to pay to those poor people whose lives we have destroyed. Since the war crimes and mass murder of innocents haven't moved you, America, to put an end to these imperial wars maybe this huge financial burden will finally move you to do something? Maybe not?

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

As you no doubt know I was for Dennis Kucinich and, barring his candidacy, I could have held my nose and voted for John Edwards, a good but somewhat confused person. Once again, the DNC has managed to snatch defeat from the jaws of victory with our current choices for dictator. Any chance I would have had for voting for Barry went out the window when he turned on his minister the other day for daring to tell the truth about America. How dare Wright say what needed to be said? Indeed! <br> <br>

Barry would have nothing to do with the truth and vigorously denied said truths. Barry, it seems, has contracted John Kerry disease where the candidate instead of vigorously defending the truth flops into P.W. mode, bends over, pulls his pants down and begs the Rethuglicans not to stick it in too far! Barry has assured us that he can work with Karl Rove! Whoopee! <br> <br>

The good reverend Wright made some statements that were blatantly, obviously, <B>TRUE.</B> Wright said things like: "Racism is how this country was founded and how it is still run." Anyone want to argue that point, anyone at all? Barry does, uh huh! <br> <br>

Wright said, <I>"We have supported state terrorism against the Palestinians and black South Africans, and now we are indignant because the stuff we have done overseas is now brought right back to our own front yards." "America's chickens are coming home to roost." </I>Absolutely true, I said the very same thing after 911. I wonder if Pastor Wright reads Issues & Alibis? Barry said to this, <I>"The violence of 9/11 was inexcusable and without justification." </I> Barry please! Who do you think you're jiving with that <I>"cosmic debris?"</I> Certainly not yours truly! 911 was just the first of many chickens coming home to roost. I guess Barry's not hip to what goes around, comes around! For the last 100 plus years we've been running amok upon the world stage! We're hated the world over and for good reasons! <br> <br>

Wright went on to accuse the United States of<I> "importing drugs, exporting guns and training murderers."</I> We're guilty as charged but not in Barry's World where he said, <I>"I reject outright the statements by Rev. Wright that are at issue." </I> <br> <br>

Tuesday Barry gave a speech where he reiterated his condemnation of Wright's comments and acknowledged that he had known and had heard Wright express some of his controversial views. <I>"Did I know him to be an occasionally fierce critic of American domestic and foreign policy? Of course. Did I ever hear him make remarks that could be considered controversial while I sat in church? Yes.  Did I strongly disagree with many of his political views? Absolutely -- just as I'm sure many of you have heard remarks from your pastors, priests, or rabbis with which you strongly disagreed."</I> Still nowhere did Barry acknowledge the truth of Wrights statements and still he talks about change when all he really is as the typical political hack! <br> <br>

So, I'll be sitting out next fall's election/selection by the voting machine companies, not wasting my time voting for the middle class white kid from Hawaii. How about you?

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

Last week we announced plans for changing our format slightly to include helpful tips and articles on how to survive the coming Holocaust. We asked you for your opinions on the subject and got an over whelming reply of yes, its just what we need. In fact, it was 47 to zero in favor of said change. So in the next few weeks we will make the change over to some helpful articles on the things you'll need to know and do before it hit's the fan. <br> <br>

Trouble is, I've been getting a lot of <I>"no way, Jose"</I> when I've asked to reprint helpful materials. Something that I'm not used to getting when I ask for a reprint and not only a no, but a lawsuit threat as well. Truth is, I legally don't need their permission to reprint (see the "Fair Use" copyright law provision at the bottom of this page) but I've never reprinted without the author's or artist's permission. Ergo everyone you've ever seen in the magazine was with their permission. In fact, everyone I've ever asked in the political community for permission to print or reprint their articles or cartoons has said yes to my requests. So far, everyone in the survivalist community that I've asked has said no! I had no idea the survivalists were so greedy! <br> <br>

Fortunately, Victoria knows of some experts in their fields who may allow us to reprint their material and might even join the magazine with new articles as well! We're currently in the process of contacting them and getting their permission to proceed. Eventually we'll have two or three articles every week on subjects as varied as how to plant a garden, what crops to plant, where to purchase the right seeds. How to make electricity. Which guns and ammo you might want to stock up on and in what quantities. How to purify water and air. Where you might want to move to avoid the chaos. Basic first aid, etc. etc. etc. Stay tuned!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help, Ya'll! The cupboard was bare again this week. Those of you who have been reading us for the last seven plus years and still have a job ought to reach into your pocket and send us what you can before we disappear like so many other liberal publications have. If I was preaching right-wing hate you can bet your bottom dollar our coffers would be over flowing with donations! Funny how the right has money to burn while the left starves. How the right digs down deep while the left pays lip service. We're not doing this for ourselves, we're doing it for you! <br> <br>

Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. Working 60 hours a week on the magazine leaves me no time for <I>"real"</I> work! We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. This old iBook is about to join the old Dell in the trash heap, when it does, we'll be gone! <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/clarke.jpg"> <br>

12-16-1917 ~ 03-19-2008 <br>

Open the pod bay doors Hal! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 
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04-06-1931 ~ 03-16-2008 <br>

At ease Sergeant! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/scofieldmoore.jpg"> <br>

01-21-1922 ~ 03-19-2008 <br>

This silence of his is bellowing... </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>
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Reviving Vietnam War Tactics <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Tom Hayden </font> <P>

The top counterinsurgency adviser to Gen. David Petraeus in Iraq advocates practicing a <I>"global Phoenix Program,"</I> alluding to the notorious Vietnam-era CIA operation that provoked a worldwide uproar because of the detention, torture and execution of thousands of Vietnamese. <P>

The mainstream media has never reported on the use of the <I>"global Phoenix program"</I> in Iraq, perhaps because the explosive terminology has largely disappeared from the writings and résumé of Lt. Col. David Kilcullen after he first being referred to it in a forty-eight-page strategy paper, <I>"Countering Global Insurgency"</I> published in the obscure Small Wars Journal in September-November 2004. <P>

Kilcullen, an Australian PhD who served for twenty-one years in the Australian army, was the<I> "chief adviser on counterinsurgency operations"</I> to Petraeus in planning the 2007 US troop surge. He also served as chief strategist in the State Department's counterterrorism office in 2005 and 2006, and has been employed in Iraq, Pakistan, Afghanistan, the Horn of Africa and Southeast Asia. <P>

In the section titled<I> "A Global Phoenix Program"</I> in his 2004 article, Kilcullen describes the Vietnam Phoenix program as <I>"unfairly maligned" </I>and <I>"highly effective."</I> Dismissing CIA sponsorship and torture allegations as <I>"popular mythology," </I>Kilcullen calls Phoenix a misunderstood <I>"civilian aid and development program"</I> that was supported by <I>"pacification"</I> operations to disrupt the Vietcong, whose infrastructure ruled vast swaths of rural South Vietnam. A <I>"global Phoenix program," </I>he wrote, would provide a starting point for dismantling the worldwide jihadist infrastructure today. <P>

Phoenix was far from an <I>"aid and development" </I>program. To achieve deniability, the CIA trained and transferred operational authority to the South Vietnamese national police, who tortured suspects indiscriminately. CIA officer William Colby, founder of the program, told a Congressional committee in 1971 that the Phoenix operation had killed 20,587 Vietcong suspects in two years. An official Pentagon evaluation in 1968 found that <I>"the truncheon and electric shock method of interrogation were in widespread use, with almost all [US] advisors admitting to have witnessed instances of the use of these methods...[and] 'turned their backs on them.' " </I>A Naval Institute historian later found that<I> "the large majority of South Vietnamese interrogators tortured some or all of the communist prisoners in their care"</I> as well as Vietnamese suspected of collaboration with the Vietcong. <P>

According to recently disclosed documents, Colby went to laughable lengths in trying to cover up the real nature of Phoenix. Lloyd Shearer, editor of Parade, wrote Colby in 1972 <I>"wondering if you would care to say flatly that the CIA has never used political assassination in Indo-China or elsewhere and has never induced, employed or suggested to others that such tactics or devices be employed,"</I> adding that he would <I>"tango with Dick Helms in Garfinkel's largest show window"</I> if proven wrong. The documents I received from the CIA last year include no less than nine drafts of Colby's reply to Shearer, including handwritten revisions. One top CIA official wrote, <I>"I suggest we let the whole thing drop"</I> on an official routing slip. Another, Angus Thuermer, recommended against saying that Vietcong were killed while resisting police arrest, as follows: <I>"'resisting police arrest'" will get you, with the press, nothing but snide snicking cracks.... and as we're really not going to win too much in a short letter anyway, why not skip the 'occasional abuses' bit."</I> <P> <I>

"Officers with PhDs Advising War Effort" </I>was the Washington Post headline for a 2007 article on Kilkullen and others. The history of university-based counterinsurgency operatives stretches back to the Michigan State University Vietnam project in the 1950s, which involved covert CIA officers training and arming South Vietnamese police. Stanley Sheinbaum, for decades a respected progressive leader and fundraiser, coordinated the MSU project and later, in disgust, broke the story to Ramparts magazine (April 1966). Nearly fifty years later, Gen. Petraeus is still recruiting academic anthropologists and systems theorists. Among them are professors at Harvard's Carr Center, which formally collaborated with him in writing the current Army and Marines' war-fighting manuals. According to a 2005 New Yorker report, American psychologists and psychiatrists are enlisted in Behavioral Science Consultation Teams to design strategies to <I>"exploit the physical and mental vulnerabilities of detainees."</I> Anthropologists are recruited to study tribal cultural patterns in what Kilcullen calls <I>"armed social science."</I> <P>

Carefully disguised programs that use American funding and training to employ local police in torture, death squads and mass detention had continued under US sponsorship in Vietnam, the Shah's Iran and Central America before taking root in Iraq and Afghanistan. The torture revelations at Abu Ghraib prison came to public attention only through photographs posted on the web, and the official spin was that the abuses were the irresponsible behavior of an isolated few. <P>

The evidence continues to mount that torture is being practiced in Iraq. One of Petraeus's top associates, Col. Theodore Westhusing, committed suicide in June 2005, leaving a note saying, <I>"I cannot support a mission that leads to corruption, human rights abuses and liars." </I>The Jones Commission <A HREF="http://www.talkingpointsmemo.com/docs/jones-report/">reported </A>to Congress last year that the Iraqi national police are <I>"highly sectarian,"</I> almost entirely Shi'a, and should be disbanded. The New York Times has reported that there are as many as ten secret prisons under the Interior Ministry in Baghdad. The Los Angeles Times has described the same ministry, funded and advised by Americans, as responsible for torture and ethnic cleansing. A BBC reporter in 2006 showed footage of tortured civilians and said <I>"it's all happening under the eyes of US commanders who seem unwilling or unable to intervene."</I> In a July 2007 report to Congress, even the Bush Administration acknowledged that <I>"target lists,"</I> emanating from the highest levels of the Iraqi regime, contain the names of Iraqis that are suspected of sympathizing with the insurgency. Baghdad has been turned into an urban counterinsurgency theme park with blast walls, barricades, concertina wire, checkpoints, interrogation centers, retina scans and fingerprinting, door-to-door searches-the whole panorama of police controls. The Pentagon refers to these areas as <I>"gated communities."</I> <P>

Kilkullen sees the problem in terms of a biological model of disease control. In a flattering 2007 New Yorker<A HREF=" http://www.newyorker.com/"> interview</A> with George Packer, he compared the US military surge to extending the use of antibiotics after the disease is apparently suppressed: <I>"you keep taking it as long as possible, even after the symptoms are gone, to kill the underlying infection."</I> <P>

Now in his 80s, Sheinbaum shakes his head about such analogies. As he wrote in 1966 in Ramparts, <I>"Where is the source of serious intellectual criticism that would help us avoid future Vietnams?... Our failure in Vietnam was not one of technical expertise, but of historical wisdom."</I> <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008

Tom Hayden </font>is a former state senator and leader of Sixties peace, justice and environmental movements. He currently teaches at Pitzer College in Los Angeles. His books include <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8832454-2773259?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=The+Port+Huron+Statement&x=0&y=0">The Port Huron Statement</A> [new edition], <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/104-8012185-7421545?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Street+Wars&x=0&y=0">Street Wars</A> and <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/104-8012185-7421545?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=The+Zapatista+Reader&x=0&y=0">The Zapatista Reader</A>.
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"I Came, I Saw, I Destroyed!" <br> </font> </font> <font size=+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

WHAT HAPPENED this week is so infuriating, so impertinent, that it stands out even in our familiar landscape of governmental irresponsibility. <P>

On the near horizon, a de facto suspension of hostilities was taking shape. The Egyptians had made great efforts to turn it into an official cease-fire. The flame was already burning visibly lower. The launching of Qassams and Grads from the Gaza Strip into Israel had fallen from dozens a day to two or three. <P>

And then something happened that turned the flame up high again: undercover soldiers of the Israeli army killed four Palestinians militants in Bethlehem. A fifth was killed in a village near Tulkarm. <P>

THE MODUS OPERANDI left no doubt about the intention. <P>

As usual, the official version was mendacious. (When the army spokesman speaks the truth, he is ashamed and immediately hurries on to the next lie.) The four, it was said, drew their weapons and endangered the life of the soldiers, who only wanted to arrest them, so they were compelled to open fire. <P>

Anyone with half a brain knows that this is a lie. The four were in a small car on the main street of Bethlehem, the road that has joined Jerusalem and Hebron since British (or Turkish) times. They were indeed armed, but they had no chance at all of drawing their weapons. The car was simply sprayed with dozens of bullets. <P>

That was not an attempt to make an arrest. That was an execution, pure and simple, one of those summary executions in which the Shin Bet fulfils the roles of prosecutor, judge and executioner. <P>

This time no effort was even made to pretend that the four were about to carry out a murderous attack. It was not claimed, for example, that they had anything to do with last week's attack on the Mercaz Harav seminary, the flagship of the settlers' fleet. Actually, no such pretense could be put forward, because the most important of the four had recently given interviews to the Israeli media and announced that he was availing himself of the Israeli <I>"pardon scheme"</I> - a Shin Bet program under which <I>"wanted"</I> militants give up their arms and undertake to cease resistance to the occupation. He was also a candidate in the last Palestinian elections. <P>

If so, why where they killed? The Shin Bet did not hide the reason: two of the four had participated in attacks in 2001 in which Israelis were killed. <P> <I>

"Our long arm will get them even years later,"</I> Ehud Barak boasted on TV, <I>"we shall get everyone with Jewish blood on his hands."</I> <P>

SIMPLY PUT: The Defense Minister and his men endangered today's cease-fire in order to avenge something that happened seven years ago. <P>

It was obvious to all that the killing of Islamic Jihad militants in Bethlehem would cause the renewal of the Qassam launchings on Sderot. And so it happened. <P>

The effect of a Qassam rocket is completely unpredictable. For the residents of Sderot, this is a kind of Israeli Roulette - the rocket may fall in an empty field, it may fall on a building, sometimes it kills people. <P>

In other words, according to Barak himself, he was ready to risk Jewish lives today in order to take revenge on persons who may perhaps have shed blood years ago and have since given up their armed activity. <P>

The emphasis is on the word <I>"Jewish."</I> In his statement, Barak took care not to speak about persons <I>"with blood on their hands,"</I> but about those <I>"with Jewish blood on their hands."</I>  Jewish blood, of course, is quite different from any other blood. And indeed, there is no person in the Israeli leadership with so much blood on his hands as him. Not abstract blood, not metaphorical blood, but very real red blood. In the course of his military service, Barak has personally killed quite a number of Arabs. Whoever shakes his hand - from Condoleezza Rice to this week's honored guest, Angela Merkel - is shaking a hand with blood on it.  <P>

THE BETHLEHEM killing raises a number of hard questions, but with very few exceptions, the media did not voice them. They shirk their duty, as usual when it concerns <I>"security"</I> problems. <P>

Real journalists in a real democratic state would have asked the following questions: <P>

(a)  Who was it who decided on the executions in Bethlehem - Ehud Olmert? Ehud Barak? The Shin Bet? All of them? None of them?  <P>

(b)  Did the decision-makers understand that by condemning the militants in Bethlehem to death, they were also condemning to death any residents of Sderot or Ashkelon who might be killed by the rockets launched in revenge? <P>

(c)  Did they understand that they were also boxing the ears of Mahmoud Abbas, whose security forces, which in theory are in charge of Bethlehem, would be accused of collaborating with the Israeli death-squad? <P>

(d)  Was the real aim of the action to undermine the cease-fire that had come about in practice in the Gaza Strip (and the reality of which was official denied both by Olmert and Barak, even while the number of rockets launched fell from dozens a day to just two or three?) <P>

(e) Does the Israeli government generally object to a cease-fire that would free Sderot and Ashkelon from the threat of the rockets? <P>

(f) If so, why? <P>

The media did not demand that Olmert and Barak expose to the public the considerations that led them to adopt this decision, which concerns every person in Israel. And no wonder. These are, after all, the same media that danced for joy when the same government started an ill-considered and superfluous war in Lebanon. They are also the same media that kept silent, this week, when the government decided to hit the freedom of the press and to boycott the Aljazeera TV network, as punishment for showing babies killed during the Israeli army's recent incursion in Gaza. <P>

But for two or three courageous journalists with an independent mind,

all our written and broadcast media march in lockstep, like a Prussian regiment on parade, when the word <I>"security"</I> is mentioned. <P>

(This phenomenon was exposed this week in CounterPunch by a journalist named Yonatan Mendel, a former employee of the popular Israeli web-site Walla. He pointed out that all the media, from the Channel 1 news program to the Haaretz news pages, as if by order, voluntarily use exactly the same slanted terminology: the Israeli army confirms and the Palestinians claim, Jews are murdered while Palestinians are killed or find their death, Jews are abducted while Arabs are arrested, the Israeli army always responds while the Palestinians always attack, the Jews are soldiers while Arabs are terrorists or just murderers, the Israeli army always hits high-ranking terrorists and never low-ranking terrorists, men and women suffering from shock are always Jews, never Arabs. And, as we said, people with blood on their hands are always Arabs, never-ever Jews. This, by the way, also goes for much of the foreign coverage of events here.) <P>

WHEN THE GOVERNMENT does not disclose its intentions, we have no choice but to deduce its intentions from its actions. That is a judicial rule: when a person does something with a foreseeable result, it is assumed that he did it in order to obtain this result. <P>

The government which decided on the killing in Bethlehem undoubtedly intended to torpedo the cease-fire. <P>

Why does it want to do so? <P>

There are several possible kinds of cease-fire. The most simple is the cessation of hostilities on the Gaza Strip border. No Qassams, Grads and mortar shells on the one side, no targeted assassinations, bombardments, shelling and incursion on the other side. <P>

It is known that the army objects to that. They want to be free to <I>"liquidate"</I> from the air and raid on the ground. They want a one-sided cease-fire. <P>

A limited cease-fire is impossible. Hamas cannot agree to it, as long as the blockade cuts the Strip off on all sides and turn life there into hell - not enough medicines, not enough food, the seriously ill cannot reach appropriate hospitals, the movement of cars has come to an almost complete standstill, no imports or exports, no production or commercial activity. The opening of all border crossings for the movement of goods is, therefore, an essential component of a cease-fire. <P>

Our government is not willing to do that, because it would mean the consolidation of the Hamas government in the Gaza Strip. Government sources hint that Abbas and his people in Ramallah also object to the lifting of the blockade - a malicious rumor, because it would mean that Abbas is conducting a war against his own people. President Bush also rejects a cease-fire, even while his people pretend the opposite. Europe, as usual, is trailing along behind the US. <P>

Can Hamas agree to a cease-fire that would apply only to the Gaza Strip but not to the West Bank? That is doubtful. This week it was proven that the Islamic Jihad organization in Gaza cannot stand idly by while its members are killed in Bethlehem. Hamas could not stand by in Gaza and enjoy the fruits of government if the Israeli army were to kill Hamas militants in Nablus or Jenin. And, of course, no Palestinian would agree that the Gaza Strip and the West Bank are two separate entities.  <P>

A Gaza-only cease-fire would allow Barak to blow it to pieces at any moment by a Bethlehem-style provocation. This is how it could go: Hamas agrees to a Gaza-only cease-fire, the Israeli army kills a dozen Hamas members in Hebron, Hamas responds by launching Grad missiles at Ashkelon, Olmert tells the world: You see? The terrorist Hamas is violating the cease-fire, which proves that we have no partner! <P>

This means that a real and durable cease-fire, which would create the necessary atmosphere for real peace negotiations, must include the West Bank, too. Olmert-Barak would not dream of agreeing to that. And as long as George Bush is around, there will be no effective pressure on our government. <P>

A PROPOS: who is really in charge in Israel at this time? <P>

This week's events point to the answer: the man who makes the decisions is Ehud Barak, the most dangerous person in Israel, the very same Barak who blew up the Camp David conference and persuaded the entire Israeli public that <I>"we have no partner for peace."</I> <P>

2052 years ago today, on the Ides of March, Julius Caesar was assassinated. Ehud Barak sees himself as a latter-day local replica of the Roman general. He, too, would dearly want to report: <I>"I came, I saw, I conquered."</I> <P>

But the reality is rather different: He came, he saw, he destroyed.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Whatsoever You Do <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> <font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

The only way to make sure people you agree with can speak is to support the rights of people you don't agree with. ~~ Eleanor Holmes Norton <P>

And the trouble with the truth <br>

Is it's just what I need to hear. <br> ~~~ Patty Loveless ~~~ <P>

"Our lives begin to end the day we become silent about things that matter" ~~~ Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr <P> </center> </I> <P> </font> <font size="+2">

Last week the condemnation of Geraldine Ferraro's remarks about race and gender drew a definitive line in the political sands.  Liberals, united in their outrage, were quick to jump on the "no-racists-here" bus.  Clinton garnered support from a segment of the Democratic Party that was uneasy with an Obama nomination. In a repugnant but effective maneuver, the Clinton campaign made race an issue in both blatant and subtle ways. Not only was clandestine bigotry promoted, white liberals were able to feel comfortable and righteous with their position on racism. This week's strategic airing of clips from the Reverend Dr. Jeremiah Wright's sermons, however, has revealed an ugly hypocrisy.  <P>

Dr. Wright's remarks have been played in an endless loop and, suddenly, racism means something very different than it did last week.   <P>

The excerpts from his sermons have been criticized as inflammatory and divisive. Many, perhaps most, of the people who only days ago rallied around Obama in paroxysms of political correctness, are now just a tad uncomfortable with the idea that African Americans might be upset about the racism that marks our history. The videos of Dr. Wright frightened people. They were almost intimate, presenting as they did, a glimpse into a world that apparently many people had never seen. And in that world was a strong-willed and courageous black man who spoke the truth with passion to people-black people-who listened. Pains were taken to quickly point out the fear was not because he was a black man talking about rich white Americans but rather because he made anti-Semitic and anti-American statements. Of course. Witness yet another astonishing reworking of reality. Dr. Wright became the racist for speaking out about racism.  <P>

The man is a minister. His <I>"style,"</I> which has been called <I>"fiery,"</I> and his purpose, which has been described as <I>"whipping his congregation into a frenzy," </I>are, in fact, time-honored and revered methods of delivering a spiritual message to a congregation. I spent many Sunday mornings listening to preachers exhort their congregation; ministers who spoke with flair and drama in order to elevate, teach and inspire. Ministers are supposed to speak out vehemently against wrongs. What could be more deserving of heat and heart than injustice, war, death, destruction and greed? <P>

The Reverend Dr. Wright is, also and obviously, a Christian in the truest sense. He has demonstrated that the teachings central to the literature and philosophy of that religion are the foundations of his life and work. As a minister and as a man of God, he was required to speak out. Unlike the ministers who have served and prayed with George Bush as he ordered murder, torture and the plunder of nations, Dr. Wright stayed true to the Christian doctrine. <P>

Most Americans cannot accept the truths Dr. Wright told. The fanaticism of Zionism, the plight of Palestinians, the obscenity of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the institutionalized and rigid bigotry that still marks all aspects of our culture and most importantly, the unspoken and unacknowledged racism that we all carry in us-these are things we do not want to see about our government or ourselves. To accept these truths would require action or an admission of cowardice and epic moral failing. It is much easier to pretend they are lies told by a racist. <P>

Gratifying as it would have been to hear Barack Obama stand with Dr. Wright and his accurate assessment of the American political and social system, political expedience demanded something else. Obama needs white liberals to win the nomination. White liberals do not want to be told they are racist. Racism belongs to the other-the working class and poor.  White liberals want to be asked politely if an outsider can sit at their table and then be praised for saying yes. Or vindicated for saying no.  They don't want the table to be open to any and every one. They just want to pretend it is. <P>

I can't pass judgment on Obama's handling of this particular crisis. I am not the part of the constituency he could have betrayed. What I am certain of, however, is that a man who sat in the pews while Reverend Wright preached could not have remained untouched by the light of truth. I don't know what kind of president Barack Obama might be but I believe he is a better man for having known Jeremiah Wright.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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Grassroots Economic Reality <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

Economists have this to say to those of you who see your family's economic fortunes on the decline: <I>"Don't be so glum, chum!"</I> <P>

In a recent poll, only 19 percent of Americans said that our country is headed in the right direction, and a majority is pessimistic about the nation's economy. This seems to baffle such high-powered thinkers as Alan Binder, a former member of the Federal Reserve board and consultant to some top Washington pols. Guru Binder has declared that<I> "people are more sour about the economy than the data would seem to warrant."</I> <P>

Could someone buy this guy a clue? The problem with data, Mr. Binder, is that we can't eat it, gas up our cars with it, or put it in the bank. Yes, the numbers might convince highly-paid eggheads like you that America has been booming. However, the incomes of the workaday majority of Americans have not even kept up with inflation. It's not anxiety that's fueling people's glumness - it's reality. <P>

Binder should chauffeur out to just about any working class neighborhood in America, where he'd get an earful of reality. For example, Shari Joos, a 45-year-old mother of four living in Southeast, Ohio, would love to give the economist some data. <P>

As she told the New York Times, she and her husband were pulling down $30,000 a year - until he got laid off from his factory job. Ms. Joos now works from 9:30 am to 1 pm at a school cafeteria, then drives to a Wal-Mart to put in a 2-10 pm shift at the deli counter. Her husband did find another job - driving a forklift for Wal-Mart. It pays less than he was making, plus it's an hour's drive from home, so the gas cost eats up his paycheck. <P>

His shift ends at 2:30 am. <I>"We never see each other," says Ms. Joos. She adds, "We never even think of taking a vacation." </I> <P>

That, Mr. Binder, is why people are a bit sour about the economy.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Iraq: 5 Years Of Lies <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Wexler </font> <P>

Dear Ernest, <P>

This evening will mark 5 years since President Bush officially launched his ill-conceived preemptive invasion of Iraq. (<A HREF="https://wexlerforcongress.com/multimedia.asp?ItemID=240">To watch my new video on the 5 Year Anniversary click here</A>.) <P>

At the beginning of this war, whether we agreed with it or not, Congress and the American people saluted the brave service of the men and women of our military. <P> <B>

Today, five years later, it is well past time that we truly honor this service by bringing all American troops home from Iraq. </B>This war has affected the lives of so many American families. The stories we hear from our friends, family members, and co-workers are truly heartbreaking - from the tragic losses of life and devastating injuries, to those who have returned but still suffer mental trauma and Post Traumatic Stress Disorder. <P>

Many of us personally know one of the 4,000 soldiers who have died or one of nearly 40,000 Americans who have been wounded.<P>

Many of us have a friend or family member who has had to suffer repeated 15-month tours - separated from family and often with little break in between assignments. <P>

Beyond the personal losses that so many have endured, now all Americans are feeling the financial effects of the war, as the fruits of our economy (nearly $500 billion to date) are drained into this never-ending engagement. Just imagine the investments that could have been made if this money was spent here at home, rather than fueling this massive war machine half a world away. <P>

This tragedy extends to innocent Iraqis as well. From children to their teachers, shopkeepers to waiters - even the low estimates of Iraqi civilian deaths are near 90,000. Some estimate the death toll to be in the hundreds of thousands. <P>

Americans will sacrifice a great deal to protect our national security and to bring peace to troubled regions of the world. But what have we gained for all of our sacrifices in Iraq? Today, we are more vulnerable then ever with a rebuilding Al Qaeda, a resurgent Iran, and a totally destabilized Iraq. <P>

Even worse, President Bush and Vice-President Cheney brought us into this calamity in Iraq based on deliberate lies and misdirection. The Bush Administration misled Congress and the American people with false claims of Iraqi nuclear weapons, Iraqi weapons of mass destruction, and Iraqi relations with Al Qaeda. These lies were fed with great enthusiasm by those who stood to benefit financially and politically from this war. <P> <B>

We must renew our call for a dramatic change of course.</B> Last week in Congress, I introduced a resolution that condemns the Bush Administration for this unnecessary war and calls for an immediate redeployment of troops. (<A HREF="http://www.wexlerforcongress.com/images/iraqres.pdf">Click here to read the resolution.</A>) <B>Please contact your Member of Congress and urge them to co-sponsor this important resolution. </B> <P>

It is time to confront the stark reality of our situation. <P>

First, the so-called <I>"success of the surge</I>" is as big a lie as the falsehoods that began the war itself. This is confirmed by General Petraeus' own conclusion earlier this week that political reconciliation has not occurred in Iraq. <P>

Second, our economy can no longer sustain the cost of this war. Remember, no previous war has been waged while simultaneously offering tax cuts to the wealthy. <P>

And finally, to date, we have still not held the Administration accountable for the countless lies that led to the war itself. As you know, I have aggressively advocated for impeachment hearings for Vice President Cheney to hold him accountable for his numerous misdeeds in relation to this war. <P>

Please know that I hear your voices loud and clear. I strongly urge you to continue your vital activism on these issues and together we can bring about change. <P>

Sincerely, <P> <B>

Congressman Robert Wexler</B> <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Robert Wexler </font>
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Eliot's Mess And The $200 Million Bailout <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

The $200 billion bail-out for predator banks and Spitzer charges are intimately linked </font> <br>

By Greg Palast <P>

Reporting for Air America Radio's Clout <P> <B>

While New York Governor Eliot Spitzer was paying an 'escort' $4,300 in a hotel room in Washington, just down the road, George Bush's new Federal Reserve Board Chairman, Ben Bernanke, was secretly handing over $200 billion in a tryst with mortgage bank industry speculators. Both acts were wanton, wicked and lewd. But there's a BIG difference. The Governor was using his own checkbook. Bush's man Bernanke was using ours. </B> <P>

This week, Bernanke's Fed, for the first time in its history, loaned a selected coterie of banks one-fifth of a trillion dollars to guarantee these banks' mortgage-backed junk bonds. The deluge of public loot was an eye-popping windfall to the very banking predators who have brought two million families to the brink of foreclosure. <P>

Up until Wednesday, there was one single, lonely politician who stood in the way of this creepy little assignation at the bankers' bordello: Eliot Spitzer. <P>

Who are they kidding? Spitzer's lynching and the bankers' enriching are intimately tied. <P>

How? Follow the money. <P>

The press has swallowed Wall Street's line that millions of US families are about to lose their homes because they bought homes they couldn't afford or took loans too big for their wallets. Ba-LON-ey. That's blaming the victim. <P>

Here's what happened. Since the Bush regime came to power, a new species of loan became the norm, the<I> 'sub-prime'</I> mortgage and it's variants including loans with teeny <I>"introductory"</I> interest rates. From out of nowhere, a company called <I>'Countrywide'</I> became America's top mortgage lender, accounting for one in five home loans, a large chuck of these <I>'sub-prime.'</I> <P>

Here's how it worked: The Grinning Family, with US average household income, gets a $200,000 mortgage at 4% for two years. Their $955 a month payment is 25% of their income. No problem. Their banker promises them a new mortgage, again at the cheap rate, in two years. But in two years, the promise ain't worth a can of spam and the Grinnings are told to scram - because their house is now worth less than the mortgage. Now, the mortgage hits 9% or $1,609 plus fees to recover the <I>"discount" </I>they had for two years. Suddenly, payments equal 42% to 50% of pre-tax income. Grinnings move into their Toyota. <P>

Now, what kind of American is <I>'sub-prime.'</I> Guess. No peeking. Here's a hint: 73% of HIGH INCOME Black and Hispanic borrowers were given sub-prime loans versus 17% of similar-income Whites. Dark-skinned borrowers aren't stupid - they had no choice. They were <I>'steered'</I> as it's called in the mortgage sharking business. <P> <I>

'Steering,' </I>sub-prime loans with usurious kickers, fake inducements to over-borrow, called <I>'fraudulent conveyance'</I> or<I> 'predatory lending' </I>under US law, were almost completely forbidden in the olden days (Clinton Administration and earlier) by federal regulators and state laws as nothing more than fancy loan-sharking. <P>

But when the Bush regime took over, Countrywide and its banking brethren were told to party hardy - it was OK now to steer'm, fake'm, charge'm and take'm. <P>

But there was this annoying party-pooper. The Attorney General of New York, Eliot Spitzer, who sued these guys to a fare-thee-well. Or tried to. <P>

Instead of regulating the banks that had run amok, Bush's regulators went on the warpath against Spitzer and states attempting to stop predatory practices. Making an unprecedented use of the legal power of <I>"federal pre-emption,"</I> Bush-bots ordered the states to NOT enforce their consumer protection laws. <P>

Indeed, the feds actually filed a lawsuit to block Spitzer's investigation of ugly racial mortgage steering. Bush's banking buddies were especially steamed that Spitzer hammered bank practices across the nation using New York State laws. <P>

Spitzer not only took on Countrywide, he took on their predatory enablers in the investment banking community. Behind Countrywide was the Mother Shark, its funder and now owner, Bank of America. Others joined the sharkfest: Goldman Sachs, Merrill Lynch and Citigroup's Citibank made mortgage usury their major profit centers. They did this through a bit of financial legerdemain called<I> "securitization."</I> <P>

What that means is that they took a bunch of junk mortgages, like the Grinnings, loans about to go down the toilet and re-packaged them into <I>"tranches"</I> of bonds which were stamped <I>"AAA"</I> - top grade - by bond rating agencies. These gold-painted turds were sold as sparkling safe investments to US school district pension funds and town governments in Finland (really). <P>

When the housing bubble burst and the paint flaked off, investors were left with the poop and the bankers were left with bonuses. Countrywide's top man, Angelo Mozilo, will 'earn' a $77 million buy-out bonus this year on top of the $656 million - over half a billion dollars - he pulled in from 1998 through 2007. <P>

But there were rumblings that the party would soon be over. Angry regulators, burned investors and the weight of millions of homes about to be boarded up were causing the sharks to sink. Countrywide's stock was down 50%, and Citigroup was off 38%, not pleasing to the Gulf sheiks who now control its biggest share blocks. <P>

Then, on Wednesday of this week, the unthinkable happened. Carlyle Capital went bankrupt. Who? That's Carlyle as in Carlyle Group. James Baker, Senior Counsel. Notable partners, former and past: George Bush, the Bin Laden family and more dictators, potentates, pirates and presidents than you can count. <P>

The Fed had to act. Bernanke opened the vault and dumped $200 billion on the poor little suffering bankers. They got the public treasure - and got to keep the Grinning's house. There was no 'quid' of a foreclosure moratorium for the <I>'pro quo'</I> of public bail-out. Not one family was saved - but not one banker was left behind. <P>

Every mortgage sharking operation shot up in value. Mozilo's Countrywide stock rose 17% in one day. The Citi sheiks saw their company's stock rise $10 billion in an afternoon. <P>

And that very same day the bail-out was decided - what a coinkydink! - the man called, <I>'The Sheriff of Wall Street'</I> was cuffed. Spitzer was silenced. <P>

Do I believe the banks called Justice and said, <I>"Take him down today!"</I> Naw, that's not how the system works. But the big players knew that unless Spitzer was taken out, he would create enough ruckus to spoil the party. Headlines in the financial press - one was<I> "Wall Street Declares War on Spitzer"</I> - made clear to Bush's enforcers at Justice who their number one target should be. And it wasn't Bin Laden. <P>

It was the night of February 13 when Spitzer made the bone-headed choice to order take-out in his Washington Hotel room. He had just finished signing these words for the Washington Post about predatory loans: <P> <I>

"Not only did the Bush administration do nothing to protect consumers, it embarked on an aggressive and unprecedented campaign to prevent states from protecting their residents from the very problems to which he federal government was turning a blind eye." </I> <P>

Bush, said Spitzer right in the headline, was the <I>"Predator Lenders' Partner in Crime."</I> The President, said Spitzer, was a fugitive from justice. And Spitzer was in Washington to launch a campaign to take on the Bush regime and the biggest financial powers on the planet. <P>

Spitzer wrote,<I> "When history tells the story of the subprime lending crisis and recounts its devastating effects on the lives of so many innocent homeowners the Bush administration will not be judged favorably."</I> <P>

But now, the Administration can rest assured that this love story - of Bush and his bankers - will not be told by history at all - now that the Sheriff of Wall Street has fallen on his own gun. <P> <B>

A note on <I>"Prosecutorial Indiscretion."</I> </B> <P>

Back in the day when I was an investigator of racketeers for government, the federal prosecutor I was assisting was deciding whether to launch a case based on his negotiations for airtime with 60 Minutes. I'm not allowed to tell you the prosecutor's name, but I want to mention he was recently seen shouting, <I>"Florida is Rudi country! Florida is Rudi country!" </I> <P>

Not all crimes lead to federal bust or even public exposure. It's up to something called <I>"prosecutorial discretion."</I> <P>

Funny thing, this <I>'discretion.'</I> For example, Senator David Vitter, Republican of Louisiana, paid Washington DC prostitutes to put him diapers (ewww!), yet the Senator was not exposed by the US prosecutors busting the pimp-ring that pampered him._ Naming and shaming and ruining Spitzer - rarely done in these cases - was made at the<I> 'discretion'</I> of Bush's Justice Department. <P>

Or maybe we should say, <I>'indiscretion.'</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) <A HREF=" http://www.gregpalast.com/"> 2008 Greg Palast </A></font>is the author of the New York Times bestseller, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Armed+Madhouse.&Go.x=4&Go.y=13&Go=Go">Armed Madhouse</: Sordid Secrets and Strange Tales from a White House Gone Wild. </A> Listen to Palast on Clout at www.GregPalast.com
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The 3/11 "Buffalo" Market -- A Date Code Decode <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P>

Intelligence Correspondent <P>

My column of last weekend alerted readers to the possibility of an interesting 3/11, the anniversary of the 2004 Madrid bombings.  The events of 3/11 (Tuesday) strongly suggest that the alert was accurate.  Readers may want to read what I wrote so that they can decide for themselves whether the date code that ABC News, the FBI and I have investigated is valid or not: <P>

<A HREF="http://infowars.net/articles/march2008/110308_b_Code.htm"> The Terror Date Code -- Beware the Odds of March </A> <P> <B>

Buffaloed Bulls </B> <P>

The Federal Reserve caused the 3/11 stock market surge with an infusion of $200 billion.  Wall Street stampeded like a thirst-crazed herd that had caught the whiff of water.  Before the closing bell on Tuesday, the bulls had trampled the bears, and the Dow Jones industrial average had posted 416 points, its biggest gain in five years. <P>

The Fed's 3/11 money bomb was a welcome variation of the 3/11 Madrid bomb.  Inside traders and moneylenders, dependable Bush League backers and beneficiaries, made their bucks without blasting or bleeding the public in contrast to the pre-9/11 profit plot in which inside traders, or better yet, traitors, made heavy negative bets (<I>"put options"</I>) that American Airlines and United Airlines would crash.  A few days later, on 9/11, the airlines did crash -- into the Twin Towers, the Pentagon and Pennsylvania.  Needless to say, the Bush administration has quashed any investigation of how its friends knew about the new Pearl Harbor in advance. <P>

It all goes to show that you can buffalo bulls or buffalo bears.  A buffalo market is the most profitable kind of all -- for the chosen few who are in on the surprise.  As a Houstonian I'm a bit more at home with Big Oil than Big Money, and have applied myself for four years to predicting where and when oil patch explosions would set the buffaloes into motion.  Two weeks ago The Lone Star Iconoclast published an editorial calling on Congress to investigate my results: <P>

<A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=2525&z=226"> Time To Investigate Houston Is Now. </A> <P> <B> 

Shamed Sheriff </B> <P>

The disgrace and downfall of Eliot Spitzer, <I>"Sheriff of Wall Street," </I>on 3/10 predisposed stock marketeers to enjoy themselves on 3/11.  By all accounts the New York governor had been a pain in the ass to Big Money as he postured himself to climb higher up the political ladder, perhaps even to the presidency by pointing out and prosecuting Wall Street outlaws.  The whole thing couldn't have come at a better time for the stock market -- which is when it came when it did. <P>

Behind every exposed sexual peccadillo there is always some serious payback.  Spitzer might have gotten away with his battles with the bankers, had he not escalated his crusade to all-out war on the White House for backing the bankers against the public interest.  In early February, Spitzer sent an op-ed to the Washington Post: <P>

<A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/02/13/AR2008021302783.html"> Predatory Lenders' Partner in Crime. </A> <P>

The Post ran Spitzer's op-ed on Valentine's Day, but a day earlier the Bush administration had zeroed in on the Sheriff of Wall Street for a tryst with a hooker.  Unless you scour the Internet for your information, though, chances are that you don't know about Spitzer's op-ed, only his outing.  It's quite an omission, the kind that validates what the mainstream media is fond of calling <I>"conspiracy."</I> <P> <B>

Conspiracy Code </B> <P>

Thank God for the ABC News report, even if they intended for us to forget all about it: <P>

<A HREF="http://blogs.abcnews.com/theblotter/2006/07/new_york_9ll_ma.html"> New York, 9/ll; Madrid, 3/11; Mumbai, 7/ll. </A> <P>

As skeptical as we on the Internet like to think we are, a lifetime of mainstream programming has made it easier for us to believe that something is possible if ABC News says it's possible. <P>

Once we understand that terror attacks are not randomly dated we can understand that the date code 9/11 was chosen because it reminded the American people of the national emergency code 911.  What date code could better be used to convince us that the government should assume emergency powers? <P>

The existence of a date code shows us that the dire deeds shaping our existence are only apparently random.  Understanding that, we are no longer surprised that the major US political assassinations and attempted assassinations of the last 50 years have date codes rooted in the number 11: <P> <B>

JFK: 11/22 <br>

MLK: 4/4 <br>

RFK: 6/6 <br>

Ford: 9/22 <br>

Reagan: 3/30 <P> </B>

We are not surprised that the victorious Great Powers of the West -- the same ones who are now engaged in a global war -- signed their victory in World War I with a date code, imposing a harsh armistice on the 11th hour of the 11th day of the 11th month (11/11, 11:00).  We are not surprised that the crucial Western attack of World War II, the Normandy invasion, occurred on 6/6/44 (66/44).  Finally, we are not surprised that the Federal Reserve exploded a $200 billion money bomb on 3/11 in a historic attempt to boy up profits. <P> <B>

Unseen Scene </B> <P>

Is it really such a stretch to infer that hidden directors control the world stage?  Is it so difficult to believe that the leaders on whom we, the audience, focus our attention are merely actors following directions?  Finally, isn't it obvious that the critics of the mainstream media are mere publicists for power? <P>

Our <I>"hear no evil, see no evil, speak no evil"</I> mainstream media has declined to investigate the glaring inconsistencies of the official 9/11 story; the overwhelming evidence that the Bush administration was planning a global war and Homeland state before 9/11 made those things possible; and the Downing Street memo, a high-level official document that proved a war conspiracy between George Bush and Tony Blair. <P>

All that strongly suggests that there is a gang at the top of our Western power pyramid as much as there ever was in the Soviet Union, the Third Reich, the Roman Empire or ancient Egypt.  They are not greatly different from the street gangs we see on the TV set today, they never are.  Look under our bridges, along our rail cars or upon our traffic signs, and you will find a code -- mere graffiti to you or me -- written by street gangs.  The state gangs who set up wars, kill their enemies and staged terror events use their own code, scrawled across the mainstream media, both to prepare their deeds ahead of time, and then to take credit for what they have done.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is he the military correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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Annals Of Liberation<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Buried Truths, Bloody Lies and Our Expert Executioners </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

For a proper perspective on the fifth anniversary of the invasion of Iraq, check out <A HREF="http://winterpatriot.blogspot.com/2008/03/live-blogging-from-winter-soldier.html">Winter Patriot on the Winter Soldier hearings</A> in Washington DC. WP has all background -- and the vital links -- to this important conference, where the Iraq Veterans Against the War are presenting hard truths about the bloody, brutal -- and brutalizing -- reality of the continuing American war crime in the shattered land. <A HREF="http://winterpatriot.blogspot.com/2008/03/live-blogging-from-winter-soldier.html">Get over there now</A>, read WP's excerpts, then hop to the many links to further details. <P>

Because you're not going to get this information from the America's media mandarins. The New York Times has not deigned to mention the hearings at all. The Washington Post <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/03/14/AR2008031403887.html">buried a story on it</A> deep inside the paper on Saturday -- and a very skillful piece of dampening it was, too. Five of the first 11 paragraphs were given over to the handful of <I>"counter-protestors"</I> who showed up to denounce the veterans. It was not until the 19th paragraph that the Post mentioned any specific incident -- a gunship attack on an apartment building in November 2003. No details were given.  <P>

Meanwhile, Patrick Cockburn -- another longtime eyewitness to the realities of Iraq whose voice you will never hear in the hushed and reverent corridors of the corporate media -- provides yet another portrait of Iraq's deepening ruination in The Independent. From "<A HREF="http://www.independent.co.uk/opinion/commentators/patrick-cockburn-iraq-is-a-country-no-more-like-much-else-that-was-not-the-plan-796499.html">Iraq is Not a Country Anymore</A>": <P> <I> 

'It reminds me of Iraq under Saddam," a militant opponent of Saddam Hussein said angrily to me last week as he watched red-capped Iraqi soldiers close down part of central Baghdad so the convoy of Nouri al-Maliki, the Iraqi Prime Minister, might briefly venture into the city. <P>

Five years after the invasion of Iraq, the US and the Iraqi governments claim that the country is becoming a less dangerous place, but the measures taken to protect Mr Maliki told a different story. Gun-waving soldiers first cleared all traffic from the streets. Then four black armoured cars, each with three machine-gunners on the roof, raced out of the Green Zone through a heavily fortified exit, followed by sand-coloured American Humvees and more armoured cars. Finally, in the middle of the speeding convoy, we saw six identical bullet-proof vehicles with black windows, one of which must have been carrying Mr Maliki. <P>

The precautions were not excessive, since Baghdad remains the most dangerous city in the world. The Iraqi Prime Minister was only going to the headquarters of the Dawa party, to which he belongs and which are just half a mile outside the Green Zone, but his hundreds of security guards acted as if they were entering enemy territory. <P>

Five years of occupation have destroyed Iraq as a country. Baghdad is today a collection of hostile Sunni and Shia ghettoes divided by high concrete walls. Different districts even have different national flags. Sunni areas use the old Iraqi flag with the three stars of the Baath party, and the Shia wave a newer version, adopted by the Shia-Kurdish government. The Kurds have their own flag. <P>

The Iraqi government tries to give the impression that normality is returning. Iraqi journalists are told not to mention the continuing violence. When a bomb exploded in Karada district near my hotel, killing 70 people, the police beat and drove away a television cameraman trying to take pictures of the devastation. Civilian casualties have fallen from 65 Iraqis killed daily from November 2006 to August 2007 to 26 daily in February. But the fall in the death rate is partly because ethnic cleansing has already done its grim work and in much of Baghdad there are no mixed areas left.  <P> </I>

John McCain is in the locked-down, walled-off, ethnically cleansed Iraqi capital right now, pumping for his 100 Years of War and touting the <I>"success"</I> of the surge. <A HREF="http://thinkprogress.org/2008/03/16/mccain-market-iraq/">But as ThinkProgress points out</A>, the surge is so successful that McCain is now unable to go to the open-air market he visited last April, when with <I>"100 American soldiers, with three Blackhawk helicopters, and two Apache gunships overhead,"</I> he took a brief stroll to show how safe Baghdad already was. The marketplace is now under the control of Shiite ethnic cleanser Moqtada al Sadr, and U.S. reporters were told by their security guards that <I>"they didn't believe it was safe for an American to be in that area." </I> <P>

Arthur Silber expands on Cockburn's piece in a post very aptly titled, "<A HREF="http://powerofnarrative.blogspot.com/2008/03/over-one-million-murdered-and-nothing.html">Over One Million Murdered -- and Nothing has Been Learned</A>." Silber also peels the paint off the pack of <I>"wise men"</I> assembled by the New York Times this weekend to assess the progress and problems of the imperial adventure in Mesopotamia. Their conclusion: keep killing, but do it better next time. Silber lays it on the line (as always, go to his site and<A HREF="http://powerofnarrative.blogspot.com/2008/03/over-one-million-murdered-and-nothing.html"> follow the many links</A>): <I> <P>

Of course, neither the NYT nor any of the "nine experts" refer to the invasion and ongoing occupation as a war crime. Not a single one of these eminent personages acknowledges that Iraq had never attacked us, that Iraq constituted no threat to the U.S. of any consequence whatsoever, and that these facts -- which are the only facts relevant to a determination of whether the U.S. had any justification at all to launch this criminal war -- could have been known in the winter and spring of 2002-2003, and that these facts were known to many "ordinary" persons in the United States and around the world. But none of the "ordinary" persons who understood the truth were "experts." None of them belonged to the ruling class. </I> <P>

Silber then gives chapter and verse from the hideous gospels of these willing executioners, and concludes: <P> <I>

Behold the wisdom of the ruling class, now increased by benefit of the deaths of more than a million innocent people: the next time the United States wages a war of aggression, the next time the United States violates the Nuremberg Principles, the next time the United States installs a brutally cruel colonial occupation force -- do it efficiently. <P>

Manage future wars of conquest and future occupations competently. Commit your crimes -- and your murders -- with skill and expertise. <P>

In this way, the ruling class is now prepared to do it all again -- against Iran, or Syria, possibly China in five or ten years. It will not matter that another nation will not have attacked us, or even had the capability of doing so. All that will be of consequence is that the United States manages its future crimes expertly and efficiently.... <P>

Our government is a government of monsters, advised by "experts" who are monsters. If the United States should suffer another horrifying attack on a scale equal to or even worse than 9/11, do not wonder why. You know why, but most of you don't want to acknowledge the explanation or face what it means, even now. <P>

A million deaths will not deter them. Will five million? Ten million? No. They will not. This is your government, and it will be your government under a new Democratic or Republican administration. <P> </I>

Oh my lord! Silber sounds like Obama's preacher! We'd better <A HREF="http://powerofnarrative.blogspot.com/2008/03/i-denounce-and-repudiate-myself-and-i.html">denounce him right away</A>! <P>

For to be sure, denunciation, demonization and marginalization are the fates awaiting anyone in public life who dares utter a word of truth in freedom's fair and happy land. That's why the testimonies of the Winter Soldiers of Iraq are being buried or ignored -- just like the bodies of the million dead now rotting in Iraqi soil.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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Thou Shalt Not Kid Thyself <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

The Vatican unveils fresh new sins, as the world just rolls its eyes. Is your name on the list? </font> <br>

By Mark Morford <P>

This just in: If you're an obscenely wealthy drug-dealing pedophile stem-cell researcher who drives a Hummer and doesn't recycle, you are totally going to hell. Oh please, like you didn't already know. <P>

Hey, the Catholic Church wouldn't lie, mister. The Big Book o' Deadly Sins apparently has <A HREF="http://www.bloomberg.com/apps/news?pid=20601102&sid=aizloDFbRPRM&refer=uk">a whole new addendum </A>and it looks like it ain't just gluttony and lust and murder and hot porn and witchcraft and coveting thy neighbor's way cool Flickr photo stream anymore. That stuff is for wimps. Serfs. Lutherans. <P>

The Vatican is trying to get serious. Modern. Hip, even. Indeed, Sins 2.0 now includes taking "mind-altering" drugs and polluting the planet and creating poverty and hoarding excessive wealth and messing around with genetics and did you not see the grim expression on the face of that Vatican official when he announced the new aberrations? Totally serious. Deadly. I mean, the scales were flaking right off his face. And if you look closely, you can see God right there, standing just behind the podium like a hulking Dick Cheney figure, nodding gloomily in agreement. Mmm, the Vatican. It's like Disneyland for arthritic masochists. <P>

Hey, don't get mad at me. These are <A HREF="http://www.slate.com/id/2186416/">just the rules</A>. I don't make them up, I just report the facts. Like this one: Do you have a healthy Adderall/Zoloft/Budweiser addiction that you couple with a severe case of keepin' your uppity and sexually dangerous wife in her gul-dang place? God loves you. And your fellow Republicans. Do you enjoy a joint with your wine and a few hits of Ecstasy at Burning Man and maybe some special mushrooms at SXSW as you play with a Pyrex dildo with your joyful girlfriend just after yoga but before meditating? Say hello to Satan for me, pervert. <P>

Perhaps you are amused by it all. Or maybe frightened. Or a bit of both. Perhaps you also note that what's remarkable about Sinapalooza '08 is not that the Catholic Church has now finally managed to recognize that drugs and pollution even exist. It's not even remarkable that a priest actually had the gall to say to the world that <A HREF="http://ap.google.com/article/ALeqM5iMkHLSmqxTMGQ3qBlc0wLqgvKaNAD8VALSBO1">pedophilia is also horrible</A> and wrong and God does not approve, and no one actually walked up and slapped him across the face, hard. <P>

No, what's perhaps most amusing is that in this modern age, someone still feigns to have the authority to invent new sins in the first place, to perpetuate the inanity of the very concept, to torque and mold and reshape divine will as he sees fit, just sort of making it up as he goes along, expecting everyone to basically kneel and cower and kiss the ring. Is that not fabulous, in a hey-look-we're-back-in-1328 sort of way? <P>

And yes, I also enjoyed the new sin of excessive wealth, given how the Vatican is one of the most - if not the most - gluttonously wealthy organizations on the planet, oozing with real estate and massive stock portfolios, dripping with cash, billions of dollars in hoarded treasure and unknown gems, icons, art, the solid gold vaginas of 1,000 pagan goddesses locked up in its vaults. The hypocrisy is positively comical. Epic. Makes Eliot Spitzer's trifle look like <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/n/a/2008/03/11/entertainment/e125240D64.DTL">Mary Ann smoking a roach</A> in rural Idaho. <P>

To be fair, the church does use some of that massive wealth, once estimated at about $15 billion but likely far, far higher, to fund its various charities and clinics and community centers. But it also uses it to buy more land, to pay out hundreds of millions of dollars in settlements in hundreds of pedophilia cases worldwide, to wield frightening political power, buy favor with the Italian mafia, and to refuse services it deems <I>"sinful," </I>such as providing honest health information and condoms in AIDS-ridden Africa. <P>

Despite all of that, I don't particularly hate the Catholic Church, per se. It just happens to be the finest extant example of a largely hypocritical misogynistic authoritarian patriarchy that still wields far too much power. When it comes to insulting religious silliness, it is, of course, far from alone. <P>

It's also fun to consider, in an inverse sort of way, the great Joseph Smith, founder and creator and master editor of his entire religion, who, much like the Catholic Church, actually adjusted and erased and rewrote entire hunks of Mormonism's bylaws on the fly, just so he could, say, marry multiple women or perhaps prevent one of them from claiming certain property ownership and perhaps so he could slouch on the couch and not do the damn dishes and watch back-to-back episodes of <I>"Weeds"</I> on DVD without the incessant nagging from the wives. <P>

Is that not fantastic? Is that not every male's dream? I do believe we should all try this. <P> <I>

"Honey, it says right here in the Good Book that thou shalt not take my Mercedes and go for a joy ride to Vegas with your girlfriends for the spa weekend and leave me with the kids." "What? Where the hell does it say that?" "Why, right here!" "You just wrote that with an orange Sharpie, just now!" "So? It's my religion! And by the way, thou shalt now go make me a tuna sandwich. Naked." </I> <P>

You have to ask: Do religious convulsions such as these make any difference? Mormonism's silliness aside, is there really anyone left who takes Vatican decrees at all seriously, someone who might've been hell-bent on becoming, say, a rich child-molesting cokehead with a giant carbon footprint who suddenly saw the new sins and was like,<I> "Oh crap! Guess I'll become a social worker after all."</I> <P>

It's like that old joke: You're driving along just happy as can be and you glance over and there's Exhausted Urban Mom piloting the Caravan to the Gymboree, and just when you're about to ram her off the road and hopefully down that steep embankment to her fiery death as you laugh maniacally, you see it: <I>"Baby on Board."</I> Damn! Thwarted again. <P>

Speaking of babies, here's a terrific new statistic:<A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/n/a/2008/03/11/national/a093208D08.DTL"> 25-40 percent of American teenage girls have a sexually transmitted disease</A>. Isn't that wonderful? Abstinence education has been a blessing and a joy. <P>

What does that have to do with Vatican impudence? Easy. This same Catholic Church has been lying to young women for upwards of 2,000 years, telling them to loathe and mistrust their bodies and fear sex and restrain their natural urges and not to touch any naughty body parts until they marry a pasty middle manager who looks disturbingly like their father, and only he can touch their naughty bits and make them feel lousy about their bodies because he has no clue what he's doing. Praise! <P>

And hence, awash in misinformation and lies and the ignorance of their elders, teens follow their natural urges anyway and have uninformed, unprotected, deeply lousy sex, getting STDs and learning all sorts of damaging habits that require years and decades and far too much wine and therapy to correct. <P>

Note to the Vatican: You want true sin? Here you go: Lying to women is a sin. Pathological hypocrisy is a sin. Half a billion dollars in pedophilia lawsuit payouts is a sin. Homophobia is a sin. Hiding those golden vaginas is a sin. And creating new sins in a strange attempt to stay relevant as your church withers and struggles and falters in the new and spiritually hungry but religiously mistrustful world, that's surely a sin. <P>

No, wait. Check that. That's not a sin at all. It's actually just a sad, inexcusable joke.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:mmorford@sfgate.com"> Mark Morford's </A> </font> Notes & Errata column appears every Wednesday and Friday on SF Gate and in the Datebook section of the San Francisco Chronicle. To get on the e-mail list for this column, please  <A HREF="http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/newsletter/services/signup"> click here </A> and remove one article of clothing! 
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The Folks Who Brought You Iraq <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P> <I>

 "Well, that's history. That's the past. That's talking about what happened before. What we should be talking about is what we're going to do now." </I> <P>

The man who spoke those words was Senator John McCain, and the subject was the Iraq war and its origins in official falsehood, strategic error and wishful thinking. Expect to hear him repeat those same dismissive phrases again and again as the presidential campaign unfolds. <P>

Understandably, the presumptive Republican nominee prefers to avoid examining how our finest young people and vast amounts of our national treasure came to be squandered in that desert, since he was among the war's most excited advocates. <P>

There were no weapons of mass destruction found in Iraq (as some of us were not surprised to learn), and in particular no nuclear weapons under construction, as advertised. There were no significant connections between Al Qaeda and the regime of Saddam Hussein (as the Pentagon reaffirmed in a recent intelligence analysis). There was no legal basis for an invasion. There was no population inviting us to occupy their country as liberators. <P>

Yes, it's all <I>"history,"</I> or at least it will be someday, and the historians will properly record Mr. McCain's role in the fiasco with all due asperity. But on the fifth anniversary of the war, it is a little too easy to dismiss everything that led us to this point as <I>"what happened before."</I> <P>

With the Arizona senator fresh from a Congressional trip to Baghdad, where he preened for the photo ops along with two of his campaign co-chairs, Senator Joseph Lieberman and Senator Lindsey Graham, this is certainly an appropriate moment to evaluate the judgment of the politicians who have promoted the whole enterprise, and the consequences of their decision. <P>

How mistaken were the war's optimistic promoters in 2003? The official line on the expected cost of rebuilding Iraq after ousting Saddam was just under $2 billion, according to testimony provided by Bush administration officials. That estimate did not include the likelihood, according to Paul Wolfowitz, then the deputy secretary of defense, that Iraq's oil reserves would cover the entire cost of invasion, occupation and reconstruction. Five years later, the estimated cost of the war to American taxpayers is well over $2 trillion, including the care we must provide for wounded Americans over the next few decades. Much of the Iraqi oil, whose production remains sporadic, is being stolen and smuggled away. <P>

The difference between an estimate of $2 billion and a cost of $2 trillion could be considered a significant miscalculation, even in a Republican government. <P>

Yet those figures don't quite reckon with the real costs, which should include the rise in the price of oil from around $36 a barrel in March 2003 to well over $100 a barrel this month. Some economists go further, blaming the subprime mortgage collapse-and the ensuing deluge of bad paper that may capsize the world economy-on the effects of the war. <P>

What did we get for all our money and blood? What diplomatic and strategic achievements can we attribute to the war? The conflict over Israel and Palestine has grown more intractable, with the rising influence of Hamas and Hezbollah. The influence of Iran, an avowed enemy of the United States, has risen across the region and penetrated deep into Iraq, where our occupation props up Tehran's allies. The United States military has been badly depleted and demoralized, while our global prestige has dropped. <P>

Still, Mr. McCain tells us-and reportedly assured the Iraqi prime minister-of his intentions if he is elected president.<I> "What we're going to do now is continue this strategy,"</I> he said,<I> "which is succeeding in Iraq, and we are carrying out the goals of the surge."</I> <P>

Actually, the aim of last year's troop escalation was to create sufficient stability in Iraq to permit the Sunni, Shia, Kurdish and other political leaders to consolidate their government, provide decent public services and begin reconciliation. General David Petraeus, the commander of U.S. forces there, has acknowledged that the progress toward those objectives is far from satisfactory. Based on the originally stated purpose of the <I>"surge,"</I> it isn't succeeding. Predictably, the level of violence in Iraq is again rising, with the daily death toll in March so far doubled from the low point in January. <P>

It is telling when a presidential candidate speaks so dismissively of history and urges us to ignore <I>"what happened before."</I> In this instance, it is a sign of bad faith and worse judgment.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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"Men fight for liberty and win it with hard knocks. Their children, brought up easy, let it slip away again; poor fools. And their grand-children are once more slaves." </font> <font color=#0000oo> ~~~ D. H. Lawrence
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Bush's Legacy Of Failure <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Scheer </font> <P>

That idiotic<I> "what me worry?"</I> look just never leaves the man's visage. Once again there was our president, presiding over disasters in part of his making and totally on his watch, grinning with an aplomb that suggested a serious disconnect between his worldview and existing reality. Be it in his announcement that Iraq was being secured on a day when bombs ripped through that sad land or posed between his treasury secretary and the Federal Reserve chairman to applaud the government's bailout of a failed bank, George Bush was the only one inexplicably smiling. <P>

Failure suits him. It is a stance he learned well while presiding over one failed Texas business deal after another, and it served him splendidly as he claimed the title of president of the United States after losing the popular, and maybe even the electoral, vote. It carried him through the most ignominious chapter of U.S. foreign policy, from the lies about Iraq's weapons of mass destruction to an unprecedented presidential defense of torture. <P>

The totally unwarranted assurance was there this week as the once proud dollar fell into the toilet and the debacle of Iraq and Bush's other failed Mideast policies pushed oil prices to record highs. The Europeans, who didn't support the U.S. imperial intervention, are doing much better, not having to pay for guarding besieged oil pipelines while U.S. taxpayers are saddled with trillions in future debt, not to mention 4,000 U.S. military deaths and 30,000 U.S. injuries in a war the administration had promised would be paid for with Iraqi oil revenues. Even in Baghdad last week there wasn't enough oil to keep the lights on for more than a few hours. <P>

But the president is happy because his legacy issue, the war on terror, is intact. No matter that this week the Pentagon was forced to release a report conducted over the last five years that concluded, after surveying 600,000 official Iraqi documents captured by U.S. forces, that there is <I>"no smoking gun"</I> establishing any connection between Saddam Hussein and al-Qaida. The report was so embarrassing that we taxpayers who paid for it were not going to be told of its existence, even though the explosive conclusions were totally declassified, until ABC News forced its posting online. <P>

The network reported that the Pentagon had canceled plans to issue a press release or make it available by e-mail or otherwise online because, as one Pentagon official put it, the study is <I>"too politically sensitive."</I> Damn right it is-Bush squandered U.S. treasure and lives in an effort that had nothing to do with the infamous attack on America. As for the real war on terror against the real al-Qaida, those folks are very much on the rebound, just where they were before the 9/11 attack, building their bases in Afghanistan and Pakistan. <P>

Meanwhile, back on the home front, Wall Street is crumbling, not because of planes crashing into buildings but because the outrageous knaves of finance, freed from the most minimal requirements of public accountability, have been permitted to destroy America's reputation in the world for financial probity. <P>

In the name of ending what were claimed to be onerous regulations imposed after the Great Depression, this administration accelerated a bipartisan pattern of allowing Wall Street to betray investors with impunity while abandoning the federal government's obligation, once accepted equally by conservatives and liberals, to ensure our national solvency. This tendency, under way for decades to give the bankers what they wanted-codified in the Financial Services Modernization Act, which was signed into law by Bill Clinton and which permitted banks, stock brokers and insurance companies to merge-was exacerbated by Bush's appointment of rapacious corporate foxes to watch the corporate henhouse. <P>

They will take care of their own, which is why Bush was smiling, happily posed in that photo op between Henry Paulson Jr. and Ben Bernanke announcing the Bear Stearns bailout, made possible only by the federal government using your tax dollars to pick up the bad debt of the banks. Tape that picture to your wall to remind you, when you open a credit card bill with a 30 percent interest rate-not the 2 percent the Fed will charge banks-or see the increase in your adjustable rate mortgage, of just what your government will do for the really big guys that it will never do for regular folks. <P>

In the years to come, as millions lose their retirement income and homes, we will have occasion to remember Georgie Porgie, who kissed the taxpayers and made them cry before he ran away. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Robert Scheer </font>is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.truthdig.com/"> Truthdig</A>. A journalist with over 30 years experience, Scheer has built his reputation on the strength of his social and political writing. His columns have appeared in newspapers across the country, and his in-depth interviews have made headlines. 
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Dem Wimp Throws His Truth-Telling Preacher Under the Bus </font> <br>

By Ted Rall <P>

NEW YORK--If Americans were represented by an animal, it wouldn't be an eagle. It would be a tiny shrew, nervous and paranoid and living in constant terror of being attacked by predators. <P>

Our national prey mentality doesn't have much basis in reality. The last attack on U.S. soil took place two-thirds of a century ago; Hawaii wasn't even a state at the time. Before that, you have to go back to 1846--and we provoked that one. Whatever the historical basis--or lack thereof--for this innate fearfulness, U.S. voters look to their president as a Father Protector figure--someone who, if threatened, will ferociously defend what is now called, stupidly and horribly, <B>das Homeland.</B> <P>

Republican candidates win elections in years when national security is a top concern. In 2004, it didn't matter that John Kerry volunteered for, fought in, and returned with medals from Vietnam. What mattered was that he turned the other cheek to the Swift Boat ads. He held his fire in the debates. If Kerry wasn't willing to stand up for himself, voters reasoned, how would he protect them? Bush may have been a coward during Vietnam, but his <I>"dead or alive"</I> cowboy movie bravado, not to mention starting a couple of wars from scratch, conveyed a comforting, if imbecilic bellicosity. The monosyllabic tough-guy act soothed a savage, terrorized electorate. <P>

Hillary Clinton has figured this out. Her policy actions--voting for war twice, the Patriot Act, keeping silent about torture and Guantánamo--have been engineered to project Republicanesque hawkishness. She dresses butch and talks like a female prick--i.e., bitch. You don't like her. She doesn't want you to. She wants you to think that she's macho enough to deal with Them the next time They pick a fight at three in the morning. <P>

Barack Obama, on the other hand, has already given away a store he doesn't yet own. He's the new century's version of Dukakis. <P><I>

"I would explicitly reach out to disaffected Republicans and remind them of some of their traditions,"</I> Obama told U.S. News & World Report. <I>"Very rarely do you hear me talking about my opponents without giving them some credit for having good intentions and being decent people." "I think I can reach out to Republicans and independents more effectively than any other candidate,"</I> he said on <I>"Meet the Press,"</I> citing his <I>"ability to focus on getting the job done, as opposed to getting embroiled in ideological arguments."</I> No wonder Republican pundits love him! Not only will he be easier to beat in November--if McCain loses, they'll get the same love from President Obama. <P>

Obama's attempt to transform himself into the living embodiment of girly-man wimpiness led him to throw his own priest under the bus. This latest display of X-Treme wussosity came in response to demands by Rush Limbaugh, The Wall Street Journal and other braying hounds of the right who feigned offense at quotes pulled from his pastor's old sermons. Jeremiah Wright, long-time leader of the Trinity United Church of Christ of Chicago, officiated at Obama's wedding and inspired the title of his book <I>"The Audacity of Hope."

"I reject outright the statements by Reverend Wright that are at issue," </I>Obama said in a statement. <P>

First rule of politics: never apologize. It won't satisfy your critics, and it makes you look weak. If Eliot Spitzer had followed that dictate, he'd still be governor of New York. <P>

First rule of presidential politics: fight for those near and dear to you. Michael Dukakis lost points when he was asked what he'd do if his wife got raped. (Correct answer: _Obama's Sister Souljah act may erode his base of support: African-Americans and younger whites, many of whom agree with Reverend Wright's<I> "controversial" homilies. </I> <P> <I>

"Racism is how this country was founded and how it is still run," </I>Wright said. Well, duh. The Journal's editorial page, which still thinks Iraq was the best idea ever, is particularly agitated about...this...this obvious fact. Who could say, with a straight face, that racism wasn't a founding principle of a nation with legalized slavery? Who could argue, after reading countless newspaper headlines announcing the acquittal of white cops for shooting unarmed black men, or while driving through urban slums, that we've put racism behind us? <P>

Murdoch's right-wing rag, noted The New York Times, also criticized Wright for <I>"accusing the United States of importing drugs, exporting guns and training murderers."</I> These things are all true (please reference<I> "Iran-Contra," "U.S. as top arms exporter,"</I> and <I>"School of the Americas"</I>). If Obama can't bring himself to speak the truth, he could at least support those who do. <P>

Most damning of all, say Limbaugh et al., was Wright's post-9/11 sermon urging his flock not to yield to the urge <I>"to pay back and kill"</I> or act <I>"holier than thou." </I>His advice proved prescient--wars against Afghanistan and Iraq killed a million innocents, yet none of the criminals of 9/11. It also happened to be quintessentially Christian. <I>"We have supported state terrorism against the Palestinians [true] and black South Africans [true], and now we are indignant because the stuff we have done overseas is brought back to our own front yards,"</I> he continued. <I>"America's chickens are coming home to roost."</I> <P>

Chalmers Johnson wrote a bestselling book in 2000 about this phenomenon. It's called <I>"Blowback,"</I> named after CIA jargon for foreign policies that result in unexpected, negative effects. Johnson wrote that blowback <I>"is a metaphor for the unintended consequences of the U.S. government's international activities that have been kept secret from the American people." </I> <P>

It is well-established that the radical Islamists who launched the 9/11 attacks were motivated by their contempt for American policy in the Muslim world and their desire to bring the war, as they saw it, to the U.S. Everyone knows that Al Qaeda has its roots in the anti-Soviet jihad in Afghanistan, which the Reagan Administration funded and armed. Calling 9/11 a case of <I>"chickens coming home to roost" </I>isn't offensive. It's painfully, boringly obvious. Obama found it necessary to state that <I>"the violence of 9/11 was inexcusable and without justification." </I> <P>

Wright never said otherwise. Most of the victims of September 11th were office workers. They weren't responsible for U.S. policy in the Middle East. Many were opposed to it. As Johnson wrote: <I>"Terrorism by definition strikes at the innocent in order to draw attention to the sins of the invulnerable."</I> <P>

People who deny that U.S. foreign policy mishaps provoke long-term consequences are liars. People like them--people like Barack Obama--are laying the foundation for the next 9/11.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Uber Gruppenfuhrer Lieberman, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your constant puppet mastery of John McCain keeping him from looking like the consummate idiot that he is, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Senatorial Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with diamond clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair;"</I> formally<I> "Rancho de Bimbo,"</I> on 05-25-2008. We salute you Herr Lieberman, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>
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Soft Shoe In Hard Times <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

WASHINGTON <P>

Everyone here is flummoxed about why the president is in such a fine mood. <P>

The dollar's crumpling, the recession's thundering, the Dow's bungee-jumping and the world's disapproving, yet George Bush has turned into Gene Kelly, tap dancing and singing in a one-man review called<I> "The Most Happy Fella."</I> <P> <I>

"I'm coming to you as an optimistic fellow,"</I> he told the Economic Club of New York on Friday. His manner - chortling and joshing - was in odd juxtaposition to the Fed's bailing out the imploding Bear Stearns and his own acknowledgment that<I> "our economy obviously is going through a tough time,"</I> that gas prices are spiking, and that folks <I>"are concerned about making their bills."</I> <P>

He began by laughingly calling the latest news on the economic meltdown <I>"a interesting moment" </I>and ended by saying that <I>"our energy policy has not been very wise"</I> and that there was <I>"no quick fix" </I>on gasp-inducing gas prices. <P>

<I>"You know, I guess the best way to describe government policy is like a person trying to drive a car in a rough patch,"</I> he said.<I> "If you ever get stuck in a situation like that, you know full well it's important not to overcorrect, because when you overcorrect you end up in the ditch." </I> <P>

Dude, you're already in the ditch. <P>

Boy George crashed the family station wagon into the globe and now the global economy. Yet the more terrified Americans get, the more bizarrely carefree he seems. The former oilman reacted with cocky ignorance a couple of weeks ago when a reporter informed him that gas was barreling toward $4 a gallon. <P>

In on-the-record sessions with reporters - and more candid off-the-record ones - he has seemed goofily happy in recent weeks, prickly no more but strangely liberated and ebullient. <P>

Even though he ordinarily hates being kept waiting, he made light of it while cooling his heels for John McCain, and did a soft shoe for the White House press. Wearing a cowboy hat, he warbled a comic Western ditty at the Gridiron Dinner a week ago - alluding to Scooter Libby's conviction, Saudis getting richer from our oil-guzzling, Brownie's dismal Katrina performance, and Dick Cheney's winsome habit of withholding documents. <P>

At a dinner on Wednesday, the man who is persona non grata on the campaign trail (except for closed fund-raisers) told morose Republican members of Congress that he was totally confident that<I> "we can retake the House"</I> and <I>"hold the White House." </I> <P>

<I>"I think 2008 is going to be a fabulous year for the Republican Party!"</I> he said, sounding like Rachel Ray sprinkling paprika on goulash. That must have been news to House Republicans, who have no money, just lost the seat held by their former speaker, and are hemorrhaging incumbents as they head into a campaign marked by an incipient recession and an unpopular war. <P>

If only they could see things as the president does. Bush, who used his family connections to avoid Vietnam, told troops serving in Afghanistan on Thursday that he is <I>"a little envious"</I> of their adventure there, saying it was <I>"in some ways romantic."</I> <P>

Afghanistan is still roiling, as is Iraq, but W. is serene. <I>"Removing Saddam Hussein was the right decision early in my presidency, it is the right decision now, and it will be the right decision ever,"</I> he said, echoing that great American philosopher Dan Quayle, who once told Samoans,<I> "Happy campers you are, happy campers you have been and, as far as I am concerned, happy campers you will always be."</I> <P>

W. bragged to Republicans about his <I>"considered judgment"</I> in sending more troops to Iraq and again presented himself as an untroubled instrument of divine will. <I>"I believe there's an Almighty,"</I> he said, <I>"and I believe a gift of that Almighty to every man, woman and child is freedom." </I> <P>

Although the president belittled the Democrats for their policy of <I>"retreat,"</I> his surge has been a temporary and expensive place-holder for what Americans want: a policy to get us out of Iraq. <P>

<I>"Has it allowed us to reduce troop levels to below where they were when it started?"</I> Michael Kinsley wrote recently. <I>"The answer is no."</I> Gen. David Petraeus told The Washington Post last week that no one in the U.S. and Iraqi governments <I>"feels that there has been sufficient progress by any means in the area of national reconciliation."</I> <P>

Maybe the president is just putting on a good face to keep up American morale, the way Herbert Hoover did after the crash of '29, when he continued to dress in a tuxedo for dinner. <P>

Or maybe the old Andover cheerleader really believes his own cheers, and that prosperity will turn up any time now, just like the W.M.D. in Iraq. <P>

Or perhaps it's a Freudian trip. Now that he's mucked up the world and the country, he can finally stop rebelling against his dad and relax in the certainty that the Bush name will forever be associated with crash-and-burn presidencies. <P>

Whatever the explanation, it's plumb loco.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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Ohio's Voting Machines Are Now An Official Crime Scene <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>    

By Bob Fitrakis and Harvey Wasserman </font> <P>

    At least 15 touch-screen voting machines that produced improbable numbers in Ohio's 2006 statewide election are now under double-lock in an official crime scene. And the phony <I>"Homeland Security Alert"</I> used by Republicans to build up George W. Bush's 2004 vote count in a key southwestern Ohio county has come under new scrutiny. <P>

    The touch-screen machines were locked up after Ohio's new Democratic Secretary of State, Jennifer Brunner, tried to vote last fall. On November 6, she spotted a gray bar with the words <I>"candidate withdrawn"</I> in a slot where the name of Democrat Jay Perez should have appeared. Her husband, voting nearby, told her Perez's name did appear, as it was supposed to, on his machine. <P>

    Perez had been a candidate in the race for Franklin County Municipal Judge. He withdrew his name after the county had finalized its ballots. But it now appears the ES&S machines left his name on some machines but not on others. Perez, a Democrat, wanted to avoid playing a spoiler in the race. But the appearance of his name on some machines may have helped Republican David Tyack win. <P>

    Brunner now worries that the state will never find out what happened. County election officials ordered the Ohio Bureau of Criminal Identification and Investigation to seize the machines. Ohio Attorney General Mark Dann is conducting an investigation that may cost the state $48,000. Brunner recently told WVKO 1580AM radio:<I> "When you're talking about democracy, it's priceless."</I> In another interview with the Columbus Dispatch, Brunner noted <I>"This is a huge problem. There is great concern that not every voter has the same ballot."</I> <P>

    Ironically, Brunner requested a paper ballot in the March 4, 2008, primary, but a poorly trained poll worker gave her a provisional ballot instead. Two other staffers from her office were also given the wrong ballots. Brunner has since pledged to upgrade the training for Buckeye State poll workers. <P>

    Brunner further announced that she's banning the practice of so-called <I>"sleepovers" </I>where poll workers take the programmable and easily hackable voting machines home with them overnight prior to an election day. <P>

    Brunner succeeded Republican J. Kenneth Blackwell as Ohio's Secretary of State. She has vowed to make sure the Buckeye State does not repeat the experience of 2004, when Blackwell choreographed the theft of Ohio's 20 electoral votes for George W. Bush, giving him a second term in the White House. Since taking office Brunner has vowed to shift the entire state to voting on paper ballots, a move being fiercely resisted by numerous Republican-controlled Boards of Elections throughout the state. Thus far Brunner has forced the resignations of BOE chairs in two of Ohio's most populous cities, Cleveland and Columbus. <P>

    Matt Damschroder was removed as Franklin County Board of Elections Director on the Sunday prior to Ohio's 2008 primary election. Damschroder was previously suspended for a month without pay for accepting a $10,000 check from a voting machine salesman at the BOE building. The check, made out to the Republican Party, was delivered on the day the state's contracts for electronic voting machines were open for bidding. Damschroder was former chair of the Franklin County Republican Party and the state's leading foe of paper ballots. <I>"Damschroder was very opposed to paper ballots and was stoking the fire against them,"</I> Brunner told WVKO. <P>

    Dennis White, the new director of the Franklin County BOE was skeptical of the masking problem, but says if it happened, <I>"it's huge. We have a federal election coming up this November,"</I> according to the Dispatch. White, who admits to having little knowledge of computers, is the former Ohio Democratic Party Chair. <P>

    That election may once again hinge on Ohio's vote count. In 2006, Franklin County officials failed to conduct mandated tests on each machine, instead testing only one machine per precinct on a random bases. A report by SysTest Labs, a Colorado consulting firm, confirmed that what Brunner saw on her machine was <I>"exactly what you'd see if someone masked a name,"</I> the Dispatch reported. <P>

    Investigators also found that the <I>"audit logs"</I> on the voting machines were turned off by a board programmer in April, 2007, which has hindered investigators from reconstructing software changes. White says the vendor told a board employee how to disable the auditing system, allegedly to speed programming. Brunner said other vendors told her that <I>"You're never supposed to tell a (client) how to do that."</I> <P>

    In the primary this past March, the BOE allegedly did test all Franklin County's machines. But some counties ran out of Democratic paper ballots as an influx of apparently Republican and Republican-leaning independents flooded the polls, apparently to vote for Hillary Clinton. <P>

    Meanwhile, the Cincinnati Enquirer has reported that a <I>"casual conversation"</I> between a <I>"friendly"</I> FBI agent and the county emergency services director in a parking lot may have contributed to the phony Homeland Security alert that prompted the Warren County BOE to lockdown the vote count in the 2004 election. The BOE declared the emergency and then moved the ballots from the publicly designated vote center to a nearby unauthorized warehouse. They also barred the public and media from witnessing the counting. Warren County, which is outside Cincinnati, then gave Bush 72% of the official vote count, far exceeding expectations. With neighboring Butler and Clermont Counties, Warren gave Bush a margin of 140,000 votes, which exceeded the 119,000 margin by which he allegedly won the election. <P>

    The Enquirer reports that<I> "hundreds"</I> of e-mailed complaints poured into the county BOE after the election, including one from an angry voter in the United Kingdom. <I>"Stop destroying our democracy,"</I> said one voter from South Carolina. <P>

    The Free Press has previously reported that Warren County BOE employees were told on the Thursday prior to the 2004 election day, that there would be a Homeland Security threat on election day. An examination of the ballots by a Free Press investigation team uncovered numerous irregularities in the Warren County vote that helped give Bush the presidency again. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Bob Fitrakis & Harvey Wasserman</font> co-authored <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-3726747-0065224?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=HOW+THE+GOP+STOLE+AMERICA%27S+2004+ELECTION+%26+IS+RIGGING+2008&x=0&y=0">"HOW THE GOP STOLE AMERICA'S 2004 ELECTION & IS RIGGING 2008" </A>and, with Steve Rosenfeld,<A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/104-8012185-7421545?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=WHAT+HAPPENED+IN+OHIO&x=0&y=0"> "WHAT HAPPENED IN OHIO"</A> from New Press.
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Links On The Chain <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

By Phil Ochs <P>

Come you ranks of labor, come you union core, <br>

And see if you remember the struggles of before, <br>

When you were standing helpless on the outside of the door <br>

And you started building links on the Chain. <br>

On the Chain, you started building links on the Chain. <P>

When the police on the horses were waitin' on demand, <br>

ridin' through the strike with the pistols in their hands, <br>

Swingin' at the skulls of many a union man, <br>

As you built one more link on the chain, on the chain, <br>

As you built one more link on the chain. <P>

Then the army of the fascists tried to put you on the run, <br>

but the army of the union, they did what could be done, <br>

Oh, the power of the factory was greater than the gun, <br>

As you built one more link on the chain, on the chain, <br>

As you built one more link on the chain. <P>

And then in 1954, decisions finally made, <br>

The black man was a-risin' fast and racin' from the shade, <br>

And your union took no stand and your union was betrayed, <br>

As you lost yourself a link on the chain, on the chain, <br>

As you lost yourslef a link on the chain. <P>

And then there came the boycotts and then the freedom rides, <br>

And forgetting what you stood for, you tried to block the tide, <br>

Oh, the automation bosses were laughin' on the side, <br>

As they watched you lose your link on the chain, on the chain, <br>

As they watched you lose your link on the chain. <P>

You know when they block your trucks boys, by layin' on the road, <br>

All that they are doin' is all that you have showed, <br>

That you gotta strike, you gotta fight to get what you are owed, <br>

When you're building all your links on the chain, on the chain, <br>

When you're building all your links on the chain. <P>

Amd the man who tries to tell you that they'll take your job away, <br>

He's the same man who was scabbin' hard just the other day, <br>

And your union's not a union till he's thrown out of the way, <br>

And he's chokin' on your links of the chain, of the chain, <br>

And he's chokin' on your links of the chain. <P>

For now the times are tellin' you the times are rollin' on, <br>

And you're fighting for the same thing, the jobs that will be gone, <br>

Now it's only fair to ask you boys, which side are you on? <br>

As you're buildin' all your links on the chain, on the chain, <br>

As you're buildin' all your links on the chain. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1964/2008 Phil Ochs
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Dear Hillary Clinton: <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

As a grateful Republican, I wanted to drop you a note, dear. Not to show off my rather elegant stationery - although I'm always grateful for any opportunity to expose the coarse and vulgar to lovely things. No, I wanted to thank you for all you are doing to ensure that America is treated to four more glorious, uninterrupted years of GOP rule.  Unless, dare I wish, Jesus commands it in perpetuity, which I know for a fact He has been mulling since Eisenhower.  But, then again, Jesus has been vacillating on His own, long-promised Second Term for 2,000 years or so  - talk about Someone you don't want answering the phone to make a quick decision at 3AM!  In any event, the thought of essentially four more years of George W. Bush - and who knows how many more of those delectable little wars our bloodthirsty base is simply gaga over - makes me twitch in places that haven't trembled, much less twitched, since the Reagan Years. <P>

I know it's not a quality you hold in high regard, but allow me to become honest for a moment. Frankly, I don't think we could have pulled it off without you, dear.  It is no secret that many of us are less than ecstatic with our own candidate, the frumpy, irascible John McCain.  Yes, he panders with alacrity you must admire, but he is so disturbingly soft on torture (WWJT?) and, as such, one of those unnerving moderates who scare True Republicans(tm) witless with their lollygagging predilection for listening to more than one side.<P>

So it wasn't as if our notoriously prickly base was eager enough about our own lackluster compromise candidate to prevail this Fall, especially in the face of all that unseemly enthusiasm that follows Barrack Obama around the country like a thick, delirious cloud of crack smoke. (Did I steal that simile from you - or are you going to steal it from me, dear?)  To briefly skirt honesty (again), I was worried. <P>

Then along came you, desperate and scorching the earth and eyebrows of all that stand in your way.  And you did the unthinkable: Vouching for the GOP candidate over the Democrat with the most delegates!  You've given Mr. McCain winning soundbites otherwise outside of the reach of his own flaccid oratory. Rest assured: We will thank you come November. That was so deliciously Joe Lieberman of you, dear! No, I don't give you nearly enough credit; it was even more wildly disloyal.  Why,  it was downright Zell Miller!  Well, except Zell's just crazy.  You, on the other hand, are as cool as a cucumber in your selfish ruthlessness.  It must be so liberating to be untethered by either conscience or consideration for consequence.  Indeed, if I may be honest for a third (and, I promise, last) time: I'm rather envious, dear! <P>

So close to Jesus, I know where your Husband slept last night, <P>

Mrs. Betty Bowers <br>

America's Best Christian <br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 <A HREF="http://bettybowers.com/"> Mrs. Betty Bowers </A> 

</font> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<P> <br> <br>

<center>

<font size="+3">Email:<a href="mailto:issues@issuesandalibis.org">issues@issuesandalibis.org </a> </font>

<p> <br> <br>

<embed src="http://www.backwardsbush.com/images/BackwardsBush_Flash.swf" quality="high" wmode="transparent" bgcolor="#000000" width="300" height="255" name="BackwardsBush" align="middle" allowScriptAccess="sameDomain" type="application/x-shockwave-flash" pluginspage="http://www.macromedia.com/go/getflashplayer" /embed> <P>

<A HREF="http://www.eff.org/br/"> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/br.gif"> </a> <P>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/this_space.gif"> <P>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/medal1.jpg"> <P>

<A HREF="http://home.attbi.com/~liberal/"> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/unrepentantliberalaward1.jpg"> </a> <P>

<A HREF="http://cdbaby.com/cd/djmonkey2">

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/3rdws.jpg" border="0"> </A> <P>

<A HREF="http://www.bettybowers.com/">

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/mercssmall.jpg" BORDER="0"> </A> <P>

<A HREF="http://democrats.com/elandslide/petition.cfm?campaign=disney">

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/disboyct.gif" BORDER="0"> </A> <P>

<A HREF="http://www.fbi.gov/"> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/phonestapped.jpg" BORDER="0"> </A> <P>

<A HREF="http://www.nsa.gov/"> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/nsa.gif" BORDER="0"> </A> <P>

<A HREF="http://www.cc.org/">

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/banned_by_cc.gif"> <A/> <P>

<span class="bodystyle"><a href="http://www.rationalresponders.com">

<img border="0" src="http://www.rationalresponders.com/images/rationalsmall.jpg" /></a></span> <P>

<A HREF="http://www.usdoj.gov/">

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/warning.jpg" BORDER="0"> </a> <P> <br>

<A HREF="http://www.rnc.org/"> 

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/bfbann_02.gif"> </A> 

</font> </i>

</td> </tr> </table> 

<table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td> </center> <p> <br> <p> <br>

<font size="+4"> <font color=#FF0000>

<a name="ZeitgeistTheMovie..."> Zeitgeist The Movie... </a> <br> <P> <br> </font> </font> <center>

<embed style="width:800px; height:652px;" id="VideoPlayback" type="application/x-shockwave-flash" src="http://video.google.com/googleplayer.swf?docId=5547481422995115331&hl=en" flashvars=""> </embed> <br> 

<P> <br> <P> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/rule08.gif"> <p> <br> <P>

<A HREF="http://zeitgeistmovie.com/dvdorder.htm"> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/zdvd.jpg"> </A> <P> <br> <P>

<A HREF="http://uncle-ernie.com"> 

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/uepboo.jpg" BORDER="0"> </a> <P> <br>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/impnotjustfor.jpg"> <P> <br>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Mac.gif"> <P> <br>

 </font> <font size="+3"> <font color=#0000FF> Issues & Alibis Vol 8 # 12 (c) 03/21/2008

</font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> 

 </center>   <br>

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td> <font color=#0000FF>

Issues & Alibis is published in America every Friday. We are not affiliated with, nor do we accept funds from any political party. We are a non-profit group that is dedicated to the restoration of the American Republic. All views expressed are those of the authors and not necessarily the views of Issues & Alibis.Org. </font> <font color=#FF0000>  <P>

In regards to copying anything from this site remember that everything here is copyrighted. Issues & Alibis has been given permission to publish everything on this site. When this isn't possible we rely on the "Fair Use" copyright law provisions. If you copy anything from this site to reprint make sure that you do too. We ask that you get our permission to reprint anything from this site and that you provide a link back to us. Here is the "Fair Use" provision.

</font> <font color=#000000>  <P>

"Notwithstanding the provisions of sections 106 and 106A, the fair use of a

copyrighted work, including such use by

reproduction in copies or phonorecords or by any other means specified by

that section, for purposes such as criticism,

comment, news reporting, teaching (including multiple copies for classroom

use), scholarship, or research, is not an

infringement of copyright.<p> In determining whether the use made of a work in

any particular case is a fair use the factors to

be considered shall include:   </center> <P>

(1) the purpose and character of the use, including whether
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(2) the nature of the copyrighted work; <br>
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Chris Floyd has, "One Foot in the Grave." <br> <br>

Greg Palast exclaims, "God Damn America - Especially Pennsylvania!" <br> <br>

Joe Conason reports on the, "Crack Down On Capital Pirates." <br> <br>

Chris Hedges has, "A Conscientious Objection." <br> <br>

Ted Rall wonders, "Is Chicago Burning?" <br> <br>

Junta mouthpiece Dana Perino wins the coveted "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd in, "Haunting Obama's Dreams." <br>  <br>

Mary Pitt concludes, "It Ain't About Race, Baby." <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department 'The Landover Baptist Church' announces, "Church To Sterilize Demon-Possessed Infants!" but first Uncle Ernie sez, "It's Finally Show Time... Well, Almost!"

 <br> <br>

This week we spotlight the cartoons of John Branch with additional cartoons and photos from Tom Tomorrow, Bruce Yurgil, Derf City, Rob Tornoe, Lee Horsey, Dana Summers, Dubyas World.Com, Time Magazine, Issues & Alibis and Pink & Blue Films. <br> <br>

Plus we have all of your favorite Departments...  <br> <br>

<A HREF="#TheQuotableQuote..."> The Quotable Quote... </a> <br>

<A HREF="#TheDeadLetterOffice..."> The Dead Letter Office... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#TheCartoonCorner..."> The Cartoon Corner... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#ToEndOnAHappyNote..."> To End On A Happy Note... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#HaveYouSeenThis..."> Have You Seen This... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#PartingShots..."> Parting Shots... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#ZeitgeistTheMovie..."> Zeitgeist The Movie... </A> <P> 

Welcome one and all to "Uncle Ernie's Issues & Alibis." 

<p> <br> 

</td> </tr> </table> </center> <center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/eaglebar.gif"> <P> <br> <P>  

<A HREF="http://groups.yahoo.com/group/IssuesAndAlibis_The_Forum/">
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<br> <center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>
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It's Finally Show Time... Well, Almost! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

"That God Dam Uncle Ernie." ~~~ W to a Supreme Court Justice <br> <br>

"The president carries the biggest burden, obviously." ~~~ Dick Cheney <br> <br>

So you tell me your story from beginning to end, <br> 

all the blood and the guts and the gore.<br>

Will you tell all the people <br>

about the people you killed,<br>

not for God, but for country and war? <br>

Oh Camil! (The Winter Soldier) ~~~ Graham Nash

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

For a while there, I was beginning to feel like David Lynch filming the cult classic Eraserhead but without being able to see the rushes. It took David seven years to bring Eraserhead to the screen, filming on a shoestring budget. I met David about a month before Eraserhead opened <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/hollywood.html">(See "Uncle Ernie's Hollywood Daze")</A> and got a first hand account of his many trials and tribulations in getting the film to the screen. <br> <br>

So when <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">"W the movie"</A> finally hit my P.O. Box last week, 32 months after main filming stopped and more than three years after I first got involved in the project, I was more than just a little curious about the results of all our efforts. I was sent not a finished product but a duplicate of our almost completed entry to the Cannes Film Festival. We still have until approximately the first week of May to get in the final product but at least I was finally able to see what all my efforts had produced. <br> <br>

By the time the film finally arrived, a few days late thanks to the US Postal service, everyone else on the film company's board had already seen the film and sent in their critique so when I watched it I already had their thoughts on the film and was aware that certain scenes or shots had been changed or removed. Of course, my first thoughts were of how I looked and what my scenes looked like. All but two scenes were shot in green screen so I hadn't much of a clue as to what they looked like. I got to see three of my characters in most all of their scenes but my main character's, the great detective "Hemlock Stones," scenes were missing. They still hadn't been rendered but were going to be included in the next edit. Of my scenes that were in this edit, I breathed a sigh of relief as they were ok and I hadn't made an ass out of myself! Phewww! <br> <br>

Now while I wrote some scenes and had read the outline before getting involved, I really didn't know much of what it was all about. Scenes were added after the main production shooting was ended and I only spent about 5 days on the set. Seven months after production ended I had to go into a sound studio in Detroit to record some added script. So last week, at last, I got to finally see most of the film and understand what <I>"W"</I> was all about. To say <I>"W The Movie"</I> is a bit surreal is a vast understatement. If you're hip, like I know my audience is, you'll get it. However, if your still part of the Matrix it's going to be a bit hard to follow sometimes but we're working as I speak to make it so even dear old mom and dad will get it. One of the methods that we're using to spell it out are spinning copies of Issues & Alibis headlines which will explain the more esoteric bits to the hoi polloi! <br> <br>

If you thought Michael Moore pissed off the establishment and the<I> "Crime Family Bush,"</I> you ain't seen nothing yet, America! And one thing I can guarantee is that you've never seen anything like, <I>"W The Movie!"</I>

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

It was good to hear from the lips of our beloved Vice Fuhrer that it wasn't the families and friends of our 4,000 plus dead boys and girls that carried the biggest burden. Like the psychopath that he is, ole dead-eye talked only on how it effected Bush and the Junta. The dead soldiers, according to Cheney, volunteered to die for big oil, did they not? They volunteered to be stop-lossed, right? So there is no sense on wasting any pity on them or their families. Our pity should be shown to the deserter Bush who ordered these war crimes and the death of our children, brothers, sisters, mothers and fathers! <br> <br>

The official count is now above 4,000 but the real count is unknown as anyone that's still breathing, even if they're brain dead when the plane leave Iraqi soil, is not to be counted as a casualty of the war. Moreover, you probably thought the reason they don't photograph the caskets coming home was out of respect for the soldier's families instead of keeping us from getting an accurate count! I wonder what the real total of American dead is, don't you? <br> <br>

As the well-known war criminal Henry Kissinger once remarked, <I>"Military men are dumb, stupid animals to be used as pawns for foreign policy."</I> It appears that draft dodger, war criminal Cheney is carrying on the tradition of using our sons and daughters as cannon fodder so our corpo-rat masters can make a buck. And since we have an all-volunteer military one shouldn't waste one's pity on the like of these dumb, stupid animals! <br> <br>

Just remember, America, that your 4,000 sons and daughters didn't die in vain, they died in Iraq at the hand of George W. Bush and the rest of the Junta! The only time that Bush carries the biggest burden, America, will be at the Junta's war crime trials!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, in words of Yogi Berra, <I>"I'm having a déjà vu all over again!"</I> If you relied upon the MSM you probably didn't know about the <I>"Winter Soldiers"</I> gathering recently in Washington D.C. Being poorer than your average "church mouse" I was unable to attend but I did attend the original one held in Detroit back January and February of 1971. <br> <br>

Although I couldn't attend the latest one I have read the statements of the soldiers and I've come to the conclusion that nothing has changed in 37 years. Two generations of soldiers later and we still haven't learned any lessons from Vietnam, absolutely nothing. <br> <br>

The <I>"Tiger Cages"</I> of my youth have been turned into the cells of Abu Ghraib and Gitmo. My Lai became Fallujah. Our soldiers made rape in Vietnam a <I>"standard operating procedure aimed at terrorizing the population into submission"</I> as they have in Haditha and elsewhere in Iraq. Nixon and Agnew have become Bush and Cheney. Millions of innocents murdered in Southeast Asia... well you get the picture. Back in 1971, the mainstream media all but ignored the Winter Soldier Investigation with an official news blackout, much the way it is today. The only difference is that this time around there is an Internet to get the truth out about out current war of Imperialism! Still, I doubt this will have any effect as the hip folks of 1971 knew about and followed the actions of the Winter Soldiers in a 1000 <I>"underground"</I> newspapers. <br> <br>

You may recall that we went to war in Vietnam for much the same reasons that we entered Iraq. In Vietnam we took over for the French when they left and in Iraq we took over for the British. As in Vietnam, the goal wasn't to win a war and go home but to prolong it for as long as possible so as to steal everything and make as much money for the war profiteers as possible. Ergo the Viet Nam War lasted well over 7 years and we've been in Iraq and Afghanistan for over five, yet we beat three of the strongest armies, navies and air forces in the world back in WWII in well under four years! Of course, in WWII, we were trying to win the war, not prolong it! <br> <br>

Finally, the Winter Soldiers of 2008 will have about as much effect on this war as the Winter Soldiers of 1971 had on Vietnam, that is to say no effect at all. Just like the anti-war marches and protests did little to end the Vietnam war, the anti-war marches and protest this time around have had little effect on the slaughter in Iraq and Afghanistan. The reason for this is, of course, that the powers-that-be today are the same ones that existed then. My generation did nothing to change the system as today's generation will do nothing to change it either! Until the people overthrow the corpo-rats and arrest the politicians in their clutches, these senseless, useless war crimes will go on and on, generation after generation after generation!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

A little help, Ya'll! The cupboard was bare again this week. Those of you who have been reading us for the last seven plus years and still have a job ought to reach into your pocket and send us what you can before we disappear like so many other liberal publications have. If I was preaching right-wing hate you can bet your bottom dollar our coffers would be over flowing with donations! Funny how the right has money to burn while the left starves. How the right digs down deep while the left pays lip service. We're not doing this for ourselves, we're doing it for you! <br> <br>

Last year we came a within a couple of days of ceasing publication as I no longer have the money to support the magazine. Working 60 hours a week on the magazine leaves me no time for <I>"real"</I> work! We were forced to ask our readership to contribute to help us pay the bills. Just in time enough of you stepped up and saved the magazine. This year we're not going to wait to the last minute and hope we get enough money in time. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. This old iBook is about to join the old Dell in the trash heap, when it does, we'll be gone! <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Kissofdeath.jpg"> <br>

12-26-1914 ~ 03-24-2008 <br>

Thanks for the grape skins bro! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 
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Hope, Change, And Pissing In The Wind <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Of Obama, Democrats, and the Power Elite </font> <br>

By Patrice Greanville and Jason Miller <P>

CHARISMATIC, ARTICULATE, SMOOTH, AND INTELLIGENT, Barrack Obama is the living embodiment of his vague, ethereal, and tantalizing messages of <I>"hope"</I> and <I>"change."</I> To the millions upon millions of US Americans desperate to purge the naked imperialism and blatant criminality of the Bush administration from the White House, Obama IS hope and change. Yet like many establishment liberals before him, Obama is no cure for the malignant creep toward fascism plaguing our nation. If elected, at best he will merely serve to postpone the inevitable a bit. <P>

To understand why Obama and the ilk he took with him to DC would be little or no better than the human excrement currently occupying the tangible, visible positions of power in the US, let's examine various facets of Obama and of our rotten-to-the-core sociopolitical and socioeconomic systems. <P>

Issue one is that Obama or no Obama, we are still stuck with a bourgeois democracy. Which means that despite all the rhetoric and mythologies about equality, freedom, meritocracy, opportunity, and a host of other lies that placate the masses and maintain the social order, the United States is a nation of the rich, by the rich and for the rich. <P>

Even if we suspend our critique of Obama for a moment and pretend he is a man of saintly virtue, trusting an Obama or a JFK or whomever to do the right thing by the nation, the environment, the people, etc. rests on the assumption that the American president is indeed an all-powerful figure capable of enacting or precipitating policies of tremendous consequence for the country. This illusion holds when the person in the executive office is moving within the traditional confines, values and methods of the capitalist system, which even such a<I> "radical"</I> as FDR observed. In such a case, the media would not align and uniformly attack him and there would not be a capital strike (as savage capitalism has waged against true left reformers like Allende); we'd just see a sectoral division within the ruling class, and factions would develop-but the policy dialogue would remain within the historically acceptable parameters of capitalists elites. Their principal interest would be to maintain and preserve as many of their privileges and as much of their way of life as possible. That was fine for FDR's time. <P>

However, let's look at the larger picture we traverse today. <P>

In the current circumstances we face, we see a rapidly degenerating empire, in which the logical evisceration of FORMAL aspects of democracy proceeds accordingly. The prospect is for endless wars, more super-exploitation of the planet, and so on. If any <I>"remedial"</I> policies are implemented against judicial abuse, planetary death, or human/non-human animal exploitation in various contexts, these cannot take hold and neutralize the overarching slide toward worse because <I>"toward worse"</I> is embedded in the dynamics of the system-and how could it be otherwise in a socioeconomic structure premised on greed and selfishness? There are systemic contradictions at play that almost force the hand of capitalists to do what they do-for example they are now trying to roll back the social democratic gains of the European working class during the postwar period. Merkel, Brown, Berlusconi, and Sarkozy are no accidents. They represent the concerted effort of the European bourgeoisie, egged on by the American elites, to push back on the working class and take it all back under the pretext of <I>"remaining competitive" </I>and a plethora of other fraudulent reasons. <P>

Capitalism faces insoluble issues. As the world's population continues to grow, it cannot hope to cure unemployment-ever- because the dynamic of modern capitalist industry is toward ever larger portions of machine labor replacing human labor. Neither science nor technology can be stopped. And advancing technology naturally makes work production routines continuously more efficient, thereby reducing the need for human workers. This phenomenon can be seen nearly everywhere now (it was always there lurking right under the surface, but remained hidden from most via cultivated ignorance, lies, and the complicity of the media) including in<I> "cheap labor"</I> zones such as India and China, which at last count had more than 150 million unemployed. In many places in Europe one paycheck has to be spread among 2 or even 3 <I>"employed"</I> workers. That means that 2 jobs have vanished and the fiction of smaller unemployment is kept alive by musical chairs, a trick which is becoming increasingly transparent to many. <P>

The American people, in keeping with their reputation as the most misinformed people on the planet, have been the slowest to recognize that as citizens of a clearly fibrillating bourgeois democracy they are perpetually teetering on the brink of fascism. Meanwhile, while the world edges ever closer to the edge, the media-including those revered phonies on the PBS Lehrer Newshour-rarely talk about these things and the politicians even less (both out of sheer ignorance and a sense that such topics are taboo), which enables the cancer to grow unchecked. What we do receive are fictions like those of Robert Reich and his ilk, who go about preaching the pseudocure of <I>"better education"</I> and job retraining for technological unemployment. Reich-a terrifically intelligent fellow-may really believe his own message, but either way, it doesn't matter because the solution is no solution. This is not to say that under any and all circumstances it's not better to be educated. However the structural aspects of a capitalist economy at this point make that posture moot: all the titles in the world will not get you a job when the economy says it needs only 5 PhDs and 10 skilled technicians while there are 25,000 PhDs and 15 million technicians clamoring for jobs. (Check out Jeremy Rifkin's <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/002-5893693-4060029?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=The+End+Of+Work&x=0&y=0">The End Of Work</A>, to get a taste of what this is all about). <P>

Those who bank on stopping the slide to fascism through a liberal president are deluding themselves, because the American president is powerful ONLY when he's playing with the consent of most of the ruling class and the institutions it controls. Such personal power deflates rapidly when playing against the values and consensus of the US power elite, at which point a <I>"rogue president"</I> would likely suffer a wave of opposition that would literally bring them down-via impeachment or through a coup orchestrated during a state of tumult created by capital strikes, agents provocateurs, and the media. Not to mention even a military takeover. <P>

Further, we must recall that the slide to fascism is both a witting and unwitting choice by the bourgeoisie in power. The very essence of capitalism is anarchy: anarchy in production, anarchy in distribution and so on. Military precision may rule the day within each business entity, but from the larger societal perspective there is little coordination, only the selfish pursuits of the companies in play. Hence the horrific duplication and waste we see. For example, in the health care sector up to 1/3 of costs are squandered on paper-shuffling. None of this is likely to change until one deals with the fatal flaws of capitalism, which an Obama is about as likely to do as a lion is to go vegetarian! <P>

Remember that FDR's reforms (FDR representing the classic example of the <I>"savior"</I> liberal president), radical as they seem now (and denounced at the time by many fellow capitalists as sheer communism and rank <I>"class betrayal"</I>) were never such; they were just realistic measures to save the store that remained at all times totally respectful of the rights of private big business property. Thus FDR never really went deep into the question of workplace democracy, production choices, income distribution, or many other issues that would have meant a true clash of class interests. And the War of course obscured all that. Sure, FDR entered the war against the Axis, and MOMENTARILY a segment of official propaganda shifted to demonize the Germans and Japanese instead of the <I>"Reds,"</I> but those were not so much antifascist/anti-imperialist sentiments as nationalist power calculations. <P>

The above means that if the ruling cliques deem it necessary to take the<I> "nice mask"</I> of democracy off (a big gamble since they may never restore the <I>"legitimacy"</I> they retain through this ruse), it will happen, no matter who's nominally in charge at the White House. In the case of the Bush/Cheney duo, they were born to stage the perfect friendly fascist coup and have almost pulled it off in slow motion over the last eight years. But if confronted with a less cooperative president, the power elite would find a way to neutralize him. We're dealing with a huge cast of actors here, many with colossal stakes, and who have enormous resources at their disposal to create all sorts of mischief, which they have done at taxpayer expense all over the world for years. These criminals will not give up their accustomed ways without a fight. In fact, they will do as Bush/Cheney have done and go on the offensive in a nearly transparent way. <P>

What the world needs-desperately (and we are using this word sans hyperbole here) are dramatic changes in policies and top personnel and new models of advanced democratic enfranchisement. That means real democratic restructuring, proportional representation, certifiable elections, workplace democracy, a disenfranchisement of the power and income rights of the reigning plutocracy, and an effective global program of ecological respect and sanity. Do you see that being initiated under ANY establishment politico, including "Mr. Change" himself? Do you see any of these radical (yet utterly necessary) changes being implemented without a HUGE fight from capital and its affiliated elites around the globe? <P>

Even if, and that is a big if, Obama wanted to institute beneficent change, he would be facing impossible odds. Need proof? Consider one of the ugliest and most absurd contradictions of American capitalism. Despite front page acknowledgement by the crypto-fascist WSJ in 1973 that 68% of US Americans supported a universal, single-payer healthcare system, the fact that even fellow capitalist nations have such a system, and the reality that our existing health care system is ruining many capitalists in the US (especially those in the small and middle sectors but even making corporate giants like GM uncompetitive), the health of the masses remains tertiary to the profits of health-care industry giants and to the availability of the gold standard in health care to a relative few. Think Obama and his family don't have the best medical care known to man? <P>

The American people must de-link themselves from our farcical presidential election circus, turn their eyes to a different kind of electoral politics, develop and field new forms of oppositional struggle, and create mass mobilization instruments such as a real popular party. In all these tasks, the Democrats like Obama just stand in the way, beguiling the people with illusions and sucking up precious oxygen. That long journey has to be made, and the sooner the better. Trying to avoid the arrival of fascism by appealing to the <I>"good cop"</I> of the bourgeoisie is an illusion; fascism can only be stopped when the masses are organized-and fully aware. <P>

Some think we gain time for such organization under the Democrats. Problem is, the Democrats and their half measures that appear to thwart the capitalist juggernaut are what keeps the masses enthralled with the system and in effect dissuade them from joining the struggle against it. The public will not do what needs to be done until professional and charismatic charlatans like Obama are revealed for what they are. Band-aid solutions by the Democrats will not stop the slide toward the disaster and chaos guaranteed by the dynamics of the system. <P>

Simply look at what has happened with the subprime crisis, an abortion that wriggled and writhed its way directly from the foul womb of a freewheeling, mature, ultra-cynical crony capitalism. It was a deep-rooted phenomenon that happened as inevitably as the transformation of undifferentiated cells into cancers. Politicians could not see it or stop it because that's not their job under the traditional task distribution of the system. <P>

Obama or anyone else in the establishment can't cure the myriad ills of capitalism. These ills can never be cured from within or through playing by the accepted rules of the world's plutocracy. That's why all American politicians are into tinkering and superficialities. Their programs and <I>"solutions"</I> to the most glaring and obvious aspects of a severely broken system are complex, almost ludicrous Rube Goldberg contraptions (the health system comes to mind yet again). Obama and his fellow liberals are incredible illusionists: they give the people the distinct impression they are acting to cure the very disease that provides the life-blood to the opulent class whose interests they strive so hard to preserve. This would be obvious to most US Americans and the WaPo, the WSJ, CBS, NBC, Fox, CNN, the NY Times and even the CIA headquarters would have been stoned and razed to the ground already if so many of us were not braindead and kept in that vegetative state by the corporate media, an entity that more aware Latin Americans justly call, the <I>"falsimedia."</I> <P>

So if Obama-let alone Hillary-won't and can't guarantee the defeat of friendly-fascism in America, what's the point? Sure, Obama very intelligently trades on HOPE. And many people, us included, are always loath to give up on hope. Hope is a powerful drug. Cyrano is in itself a work of HOPE. So this is tricky territory. <P>

But hope must always be tempered with reason, especially in politics and war. And no reasonable human being could conclude that putting Obama at the helm of the USS Titanic will avert disaster for anyone but him and his cronies in the first class berths. <P>

Suddenly Ralph Nader doesn't sound like such a ridiculous option, unless you're a plutocrat or a corporado.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto: cyranoeditor@optonline.net"> Patrice Greanville </A> </font>is <A HREF=" http://www.bestcyrano.org/">Cyrano's Journal Online's</A> founder and editor in chief. <A HREF="http://civillibertarian.blogspot.com/"> Jason Miller </A> is a recovering US American middle class suburbanite who strives to remain intellectually free. His essays have been widely published, he is an associate editor for <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/"> Cyrano's Journal Online, </A> and publishes <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/THOMASPAINE/"> Thomas Paine's Corner </A> within Cyrano's. He welcomes your <A HREF="http://mailto:JMiller@bestcyrano.org"> constructive correspondence.</A>
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Two Americas <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P> <I>

"WAR IS much too serious a thing to be left to military men,"</I> in Talleyrand's memorable words. In the same spirit, one could say: The American presidential elections are much too serious to be left to the Americans. <P>

The US is now the only super-power on earth. It will remain so for quite some time to come. The decisions of the President of the United States affect every human being on this planet. <P>

Unfortunately, the citizens of the world have no part in these elections. But they may, at least, voice an opinion. <P>

Availing myself of this right I say: I am for Barack Obama. <P>

FIRST OF ALL I must confess: my attitude towards the US is one of unrequited love. In my youth I was a great admirer. Like many others of my generation, I grew up on the legend of the new, idealistic country of pioneers, the world's torch of freedom. I admired Abe Lincoln, who freed the slaves, and Franklin Delano Roosevelt, who hastened to the rescue of besieged Britain, when it stood alone against the Nazi monster, and who entered World War II at the decisive moment. I grew up on Wild West movies. <P>

Gradually, I lost my illusions. Joe McCarthy helped me along the way. I learned that with depressing regularity, the US is seized by some hysteria or other. But every time, just before the brink of the abyss, it draws back.   <P>

During the Vietnam War I took part in demonstrations. I happened to be in America in 1967, and participated in the legendary march of the half million to the Pentagon. I reached the entrance of the building and saw before me a line of cold-eyed soldiers who seemed to be just itching to open fire. At the last moment it occurred to me that it would be unseemly for an Israeli Member of the Knesset to be implicated, so I jumped from the ledge of the entrance and twisted my ankle. <P>

Somehow I got on the CIA (or was it the FBI?) black list. I managed to obtain a visa only with great difficulty, and was struck forever from the list of invitees to the American embassy parties in Tel Aviv. I don't know if this happened because of those protests, or because of my friendship with Henri Curiel, a Jewish-Egyptian revolutionary who helped us in our contacts with the PLO. The Americans held him, quite mistakenly, to be a KGB agent. <P>

At the same time, my name was struck by the Soviets from every list of people invited from Israel. Perhaps they considered me a CIA agent (as I was called in the Israeli Communist party paper). So I was one of the few people in the world who appeared simultaneously on the black lists of both the USA and the Soviet Union - a source of moderate pride to me. <P>

My friend Afif Safieh, now the chief PLO representative in the US, argues that there are two Americas: the America which exterminated the Native Americans and enslaved the blacks, the America of Hiroshima and McCarthy, and the other America, the America of the Declaration of Independence, of Lincoln, Wilson and Roosevelt. <P>

In these terms, George Bush belongs to the first. Obama, his opposite in almost every respect, represents the second. <P>

ONE CAN arrive at Obama by a process of elimination.     <P>

John McCain is a continuation of Bush. More attractive, probably more intelligent (which doesn't mean much). But he is more of the same. The same policy - a dangerous mix of intoxication with power and simple-mindedness. The same world of the Wild West myth, of Good Guys (Americans and their stooges) and Bad Guys (everybody else). A macho world of sham masculinity, where everything is seen through the sights of a gun. <P>

McCain will go on with the wars, and may start new ones. His economic agenda is the same "swinish capitalism" (Shimon Peres' phrase), which has now brought disaster on the economy of the US, and the economy of all of us. <P>

Eight years of Bush are enough for us. Thank you. <P>

Hillary? True, there is something very positive in the fact that a woman is a potential candidate for the leadership of the most powerful country in the world. As the old Jewish blessing has it:  Blessed art thou, the Lord, our God, who let us live to see this day. I believe that the feminist revolution was by far the most important one of the 20th Century, since it overturns the social patterns of thousands of years, and perhaps also the biological patterns of million of years. This revolution is still going on, and the election of a woman president would be a milestone. <P>

But it is not enough that it be a woman. It is also important which woman it is. <P>

I spent some years struggling against Golda Meir, the worst Prime Minister Israel ever had. Almost all recent female leaders of countries have started wars: Margaret Thatcher started the Falklands War, Golda Meir bears the responsibility for the outbreak of the Yom Kippur War, Indira Gandhi made war on Pakistan, the current presidents of the Philippines and Sri Lanka are conducting internal wars.  <P>

The usual explanation is that in order to prevail in a man's world, a woman politician has to prove that she is at least as tough as the men are. When she comes to power, she wants to show that she, too, can make war and command armies. Hillary has already acted tough by voting for the disastrous Iraq war. <P>

(Years ago, when she came out for a Palestinian  state, Gush Shalom demonstrated in her honor in front of the US embassy in Tel Aviv. We wanted to present her with a bunch of flowers. The embassy people treated us as enemies and refused to accept the flowers. Since then, Hillary has not uttered another word in favor of the Palestinians.) <P>

I don't know how much she was a partner to her husband's decisions in the White House. The President's wife may be closest to his ear - and the President's husband will probably be closest to her ear. Anyhow, in the eight years of Bill Clinton nothing good for Israeli-Palestinian peace happened. In his </I>"peace team" </I>there were a lot of American Jews, but not a single American Arab. He was totally subservient to the Israel lobby, and on his watch the number of Israeli settlers in the Palestinian territories more than doubled. <P>

Israel doesn't really need another term of Billary. <P>

Hillary is a run of the mill politician. If McCain is a continuation of Bush, Hillary is an extension of the entire present American political system, the present policy and the present routine. But the world needs another America. <P>

THE NAME of another America is Obama. Full name: Barack Hussein Obama. <P>

The very fact that this person can be a serious contender for the presidency at all restores my faith in the possibilities inherent in America. After the excesses of Senator Joe McCarthy there was President John Kennedy. After Bush there can be Obama. Only in America. <P>

The great message of Obama is Obama himself. A person who has roots in three continents (and another half: Hawaii). A person whose education spans the wide world. A person who can see reality from the viewpoints of America, Africa and Asia. A person who is both black and white. A new kind of American, an American of the 21st Century. <P>

I am not as naïve as I sound. I realize that in his speeches there is more enthusiasm than content. We can't know what he will do once elected president. President Obama may disappoint us. But I prefer to take a risk with a man like this than to know in advance what the two routine politicians, his competitors, will do.  <P>

I am not overly impressed by election speeches. I have conducted four election campaigns myself and I know that there are things one has to say and things one must not say. It's all with limited liability. But beyond all the speechifying, one fact is more important than a million words: Obama opposed the Iraq invasion from the start, when this took integrity and a lot of courage. Hillary voted for the war and changed her position only when public opinion had changed. McCain supports the war even now. <P>

We in Israel know the huge difference between opposing a war in its first, decisive hour, and opposing it after a month, a year or five years. <P>

On the other hand, perhaps this very fact - more even than the color of his skin, his middle name and his "lack of experience" - will work against him. The voters do not like a person who was right when they were wrong. It's like admitting: he was wise and we were stupid. When a politician wants to be elected, he would be well advised to hide the fact that he was right. <P>

A personal note: as an optimist from birth, I like Obama's optimism. I prefer a candidate who brings hope over one destroying hope. Optimism spurs to action, pessimism produces nothing but despair. <P>

America needs a complete overhaul. Not just a wash, not just a wax job, not just a new coat of paint. It needs a new motor, a change of the entire leadership, a reappraisal of its position in the world, a change of values. <P>

Can Obama do this? I hope so. I am not sure. But I am quite sure that the other two will not. <P>

HERE A JEW will pop the classic question: Is it good for the Jews? <P>

The people who claim to speak for the American Jews, the <I>"leaders"</I> who were not elected by anyone, the chiefs of the fetid <I>"organizations,"</I> are conducting a dirty campaign of defamation and sly hints against him. If his middle name is Hussein and he is black, he must be an "Arab-lover". Also, he did not distance himself enough from the anti-Semite Louis Farakhan. <P>

The same<I> "leaders"</I> are in bed with the most loathsome racists in the US, obscurantist fundamentalists and blood-stained neo-cons. But most American Jews know that their place is not there. The unholy alliance with those types will inevitably come home to roost. The Jews have to be where they have always been: in the progressive camp, striving for equality and the separation between state and religion. <P>

IT MUST be asked: Is it good for Israel? <P>

All three candidates have groveled at the feet of AIPAC. The fawning of all three before the Israeli leadership is disgusting. They all show a lack of integrity. But I know that they have no choice. That's how it is in the USA. <P>

In spite of this, Obama succeeded in getting out one courageous sentence. Speaking before a mainly Jewish audience in Cleveland, he said: "There is a strain within the pro-Israel community that says unless you adopt an unwavering pro-Likud approach to Israel, you're anti-Israel and that can't be the measure of our friendship with Israel." <P>

I hope that the American Barack (blessed, in Arabic), if elected, will not turn into a replica of the Israeli Barak (lightning, in Hebrew). <P>

Real friendship means: when you see that your friend is drunk, you don't encourage him to drive. You offer to take him home. I am longing for an American president who will have the courage and the honesty to tell our leaders: Dear friends, you are drunk with power! You are speeding along a highway that leads to an abyss! <P>

Perhaps Barack Obama will be such a friend. This would be a blessing for us, too.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Them That Brung Me <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"If you don't like the way the world is, you change it. You have an obligation to change it. You just do it one step at a time." ~~~ Marian Wright Edelman <P>

"You guard against decay, in general, and stagnation, by moving, by continuing to move." ~~~ Mary Daly <P>

"If you are trying to transform a brutalized society into one where people can live in dignity and hope, you begin with the empowering of the most powerless. You build from the ground up." ~~~ Adrienne Rich <P>

</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

In her powerful and heartbreaking book, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/002-5898694-2401653?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Two+or+Three+Things+I+Know+for+Sure&x=12&y=19">Two or Three Things I Know for Sure</A>, Dorothy Allison tells stories.  She writes, <I>"Peasants, that's what we are and always have been. Call us the lower order, the great unwashed, the working class, the poor, proletariat, trash, lowlife and scum. I can make a story out of it, out of us."</I> And so, with spare elegance, she chronicles a family history that is a compelling documentation of poverty, an excruciatingly accurate account of what it is like to grow up visibly poor in a nation where poverty is a genetic and moral failing. <P>

I have in me a bone-deep anger directed not only toward the ruling elite but also and more vehemently toward the oblivious privilege of the middle class. The truly rich and powerful may control the engines of oppression but it is the middle class who has kept them serviced and running. And it is the middle class who levels the insults, makes the sniggering jokes and attaches the stigma.  <P>

I possess a certain knee-jerk, reverse snobbery that comes with the bona fides of growing up poor. It is a powerful bigotry, ugly and heavy-handed, as exclusive as race and gender.  <P>

I find myself wrestling with this bigotry more often now that the American <I>"left"</I> has resurfaced with hands extended in <I>"solidarity"</I> and demands for change and social justice. I identify the left, accurately or not, with a smug intellectualism, economic privilege and a pseudo-egalitarian rhetoric that disguises self-absorption. I see their <I>"liberalism"</I> as an attempt to salvage a disintegrating lifestyle by inciting the poor to fight for them. I am ungenerous and vicious in my prejudice. <P>

The left calls for revolution and I would love to see the tumbling of every blood soaked stone in the house of empire. I would not grieve for the dissolution of the debauched and engorged power elite. It's just that I fear the revolution they want is not meant to benefit the poor. And even if it were, I don't see it happening before the November elections. <P>

The threats to sit out the election, to vote for Ralph Nader, to insist upon a particular nominee in order to oppose the right, all smack of the temper tantrums of elitism. There is no shame in postponing or trying to avoid tragedy.  

It is not defeat to recognize what is possible and what is not. Nothing is wrong with buying time--and that is the best we can hope for right now. <P>

There is an undeniable relationship between how poor people live and who is president. Everyone who has grown up poor in this country knows that it matters who sits in the oval office. Everyone who has lived through the Bush presidency should know it makes a difference.<P>

The left, which has failed to build a coalition for political power or change, has an opportunity to demonstrate a recognition of the fragility of life for those who live in poverty. They have a chance to prove that the immediate needs of the least among us take precedence over political theory and self-aggrandizing pride. They can make the choice to stand with those they want to stand with them. <P>

I come from a long line of disenfranchised, poor, white trash Southerners, some of whom fought in every war the rich have visited on this planet over the past few centuries. The shoulders on which I stand have known nothing but work. <I>"Them that brung me"</I> is not a quaint, folk saying as I heard it recently described, but the voice of my grandmother teaching me about compassion and integrity. Them that brung me know the lesser of two evils is infinitely preferable. It can be the difference between life and death.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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Cut-Rate Labor For Any Job<P> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

Just when you think that, surely, the offshoring craze has peaked, here come more stories of <I>"Globalization Gone Wild."</I> <P>

McClatchy Company, the California-based newspaper chain, has announced that it is outsourcing some of its jobs to India. Copyediting and design work for certain sections of its Miami Herald newspaper are being shipped to a New Delhi corporation with the mindboggling name of Mindworks Global Media. Ironically, part of the work to be handled 8,400 miles away from the Herald's readers is editing and design for a weekly section on community news. <P>

But outsourcing is not just an American game. Waterford, the renown crystal maker that has been in Dublin, Ireland, since 1783, has built its reputation on the fine skills of its Irish glass masters. Now, however, it has cut its Dublin workforce in half and moved about a fifth of its production to Poland and the Czech Republic. The pricey, quintessentially Irish glassware - from chandeliers to champagne flutes -is being made in Eastern Europe by workers paid a fourth of what the Dublin artisans were paid. Waterford's CEO says that prices for the faux Irish crystal will not be lowered, and insists that consumers won't care where the crystal is made. <P>

Maybe, but do couples care where their baby is made? Apparently not. There's a growing global industry of outsourced pregnancies, with clinics in India making available young, very-low-income, local women to be surrogate mothers for well-off, infertile couples from America, Taiwan, Britain, and elsewhere. The couples provide the sperm, pay a fraction of the going rate for surrogate moms in the U.S., and - viola! - the <I>"wombs for rent"</I> clinics deliver a baby. <P>

It's all part of the globalization follies, where the wealthy can find workers at cut-rate costs to do any sort of labor they need.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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What Barack Obama Could Not and Should Not Say <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Sam Harris </font> <P>

Barack Obama delivered a truly brilliant and inspiring speech this week. There were a few things, however, that he did not and could not (and, indeed, should not) say: <P>

He did not say that the mess he is in has as much to do with religion as with racism--and, indeed, religion is the reason why our political discourse in this country is so scandalously stupid. As <A HREF=" http://www.slate.com/id/2181460/">Christopher Hitchens observed in Slate</A> months ago, one glance at the website of the Trinity United Church of Christ should have convinced anyone that Obama's connection to Reverend Jeremiah A. Wright Jr. would be a problem at some point in this campaign. Why couldn't Obama just cut his ties to his church and move on? <P>

Well, among other inexpediencies, this might have put his faith in Jesus in question. After all, Reverend Wright was the man who brought him to the <I>"foot of the cross."</I> Might the Senator from Illinois be unsure whether the Creator of the universe brought forth his only Son from the womb of a Galilean virgin, taught him the carpenter's trade, and then had him crucified for our benefit? Few suspicions could be more damaging in American politics today. <P>

The stultifying effect of religion is everywhere to be seen in the 2008 Presidential campaign. The faith of the candidates has been a constant concern in the Republican contest, of course--where John McCain, lacking the expected aura of born-again bamboozlement, has been struggling to entice some proper religious maniacs to his cause. He now finds himself in the compassionate embrace of Pastor John Hagee, a man who claims to know that a global war will soon precipitate the Rapture and the Second Coming of Jesus Christ (problem solved). Prior to McCain's ascendancy, we saw Governor Mitt Romney driven from the field by a Creationist yokel and his sectarian hordes. And this, despite the fact that the governor had been wearing consecrated Mormon underpants all the while, whose powers of protection are as yet unrecognized by Evangelicals. <P>

Like every candidate, Obama must appeal to millions of voters who believe that without religion, most of us would spend our days raping and killing our neighbors and stealing their pornography. Examples of well-behaved and comparatively atheistic societies like Sweden, Finland, Norway, and Denmark--which surpass us in terrestrial virtues like education, health, public generosity, per capita aid to the developing world, and low rates of violent crime and infant mortality--are of no interest to our electorate whatsoever. It is, of course, good to know that people like Reverend Wright occasionally do help the poor, feed the hungry, and care for the sick. But wouldn't it be better to do these things for reasons that are not manifestly delusional? Can we care for one another without believing that Jesus Christ rose from the dead and is now listening to our thoughts? <P><B>

Yes we can. </B> <P>

Happily, Obama did a fine job of distancing himself from Reverend Wright's divisive views on racism in America, along with his fatuous <I>"chickens come home to roost"</I> assessment of our war against Islamic terrorism. But he did not (and should not) acknowledge that the worst parts of Reverend Wright's sermons, as with most sermons, are his appeals to the empty hopes and baseless fears of his parishioners--people who could surely find better ways of advancing their interests in this world, if only they could banish the fiction of a world to come. <P>

Obama did not say that religion's effect on our society, and on the black community especially, has been destructive--and where it has seemed constructive it has generally taken the place of better things. Religion unites, motivates, and consoles beleaguered people not with knowledge, but with superstition and false promises. Surely there is a better way to bring people together in the 21st century. The truth is, despite the toothsomeness of his campaign slogan, we are not yet the people we have been waiting for. And if we don't start talking sense to our children, they won't be the ones we are waiting for either. <P>

Obama was surely wise not to mention that Christianity was, without question, the great enabler of slavery in this country. The Confederate soldiers who eagerly laid down their lives at three times the rate of Union men, for the pleasure of keeping blacks in bondage and using them as farm equipment, did so with the conscious understanding that they were doing the Lord's work. After Reconstruction, religion united Southern whites in their racist hatred and the black community in its squalor--inuring men and women on both sides to injustice far more efficiently than it inspired them to overcome it. <P>

The problem of religious fatalism, ignorance, and false hope, while plain to see in most religious contexts, is now especially obvious in the black community. The popularity of <I>"prosperity gospel"</I> is perhaps the most galling example: where unctuous crooks like T.D. Jakes and Creflo Dollar persuade undereducated and underprivileged men and women to pray for wealth, while tithing what little wealth they have to their corrupt and swollen ministries. Men like Jakes and Dollar, whatever occasional good they may do, are unconscionable predators and curators of human ignorance. Is it too soon to say this in American politics? Yes it is. <P>

Despite all that he does not and cannot say, Obama's candidacy is genuinely thrilling: his heart is clearly in the right place; he is an order of magnitude more intelligent than the current occupant of the Oval Office; and he still stands a decent chance of becoming the next President of the United States. His election in November really would be a triumph of hope. <P>

But Obama's candidacy is also depressing, for it demonstrates that even a person of the greatest candor and eloquence must still claim to believe the unbelievable in order to have a political career in this country. We may be ready for the audacity of hope. Will we ever be ready for the audacity of reason?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008  <A HREF="http://www.samharris.org"> Sam Harris </A></font> is the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=The+End+Of+Faith%3A+Religion%2C+Terror%2C+and+the+Future+of+Reason.++&Go.x=14&Go.y=8&Go=Go"> "The End Of Faith: Religion, Terror, and the Future of Reason"</A> and <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/002-9366309-8647263?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Letter+to+a+Christian+Nation&x=0&y=0">"Letter to a Christian Nation." </A> <P>
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Gore Vidal Speaks Seriously Ill Of The Dead <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Gore Vidal </font> <P>

I can recall that day in the 1930s when a <I>"news"</I> (sic) magazine appeared in Washington, D.C.; it was called Newsweek: meant to be a counterbalance to Time Magazine's uncontrollable malice. In due course the two became sadly alike as Vincent Astor morphed into Henry Luce: Was it something in the water? I once asked Henry Luce why he called Time a news magazine when it was simply Uncle Harry's means of venting his rage (this was 1960 or so) at liberals, and <I>"degenerate art" </I>like the plays of Tennessee Williams-he had no answer. At Newsweek Vincent Astor was far too stupid to answer any such complaint. Now here we are in the Newsweek of 2008, and it's still lousy. There have been a few decent writers in between that were less nutty than today's Newsweek hacks. <P>

But why is Newsweek currently lousy? Here's an example provided by an editor who keeps a sharp eye on their crimes. He sent me their recent obituary of William F. Buckley, a hero to those who feared democracies. <P>

Buckley bridled at bullies [we are assured]. But one of the rare times he lost his temper was debating Gore Vidal, who <I>"got under his skin,"</I> says son Chris. When Vidal called Buckley a <I>"crypto-Nazi,"</I> Buckley responded, <I>"Now listen, you queer, you stop calling me a crypto-Nazi or I'll sock you in your goddamn face and you'll stay plastered." </I>But usually his public manners were genteel [I think they mean gentile]. With <I>"Firing Line"</I> guests who seemed nervous or over their heads, Buckley was gentle. Behind the scenes, he could show remarkable kindness. In 1980, a rising conservative star, Congressman Bob Bauman, was soliciting a 16-year-old [male] for oral sex. Bauman had been a gay-basher, and he instantly became a pariah. The next day, knowing what lay ahead for the disgraced congressman, Buckley quietly gave him an envelope containing $10,000.<I> "He was a knightly man,"</I> says Chris. <P>

Unknown to them and everyone else who might read that publication, my views on many matters do not conform to the tired hacks who've taken over Newsweek, a magazine that has convinced itself that Bobby Kennedy Sr. was a great liberal. They love throwing about misunderstood terms like liberal and conservative that seldom suit their superficial, not to mention malicious, standards. Recently, their words of mourning for the fallen <I>"genteel"</I> paladin were incredible. As my editor friend knew that I seldom read the wilder attacks on me, he deconstructs Newsweek's obituary of Buckley: <P>

Parenthetically, I should note that, back in 1968, ABC TV had asked me and Buckley to <I>"debate"</I> each other at the Democratic and Republican conventions. Although Buckley was often drunk and out of control, he was always a spontaneous liar on any subject that his dizzy brain might extrude. When we were in Chicago during the Republican convention, the Chicago police decided it would be fun to attack the young co-ed demonstrators in Grant Park, not far from our studio. It was one of the worst displays of police brutality I've ever seen, and so I said on air; he liked what the police had done; in no time, the whole country was as shocked as I, but not Buckley. On air he was hissing like a cobra against the young people in Grant Park because, he said, they were egging on the Viet Cong to kill American Marines. They were not, of course. Buckley was a world-class American liar on the far right who would tell any lie he thought he could get away with. Years of ass-kissing famous people in the press and elsewhere had given him, he felt, a sort of license to libelously slander those hated liberals who, from time to time, smoked him out as I did in Chicago, when I defended the young people in Grant Park by denying that they were Nazis and that the only <I>"pro- or crypto-Nazi"</I> I could think of was himself. He sued me and got nowhere. He sued Esquire, in which our words appeared. By then the coming right-wing surge was in view. And so Esquire cravenly agreed to settle with him for a few paragraphs worth of free advertising for his weird little magazine The National Review, hardly the great victory he claimed. <P>

Now, to Newsweek's obituary of this late dishonorable American in which my editor-friend assures me that his brain-dead son Christopher had a hand: <I>"Buckley bridled at bullies."</I> And who was the bully in context? Myself. He was also an expert at changing indefensible contexts. Buckley maintained that I supported revolutionaries who favored murdering U.S. Marines. Yet all the talk of Nazis etc. was started by Buckley. There was no lie he would not tell to get back at those who defeated him in debate. <P>

The current editors at Newsweek appear to have listened eagerly to his son Christopher, who is guiding them to a benign view of what had been a most hysterical queen (WFB), much admired by a media that takes everyone at his own evaluation of himself as they did with Capote, who told them that he was a great writer like Proust (pronounced Prowst) and the hacks ate it up. <P>

The correct assessment of any reputation today is so far from plausible reality that it might be a good thing if the hacks of a magazine like Newsweek steered clear of characterizing those disliked by the advertisers; hence his creepy son's depiction of me as a<I> "bully"</I> when I was simply attending to one, and then-o, joy!-Buckley called me a <I>"queer"</I> and actually threatened me with physical violence, so great was his testosterone level. Next, the loyal son, suspecting that the pejorative use of "queer" is politically incorrect in mag-land, Christopher rambles into a story about his father's kindness to a Mr. Bauman who had lost his seat in Congress after the congressman had been caught while soliciting Oral Sex from a 16-year-old male (note how prurient Newsweek's prose is, in describing undesirable people). Chris weeps into his computer as he describes how Dad gave the poor sinner of the flesh an envelope containing $10,000 (I bet?) in cash adding, mysteriously, <I>"He was a knightly man"</I>: Who was-the cocksucker recipient of Buckley's charity? Or his admirer, Mr. Buckley himself?-Bauman was very right wing, it is said. RIP WFB-in hell. <P>

The unique mess that our republic is in can be, in part, attributed to a corrupt press whose roots are in mendacious news (sic) magazines like Time and Newsweek, aided by tabloids that manufacture fictional stories about actual people. This mingling of opinion and fiction has undone a media never devoted to truth. Hence, the ease with which the Republican smear-machine goes into action when they realize that yet again the party's permanent unpopularity with the American people will cause them defeat unless they smear individually those who question the junk that the media has put into so many heads. Anyone who says <I>"We gotta fight 'em over there or we're gonna have to fight 'em over here."</I> This absurdity has been pronounced by every Republican seeking high office. The habit of lying is now a national style that started with <I>"news" </I>magazines that was further developed by pathological liars that proved to be<I> "good" </I>Entertainment on TV. But a diet of poison that has done none of us any good. <P>

I speak ex cathedra now, ad urbe et orbe, with a warning that no society so marinated in falsity can long survive in a real world. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Gore Vidal
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What It's All About... <br> </font <?font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Sheila Samples </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

Rise like lions after slumber <br>

In unvanquishable number. <br>

Shake your chains to earth, like dew <br>

Which in sleep had fallen on you-- <br>

Ye are many, they are few. <br>

~~~ Percy Bysshe Shelley ~~~ <P> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

My friend Bernie says he can't believe the American people haven't figured out what it's all about. <I>"The whole damn political scene is nothing but a corporate media freak show,"</I> he said. <I>"There's no breathing room between elections -- no time nor interest in investigating, or even addressing, issues that are critical to our survival as a nation. The minute every last dollar is sucked out of the competition, the candidate who bought the most attack ads -- the most face time -- wins, and the election is over. Then,"</I> Bernie said with disgust, <I>"it's time to start raising money for the next election, because the media is already out there campaigning." </I> <P>

<I>"I hadn't thought of it that way," </I>I said. <I>"But, surely electing a president is more important than the media, or who can raise the most money --"</I> <P> <I>

"It doesn't matter what you think,"</I> Bernie said flatly.<I> "The mainstream media, both print and electronic, are as important as the American people allow them to be. And we've allowed them total control over our thoughts, our beliefs. They're freaks -- actors whose role is to divert national attention, manipulate public opinion, and keep the public in a state of suspended paralysis. They're bullhorns for corporate Boss Hogs and administration creeps who are determined to seize power and keep the military industrial complex rolling in dough." </I> <P>

Bernie's right. With each presidential campaign, the list of candidates -- serious candidates -- grows shorter, and the media grow more brazen in either trashing or ostracizing those who pose a threat to the corporate status quo. The media is determined to choose the president no matter what voters want. Little by little, the media has inserted itself into the process until elections are no longer about candidates or issues. They're about the media and what the media thinks about candidates and issues. <P>

If you doubt that, check out CNN's 24/7 <I>"Ballot Bowl 08"</I> with Wolf Blitzer and <I>"the best political team in television,"</I> stumble into America's Election Headquarters over at the Foxhole's <I>"Strategy Room,"</I> spend a rollicking evening in MSNBC, <I>"The Place for Politics,"</I> where you can watch Chris Matthews throw his hard balls at Hillary, listen to Keith Olbermann scold all those who disagree with him, or just relax and let M.C. Rove's dancing partner, David Gregory, decide the winner in his new<I> "Race for the White House" </I>show... <P>

The One World Order criminals who seized power in the 2000 election coup will not exit peacefully if defeated in November. They have ruled through brutality and fear and, with the eager help of the media, stoked that fear into seven long years of shameful<I> "patriotic"</I> panic. Their eyes are on the prize -- total US dominion and control of the world and its resources. They're in too deep to back off now, and will not willingly accept defeat. The person taking over the reins of leadership from Bush must be one of their own, regardless of party. That is why the media relentlessly ambushed, weeded out, and tossed six of the eight Democratic presidential wannabes unceremoniously aside.

From the outset, the only two Democratic candidates in the media race were Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama. The media and their corporate masters knew the <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ejN9TBe9h6k&feature=related">hokey soap opera </A>between a white woman and a black man would keep the masses panting for more <I>"American Idol"</I> drama and their attention diverted from more pressing matters, such as a landscape strewn with body parts, a desert stained red with innocent blood, dead and suffering children, grieving, horror-shocked parents on the one side -- and a smirking idiot madman on the other who chants mindlessly about <I>"completing the mission...spreading freedom throughout the world..."</I> <P>

In their critical <I>"George Bush: The Unauthorized Biography,"</I> Webster Tarpley and Anton Chaitkin warned that we are immersed in times of moral and cultural degradation wherein<I> "rulers of great evil have inflicted incalculable suffering on humanity."</I> <P>

The book is less about Bush 41 or the Bush family than it is <I>"an unveiling of the abuse and misuse of power, the shenanigans of egotism running rampant in high places."</I> The authors strip aside the <I>"curtain of secrecy, myopic journalism, and the illusion of a 'free' press,"</I> and stress that we must be <I>"fully aware of the propaganda of the 'spin doctors' and the manipulations that benefit a few at the expense of the many." </I>Tarpley and Chaitkin say we <I>"are not to condone or advance this egoistic behavior, but to stand tall and say no to those who claim power."</I> <P>

Many more of us than the media will admit are doing just that -- from the courageous <A HREF="http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article19536.htm">"Winter Soldiers"</A> who stood up against the war machine last week, to the masses whose protests and arrests are blacked out by the media, to the growing numbers who speak truth to power on the Internet and on progressive radio. Fortunately, there are far too many to list, but if you're just waking up, and it's sheer, raw truth you're after, check out <A HREF="http://www.empireburlesquenow.blogspot.com/">Chris Floyd</A> anytime, or listen to Nova M Radio's <A HREF="http://a1135.g.akamai.net/f/1135/18227/1h/cchannel.download.akamai.com/18227/podcast/LOSANGELES-CA/KTLK-AM/MMalloy031908.mp3?CPROG=PCAST&MARKET=LOSANGELES-CA&NG_FORMAT=talk&SITE_ID=695&STATION_ID=KTLK-AM&PCAST_AUTHOR=Mike_Malloy&PCAST_CAT=Arts_%26_Entertainment&PCAST_TITLE=The_Mike_Malloy_Show">Mike Malloy</A> week nights from 9-midnight (EST). <P>

Nebraska's Republican Senator Chuck Hagel says in his new book, <A HREF="http://browseinside.harpercollins.com/index.aspx?isbn13=9780061436963">"America: Our Next Chapter,"</A> that it's time for independent leadership and, perhaps, even for another political party. I agree. Those like Dick Cheney who have a death grip on power, and who will only tighten that grip if they remain in power, <A HREF="http://www.alternet.org/blogs/peek/80244/">do not care</A> what the American people think. White House press secretary Dana Perino echoed Cheney's sentiments last week when she told a reporter the American people have a right to speak only once every four years. After that, they can just shut up and follow the leader... <P>

The current election is possibly the most important in US history. Yet, ironically, thanks to the media, few of us in either party have a horse in this race. We have one last chance to change that. We must stand together and support a candidate whose love for country overshadows party loyalty and media sound bites -- a candidate who will fight for the freedoms and rights bestowed upon us by the founding fathers -- who will work to restore our infrastructure and our environment. That candidate is former Vice President Al Gore, the man legally elected President of the United States in 2000. It's time to heal the wound and move on to the Inauguration. <P>

Together, we must ask Al Gore to answer the call one last time. If it takes a new party, so be it. Because saving our republic, repairing our Constitution, and returning the power to the people is what it's all about.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://sheilastuff.blogspot.com/">Sheila Samples</A> </font> is an Oklahoma writer and a former civilian US Army Public Information Officer. She is a regular contributor for a variety of Internet sites. Contact her at: 

<A HREF="http://mailto:rsamples@wichitaonline.net"> rsamples@wichitaonline.net </A>
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One Foot in the Grave <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Iran Attack Nearer, More Likely Than Most Suspect </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

A very important, very disturbing -- and almost entirely overlooked -- piece appeared on Juan Cole's Informed Comment site this week. It was <A HREF="http://www.juancole.com/2008/03/iran-danger-and-opportunity-polk-guest.html">a guest column by William R. Polk,</A> laying out, in copious and convincing detail, the evidence indicating that the United States will indeed launch a military strike against Iran, most probably before George W. Bush leaves office.  <P>

However, even if Bush does hold off for some reason, the processes that Polk describes will almost certainly lead the next president into war with Iran, especially as the three remaining major candidates have forcefully pledged to keep <I>"all options, and I mean, all options on the table"</I> (Polk quotes Barack Obama's bellicose formulation). And none of them are likely to have the political courage that Polk rightly says would be necessary to climb down from the highly aggressive posture that both parties have adopted toward Iran. <P>

Polk is no radical firebrand; indeed, he comes toting heavy Establishment lumber: White House service (under John Kennedy), top academic and institutional posts, weighty books on history and international affairs, etc. Yet he paints as stark a picture of the situation as the most implacable dissident. <P>

One development that has arisen after the article was posted gives added credence to Polk's case. In recent days, both Bush and Dick Cheney have revived the scaremongering threat of an Iranian nuclear bomb that had seemed diffused by the NIE report earlier this year. Of course, that report  -- in which America's myriad intelligence agencies declared their consensus view that Iran's nuclear weapons program is moribund -- was itself a more subtle piece of scaremongering. Because the report asserted -- without any credible evidence -- that Iran HAD been building a nuke until 2003. While the headlines focused on the overall conclusion, the Bush Administration made hay with that latter assertion:<I> "See, we told you Iran has been building a nuclear weapon! We were right."</I> <P>

They weren't, of course, but this assertion was a propaganda weapon just waiting to be picked up: and now it has. Bush and Cheney refer to the NIE report as "proof" that Iran has been surreptitiously building nuclear weapons in the recent past -- and therefore could be secretly building them again right now. Cheney was very explicit about this during his recent tour of Iraq and other stops in the Middle East -- a trip that many have noted carries sinister echoes of a similar jaunt he made around the region just before the invasion of Iraq. <A HREF="http://wiredispatch.com/news/?id=93151">As AP notes:</A> <P> <I>

Vice President Dick Cheney retained his tough stance against Iran on Wednesday and said the U.S. is uncertain if Tehran has restarted the nuclear weaponization program that a U.S. intelligence report says it halted in 2003...Critics of the Bush administration said the report should dampen any campaign for a U.S. confrontation with Iran. <P>

But Cheney that that while the NIE said Iran had a program to develop a nuclear warhead, it remains unclear if it has resumed that activity. <P>

"What it (the NIE) says is that they have definitely had in the past a program to develop a nuclear warhead; that it would appear that they stopped that weaponization process in 2003. We don't know whether or not they've restarted," he said. <P> </I>

Bush too has been pushing this line,<A HREF="http://afp.google.com/article/ALeqM5jTGougei5LfZqGuSlI57XU63o9WA"> most recently in an interview</A> with a government-funded Farsi-language radio station piping White House propaganda into Iran itself. <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/blog/2008/03/21/BL2008032101852.html?hpid=opinionsbox1">As Dan Froomkin notes</A>, Bush repeated the lie he has often told, asserting that Iran has <I>"declared they want to have a nuclear weapon to destroy people."</I> Iran has always declared the opposite, of course. Bush also echoed Cheney's provocative <I>"mystficiation"</I> about the current state of the alleged Iranian weapons program. As Bush put it: <I>"They've hidden programs in the past and they may be hiding one now, who knows?"</I> <P>

As Polk points out, Bush has made pre-emptive war a cardinal tenet of the official U.S. national security policy, declaring that America <I>"will not wait"</I> for potential security threats to develop, but will <I>"confront challenges earlier and more comprehensively, before they are allowed to mature...In all cases, we will seek to seize the initiative and dictate the tempo, timing, and direction of military operations."</I><P>

Under such a policy, uncertainty about a potential threat actually becomes a spur to military action. Cheney has long been an evangelist for <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=721&Itemid=135">the "one-percent solution;"</A> i.e., if there is even a one percent chance that some threat might prove true, you must act as if the danger is 100 percent certain to occur. This paranoid lunacy -- or shrewd marketing device to guarantee non-stop boodle from war profiteering -- is now the official governing philosophy of America's foreign policy. <P>

You must read Polk's entire piece to get the full weight and impact of the facts he marshals. But below are a few pertinent excerpts: <P> <I>

The article [<A HREF="http://www.usnews.com/blogs/news-desk/2008/03/11/6-signs-the-us-may-be-headed-for-a-war-in-iran.html">a piece in US News and World Report</A> outlining "six signs that the U.S. may be headed for war in Iran"] curiously passes over in silence the much more impressive build-up of naval power in the Persian Gulf. As of the last report I have seen, a major part of the U.S. Navy is deployed in and around the Persian Gulf. The numbers are stunning and include not only a vast array of weapons, including nuclear weapons, cruise and other missiles and hundreds of aircraft but also "insertion" (invasion) forces and equipment. Even then, these already deployed forces amount to only a fraction of the total that could be brought to bear on Iran because aircraft, both bombers and troop and equipment transports, stationed far away in Central Asia, the Indian Ocean, Europe and even in America can be quickly employed . <P>

Of course, deploying forces along Iran's frontier does not necessarily mean using them. At least that is what the Administration says. However, as a historian and former participant in government, I believe that having troops and weapons on the spot makes their use more likely than not. Why is that? <P>

It is because a massive build-up of forces inevitably creates the "climate" of war. Troops and the public, on both sides, come to accept its inevitability. Standing down is difficult and can entail loss of "face." Consequently, political leaders usually are carried forward by the flow of events. Having taken steps 1, 2 and 3, they find taking step number 4 logical, even necessary. In short, momentum rather than policy begins to control action. As Barbara Tuchman showed in her study of the origins of the First World War, The Guns of August, even though none of the parties really wanted to go to war, none could stop the process. It was the fact that President Kennedy had been reading Tuchman's book just before the Cuban Missile Crisis, I believe, that made him so intent on not being "hijacked by events." His restraint was unusual. More common is a surrender to "sequence" as was shown by the 1991 Gulf War and the 2003 invasion of Iraq. It would have taken a major reversal of policy - and considerable political bravery -- to halt either invasion once the massive build-up was in place. No such effort was made then. Will it be now? I think the odds are against it. <P> </I>

Later, viewing the attack in a larger context, Polk writes:</I> <P>

Thus, even short of a nuclear Armageddon, the "Long War" advocated by the Neoconservatives would spread misery, violence, starvation, disease and death. The "fabric" that holds societies together would be shredded so that a chaos even Hobbes could not have imagined would become common over much of the world. The worst affected would be the poor nations but even rich societies would be corrupted and crippled. Reacting over a generation or more to fear of terrorism and the emotional "blow-back" of war, they would lose faith in law, civil liberties, indeed civil society in general. Strong men would come to the fore proclaiming that survival justifies giving up the civic, cultural and material good life. Step by step along the path of the long war, we could fall into the nightmare George Orwell laid out in his novel 1984. </I> <P>

If this is even a remote and unlikely danger, and I believe it is far more than that, we would be foolish indeed not to try to find means to avoid taking any steps - of which war with Iran would be not a step but a leap -- toward it. <P>

Again, the complex and detailed case Polk puts together should be read in full. But its overall message about a catastrophic and murderous war with Iran is unmistakable: the hour is much, much later than we think.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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God Damn America - Especially Pennsylvania! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Greg Palast </font> <P>

[Sunday, March 23, 2008, Forest City, PA ] <P>

The kids were snoozing so I drove along the back roads skirting the Lackawanna River on a dawn hunt for black coffee and a newspaper.  <P>

I think even Norman Rockwell would have found this place too sticky sweet, too postcard:  the weathered barns, the fallow fields perfectly snow-frosted; red, white and blue flags already up on the clapboard farmhouses and the white-washed church in the valley already full for Easter prayers. <P>

At a gas station, I scored the paper and coffee, spilled some on the front page - the closest thing I've got to a religious ritual - then parked in front of a row of insanely pretty salt-box houses shining like mad teeth on the river bank.  <P>

One was missing a pick-up in the driveway; its screen door was left half-open, and there was a letter taped to the window.  The Sheriff's Notice of eviction.  Another foreclosure. <P>

God damn America. <P>

I know that's what Obama's spiritual guide would say.   <P>

But why?  It seems likes He's already done a pretty good job of damning these United States. <P>

And He seems to have really taken it out on this corner of Pennsylvania.  <P>

The gargantuan Bethlehem steel works have dwindled to a few robot-operated mills controlled from Mumbai, India. The only remainders of nearby Carbondale's mining industry are in display cases at the ageing Coal Inn.  But you could still get out by selling your home to ski tourists from New York - until this year when mortgage markets turned cancerous.   <P>

That leaves Forest City's one industry, lumbering - which we can kiss goodbye since a recent ruling by the NAFTA board which allows the import of cheap Canadian wood. <P>

Some local kid has made the paper having been thrown, helmet first, into the volcano called Iraq.  The Scranton Times-Tribune, two pages after the photo of a priest blessing a bowl of who knows what, noted that three soldiers killed in yesterday's bombing are, <I>"pushing the death toll in the five-year conflict to nearly 4,000"</I> - which is true if you don't count Iraqi dead.  But Someone must be counting them.  (From way up in heaven, I wonder if we look like a nation of Christians - or an empire of Romans.) <P>

Phil Ochs, before he killed himself, wrote, <P> <B>

"This is a land full of power and glory, <br>

Beauty that words cannot recall. <br>

But her power shall rest on the strength of her freedom. <br>

Her glory shall rest on us all." <P> </B>

Whatever.     It's a difficult place to be an atheist, in this America, surfeited as it is on every vista with signs of His overwhelming grace and His exasperated wrath.  It's as if the Lord Himself is just as confused and frustrated and disappointed as the rest of us by blessings so abused. <P>

There's one consolation.  He has apparently granted Pennsylvanians the privilege, come April 22, of choosing which Democrat will lose in November. <P>

Which may not mean much to Sandy Ryder on whom the spirit of Easter has landed like a ton of bricks.  Sandy, says the flyer tacked up at the Bingham diner, was, <I>"Recently diagnosed with Inflammatory Breast Cancer."</I>  She's a,  <I>"Single mother of two - Tony and Brandon - and Grandmother of one - Jason." </I> <P>

And there they were in a photocopied portrait, the earnest elder son and little Jason to her right, the young slacker (Tony?  Brandon?) slouched to her left.   The town's hawking a benefit for Sandy, $10 at the door, <I>"including Food and Beverage"</I> and a<I> "Chinese auction."</I> <P>

(I'll bet Al Qaeda could pick up some recruits here - if Osama would offer health insurance.) <P>

Whatever. This is, after all, Holy Week, which marks the anniversary of the grounding of the Exxon Valdez, the day the giant oil corporation soaked 1,200 miles of Alaska's coast with crude sludge. March 24 marks 19 years since the grounding and 19 years since Exxon's promise to compensate the ruined fishermen. You should watch the 19-year-old video-tape of Exxon's man in Alaska. I especially like the part where <A HREF=" http://www.gregpalast.com/media/ExxonValdezPromise.mpg">he tells the fishermen,</A> <I>"You have had some good luck - and you don't realize it."</I> <P>

I know some of the fishermen on the TV footage, like the Anderson family, Eyak Natives. I can tell you, the Eyak don't feel so lucky, still waiting for the Supreme Court to act on Exxon's latest stall on payment. They've seen plenty of Sheriff's Notices these past 19 years. <P>

So Happy Easter. <P>

George Bush tells us he's, <I>"feeling just fine." </I> And we should be glad for him, I suppose.<P>

Bush ends his most belligerent speeches by saying, <I>"God bless America." </I> <P>

So, why hasn't He? <P>

Maybe you can tell us, Mr. President:  Why hasn't He? <P>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) <A HREF=" http://www.gregpalast.com/"> 2008 Greg Palast </A></font>is the author of the New York Times bestseller, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Armed+Madhouse.&Go.x=4&Go.y=13&Go=Go">Armed Madhouse</: Sordid Secrets and Strange Tales from a White House Gone Wild. </A> Join Palast's Network on <A HREF=" http://www.myspace.com/theofficialgregpalast">MySpace</A>, on <A HREF=" http://www.facebook.com/p/Greg_Palast/505970501">FaceBook</A> or on <A HREF=" http://www.youtube.com/user/GregPalastOffice?ob=1">YouTube</A>.
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Crack Down On Capital Pirates <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

BY Joe Conason </font> <P>

For many years, Robert Morgenthau has warned America that the nexus of capitalism and criminality poses a serious threat to our prosperity, security and growth. Now in the wake of the collapse of Bear Stearns, which pushed global markets still closer to the brink, perhaps the nation will listen to the Manhattan district attorney, whose scrutinizing gaze is fixed on targets well beyond New York. <P>

As a legendary prosecutor of international financial crime, Mr. Morgenthau has long kept a watchful eye on the buccaneering crew at Bear, the firm that now symbolizes the worst in amoral capital. Its executives were notorious for testing the limits of the law, by sheltering shady stock promoters and bucket-shop brokerages and by swelling the assets of its hedge funds with dubious mortgage-backed assets. <P>

When a pair of Bear hedge funds based in the Cayman Islands fell last summer, after their subprime mortgage investments went sour, Mr. Morgenthau sounded an early alarm. He urged the federal government to remember the fall of Long-Term Capital Management, the huge Cayman-based hedge fund whose implosion 10 years ago came close to sinking several major U.S. banks. The inevitable multibillion-dollar federal bailout prevented or postponed financial disaster-but we were not ready then to absorb the real meaning of that costly experience. That lesson, as Mr. Morgenthau explains, was simple:<I> "Markets, like the hedge-fund market, that are unsupervised and conduct business in secret, in tax havens, will eventually cause serious problems."</I> He has always possessed a talent for understatement. <P>

Ironically, Bear Stearns executives shunned any participation in the rescue of Long-Term Capital in 1998-and indeed mocked the government intervention that they now covet. Like so many corporate leaders who proclaim strict adherence to free-market principles and standards, the Bear gang doesn't stand up too well under close examination. When those Cayman-based funds nose-dived last year-wonderfully named the <I>"High Grade Structured Credit Strategies Fund"</I> and the <I>"High Grade Structured Master Credit Strategies Enhanced Leverage Fund"</I>-Bear's clients lost billions. <P>

Of course Bear's poor performance didn't dissuade James Cayne, its recently departed boss, from the gross display of buying himself a $28 million home, weeks before his corrupted firm finally tanked. There he sits in diminished splendor, while lawyers and economists bargain with the Treasury Department over the price of his company's distressed shares. <P>

If we must preserve Bear and its profligate executives to protect ourselves, we should make comparable efforts to save the homeowners, cities and states that stand to lose so much in this deluge of stinking paper. There is no moral excuse to subsidize the losses of the super-rich while leaving everyone else to the mercies of the market. What's good for the country-club Republicans is good for the working-family Democrats, too. <P>

But as Mr. Morgenthau insists, we cannot sustain an economy of universal bailouts. A son of F.D.R.'s treasury secretary, he understands how the New Deal saved democratic capitalism from mindless greed 75 years ago, and he knows that the undoing of those reforms over the past 25 years has led to our present troubles. More and more of our capital, including public pension funds, has moved into offshore havens where banking and corporate secrecy laws allow hedge-fund operators to avoid regulation and taxes. This escape from transparency will continue as long as it is permitted by law and rewarded by the tax code. <P>

All that will soon have to end, or we will find ourselves again at the edge of disaster. <P>

Obviously we should hope that the Treasury Department and the Federal Reserve find a way through this crisis without severe damage to the U.S. and world economy. The question is whether we will make the necessary changes to our political economy-including a renewed regulatory regime and a new New Deal for the American people-without suffering hard times such as we have not seen for decades. <P>

As we mark the end of a long era of conservative excess, we could do much worse than heed Mr. Morgenthau's advice. In the name of free markets, we had made ourselves and our economy vulnerable to the worst impulses of a greedy, remorseless few. He saw that on the horizon and tried to tell us. Perhaps now we will listen.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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"Women have come so far as feminists, that they don't feel obligated to vote for  

a candidate just because she's a woman. Women today feel perfectly free to make  

whatever choice Oprah tells them to. Which raises the question, why are people  

abandoning Hillary for Obama? Some say that they're put off by the fact that  

Hillary can't control her husband, and that we would end up with co-presidents.  

'Cause that would be terrible, having two intelligent, qualified people working  

together to solve problems. Ugh."</font> <font color=#000000> ~~~ Tina Fey ~ SNL 
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A Conscientious Objection <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Hedges </font> <P>

Those of us who oppose the war, who believe that all U.S. troops should be withdrawn and the network of permanent bases in Iraq dismantled, have only two options in the coming presidential elections-<A HREF="http://www.nader.org/">Ralph Nader</A> and <A HREF="http://www.runcynthiarun.org/">Cynthia McKinney</A>. A vote for any of the Republican and Democratic candidates is a vote to perpetuate the occupation of Iraq and a lengthy and futile war of attrition with the Iraqi insurgency. You can sign on for the suicidal hundred-year war with John McCain or for the nebulous open-ended war-lite with Hillary Clinton or Barack Obama, or back those who reject the war. If you vote Democrat or Republican in the coming election be honest with yourself-you have voted to allow the U.S. government to continue, in some form, the campaign that needlessly kills ever more Americans and Iraqis in a conflict that has become the worst foreign policy disaster in U.S. history and a crime under international law. <P> <I>

"When will the American people actually vote to give to the world more than bombs and missiles, sweatshops, dubious science, frankenfood, poverty and misery?" </I>Cynthia McKinney, the presidential candidate in the Green Party primaries, told me. <I>"Not only do we need an immediate, orderly withdrawal from Iraq and Afghanistan, we need an end to the militarism that has placed U.S. troops on the soil of over 100 countries. A true peace agenda means a complete redefinition of security. I remain convinced that if people in Haiti, Venezuela, Brazil, Ecuador, Bolivia and Nicaragua can vote a peace and justice agenda into power, then so too can we."</I> <P>

Examine the proposals on Iraq offered by Clinton and Obama. They talk about withdrawing some troops, but they also talk about leaving behind forces to protect U.S. bases in Iraq, assigning troops to train the Iraqi army and continuing the fight against <I>"terrorism."</I> Clinton and Obama do not throw out numbers, but a rough estimate would be 40,000 or 50,000 troops permanently stationed in Iraq. Obama, his advisers say, will also not rule out continuing to use private security companies like <A HREF="http://www.boston.com/news/world/middleeast/articles/2008/03/11/democrat_calls_for_blackwater_probe_alleges_tax_fraud/">Blackwater Worldwide</A> in Iraq. The war would not end under a Democratic administration. It would drag on until the mission collapsed and the U.S. retreated in humiliation. And when pressed, the Democratic candidates have admitted as much. Tim Russert in the New Hampshire debate asked the Democratic candidates to guarantee that all U.S. troops in Iraq would be home by 2013. No one, including John Edwards, was prepared to make such a commitment. Dennis Kucinich, the only Democratic candidate who opposed a continuation of the war, had been excluded from the debate. When the question was asked he was standing outside the hall in the snow with supporters to protest his exclusion. <P>

But the lust for militarism by Clinton and Obama does not end with Iraq. The two remaining Democratic candidates back the occupation of Afghanistan. They defend Israel's indiscriminate bombing of Lebanon, which killed hundreds of Lebanese, destroyed huge parts of Lebanon's infrastructure and left U.S.-manufactured cluster bombs littered over southern Lebanon. Clinton and Obama praise the right-wing government in Jerusalem and callously blame the Palestinian victims for the suffering inflicted on them by Israel. They support, in open defiance of international law, the 40-year Israeli occupation of Palestinian land and the draconian siege of Gaza, dismissing the grim humanitarian crisis it has unleashed on the 1.5 million Palestinians trapped in the world's largest open-air prison. <P>

The Democrats, who took control of the Congress in midterm elections largely because of public dissatisfaction with the Iraq war, have continued to fund the war, ignoring anti-war voters. The party, as a result, has sunk even lower in public opinion polls than the president, to a 19 percent approval rating, according to a NBC/Wall Street Journal poll. Clinton and Obama dutifully lined up with most other Democratic legislators to cast ballots in favor of squandering more than $300 billion in taxpayer money on a war that should never have been fought. And, if either is elected, he or she will spend billions more on the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. I will skip the rest of the mediocre voting records of Obama and Clinton, which include pandering to corporate interests, failing to back a universal single-payer health care system, refusing to call for the slashing of the bloated military budget, not urging repeal of NAFTA and the Taft-Hartley Act, which cripples the ability of unions to organize, and not seeking an end to nuclear power as an energy resource. Let's stick with the war. It is depressing enough.<P>

The anti-war movement bears much of the blame. It sold us out to the Democratic Party. The decision by anti-war activists to accept a moratorium on demonstrations in 2004 in order to support John Kerry ended our chance to build a widespread, grass-roots movement against the war. Kerry, in return for this support, ridiculed and humiliated those of us who opposed the war. He called for more troops in Iraq. He mouthed thought-terminating patriotic slogans to out-Bush Bush. He promised victory in Iraq. He assured voters that he, unlike George W. Bush, would never have pulled out of Fallujah. Anti-war voters stood passively behind him as they were humiliated and abused. And the anti-war movement has never recovered. The groundswell of popular revulsion that led hundreds of thousands to take to the streets before 2006 collapsed. The five-year anniversary of the war was marked with tepid protests that were sparsely attended. Why not? If the anti-war movement gutlessly backs pro-war candidates, what credibility does it have? If it fails to support those candidates on the margins of the political spectrum who stand with it against the war, what is the movement worth? Why not be cynical and go home?  <P>

<I>"It is a virus,"</I> Nader said in a phone interview. <I>"It is self-defeating. What are they doing this for if they can't push it into the political arena? Is it all theater?"<P>

"The strategy of the Democratic Party is to beat the Republicans by becoming more like them,"</I> Nader said. <I>"How can they get away with that? If they become more like the Republic Party they start eating into the Republican vote. This usually would inflict a price on them. They would lose the left's vote, but since the left signaled to the Democrats that their vote can be taken for granted because the Republicans are too horrible to contemplate, they get both. As a result, when you put this cocktail together, becoming more Republican to get Republican votes and hanging on to the left because they have nowhere to go, you set up a tug in the direction of the corporations. There is no discernable end to this strategy by the left. When you ask the left they say not this year, sometime later. But when? If it is not now, if it is sometime in the future, when? What is their breaking point? If you do not have a breaking point you are a slave."</I> <P>

The energy and idealism are out there. Nader, in a <A HREF="http://www.truthdig.com/eartotheground/item/20080316_mccain_nader_score_upsets_in_zogby_poll/">March 13-14 Zogby poll</A>, took 5 to 6 percent in a race between McCain and either Clinton or Obama. Nader, among voters under 30 and among independents, polled 12 to 15 percent. If the anti-war movement gets behind him and McKinney, if it stands behind its principles, it could begin to shake the foundations of the Democratic Party. It could re-energize itself. It might even force Democrats to offer voters a concrete plan to withdraw from Iraq. <P>

War is not an abstraction to me. I know its evil. It is time, if we care about the state of the nation, to take an unequivocal stand against the war. If Clinton and Obama do not want to join us, so be it. I support those candidates and organizations that fight back. We should, in solidarity, <A HREF="http://www.democraticunderground.com/discuss/duboard.php?az=view_all&address=389x3010104">strike</A> with the International Longshore and Warehouse Union on May 1 against the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. We should support <A HREF="http://www.codepink4peace.org/section.php?id=338">Code Pink's refusal</A> to pay the portion of our taxes that go to funding the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. But most of all, we should refuse to be suckered by Democratic candidates who use fuzzy language and will not commit to a total withdrawal from Iraq. We owe it to the hundreds of thousands of dead and injured. We owe to those Iraqis and Americans who will die in the coming days, weeks and months. We owe it to ourselves so, at the very least, we can salvage our integrity.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Chris Hedges, </font> the former Middle East bureau chief for The New York Times, spent seven years in the Middle East. He was part of the paper's team of reporters who won the 2002 Pulitzer Prize for coverage of global terrorism. He is the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=War+Is+a+Force+That+Gives+Us+Meaning&Go.x=12&Go.y=8&Go=Go">War Is a Force That Gives Us Meaning</A>. His latest book is <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=American+Fascists%3A+The+Christian+Right+and+the+War+on+America&Go.x=8&Go.y=13&Go=Go">American Fascists: The Christian Right and the War on America</A>.
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Is Chicago Burning? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Hillary Clinton, Superdelegates, and Playing with Fire </font> <br>

By Ted Rall  <P>

NEW YORK--Will there be race riots if Barack Obama is denied the Democratic nomination? <P>

Despite the continuing fallout over his association with the Reverend Jeremiah Wright, the Illinois senator has won the most state primaries, the most votes and the most delegates. Polls have him running between one and four percentage points ahead of Clinton. Four centuries after the first blacks came to America in chains, the prospect of seeing one of their own become president is so close that African-Americans can taste it. Will they sit quietly at home and change the channel if white America dashes their hopes? <P>

But what if she does? <P>

Stars, planets and a bunch of asteroids would have to fall into perfect alignment in order for Clinton to win the Democratic nomination. First, she'd need to win a landslide in the April 22 Pennsylvania primary. That could happen; a March 23 Quinnipiac poll had her pulling ahead, 53 to 41. She'd need a repeat performance in Indiana. But she's running even with Obama there. <P>

Never mind reality. What if she racks up a string of late-season primary wins? <P>

Two arguments are at the center of the Clinton campaign's last-ditch attempt to seduce the 800 unpledged delegates who will determine the nominee at the Democratic convention. The first plays to the raison d'être of the superdelegates, created in 1982 to steer the nomination away from a leading candidate in case he or she fumbles late in the nomination race, hurting the party's chances of beating the Republican nominee in November. <P>

<I>"[Hillary] has the best chance to defeat John McCain,"</I> Bill Clinton says. Why? Because she's vetted. All the dirt has been dug up on her; the GOP won't dredge up anything new. As for Obama, his friendships with Reverend Wright and a Chicago slumlord might represent the mere tip of a toxic Daley Machine sludge pile. <P>

Clinton's second argument is her novel promise to win the <I>"primary popular vote,"</I> a phrase no one heard of before. Obama leads by 700,000 out of 26 million votes cast; Hillary says she'll close this gap in Pennsylvania. <P>

The Democratic Party probably won't risk alienating its most reliable constituency. Probably.

But what if it does? Left-of-center insiders, mainstream Democrats and street activists alike, are quietly worrying that things could turn ugly. 1968 ugly. Maybe even worse. <P> <I>

"If party insiders fix the nomination against the will of the people--when the entire election is about repudiation of the old politics--it will be an act of monumental political disaster that historians will condemn for generations,"</I> Brent Budowsky writes at TheHill.com. Hillary Clinton would have a tough time uniting the Democratic vote against McCain, still coasting on the fumes of his pre-Bush rep as a straight-shooting maverick. <P>

There would certainly be street protests in Denver. <I>"I will, without doubt, march at the convention if there is even a remote chance on the nomination being stolen,"</I> promises a typical poster at the liberal blog Daily Kos. <P>

Blogger Al Giordano predicts: <I>"It won't be the chaotic street protest and battle with the cops that occurred in '68: we've learned too much from that. It will be organized, Gandhian in its adherence to discipline and nonviolence, and more massive than anything maybe ever seen in the United States' long history of social movements. If the party leaders choose to destroy democracy by denying the fair-and-square winner the nomination, democracy will then be duty bound to destroy the party...The big news is that, for the first time in decades, a black-white alliance from the street will be possible: Montgomery 1955 meets Seattle 1999 in Denver 2008." </I> <P>

Street protests + rage = ? <P>

No one knows whether angry Obama supporters would turn violent if their man is denied the Democratic nomination. But precedents count. The last time American progressives got worked up about anything was the invasion of Iraq. They marched by the millions. They kept things <I>"Gandhian."</I> But non-violence failed: The media ignored them. And the war dragged on--longer, so far, than World War II. <P>

More recently, on the international front, activists can't ignore events in Tibet, where the passage of time has merely accelerated the oppression of the indigenous population at the hands of Chinese occupation troops. Ultimately, young Tibetans are finding violent resistance to be more effective--and more attractive to television cameras--than the Dalai Lama's corporate-approved militant pacifism. If they keep Chinese cities burning through the summer Olympics, Tibetans could win their independence this year.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Propaganda Ansager Perino, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your constant spins, lies and Republican Anti-Truths, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Propaganda Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with diamond clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 05-25-2008. We salute you Frau Perino, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>
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Haunting Obama's Dreams <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

It is a tribute to Hillary Clinton that even though, rationally, political soothsayers think she can no longer win, irrationally, they wonder how she will pull it off. <P>

It's impossible to imagine The Terminator, as a former aide calls her, giving up. Unless every circuit is out, she'll regenerate enough to claw her way out of the grave, crawl through the Rezko Memorial Lawn and up Obama's wall, hurl her torso into the house and brutally haunt his dreams. <P> <I>

"It's like one of those movies where you think you know the end, but then you watch with your fingers over your eyes," </I>said one leading Democrat. <P>

Hillary got a boost from the wackadoodle Jeremiah Wright. As a top pol noted, the Reverend turned Obama - in the minds of some working-class and crossover white voters - from <I>"a Harvard law graduate into a South Side Black Panther."</I> <P>

Obama blunted the ugliness of Wright's YouTube<I> "greatest hits"</I> with his elegant and bold speech on race. But how will he get the genie back into the bottle? <P>

Pressed about race on a Philly radio sports show, where he wanted to talk basketball, he called his grandmother <I>"a typical white person, who, if she sees somebody on the street that she doesn't know, well there's a reaction that's in our experiences that won't go away and can sometimes come out in the wrong way." </I> <P>

Obama might be right, but he should stay away from the phrase <I>"typical white person"</I> because typically white people don't like to be reminded of their prejudices. It also undermines Obama's feel-good appeal in which whites are allowed to transcend race because the candidate himself has transcended race. <P>

Even swaddled in flags, Obama is vulnerable on the issue of patriotism. He's right that you don't have to wear a flag pin to be patriotic, and that Republicans have coarsely exploited patriotism for ideological ends while failing to do truly patriotic things, like giving our troops the right armor and the proper care at Walter Reed. <P>

But Republicans are salivating over Reverend Wright's <I>"God damn America"</I> imprecation and his post-9/11 <I>"America's chickens coming home to roost"</I> crack, combined with Michelle Obama's aggrieved line about belatedly feeling really proud of her country. <P>

On Friday in Charlotte, N.C., Bill Clinton, the man who once thanked an R.O.T.C. recruiter <I>"for saving me from the draft"</I> during Vietnam, sounded like Sean Hannity without the finesse. <P>

Extolling John McCain as<I> "an honorable man,"</I> and talking about McCain's friendship with his wife, the former president told veterans: <I>"I think it would be a great thing if we had an election year where you had two people who loved this country and were devoted to the interest of this country. And people could actually ask themselves who is right on these issues, instead of all this other stuff that always seems to intrude itself on our politics." </I> <P>

Some people consider the Clintons to be the <I>"stuff that always seems to intrude itself on our politics."</I> Tony McPeak, a former Air Force chief of staff and an Obama adviser, accused Hillary's hatchet husband of McCarthyism. <P>

After the Hillary camp lost - and trashed - Bill Richardson and was outmaneuvered by the Obama forces on mulligans in Michigan and Florida, Hillary's hopes dwindled down to the superdelegates. <P>

If Jimmy Carter, Al Gore and Nancy Pelosi are the dealmakers, it won't take Hercule Poirot to figure out who had knives out for Hillary in this <I>"Murder on the Orient Express." </I> <P>

Carter, who felt he was not treated with a lot of respect by the Clintons when they were in the White House, favors Obama.<P> <I>

"The Clintons will be there when they need you," </I>said a Carter friend. <P>

Al Gore blames Bill Clinton's trysts with Monica for losing him the White House. He resented sharing the vice presidency with Hillary and sharing the donors and attention with her when she ran for Senate as he ran for president. <P> <I>

"There's no love between him and Hillary," </I>said one former Clintonista. <I>"It was like Mitterrand with his wife and girlfriend. They were always competing for the affection of the big guy."</I> <P>

Like Carter and Gore, Nancy Pelosi was appalled by Bill's escapades with Monica. And, as The Times's Carl Hulse wrote, the Speaker has been viewed as <I>"putting her thumb on the scale for Mr. Obama"</I> in recent weeks. As a leading China basher, the San Francisco pol tangled bitterly with President Clinton over his pursuit of a free-trade agreement with China, once charging him with papering over China's horrible record on human rights. And she has been put off by the abrasive ways of some top Hillary people. <P>

If Hillary's fate falls into the hands of Jimmy, Al and Nancy, the Clinton chickens may come home to roost.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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It Ain't About Race, Baby <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

The speech by Barrack Obama was expected to be about race. It turned out to be much, much more than that, regardless of what you would learn from the evening news Of course, we know that the evening news and the "pundits" that you will find there always go for the more sensational aspects of any story, looking only at the surface without any effort to look for deeper meanings While they rail that Obama did not denounce his pastor or get up in the middle of the sermon and walk out the door at some of the pastor's <I>"inflammatory"</I> statements, a bit of thought will cause you to wonder if they are not asking a bit too much. Or perhaps that is the reason so many churches are empty on Sunday morning, leaving the preacher shouting at the empty rafters. <P>

On the other hand, if you really listened to the words of the man, a different perspective would emerge. He spoke not only about being a black man running for the American presidency but about a back-and-white man attempting to reconcile both sides of his heritage and getting them to live together in peace, united by a common determination to establish the equality for which the Founding Fathers and many other generations of our ancestors willingly gave their lives. He spoke briefly of the conflicts with his own family, specifically stating that his white grandmother confessed to discomfort in the presence of black men and alluded to the fact that the black voters queried whether he was sufficiently black for their own comfort. <P>

But, over all, it was not just a speech about race. It was a speech about HOPE! You remember what hope feels like, don't you? It was the feeling that we had when Bill Clinton was elected to the presidency, and before we learned how easily he adapted to playing the game of politics, dealing away his promised advocacy for the working people in order to gain the cooperation of the proponents of the Contract With/On America. The promised welfare <I>"reform"</I> was passed but half-formed with the supportive measures lying on the cutting-room floor. We continued to hope while Mrs. Clinton labored in secret on the <I>"universal health care plan" </I>only to have it die without ever seeing the light of day. After that, it was merely business as usual while the Neo-Con cabal continued to nibble at our freedoms and our futures. <P>

Hope arose again when it appeared that our next President would be Al Gore whom many of us thought should have been heading the ticket eight years before. But a little hocus-pocus in Florida and we found ourselves with another Bush in the White House and hope disappeared again in the fog of war as our youth trooped off to spend their lives fighting and dying in the desert sands. <P>

Now we are sick and tired of war and we want to hope again. There is no hope in the prospect of a <I>"hundred-year war."</I> Senator McCain promises us at least another lifetime of more of the same, never for our children or, possibly, their children to know the blessings of peace. I see no hope in the prospect of the plans of Senator Clinton with her proposal of mandatory health insurance, further taxing our poor pocketbooks for the enrichment of the greedy insurance companies. Her theory of leaving troops in Iraq indefinitely to <I>"protect our embassy"</I> is similarly distasteful. In light of the recent disappointment of a Clinton presidency, I see little hope in repeating it. <P>

I have not been, and still am not, an advocate for the election of Barrack Obama for all the reasons that others have expressed. I would prefer that he be more experienced but many before him have been inexperienced and I believe he will be a quick learner. I do not feel that he is the <I>"cream of the crop"</I> and the very best choice for the job. However, those whom I might have preferred have all been eliminated by the electoral system and the choices have dwindled. <P>

And so I prefer to HOPE. Living in a state that has no primaries and only titular causes, I have had no chance to vote for the Democratic candidate. But I will HOPE that the media will not discourage Obama's supporters and he will be able to continue his winning path to the White House. And unless a <I>"white knight" </I>appears in a successful third party, I will be at the polls in November, casting my vote for a black white man or a white black man with HOPE to lead my beloved nation into the future.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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Lookin' For A Leader <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Neil Young <P>

Lookin' for a Leader <br>

To bring our country home <br>

Re-unite the red white and blue <br>

Before it turns to stone <P>

Lookin' for somebody <br>

Young enough to take it on <br>

Clean up the corruption <br>

And make the country strong <P>

Walkin' among our people <br>

There's someone who's straight and strong <br>

To lead us from desolation <br>

And a broken world gone wrong <P>

Someone walks among us <br>

And I hope he hears the call <br>

And maybe it's a woman <br>

Or a black man after all <P>

Yeah maybe it's Obama <br>

But he thinks that he's too young <br>

Maybe it's Colin Powell <br>

To right what he's done wrong <P>

America has a leader <br>

But he's not in the house <br>

He's waling here among us <br>

And we've got to seek him out <P>

Yeah we've got our election <br>

But corruption has a chance <br>

We got to have a clean win <br>

To regain confidence <P>

America is beautiful <br>

But she has an ugly side <br>

We're lookin' for a leader <br>

In this country far and wide <P>

We're lookin' for a leader <br>

With the great spirit on his side <P>

Someone walks among us <br>

And I hope he hears the call <br>

And maybe it's a woman <br>

Or a black man after all<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2006/2008 Neil Young
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Church To Sterilize Demon-Possessed Infants! <p> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#FF0000>

Annual Spring Bible Crawl </font> <P>

Freehold, Iowa -  <I>"The first thing we do," </I>Landover Pastor, Deacon Fred explains, <I>"is put a Bible on the ground. If the baby crawls away from the Bible, it immediately becomes a candidate for sterilization."</I> The possessed child is then placed in a crib with a full grown adult swine to see if the demon will hitch a ride (Mark 5: 11-13). <I>"We then take the pig to <A Href="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/news0101/chickens.html">Landover Lake</A> and see if it drowns itself in accordance with scripture,"</I> Deacon Fred says. <I>"If the pig drowns, the child may stay with its parents. If the pig does not kill itself, then the malformed offspring is shipped off to the <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/news0604/escape.html">Landover Home for the Demonically Possessed in North Dakota.</A> It can sometimes take 20 years until it is safe to return the little "demon hotel" to its mother -- but that gives her plenty of time to explain what a demon was doing in her womb in the first place. " </I> <P>

Cross-eyed children and infants with unusually large ears will not participate in the Spring Bible Crawl but will instead be subject to automatic sterilization. It is widely accepted among True Christians(tm) that physical deformities are the outward manifestation of lewd demonic activity within the womb. The Bible tells us that physical deformity is a direct result of a demon or demon(s) chewing on the fetus or pulling on the fetus' ears during the early months of pregnancy. <P>

Spring sterilization and the Bible Crawl have been a Christian tradition at Landover Baptist Church for nearly 57 years. A church spokesman explains, <I>"Sterilization is a method by which we, as Godly, Bible-believing, Patrimonial Baptist Christians assure ourselves and our God that our descendants will be clear-headed, straight, agreeable, dependable human beings."</I> Unfortunate parishioners who birth demon oppressed children, gladly bring the child forward for sterilization. Landover member, Mrs. Ida Jenkins, recalls, <I>"I remember when the doctor told me that Satan stole my baby's sight. Little Henry was born blind. We made sure the Devil didn't get the last laugh on my Henry. We had him sterilized two hours after he popped out!"</I> Mrs. Jenkins was eager to stop the Devil's handiwork as soon as possible. <I>"We didn't even wait until Spring! Satan had his red tail wrapped around my boy's head so tight, the annual Bible Crawl was out of the question!"</I> <P>

<I>"We take an awful lot of flack from the secular world for living our lives according to scripture."</I> Pastor Deacon Fred remarks. <I>"The secular world calls demon-possessed people, 'handicapped' or 'special.' I tell you, there's <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/news0203/epilepsy.html">nothing 'special' about demon possession</A>. Jesus didn't call them 'special' or refer to them as 'crippled' or 'handicapped.' He knew they were demon possessed! Why else would they become normal human beings as soon as He cast the Devil out of them?" </I> <P>

Landover Baptist Church isn't in the habit of casting out demons. <I>"That's the Lord's job."</I> Pastor Deacon Fred says. <I>"We can however, prevent the devil from playing 'Joker's Wild' with the family tree. The best way to do that is through infantile sterilization. Praise God!" </I> <br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/"> The Landover Baptist Church </A>
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Issues & Alibis is published in America every Friday. We are not affiliated with, nor do we accept funds from any political party. We are a non-profit group that is dedicated to the restoration of the American Republic. All views expressed are those of the authors and not necessarily the views of Issues & Alibis.Org. </font> <font color=#FF0000>  <P>

In regards to copying anything from this site remember that everything here is copyrighted. Issues & Alibis has been given permission to publish everything on this site. When this isn't possible we rely on the "Fair Use" copyright law provisions. If you copy anything from this site to reprint make sure that you do too. We ask that you get our permission to reprint anything from this site and that you provide a link back to us. Here is the "Fair Use" provision.

</font> <font color=#000000>  <P>

"Notwithstanding the provisions of sections 106 and 106A, the fair use of a

copyrighted work, including such use by

reproduction in copies or phonorecords or by any other means specified by

that section, for purposes such as criticism,

comment, news reporting, teaching (including multiple copies for classroom

use), scholarship, or research, is not an

infringement of copyright.<p> In determining whether the use made of a work in

any particular case is a fair use the factors to

be considered shall include:   </center> <P>

(1) the purpose and character of the use, including whether

such use is of a commercial nature or is for nonprofit

educational purposes;<br>

(2) the nature of the copyrighted work; <br>

(3) the amount and substantiality of the portion used in

relation to the copyrighted work as a whole; and <br>

(4) the effect of the use upon the potential market for or

value of the copyrighted work. The fact that a work is unpublished shall

not itself bar a finding of fair use if such

finding is made upon consideration of all the above factors." <P> <br> <P> <br> <P>
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In This Edition </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <p>

Naomi Klein demands, "Players, Not Cheerleaders." <br> <br>

Uri Avnery exclaims, "Death To The Arabs!" <br> <br>

Victoria Stewart reviews, "Economic Downturns." <br> <br>

Jim Hightower follows, "America's Ongoing Rebellion." <br> <br>

Mark Morford wants, "A Hooker For Every Senator." <br> <br>

Tom Engelhardt wonders, "Do Pentagon Planners Dream Of Electric Bugs?" <br> <br>

Captain Eric H. May asks, "Spring Fling In Iran?" <br> <br>

Chris Floyd with a must read, "Hope Abandoned." <br> <br>

Robert Scheer explores, "A Submarine To Fight al-Qaida's Navy." <br> <br>

Joe Conason explains, "McSame On Social Security." <br> <br>

Norm Solomon questions, "PR News: National Pentagon Radio?" <br> <br>

Ted Rall says, "Don't Move On. Start Over." <br> <br>

Housing Secretary Alphonso R. Jackson wins the coveted "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd cackles, "Surrender Already, Dorothy." <br>  <br>

Mary Pitt needs to know, "Just Tell Us What You Really Think." <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department 'The Onion' reports "Nation's Gentrified Neighborhoods Threatened By Aristocratization" but first Uncle Ernie uncovers, "The Manchurian Candidate."
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Welcome one and all to "Uncle Ernie's Issues & Alibis." 
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The Manchurian Candidate <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

America's Songbird </font> <br>

By Ernest Stewart </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

<A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=b3VqMUiZ2-g&eurl=http://digg.com/lbv.php?id=5261086&ord=1">I am a war criminal; I bombed innocent women and children.</A> <br>

~~~ John McCain ~ 60 Minutes CBS 1997 ~~~ <br> <br>

"Tell me, how was it that you ruined such a mighty commonwealth as yours so quickly?" ~~~ Gnaeus Naevius <br> <br>

"Take off, eh. Ya hoser." ~~~ Doug McKenzie

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

John McCain is the man that the North Vietnamese called <I>"Songbird."</I> A misnomer, actually. The correct term is stool pigeon. They called him<I> "Songbird"</I> because he told them everything they wanted to know. He was NEVER tortured and was, in fact, given an apartment in Hanoi loaded with two hookers because of his daddy and his singing ability. This guy is not only a traitor but makes Ensign Parker in McHale's Navy look like an Olympian by comparison. Sound familiar, America? <br> <br>

McCain is the spoiled rotten <I>"Navy brat"</I> son of a four star admiral whose father was an admiral as well. <I>"Spoiled brat"</I> is how he is described by those who knew young Johnny. Johnny's dad came to fame, you may recall, as the man who called the F-4 Phantoms back when they were launched to protect the USS Liberty which was under attack from Israeli jets and torpedo boats. He then helped LBJ and Robert S. Mcnamara cover up that war crime for Tel Aviv. <br> <br>

Johnny grew to be a cocky young hotshot who graduated 894th out of 899 in his class at Annapolis. Who does this remind you of? Mayhaps a certain west Texas prairie monkey? Many say McCain was responsible for all but sinking the air craft carrier USS Forestal in which 167 men died. Otherwise bored pilots of the A4E Skyhawk would often turn on the starter switch and let it run for a bit before igniting the engine. This allowed a pool of gas to form. When the aircraft was thus <I>"wet-started"</I> a huge impressive flame would shoot from the aircraft. <I>"Investigators and survivors took the position that McCain deliberately wet-started to harass the F4 pilot directly behind him."</I> This caused a M34 Zuni rocket attached to the F4 to launch ending in an inferno aboard the ship. Instead of being court martialed the Admiral's son was quietly transferred to another carrier, the USS Oriskany, and a few weeks later parachuted into a Hanoi lake after managing to get himself shot down. <br> <br>

Within four days of being captured he was spilling his guts out to avoid torture and to get the best medical treatment, in direct violation of the <A HREF="http://www.armystudyguide.com/content/army_board_study_guide_topics/code_of_conduct/the-code-of-conduct.shtml">military code of conduct.</A> He later admitted to this in a U.S. News and World Report interview dated May 14, 1973, two months after he was released. McCain admitted that he exchanged military information for six weeks in a hospital normally reserved for North Vietnamese Military officers. This was just the beginning for the man called the <I>"Songbird."</I> <br> <br>

U.S. government records show that less than two weeks after he was taken to the hospital, Hanoi's press began quoting specific military information, including the name of the aircraft carrier on which McCain had been based, information about the location of rescue ships and the order of which his attack was supposed to take place. The records demonstrate, according to the article, that McCain continued to collaborate with the Communists after he recovered from his injuries. He did at least 32 propaganda broadcasts that were aimed at destroying the morale of American servicemen fighting in the jungles of South Vietnam. All of the above is considered treason and would result in a firing squad for the average grunt! <br> <br>

On June 4, 1969, a U.S. Wire Service story reported one of McCain's broadcasts. The service reported <I>"Hanoi has aired a broadcast in which the pilot son of the U.S. Commander in the Pacific, Adm. John McCain purportedly admits to having bombed civilian targets in North Vietnam and praised medical treatment he has received since being taken prisoner."</I> Sin-ator McCain traveled to Hanoi in May of 1993 with soon-to-be Ambassador to Vietnam Pete Peterson, and convinced the Communist leadership to <I>"never make public their files on America POWs!"</I> <br> <br>

McCain committed other breaches of the Code of Conduct by meeting with and giving interviews to foreign news reporters and anti-American groups. McCain also admits talking with numerous high-ranking North Vietnamese leaders, including General Vo Nguyen Giap, the Minister of Defense. <br> <br>

He also did a cozy interview over coffee, oranges and cake with a Cuban psychiatrist, Fernando Barral, which took place in the Hanoi office of the Committee for Foreign Cultural Relations. He failed to <I>"evade answering questions to the utmost of his ability;"</I> by actually conversing with Barral in Spanish. Today you can see the framed interview hanging on the wall of Barral's restaurant <I>"Los Cactus"</I> in Havana. <br> <br>

For his services to the enemy McCain was rewarded with amongst other things an apartment in Hanoi staffed by couple of hooker/spys for the North Vietnamese government. He told his Hanoi Hilton brothers that he had been removed to another cell for torture whenever he'd been partying with the ladies. The Vietnamese had even offered to let him go as a peace gesture in the Paris <I>"peace talks" </I>but the idea was stopped by dear old daddy as it wouldn't look good and, perhaps more likely, to keep Johnny from destroying another aircraft carrier? <br> <br>

John was never court martialed or made to pay in any way for this treason but, thanks to the rat-wing controlled media, has been made to look like a <I>"great war hero."</I> His real life might explain why he thinks torture could be a good thing for 

intelligence, having never under gone any of it himself?

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

Our national embarrassment is on the road again. And once again leaving hatred and hysterical laughter in his wake. Bush first went to the Ukraine to insist that Ukraine and Romania are on the road to join NATO even though most of the people in those countries don't want it and France and Germany have vowed to stop their entry into NATO come hell or high water. Bush also insisted on provoking the Russians by this move and yet another call to build the missile <I>"defense"</I> system that will allow a nuclear first strike against Russia. To put it mildly, the Russians and most of Europe were not amused! <br> <br>

After the NATO summit in Romania Bush is off to the Black Sea resort city of Sochi for talks with Vladimir Putin. Wouldn't you like to be a fly on the wall for that meeting? Vlad will no doubt tell our prairie monkey where it's at and in no uncertain terms what the result will be, if any of Bush's proposal are acted upon. Not to mention the giant glow in the dark hole that will appear where Tel Aviv once stood if the Israelis attack Iran. <br> <br>

Although this is his third trip this year, it won't be his last one. You may recall his first two trips? He went to the Middle East in January and was off to Africa in February.  Next up in June he will travel to Slovenia for his final summit with the European Union. Also he will attend his last summit of Group of Eight leaders of major industrial economies in Japan in July. Then off he will go to Peru in November for his final meeting with Pacific Rim leaders at the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation forum. So even if he fails to make America the laughing stock of the world this trip he'll have at least three more chances to screw things up for our next dictator. Yippee!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, it's that time of the year again, time again for our neighbors to the north to practice their favorite blood sport. Time for those far superior, holier than thou Canadians to practice what has to be the most barbaric sport on the planet. When it's springtime in Canada all the hosers come out to joyfully bash in the brains of defenseless, harmless baby seals. This is where a grown man, often loaded on a few six packs of Labatt's Blue, takes out a baseball bat, medieval mace or a lead pipe and proceeds to bash in the brains of a crying baby seal right in font of it's mother. Mui Macho, eh? Anyone up for organizing a seal hunters, hunt? Wouldn't a seal hunter's skin make an interesting conversation piece for your wall or a rug for your conversation pit, America? Be the first one on your block! <br> <br>

Canadian Minister of Fisheries and Oceans, Loyola Hearn, has announced that 275,000 harp seals can be slaughtered this year as well as 8200 baby hooded seals! Oh happy, happy, joy, joy! Then warns that anyone trying to stop the slaughter or photograph these monsters will be subject to Canadian law. Oh dear, look out for Dudley Doright, ya'll! <br> <br>

I only bring this up because of my last trip to Toronto. I went to Toronto to inquire why a country as large as Canada hasn't the room to build a garbage dump for the city of Toronto and has to bury it's garbage, medical waste, needles etc. in Michigan, sending 100's of huge garbage trucks a day, often spilling their loads all over my neighborhood. Twas there I got a lecture from a women about how awful we Americans were and how superior the Canadians were. Of course, my first thought was to strangle her with her seal skin gloves that she proudly wore but I settled for reminding her of the barbaric baby killers that the Canadians are, about how Canada has the highest suicide rate in the world amongst native populations, etc. Finally reminding her that once the North American Union is in place, she'd be an American too! That last one tore her up! <br> <br>

One last thought. Where are the PETA folks when this is going down? Why aren't you out on the ice flows, stripping naked or spray-painting the "hunters" or even the baby seals? Why? It wouldn't be because that would be just a bit inconvenient or perhaps just a taste dangerous, would it, eh?

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists." ~~~ Arundhati Roy </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

A few weeks ago we were once again forced to go to our readers and ask for money to keep publishing.  We are fundamentally unable and philosophically unwilling to devise catchy fundraising tactics. We aren't going to ask you to send $20.08 each or offer new cell phone plans or try to convince you a donation to Issues and Alibis will save the world from the scourge du jour. Everyone associated with this magazine is stubborn and pissed off and determined to continue fighting for the world that we want to leave our children-and they are all our children. We'll keep publishing as long as possible. But, as we've detailed below, we need money to go on.  It is the few dollars a week that makes a difference in our survival.  <br> <br>

Those of you who have responded since we first asked for help have not only been generous but you've also given us encouragement and strengthened our conviction that it is important to continue to speak truth and keep advertising to a bare minimum for other people to speak their truths too. As more and more leftist publications are forced into oblivion or turned into tools of the power elite, your letters and messages are more important to us than ever. We appreciate the support. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. This old iBook is about to join the old Dell in the trash heap, when it does, we'll be gone! <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/dithpran.jpg"> <br>

09-27-1942 ~ 03-30-2008 <br>

R.I.P. </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>
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Players, Not Cheerleaders <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Naomi Klein  </font> <P> <I>

"So?" </I> <P>

So said Dick Cheney when asked last week about public opinion being overwhelming against the war in Iraq. <I>"You can't be blown off course by polls."</I> <P>

His attitude about the the fact that the number of U.S. soldiers killed in Iraq has reached 4,000 displayed similar levels of sympathy. They "voluntarily put on the uniform," the Vice-President told ABC news. This brick wall of indifference helps explain the paradox in which we in the anti-war camp find ourselves five years into the occupation of Iraq: anti-war sentiment is as strong as ever, but our movement seems to be dwindling. <P>

Sixty-four per cent of Americans tell pollsters they oppose the war, but you'd never know it from the thin turnout at recent anniversary rallies and vigils. <P>

When asked why they aren't expressing their anti-war opinions through the anti-war movement, many say they have simply lost faith in the power of protest. They marched against the war before it began, marched on the first, second and third anniversaries. And yet five years on, U.S. leaders are still shrugging:<I> "So?"</I> <P>

There is no question that the Bush administration has proven impervious to public pressure. That's why it's time for the anti-war movement to change tactics. We should direct our energy where it can still have an impact: the leading Democratic contenders. <P>

Many argue otherwise. They say that if we want to end the war, we should simply pick a candidate who is not John McCain and help them win: We'll sort out the details after the Republicans are evicted from 1600 Pennsylvania Ave. Some of the most prominent anti-war voices--from MoveOn.org to the magazine we write for, The Nation--have gone this route, throwing their weight behind the Obama campaign. <P>

This is a serious strategic mistake. It is during a hotly contested campaign that anti-war forces have the power to actually sway U. S. policy. As soon as we pick sides, we relegate ourselves to mere cheerleaders. <P>

And when it comes to Iraq, there is little to cheer. Look past the rhetoric and it becomes clear that neither Barack Obama nor Hillary Clinton has a real plan to end the occupation. They could, however, be forced to change their positions -- thanks to the unique dynamics of the prolonged primary battle. <P>

Despite the calls for Clinton to withdraw in the name of<I> "unity,"</I> it is the very fact that Clinton and Obama are still fighting it out, fiercely vying for votes, that presents the anti-war movement with its best pressure point. And our pressure is badly needed. <P>

For the first time in 14 years, weapons manufacturers are donating more to Democrats than to Republicans. The Dems have received 52 percent of the defense industry's political donations in this election cycle - up from a low of 32 per cent in 1996. That money is about shaping foreign policy, and so far, it appears to be well spent. <P>

While Clinton and Obama denounce the war with great passion, they both have detailed plans to continue it. Both say they intend to maintain the massive Green Zone, including the monstrous U.S. embassy, and to retain U.S. control of the Baghdad Airport. <P>

They will have a <I>"strike force"</I> to engage in counterterrorism, as well as trainers for the Iraqi military. Beyond these U.S. forces, the army of Green Zone diplomats will require heavily armed security details, which are currently provided by Blackwater and other private security companies. At present there are as many private contractors supporting the occupation as there are soldiers so these plans could mean tens of thousands of U. S. personnel entrenched for the future. <P>

In sharp contrast to this downsized occupation is the unequivocal message coming from hundreds of soldiers who served in Iraq and Afghanistan. Iraq Veterans Against the War, who held the historic <I>"Winter Soldier" </I>hearings in Silver Spring, Md. earlier this month, are not supporting any candidate or party. Instead they are calling for immediate, unconditional withdrawal of all U.S. soldiers and contractors. Coming from peace activists, the <I>"out now"</I> position has been dismissed as naive. It is distinctly harder to ignore coming from hundreds who have served--and continue to serve--on the frontlines. <P>

The candidates know that much of the passion fueling their campaigns flows from the desire among so many rank-and-file Democrats to end this disastrous war. It is this desire for change that has filled stadiums and campaign coffers. <P>

Crucially, the candidates have already shown that they are vulnerable to pressure from the peace camp: When The Nation revealed that neither candidate was supporting legislation that would ban the use of Blackwater and other private security companies in Iraq, Clinton abruptly changed course. She became the most important U. S. political leader to endorse the ban, scoring a point on Obama, who opposed the invasion from the start. <P>

This is exactly where we want the candidates: outdoing each other to prove how serious they are about ending the war. That kind of issue-based battle has the power to energize voters and break the cynicism that is threatening both campaigns. <P>

Let's remember: unlike the outgoing Bush Administration, these candidates need the support of the two-thirds of Americans who oppose the war in Iraq. If opinion transforms into action, they won't be able to afford to say,<I> "So?"</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.naomiklein.org"> Naomi Klein </A> </font>is the author of, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/0805079831?tag=commondreams-20&camp=0&creative=0&linkCode=as1&creativeASIN=0805079831&adid=142R8W26KVHY6HF93MNX&">"The Shock Doctrine: The Rise of Disaster Capitalism."</A>
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Death To The Arabs! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

TOMORROW WILL BE the 32nd anniversary of the first <I>"Day of the Land"</I> - one of the defining events in the history of Israel. <P>

I remember the day well. I was at Ben Gurion airport, on the way to a secret meeting in London with Said Hamami, Yasser Arafat's emissary, when someone told me: <I>"They have killed a lot of Arab protestors!"</I> <P>

That was not entirely unexpected. A few days before, we - members of the newly formed Israeli Council for Israeli-Palestinian Peace - had handed the Prime Minister, Yitzhak Rabin, an urgent memorandum warning him that the government's intention of expropriating huge chunks of land from Arab villages would cause an explosion. We included a proposal for an alternative solution, worked out by Lova Eliav, a veteran expert on settlements. <P>

When I returned from abroad, the poet Yevi suggested that we make a symbolic gesture of sorrow and regret for the killings. Three of us - Yevi himself, the painter Dan Kedar and I - laid wreaths on the graves of the victims. This aroused a wave of hatred against us. I felt that something profoundly significant had happened, that the relationship between Jews and Arabs within the state had changed fundamentally. <P>

And indeed, the impact of the Day of the Land - as the event was called - was stronger than even the Kafr Kassem massacre of 1956 or the October Events killings of 2000. <P>

THE REASONS for this go back to the early days of the state. <P>

After the 1948 war, only a small, weak and frightened Arab community was left in the state. Not only had about 750 thousand Arabs been uprooted from the territory that had become the State of Israel, but those who remained were leaderless. The political, intellectual and economic elites had vanished, most of them right at the beginning of the war. The vacuum was somehow filled by the Communist Party, whose leaders had been allowed to return from abroad - mainly in order to please Stalin, who at the time supported Israel. <P>

After an internal debate, the leaders of the new state decided to accord the Arabs in the <I>"Jewish State"</I> citizenship and the right to vote. That was not self-evident. But the government wanted to appear before the world as a democratic state. In my opinion, the main reason was party political: David Ben-Gurion believed that he could coerce the Arabs to vote for his own party. <P>

And indeed: the great majority of the Arab citizens voted for the Labor Party (then called Mapai) and its two Arab satellite parties which had been set up for that very purpose. They had no choice: they were living in a state of fear, under the watchful eyes of the Security Service (then called Shin Bet). Every Arab Hamulah (extended family) was told exactly how to vote, either for Mapai or one of the two subsidiaries. Since every election list has two different ballot papers, one in Hebrew and one in Arabic, there were six possibilities for faithful Arabs in every polling station, and it was easy for the Shin Bet to make sure that each Hamula voted exactly as instructed. More than once did Ben Gurion achieve a majority in the Knesset only with the help of these captive votes. <P>

For the sake of <I>"security"</I> (in both senses) the Arabs were subjected to a<I> "military government."</I> Every detail of their lives depended on it. They needed a permit to leave their village and go to town or the next village. Without the permission of the military government they could not buy a tractor, send a daughter to the teachers' college, get a job for a son, obtain an import license. Under the authority of the military government and a whole series of laws, huge chunks of land were expropriated for Jewish towns and kibbutzim. <P>

A story engraved in my memory: my late friend, the poet Rashed Hussein from Musmus village, was summoned to the military governor in Netanya, who told him: Independence Day is approaching and I want you to write a nice poem for the occasion. Rashed, a proud youngster, refused. When he came home, he found his whole family sitting on the floor and weeping. At first he thought that somebody had died, but then his mother cried out: <I>"You have destroyed us! We are finished!"</I> So the poem was written. <P>

Every independent Arab political initiative was choked at birth. The first such group - the nationalist al-Ard ("the land") group - was rigorously suppressed. It was outlawed, its leaders exiled, its paper proscribed - all with the blessing of the Supreme Court. Only the Communist Party was left intact, but its leaders were also persecuted from time to time. <P>

The military government was dismantled only in 1966, after Ben Gurion's exit from power and a short time after my election to the Knesset. After demonstrating against it so many times, I had the pleasure of voting for its abolition. But in practice very little changed - instead of the official military government an unofficial one remained, as did most of the discrimination. <P>

<I>"THE DAY OF THE LAND"</I> changed the situation. A second generation of Arabs had grown up in Israel, no longer timidly submissive, a generation that had not experienced the mass expulsions and whose economic position had improved. The order given to the soldiers and policemen to open fire on them caused a shock. Thus a new chapter started. <P>

The percentage of Arab citizens in the state has not changed: from the first days of the state to now, it had hovered around 20%. The much higher natural rate of increase of the Muslim community was balanced by Jewish immigration. But the numbers have grown significantly: from 200 thousand at the beginning of the state to almost 1.3 million - twice the size of the Jewish community that founded the state. <P>

The Day of the Land also dramatically changed the attitude of the Arab world and the Palestinian people towards the Arabs in Israel. Until then, they were considered traitors, collaborators of the<I> "Zionist entity."</I> I remember a scene from the 1965 meeting convened in Firenze by the legendary mayor, Giorgio la Pira, who tried to bring together personalities from Israel and the Arab world. At the time, that was considered a very bold undertaking. <P>

During one of the intermissions, I was chatting with a senior Egyptian diplomat in a sunny piazza outside the conference site, when two young Arabs from Israel, who had heard about the conference, approached us. After embracing, I introduced them to the Egyptian, but he turned his back and exclaimed: <I>"I am ready to talk with you, but not with these traitors!" </I> <P>

The bloody events of the Day of the Land brought the "Israeli Arabs" back into the fold of the Arab nation and the Palestinian people, who now call them <I>"the 1948 Arabs."</I> <P>

In October 2000, policemen again shot and killed Arab citizens, when they tried to express their solidarity with Arabs killed at the Haram al-Sharif (Temple Mount) in Jerusalem. But in the meantime, a third generation of Arabs had grown up in Israel, many of whom, in spite of all the obstacles, had attended universities and become business people, politicians, professors, lawyers and physicians. It is impossible to ignore this community - even if the state tries very hard to do just that. <P>

From time to time, complaints about discrimination are voiced, but everybody shrinks back from the fundamental question: What is the status of the Arab minority growing up in a state that defines itself officially as <I>"Jewish and democratic?"</I> <P>

ONE LEADER of the Arab community, the late Knesset member Abd-al-Aziz Zuabi, defined his dilemma this way: <I>"My state is at war with my people."</I> The Arab citizens belong both to the State of Israel and to the Palestinian people. <P>

Their belonging to the Palestinian people is self-evident. The Arab citizens of Israel, who lately tend to call themselves <I>"Palestinians in Israel,"</I>are only one part of the stricken Palestinian people, which consists of many branches: the inhabitants of the occupied territories (now themselves split between the West Bank and the Gaza Strip), the Arabs in East Jerusalem (officially <I>"residents"</I> but not <I>"citizens"</I> of Israel), and the refugees living in many different countries, each with its own particular regime. All these branches have a strong feeling of belonging together, but the consciousness of each is shaped by its own particular situation. <P>

How strong is the Palestinian component in the consciousness of the Arab citizens of Israel? How can it be measured? Palestinians in the occupied territories often complain that it expresses itself mainly in words, not deeds. The support given by the Arab citizens in Israel to the Palestinian struggle for liberation is mainly symbolic. Here and there a citizen is arrested for helping a suicide bomber, but these are rare exceptions. <P>

When the extreme Arab-hater Avigdor Liberman proposed that a string of Arab villages in Israel adjoining the Green Line (called "the Triangle") be turned over to the future Palestinian state in return for the Jewish  settlement blocs in the West Bank, not a single Arab voice was raised in support. That is a very significant fact. <P>

The Arab community is much more rooted in Israel than appears at first sight. The Arabs play an important part in the Israeli economy, they work in the state, pay taxes to the state. They enjoy the benefits of social security - by right, since they pay for it. Their standard of living is much higher than that of their Palestinian brethren in the occupied territories and beyond. They participate in Israeli democracy and have no desire at all to live under regimes like those of Egypt and Jordan. They have serious and justified complaints - but they live in Israel und will continue to do so. <P>

IN RECENT YEARS, intellectuals of the third Arab generation in Israel have published several proposals for the normalization of the relations between the majority and the minority.

There exist, in principle, two main alternatives: 

The first way says: Israel is a Jewish state, but a second people also live here. If Jewish Israelis have defined national rights, Arab Israelis must also have defined national rights. For example, educational, cultural and religious autonomy (as the young Vladimir Zeev Jabotinsky demanded a hundred years ago for the Jews in Czarist Russia). They must be allowed to have free and open connections with the Arab world and the Palestinian people, like the connections Jewish citizens have with the Jewish Diaspora. All this must be spelled out in the future constitution of the state. <P>

The second way says: Israel belongs to all its citizens, and only to them. Every citizen is an Israeli, much as every US citizen is an American. As far as the state is concerned, there is no difference between one citizen and another, whether Jewish, Muslim or Christian, Arab or Russian, much as, from the point of view of the American state, there is no difference between white, brown or black citizens, whether of European, African or Asian descent, Protestant, Catholic, Jewish or Muslim. In Israeli parlance, this is called <I>"a state of all its citizens."</I>

It goes without saying that I favor the second alternative, but I am ready to accept the first. Either of them is preferable to the existing situation, where the state pretends that there is no problem except some traces of discrimination that have to be overcome (without doing anything about it). <P>

If the courage is lacking to treat a wound, it will fester. At football matches, the riffraff shout: <I>"Death-to-the-Arabs!"</I> and in the Knesset far right deputies threaten to expel Arab members from the House, and from the state altogether. <P>                                      

On the 32nd anniversary of the Day of the Land, with the 60th Independence Day approaching, it is time to take this bull by the horns. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Economic Downturns <br> </font> </font> <font size=+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"Have you seen the folks in line downtown at the station?

They're all buying their ticket out and talking the great depression."  <br> " Trouble In The Fields" ~~~ Nanci Griffith and Rick West <P>

Historical sense and poetic sense should not, in the end, be contradictory, for if poetry is the little myth we make, history is the big myth we live, and in our living, constantly remake. ~~~ Robert Penn Warren <P> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

My grandparents, my great grandparents, my parents, aunts and uncles survived the great depression. They pieced together lives that held a measure of joy, laughter and love despite grinding poverty and unrelenting hardship. I remind myself of that history almost daily as I, like most Americans, fall prey to moments of financial panic.  <P>

I also remind myself that poverty in the United States is not the poverty of Africa or Asia or Central and South America. Which isn't to say that poverty doesn't exist in the US or to, in any way, diminish its destructive and deadly impact. But America is a rich country and even as it staggers, the concerns about the economy are, by world standards not to mention the standards of 80 years ago, concerns about wealth not poverty. <P>

<A HREF="http://www.globalissues.org/TradeRelated/Facts.asp#src4">Global Issues' </A> article <I>"Today, over 26,500 children died around the world"</I> reports, according to UNICEF, <I>"The continuation of this suffering and loss of life contravenes the natural human instinct to help in times of disaster. Imagine the horror of the world if a major earthquake were to occur and people stood by and watched without assisting the survivors! Yet every day, the equivalent of a major earthquake killing over 30,000 young children occurs to a disturbingly muted response. They die quietly in some of the poorest villages on earth, far removed from the scrutiny and the conscience of the world. Being meek and weak in life makes these dying multitudes even more invisible in death." </I> <P>

Each day.  Today. <P>

I thought about the 26,500 children who died from poverty as I listened to an NPR interview today with a<I> "counselor"</I> who tries to help people avoid foreclosure. He has recommended to clients, among other things, that they take their children out of private schools. <P>

I suspect most people facing foreclosure don't have their children in private schools but that <I>"advice,"</I> unchallenged by the reporter, represents all that is wrong with our country. <P>

We must ask ourselves what is truly important and then we need to dismantle the powerful dissonance that allows us to allow 26,500 children to die each and every day. <P>

The eradication of such overwhelming suffering seems impossible. And frightening.  Those of us who live in wealthy countries, even those of us who are poor in wealthy countries, have been conditioned to believe we would have less if the world's poor had more.  It is the rich who need to have less.  Rich people. Rich corporations. <P>

It is time to redistribute wealth. It is time to insist upon that redistribution. <P>

It is has been long years since I held any hope for this country. We have been spiritually and intellectually deadened. But the twin assaults of corporate war and greed had an unanticipated effect. After long decades of restless slumber, Americans are waking up. We have a chance-and it is just a chance-to be the fierce and independent champions of justice and freedom that we like to believe we are. <P>

26,500 children died today. Exxon made $111,232,877.00. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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America's Ongoing Rebellion <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

There's an unfortunate tendency in our country for autocratic officials to clamp down on our fundamental rights of free speech and assembly - especially when the Powers That Be don't like what we are gathering together to say. On the other hand, our country is blessed with rebels who have a fortunate tendency to push back against the autocrats. <P>

At the 2004 Republican national convention in New York City, protesters against the Iraq war planned a mass demonstration on what's known as the Great Lawn of Central Park. They intended to make public use of this public land, but were curtly denied a permit. Why? Officials said that protesters would harm the grass of the Great Lawn, and that an unwritten regulation allowed only crowds of 50,000 or less to be on the 13-acre lawn at one time. Excuse us, said the protest leaders, but much larger crowds have routinely been allowed there for concerts and other events. Indeed, before our application, they said, there have been no limits on crowd size. Go away, said the officials. <P>

Well, while they were shut out of the people's park for the duration of the political convention, the groups did not go away. Instead, they filed suit in federal court, charging the city with unlawful denial of their First Amendment rights. Finally, after three years of litigation, city officials have backed away from their unconstitutional position and settled the case. <P>

In this important victory for free speech, the city will pay $500,000 in legal costs that the groups incurred, and officials will no longer set an arbitrary limit on protest numbers, nor deny access to the Great Lawn on political grounds. <P>

This is Jim Hightower saying... Our freedom and democratic rights were not "won" for us by the founders back in the 1700s. Rather, democracy is a historic fight that we must constantly re-win, a fight that depends on Americans remaining rebellious.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 

 </font> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<p> <br> <br> <center>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/pm10whores2.jpg">  </center> <br>

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<p> <br> <br> </font> </font>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000> 

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/markmorford.jpg"> <br> 

A Hooker For Every Senator <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Imagine a world with more sexually open, sensual, happily libidinous politicians. Wait, can you? </font> <br>

By Mark Morford <P>

I want a smart, slutty senator. <P>

I want an effective, confident, sex-positive congressman or woman who, if asked, speaks openly and blamelessly and even happily about her proclivities, with a wink and a smile and maybe a bit of cleavage before Labor Day. Married, single, somewhere in between? Doesn't matter. MO<

And, dare I say it, I want president who not only freely discusses and shrugs off his or her loves and sexual desires and even affairs, but dares to enjoy sex and thrives because of it and makes his behavior a part of his perspective and attitude on life and love and leadership and the general sticky messy beautiful evolution of the human soul. Is that too much to ask? <P>

Let me answer that for you: Oh my sweet baby Jesus with a Hitachi Magic Wand and some leather chaps, you're damn right it is. <P>

Here's the thing: Given all the scandals and threesomes and gay gropings in airport restrooms, sometimes I can't help but wonder what it might be like to have a leader or three who not only enjoys women, or men, or both, but does so shamelessly, enthusiastically, talks it up in the media, all with discretion and a bit of class, but also with full knowledge and pleasure and openness about his/her appreciation for sex and the physical form. <P>

And it would all come with the calm assurance that nothing is all that wrong with this behavior - even if it involves infidelity, which it almost always does - that everything is in control and none of it has any bearing on his or her ability to run the ship of state - or rather, it does, but only insofar as it makes them, you know, more human, messy, interesting, appealing and relatable and desirable and whole. <P>

And then I remember, oh my freaking God, what the hell am I saying? I mean, have you seen the kind of people who are drawn to politics in this world? Moral corruption is a prerequisite. Pasty and ungainly and predatory, flawed and bruised and mealy like bad fruit, often aggressively homely, deeply unhealthy people who would gladly eat the head off a live baby to appease the Iowa corn growers' association. Shudder. <P>

Truly, Barrack Obama and the tiny handful of genuinely attractive politicians aside, do I really want to imagine these people naked and sticky and enjoying themselves with a tub of margarine and <I>"Ass Cleavage 8"</I> on DVD? Do I need to imagine Dennis Hastert or Dick Cheney or Teddy Kennedy shirtless and sweaty to say, oh dear God please make it stop? Verily, no I do not. <P>

All of this comes to mind as I read a curious little sidebar story that oozed out of the Eliot Spitzer hypocrisy-o-rama, a sweet tidbit from the Associated Press that was lost in the media maelstrom that surrounded an arrogant jackass governor who had regular sex with a skanky overpriced ex-cokehead hooker whose tell-all tome on the whole affair will very soon be available in the $2.99 remainder bin of your local Barnes & Noble. <P>

This particular analysis, though, had nothing to do with the mysteries of adultery, or the various wicked ways power couples negotiate their relationships. Nor was it about how shocked everyone was at the going price of an upmarket call girl these days, or just what four grand per night actually buys you in 2008 (Toe sucking? Hot wax? Free in-vagina Wi-Fi?), nor was it a story questioning why prostitution is still illegal or what constitutes <I>"true"</I> hypocrisy or blah blah blah. <P>

No, <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/n/a/2008/03/20/national/a113236D63.DTL">the sidebar I enjoyed most</A> was the little tale about how ridiculously, how painfully, how incredibly common dumb hookups, sexual indiscretion, harassment, groping and leering and leeching and slimy come-ons are at the statehouse level in New York - and of course, by obvious extension, everywhere else. <P>

It was the obvious but oft-forgotten conclusion that, when it comes to state government (and, no doubt, federal government too) it's still very much akin to one giant, dumb-as-snails frat house, maybe with fewer beer bongs and Fall Out Boy iPod mixes and vomiting on the rec room pool table, but with exactly as much sexist moronism, inept gropings, cheating and grunting and carefree abandonment of anything resembling good taste or genuine sensual awareness ... from both genders. <P>

Did you already know? Did you understand that, for decades, senators in New York (and I'm sure everywhere else) used to corral their potential interns into one room and cherry pick the most attractive ones to be their aides? That lobbyists, staffers and even reporters who nail high-ranking lawmakers are called <I>"big game hunters"</I> and men who go after female lawmakers are <I>"boy toys"</I> and everyone meets at the same handful of local bars to mingle and hook up and drink heavily so as to numb the fact that they have nothing but razor blades and sawdust where their souls used to be? <P>

I didn't. Or rather, I suppose I did have such info buried somewhere in my brain, but given the nature of this very news media, given how we treat scandal and sexuality in this nation as some sort of exception, as rare and shocking and worthy of childish moral panic, it sort of coerces you into forgetting. Or blocking it out. Or running away screaming. <P>

Here's the problem: A Spitzer-like scandal hits and everyone gets to pretend it's actually a big deal, all shocked and appalled and gosh golly no! Dumb hookers and cocaine and cheap powermongering and stiff miserable wives who stand by their man looking like their small intestine is being gnawed by feral cats because they are just as morally and physically and sexually shut down as their hooker-lovin' husbands? Totally rare! Right. <P>

By the way, John F. Kennedy could've changed everything. Even Bill Clinton came close. Handsome, slick, smart, charming as hell, sexually active, a hugely shameless appreciation of women. Sure he had regrettable trailer-grade Arkansas tastes, sure the infidelity aspect was a small moral snag, but he was still enormously popular and, oh my God, there was even a tiny opening, a moment when he could've shaken the very foundations of America's pseudo-Puritanism and instead of the <I>"no relations with that woman"</I> b.s., could've flipped it all over and changed America for good. <P>

<I>"Hell yes,"</I> (he could've said), <I>"I love women, adore sex, am damn good at it, and besides, I'm sorry to say that Hillary and I haven't touched each other since the Carter administration. So while it's none of your goddamn business what I do in my private time with giggly chubby interns, I will say there's nothing the slightest bit wrong with enjoying sex and women and your body and it's what makes life worth living and more people should try it with respect and consent and lots of laughter and moaning and spare washcloths. Now get the hell off my lawn." </I> <P>

I know, crazy. I might as well be asking for a pink pony with a side of dark chocolate and Ecstasy and Kate Beckinsale. Pure fantasy. <P>

So then, maybe positive, thoughtful sexual honesty and authenticity is, in its way, the final frontier of American politics, the one thing we in this deeply uptight land will perhaps never be able to ask of our politicians because, well, most people can barely ask it of themselves. <P>

But the sad irony is, if we relaxed our ridiculous double standards a little and allowed our leaders to be more human and sticky and flawed and real when it comes to love and sex and desire - if we allowed them, in short, to be just like us - it might just help revolutionize politics and ultimately draw a far higher quality of person to serve us in the first place. Is that too much to ask? Yeah, I thought so.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:mmorford@sfgate.com"> Mark Morford's </A> </font> Notes & Errata column appears every Wednesday and Friday on SF Gate and in the Datebook section of the San Francisco Chronicle. To get on the e-mail list for this column, please  <A HREF="http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/newsletter/services/signup"> click here </A> and remove one article of clothing! 
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Do Pentagon Planners Dream Of Electric Bugs? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Tom Engelhardt </font> <P>

Who doesn't love anniversaries? And here's an unforgettable one. This very year, the Pentagon's research outfit, the Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA), turns 50 years old. Happy birthday, DARPA! You were born as a response to the Soviet Union's launching of the first earth-girdling satellite, Sputnik, which gave Americans a mighty shock. To prevent another <I>"technological surprise"</I> by the Soviets -- or anybody else, anytime, ever -- the agency has grown into the Pentagon's good right arm, always there to reach into the future and grab another wild idea for weaponization. Each year, DARPA now spends about $3 billion on a two-fold mission: <I>"to prevent technological surprise for us and to create technological surprise for our adversaries."</I> <P>

Next month, the agency will celebrate its anniversary with a conference that aims to <I>"reflect on [its] challenges and accomplishments... over the past 50 years and to consider the Agency's goals for the next 50 years."</I> What a super idea! Think of that. The next 50! If only I'm still around -- my brain well preserved and renewed (thanks to some nifty cutting-edge science from my own Advanced Research Projects lab) -- to see War 2058 arrive and blow out those 100-year anniversary candles on the planet. <P>

In the meantime, the future is now and, in a recent article,<A HREF="http://www.tomdispatch.com/post/174912/nick_turse_the_pentagon_s_battle_bugs"> "The Pentagon's Battle Bugs,"</A> Defense Department expert Nick Turse lays out the latest developments in DARPA's plans to help an <A HREF="http://www.alternet.org/waroniraq/77744/">overstretched</A> military by reaching into the insect kingdom for its newest well weaponized recruits. The first larval Marines, perhaps. Ten-HUT! Unlike Americans at present, they should simply swarm to the recruiting offices. <P>

Turse begins: <I>"Biological weapons delivered by cyborg insects. It sounds like a nightmare scenario straight out of the wilder realms of science fiction, but it could be a reality, if a current Pentagon project comes to fruition. <P>

Right now, researchers are already growing insects with electronics inside them. They're creating cyborg moths and flying beetles that can be remotely controlled. One day, the U.S. military may field squadrons of winged insect/machine hybrids with on-board audio, video or chemical sensors. These cyborg insects could conduct surveillance and reconnaissance missions on distant battlefields, in far-off caves, or maybe even in cities closer to home, and transmit detailed data back to their handlers at U.S. military bases." </I> <P>

It's a strange (not to say hair-raising) subject for a journalist who has lately been covering the air war in Iraq and elsewhere. But the Pentagon's urge to weaponize the wild kingdom is a topic Turse has long been familiar with and that he deals with powerfully in his remarkable new book,<A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/0805078967/ref=nosim/?tag=nationbooks08-20"> The Complex: How the Military Invades Our Everyday Lives</A>. It is -- believe me -- the single most powerful look yet at all the subtle and complicated ways American lives have been militarized during the last decades. (For a short video discussion I had with Turse, click <A HREF="http://www.tomdispatch.com/p/turse_video">here</A>.) <P>

Oh, and here's a suggestion for DARPA from a New Yorker. When you're recruiting those bugs, don't forget the roaches in my kitchen. They've been idle too long.<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.tomdispatch.com/">Tom Engelhardt</A> 
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Spring Fling In Iran? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Updating World War III </font> <br>

 By Captain Eric H. May <P>

Intelligence Correspondent <P>

The very term <I>"global war"</I> is a mere euphemism for World War III.  We are caught up in it now, a vast struggle with no end in sight.  The 2008 United States presidential election won't change things, since it will simply pit a Republican who truly promises a war without end against a Democrat who falsely promises to end the war.  It will be a meaningless coin toss: heads, war wins; tails, peace loses. <P>

Many intellectuals, both those far to the right and far to the left, agree about this much.  They also agree about the beginning date for the ongoing world war: September 11, 2001. <P>

From a right-wing perspective, 9/11 is the day Al Qaeda terrorists carried out a new Pearl Harbor attack against us.  A righteous sense of national unity ushered in a <I>"post-9/11 reality,"</I> and introduced words and concepts now familiar to all of us.  We were protecting our <I>"Homeland" </I>by creating a <I>"Patriot Act" </I>and a <I>"Department of Homeland Security."</I>  We were conducting a <I>"Global War on Terror"</I> against an <I>"Axis of Evil"</I> led by <I>"Islamofascists,"</I> before they could carry out an even more devastating attack against us.  The UK and Israel were our best friends in the <I>"Generational War"</I> that had been thrust upon us. <P>

The left wing believes that 9/11 was the day when an imperial US establishment carried out a <I>"false flag"</I> attack against us, then blamed it on Middle Eastern Muslims.  They believe that all the institutions, idioms and ideas born after 9/11 were conceived long before 9/11, and were simply the means whereby a US-based Anglo-Judeo junta could carry out World War III to seize control of the world's dwindling oil supplies and impose a f<I>"inal solution"</I> to the Israeli-Arab conflict.  They believe that if there is another 9/11-style attack, it will be carried out by the same imperial establishment that carried out 9/11, and may well bring about martial law, the draft and nuclear war. <P>

Whether World War III was something the Middle East forced upon us, or something we forced upon the Middle East, we are in the middle of it now.  Geostrategists have aptly named it <I>"The Quicksand War," </I>because the more we struggle in it, the deeper we sink into it.  Six years after Bush and his Neocons claimed that they had won the war in Afghanistan, we are still fighting there.  Five years after they claimed to have won the war in Iraq, we are still fighting there, too.  At present, they claim that they have no intention of beginning a war in Iran, even though they regularly remind us that Iran is an original member of the Axis of Evil and an inveterate enemy of Israel. <P>

Before the invasion of Iraq -- while Bush and the Neocons claimed that they were looking for a diplomatic solution to avert the war -- Washington insiders from the government and media whispered among themselves that the road to Jerusalem led through Baghdad.  This meant that success in Iraq would solve the problems of Israel, and it proved that insiders who whispered that the war was all about oil and Israel were correct.  Needless to say, those insiders didn't trouble the American people with their knowledge of the ulterior motives behind the war, nor did they let on that all the posturing and debating about the pending war was a sham. <P>

Given the willingness of our leaders to trick the American people into a war with Iraq five years ago, is there any good reason to believe that they are now being honest about wanting to keep the American people out of a war with Iran?  Have they decided that the only way to win the failing war is to enlarge it?  Have they dusted off the propaganda plan entitled <B>Starting a War with Iraq</B> and changed it, by a single letter, to <B>Starting a War with Iran?</B> <P>

Many insiders believe that the Bush administration has already promised Israel and the Jewish lobby a war with Iran before it leaves office in January, 2009.  That may be so, and there are strong indicators that this spring may have been chosen to begin the war.  My purpose in enumerating them is not to predict an attack on Iran this spring, but only to examine them the possibility of such an attack. <P>

Iraq is deteriorating.  General Petraeus will perform for Congress next week, doing another Pinocchio imitation as he pretends that he is not a puppet -- or is, at any rate, a puppet without strings attached.  It will be a tough act to pull off, though, as Bush's favorite general will have to explain just why it is that, after we have maxed out our military to conduct a surge, the three biggest cities in Iraq are in turmoil.  Mosul, Baghdad and Basra are all exploding -- as is the US <I>"Green Zone,"</I> which has come under heavy fire in the last week.  It will be even more interesting if anyone has the gumption to ask him how he can call the surge a success when the Turks are attacking the Kurds in northern Iraq and the Iranian president is welcomed like a savior in the streets of Baghdad.  Petraeus may be tipping Bush's hand by saying that Iran is to blame for the crisis in Iraq. <P>

Israel is mobilizing.  The Jewish state will conduct the largest domestic defense exercises in its history beginning April 6 and lasting all week.  Defense exercises can be indicators of offensive intentions, and an attack on Iran may well be in the works.  It's far-fetched to suppose that the Israelis are worried about an unprovoked Iranian attack against them, since Israel is one of the world's most potent military powers.  It has plenty of state-of-the-art US equipment and a nuclear arsenal of around 200 warheads (another little bit of reality kept from the American people by its leaders). <P>

The hawks are flying.  Earlier this month, Dick Cheney flew to the Middle East to visit Iraq, and then confer with amiable Persian Gulf oil monarchs before reporting to Israel.  The last time Cheney made the rounds with these Arabian petro princes was just before the invasion of Iraq.  Ominously, the day after his visit to Saudi Arabia, that country's controlled media reported that its government was making plans to react to nuclear fallout blowing its way from Iran. <P>

John McCain flew to Iraq for long enough to conflate Iran with Al Qaeda.  He repeated the conflation in Israel.  McCain apologists suggest a string of senior moments, but his comments suggest that Iran is a target.  McCain is an Israeli favorite because he is the son of Admiral John McCain, the officer in charge of the Navy cover-up of the 1967 Israeli attack on the USS liberty.  Israeli airplanes and patrol boats strafed and torpedoed the Liberty to sink it and kill all survivors.  It was a classic false flag operation, assisted by the Johnson administration, intended to be blamed on Egypt to bring us into the 1967 Middle Eastern war.  The Israelis may be counting on the old saying <I>"like father like son."</I> <P>

Jewish Joseph Lieberman chaperoned the fuzzy-brained McCain, and whispered guidance into his ear from time to time.  Lieberman was a key senator in starting a war with Iraq, and he has thrown his weight behind those who want to start a war with Iran.  The 2000 Democratic vice presidential candidate enjoys media Teflon treatment for his Neocon-ism, but much of the Internet alternative media considers him an Israel-firster. <P>

Sense has been sacked.  Bush forced Admiral <I>"Fox"</I> Fallon, the CENTCOM commander, from command on March 11.  Fallon was laudable for two strong opinions.  The first was that Petraeus, his subordinate, was an odious Bush League sycophant, <I>"an ass-kissing little chicken shit,"</I> to be specific.  The second was that a war with Iran was a bad idea, and that the people who are pushing for it were not considering the national interest -- or at any rate not the US national interest. <P>

These are troubling signs in troubled times.  With April Fools' Day just around the corner clever people should remind themselves that history -- including current history -- has always been full of the same stale jokes.  The setups are the same, but no one remembers; and the punchlines are predictable, but no one sees them coming. <P>

Three generations ago an actor on the world stage explained it all to perfection: <P> <I> <center>

"Naturally the common people don't want war; neither in Russia, nor in England, nor in America, nor in Germany. That is understood. But after all, it is the leaders of the country who determine policy, and it is always a simple matter to drag the people along, whether it is a democracy, or a fascist dictatorship, or a parliament, or a communist dictatorship. Voice or no voice, the people can always be brought to the bidding of the leaders. That is easy. All you have to do is to tell them they are being attacked, and denounce the pacifists for lack of patriotism and exposing the country to danger. It works the same in any country." ~~~ Reichsmarschall Hermann Goering </center> </I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is the intelligence correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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Hope Abandoned <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Obama Stands Up for Murder and Plunder </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

Well, it doesn't really get much plainer than this, does it? From AP: <P> 

<A HREF="http://wiredispatch.com/news/?id=106059">Obama Aligns Foreign Policy with GOP </A><P> <I>

Sen. Barack Obama said Friday he would return the country to the more "traditional" foreign policy efforts of past presidents, such as George H.W. Bush, John F. Kennedy and Ronald Reagan.  <P>

At a town hall event at a local high school gymnasium, Obama praised George H.W. Bush - father of the president - for the way he handled the Persian Gulf War: with a large coalition and carefully defined objectives. Obama began a six-day bus tour through Pennsylvania, the largest remaining primary prize in the contest with Sen. Hillary Rodham Clinton... <P>

"The truth is that my foreign policy is actually a return to the traditional bipartisan realistic policy of George Bush's father, of John F. Kennedy, of, in some ways, Ronald Reagan...." <P> </I>

Obama is doing two things here, reaching out to two very different audiences, on different wavelengths. First, for the hoi polloi, he is simply pandering in the most shameless way imaginable, throwing out talismans for his TV-addled audience to comfort themselves with:<I> "You like JFK? I'll be like him! You like Reagan? I'll be like him too! You like the first George Bush? Hey, I'll be just like him as well!"</I> This is a PR tactic that goes all the way back to St. Paul the spinmeister, who boasted of his ability to massage his message and <I>"become all things to all men."</I> Obama has long proven himself a master of this particular kind of political whoredom -- much like Bill Clinton, in fact, another champion of <I>"bipartisan foreign policy"</I> who for some strange reason got left off Obama's list of role models. <P>

But beyond all the rubes out there, Obama is also signaling to the real masters of the United States, the military-corporate complex, that he is a <I>"safe pair of hands"</I> -- a competent technocrat who won't upset the imperial applecart but will faithfully follow the 60-year post-war paradigm of leaving <I>"all options on the table" </I>and doing <I>"whatever it takes" </I>to keep the great game of geopolitical dominance going strong.  <P>

What other conclusion can you draw from Obama's reference to these avatars, and his very pointed identification with them? He is saying, quite clearly, that he will practice foreign policy just as they did. And what they do? Committed, instigated, abetted and countenanced a relentless flood of crimes, murders, atrocities, deceptions, corruptions, mass destruction and state terrorism.  <P>

Obama is telling us -- and the war-profiteering powers-that-be -- that he will give us <I>"realistic policies"</I> like those of John Kennedy. These include <A HREF="http://www.chomsky.info/letters/200312--.htm">his steady march into the quagmire of Vietnam,</A> and the backing of a deadly coup in Saigon to replace one brutal junta with another; greenlighting successful coups in Guyana, the Dominican Republic and Iraq, <A HREF="http://www.commondreams.org/headlines03/0420-05.htm">where the CIA helped the Baath Party come to power;</A> greenlighting the spectacularly unsuccessful Bay of Pigs invasion in Cuba, not to mention the terrorist operations and assassination attempts there. <A HREF="http://www.edwardjayepstein.com/archived/castro_print.htm">As Edward Jay Epstein</A> noted (in John Kennedy Jr.'s magazine George, of all places): <P> <I>

While the Mafia continued its unsuccessful machinations, John F. Kennedy became President and, in April 1961, launched the Bay of Pigs invasion, an attack on a swamp in Cuba by CIA-trained Cuban exiles that ended in disaster. Furious at this humiliating failure, Kennedy summoned Richard Bissell, the head of the CIA's covert operations, to the Cabinet Room and chided him for"sitting on his ass and not doing anything about getting rid of Castro and the Castro regime" (as Bissell recalled). Richard Helms, who succeeded Bissell, also felt "white heat," as he put it, from the Kennedys to get rid of Castro.  <P>

By then, the Kennedys had set up their own covert structure for dealing with the Castro problem the Special Group Augmented, which Attorney General Robert Kennedy and General Maxwell Taylor effectively ran and which, in November 1961, launched a secret war against the Castro regime, codenamed Operation Mongoose. Secretary of Defense Robert Strange McNamara, who was not a formal member of this group but attended meetings, later testified: "We were hysterical about Castro at about the time of the Bay of Pigs and thereafter. And there was pressure from JFK and RFK to do something about Castro." It was a "no holds barred" enterprise, as Helms termed it, for which the Special Group Augmented assigned such "planning tasks" as using biological and chemical warfare against Cuban sugar workers; employing Cuban gangsters to kill Cuban police officials, Soviet bloc technicians, and other targeted people; using agents to sabotage mines; and, in what was called Operation Bounty, paying cash bonuses of up to $100,000 for the murder or abduction of government officials. </I> <P>

More of this kind of thing, then, from Obama when he reaches the White House? <P>

As for his other two foreign policy mentors, Reagan and Bush I, the rap sheet is far too long for even a brief accounting here. (And indeed, I've spent much of the past seven years detailing many of these crimes in various venues -- because they involved so many of the same players now spewing filth and blood from the current administration.) We could begin, I suppose, with Reagan and Bush's act of treason in negotiating with Iranian hostage-takers in 1980 to ensure that Teheran would not release the American captives at the U.S. embassy before the November election; in return, Reagan and Bush pledged to provide cash and military hardware to the extremist mullahs, which they duly did. (See <A HREF="http://www.consortiumnews.com/archive/xfile.html">here,</A> and <A HREF="http://www.counterpunch.org/floyd0909.html">here</A>.) <P>

Or we could cite Reagan's ardent support for mass-murdering militarist regimes in Central and South America; the arming and funding of the Contra insurgent army in Nicaragua, which received CIA training in terrorist tactics. Or the Iran-Contra affair, which saw Reagan and Bush ship weapons to the extremist Iranian regime in return for cash which they then gave to their Contra terrorist militia, in flagrant violation of the law. Or Reagan's stupid and pointless invasion of Grenada, which he undertook solely to cover up the embarrassment of his stupid and pointless intervention in Lebanon, where 241 American soldiers were killed after having been dropped into the middle of a multi-sided civil war. Or Reagan's vast expansion of a policy begun under Jimmy Carter of arming, funding, training and organizing a global network of violent Islamic extremists -- a <I>"foreign policy" </I>masterstroke that is still paying dividends today. (Quite literally paying dividends for investors in the defense, security and military servicing industries.) <P>

But at least Obama did qualify his embrace of Reagan's traditional and realistic bipartisan foreign policy, saying that he would emulate "some" of Reagan's approaches. So maybe he will skip on the election-fixing treason and go for supporting mass-murdering militarist regimes instead? Or are we being too cynical? Perhaps Obama means he will follow in the footsteps of some of Reagan's more merciful and reconciliatory policies -- such as the time the Great Communicator laid a wreath at a cemetery where Nazi SS soldiers lie in honored burial: a clear signal from the U.S. president to these dead mass-murderers that<I> "all is forgiven"</I> at last. <P>

Obama offers no qualification at all to his championing of George Herbert Walker Bush however. Indeed, his was the first name uttered in the paean to bipartisan foreign policy. But here too one quails (and Quayles) at the prospect of toting up the high crimes and monstrous follies of this <I>"traditional realist"</I> whom Obama promises to emulate. Should we start with Bush's arming and funding of Saddam Hussein -- long after the latter <I>"gassed his own people"</I> -- and Bush's later perversion of the legal process to cover up his largess to the dictator? Or Bush's pointless and unnecessary invasion of Panama, which killed hundreds if not thousands of innocent people and drove at least 20,000 people from their homes, all to remove a long-time U.S. intelligence <I>"asset,"</I> Manuel Noriega, who in the 1970s received fat payments of bribes from the director of the CIA -- one George Herbert Walker Bush?  <P>

Or perhaps we should follow Obama's example and point to <I>"the way [Bush] handled the Persian Gulf War."</I> Yes, let's take a closer look at that, since Obama clearly sees it as a model for his own presidency. Here's an excerpt from an earlier piece, <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=523&Itemid=1">Scar Tissue: How the Bushes Brought Bedlam to Iraq</A> (where you will also find much more on Bush's backroom tryst with Saddam): <P> <I>

Then came Bush's "Gulf War," when he turned on his protégé after Saddam made the foolish move of threatening the Kuwaiti royals - Bush's long-time business partners [in the oil business], going back to the early 1960s. Saddam's conflict with Kuwait centered on two main issues: first, his claim that the billions of dollars Kuwait had given Iraq during the war with Iran was simply straightforward aid to the nation that was defending the Sunni Arab world from the aggressive onslaught of the Shiite Persians. The Kuwaitis insisted the money had been a loan, and demanded that Saddam pay off. There was also Saddam's claim that Kuwait was "slant-drilling" into Iraqi oilfields, siphoning off underground reserves from across the border. These disputes raged for months; a deal to resolve them was brokered by the Arab League, but fell apart at the last minute when Kuwait suddenly rejected the agreement, saying, "We will call in the Americans." <P>

How worried was Bush about the situation? Let's look at the historical record. In the two weeks before the invasion of Kuwait, Bush approved the sale of an additional $4.8 million in "dual-use" technology to factories identified by the CIA as linchpins of Hussein's illicit nuclear and biochemical programs, the Los Angeles Times reports. The day before Saddam sent his tanks across the border, Bush obligingly sold him more than $600 million worth of advanced communications technology. A week later, he was declaring that his long-time ally was "worse than Hitler." <P>

Yes, the Kuwaitis had called in their marker. Like a warlord of old, Bush used the US military as a private army to help his business partners. After an extensive bombing campaign that openly - even gleefully - mocked international law in its targeting of civilian infrastructure (a tactic repeated in Serbia by Bill Clinton - now regarded as an "adopted son" by Bush), the brief 100-hour ground war slaughtered fleeing Iraqi conscripts by the thousands - while, curiously, allowing Saddam's crack troops, the aptly-named Republican Guard, to escape unharmed. Later, these troops were used to kill tens of thousands of Shiites who had risen in rebellion against Saddam - at the specific instigation of George Bush, who not only abandoned them to their fate, but specifically allowed Saddam to use his attack helicopters against the rebels, and also ordered US troops to block Shiites from gaining access to arms caches. It was one of the worst, most murderous betrayals in modern history - and has been almost entirely expunged from the American memory. <P>

Then came the Carthaginian "peace" of the victors - Iraq sown with the salt of sanctions, which led to the unnecessary death of at least 500,000 children, according to UN's conservative estimates. The sanction regime actually strengthened Saddam's grip on Iraqi society, as the ravaged people were reduced to surviving on government handouts of food.... <P> </I>

Yes, these are truly worthy examples of the kind of traditional, realistic, bipartisan foreign policy that we need more of. And my stars, isn't that Obama a breath of fresh air, promising to take us back to that golden age of yore! <P>

Next up: <I>"Sen. Barack Obama said today that he would appoint Supreme Court Justices 'like John Roberts, Samuel Alito and, in some ways, Antonin Scalia,' in 'a return to a more traditional, realistic, bipartisan judicial philosophy.....'"</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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A Submarine To Fight al-Qaida's Navy <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Scheer </font> <P>

A trillion dollars here, a trillion dollars there, and soon you're talking real money. But when it comes to reporting on what the Bush war legacy has cost American taxpayers, the media have been shockingly indifferent to the highest run-up in military spending since World War II. Even the devastating defense spending audit released Monday by the Government Accountability Office documenting the enormous waste in every single U.S. advanced weapons system failed to provoke the outrage it, and five equally scathing previous annual audits, deserved. <P>

This is not about the waste of taxpayer dollars-already pushing a trillion-in funding the Iraq war, which, while reprehensible enough, pales in comparison to the big-ticket military systems purchased in the wake of 9/11. In the horror of that moment, the floodgates were lifted and the peace dividend promised with the end of the Cold War was washed away by a doubling of spending on ultra-complex military equipment originally designed to defeat a Soviet enemy that no longer exists, equipment that has no plausible connection with fighting stateless terrorists. Example: the $81-billion submarine pushed by Sen. Joseph Lieberman, presumably to fight al-Qaida's navy. <P>

That's the huge scandal the media and politicians from both parties have studiously avoided. But as the GAO's authoritative audit details, the costs are astronomical. The explosion of spending on expensive weaponry after 9/11 had nothing whatsoever to do with the attacks of that day. The high-tech planes and ships commissioned for trillions of dollars to defeat an enemy with no navy, air force or army, and using $3 knives as its weapons arsenal, were gifts to the military-industrial complex that will go on giving for decades to come. <P>

The Iraq war may end someday, but rest assured that major weapons systems, once commissioned, have a life-support system unmatched in any other sector of public spending. Rarely does the plug get pulled on even the most irrelevant and expensive war toy. Not while both Democratic and Republican politicians feed at the same trough, and when so much is at stake in the way of jobs and profit. <P>

Just how expensive and wasteful this is was marked in the GAO's audit: <I>"Since 2000, the Department of Defense (DOD) has roughly doubled its planned investment in new systems from $790 billion to $1.6 trillion in 2007, but acquisition outcomes in terms of cost and schedule have not improved."</I> Pentagon cost overruns, always a huge problem, have mushroomed. As the GAO reported, <I>"Total acquisition costs for major defense programs in the fiscal year 2007 portfolio have increased 26 percent from first estimates, compared with 6 percent in 2000."</I> <P>

I know eyes glaze when government budgets are discussed, but keep in mind that defense spending accounts for more than half of all the federal government's discretionary spending. In short, funding for all the other stuff we argue about-science research, education, Arabic translators, insuring uninsured children-is minor compared to the waste on these military boondoggles that go unexamined. <P>

Yet nothing else the federal government does involves such waste because we are talking about weapons systems shrouded in secrecy and protected from unwelcome scrutiny by the Teflon coating of <I>"national defense." </I>Credit the GAO for providing a rare glimpse into the most egregious waste of taxpayer dollars, concluding in its exhaustive, 205-page report: <P> <I>

"Of the 72 programs GAO assessed this year, none of them had proceeded through system development meeting the best-practice standards for mature technologies, stable design, or mature production processes by critical junctures of the program, each of which are essential for achieving planned cost, schedule, and performance outcomes." </I>

That's a grade of zero for every major weapons system. Let's take just one, the F-35 Joint Strike Fighter, a program estimated to be worth $300 billion in sales to its manufacturer, Lockheed Martin, the nation's biggest defense contractor and most generous donor to lobbyists and politicians' campaigns. The program to build what Lockheed boasts is <I>"the most complex fighter ever built"</I> is also the most expensive, with estimated acquisition costs having increased a whopping $55 billion in just the last three years. <P>

Lockheed need not worry about future profits, because the procurement schedule on this troubled plane has been stretched out to the year 2034. As the GAO says, <I>"currently unproven processes and a lack of flight testing could mean future changes to design and manufacturing processes."</I> Hey, no problem, Lockheed will just add that to the taxpayer tab. Maybe by 2034, the plane will be ready to go take out Osama bin Laden. Or not. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Robert Scheer </font>is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.truthdig.com/"> Truthdig</A>. A journalist with over 30 years experience, Scheer has built his reputation on the strength of his social and political writing. His columns have appeared in newspapers across the country, and his in-depth interviews have made headlines. 
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McSame On Social Security <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

The most puzzling aspect of John McCain's political persona is his habitual attraction to George W. Bush's bad ideas. Their shared enthusiasm for invading Iraq and then escalating the war is why "McSame" will soon become the new shorthand for the Arizona Republican, replacing "maverick"-but that isn't the only reason. He doesn't just endorse the disastrous foreign policy initiatives; he loves the failed domestic policy schemes, too. <P>

Specifically Mr. McCain is a longtime supporter of President Bush's Social Security privatization initiative, last seen descending into oblivion only months after its introduction in 2005. He played a cameo role in the promotion of that notion (which never became an actual plan or bill in Congress) when the White House trotted him for one of the President's staged public <I>"conversations"</I> on the subject. Back then, his pleas for everyone to sit down and negotiate the surrender of Social Security to Wall Street were universally ignored, yet that scarcely seems to have discouraged him. <P>

Actually, Mr. McCain supported Social Security privatization before it was uncool, when he first ran for president eight years ago. The Wall Street Journal reported recently that a proposal to divert a portion of payroll taxes to finance private accounts, like the Bush scheme, was <I>"a centerpiece of a McCain presidential bid in 2000."</I> Both he and Mr. Bush have wanted to dismantle Social Security for many years, in fact, and he has indicated that will be an important goal for a McCain presidency. <P>

Sensibly enough, however, his advisers are trying to mute such themes in his campaign, knowing that privatization is extremely unpopular. They may have noticed that $50 million worth of advertising and promotion didn't work three years ago. They may also have noticed that their candidate is poorly equipped to discuss the issue. As he once confessed, <I>"the issue of economics is not something I've understood as well as I should."</I> So on the McCain campaign web site, the section concerning Social Security merely suggested that he would "supplement" the existing system with personal investment accounts - a suggestion that is entirely different from the more radical kind of privatization he has supported in the past. <P>

But when the Wall Street Journal inquired about the discrepancy between his website and his previous statements, the candidate declared that his own position has never changed. <P> <I>

"I'm totally in favor of personal savings accounts," </I>he said. <I>"As part of Social Security reform, I believe that private savings accounts are a part of it-along the lines that President Bush proposed." </I>(The other<I> "parts" </I>would include sharp benefit cuts, if the Senator's past votes and statements provide any guide to future policy.) <I>"I'll correct any policy paper that I've put out that might intimate that personal savings accounts are not a very important factor,"</I> he vowed. <P>

Perhaps the old <I>"straight talker"</I> was simply saying what he thought would please powerful readers of the Journal, a newspaper whose editorial page avidly supports privatized accounts. Privatization is still not emphasized on the McCain web site, however, to say the least. He doesn't utter a word about private accounts in a video on the site titled <I>"Social Security."</I> <P>

Instead, Mr. McCain pledges in that video to seek the same kind of solution achieved by President Ronald Reagan and the late House Speaker Tip O'Neill more than two decades ago. Following the advice of a commission headed by Alan Greenspan, who has since come and gone as Federal Reserve chairman, the President and the Democratic Congressional leadership agreed to bolster the system with new revenues and minor benefit changes. Although Reagan and Greenspan had long disparaged Social Security, they didn't broach the topic of privatization. <P>

Invoking the once-magical names of Reagan and Greenspan may work well on Youtube, particularly among the more gullible segments of the voting public. Between his remarks to the Journal and his video statement, it isn't easy to determine whether he means to preserve, reform, or destroy Social Security, but the safest assumption is that he will pursue the same objectives that President Bush was forced to abandon. <P>

As one of the wealthiest men in the Senate, thanks to the highly profitable liquor company bequeathed to him and his wife years ago, Mr. McCain faces no economic difficulty. He never has to worry about how he will afford retirement or the value of his assets, which is why risky schemes like privatization look so brilliant to him. But in the coming campaign, he may find that working families have no desire to turn Social Security over to the same companies now seeking bailouts from the federal government -- or to the politicians who would enact that bankers' daydream.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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PR News: National Pentagon Radio? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF> 

By Norman Solomon </font> <P>

While the Iraqi government continued its large-scale military assault in

Basra, the NPR reporter's voice from Iraq was unequivocal on the morning of

March 27: <I>"There is no doubt that this operation needed to happen."</I> <P>

Such flat-out statements, uttered with journalistic tones and without

attribution, are routine for the U.S. media establishment. In the "War Made

Easy" documentary film, I put it this way: <I>"If you're pro-war, you're

objective. But if you're anti-war, you're biased. And often, a news anchor

will get no flak at all for making statements that are supportive of a war

and wouldn't dream of making a statement that's against a war." </I> <P>

So it goes at NPR News, where -- on <i>"Morning Edition"</I> as well as the evening

program <I>"All Things Considered"</I> -- the sense and sensibilities tend to be

neatly aligned with the outlooks of official Washington. The critical

aspects of reporting largely amount to complaints about policy shortcomings

that are tactical; the underlying and shared assumptions are imperial.

Washington's prerogatives are evident when the media window on the world is

tinted red-white-and-blue. <P>

Earlier in the week -- a few days into the sixth year of the Iraq war --

<I>"All Things Considered"</I> aired a discussion with a familiar guest. <P> <I>

"To talk about the state of the war and how the U.S. military changes

tactics to deal with it,"</I> said longtime anchor Robert Siegel, <I>"we turn now to retired Gen. Robert Scales, who's talked with us many times over the

course of the conflict." </I> <P>

This is the sort of introduction that elevates a guest to truly expert

status -- conveying to the listeners that expertise and wisdom, not just

opinions, are being sought. <P>

Siegel asked about the progression of assaults on U.S. troops over the

years: <I>"How have the attacks and the countermeasures to them evolved?"</I> <P>

Naturally, Gen. Scales responded with the language of a military man. <I>"The

enemy has built ever-larger explosives," he said. "They've found clever ways

to hide their IEDs, their roadside bombs, and even more diabolical means for

detonating these devices." </I> <P>

We'd expect a retired American general to speak in such categorical terms --

referring to <I>"the enemy"</I> and declaring in a matter-of-fact tone that attacks on U.S. troops became even more <I>"diabolical."</I> But what about an American journalist? <P>

Well, if the American journalist is careful to function with independence

instead of deference to the Pentagon, then the journalist's assumptions will

sound different than the outlooks of a high-ranking U.S. military officer. <P>

In this case, an independent reporter might even be willing to ask a pointed

question along these lines: You just used the word <I>"diabolical"</I> to describe attacks on the U.S. military by Iraqis, but would that ever be an

appropriate adjective to use to describe attacks on Iraqis by the U.S.

military? <P>

In sharp contrast, what happened during the <I>"All Things Considered"</I>

discussion on March 24 was a conversation of shared sensibilities. The

retired U.S. Army general discussed the war effort in terms notably similar

to those of the ostensibly independent journalist -- who, along the way,

made the phrase <I>"the enemy"</I> his own in a followup question. <P>

It wouldn't be fair to judge an entire news program on the basis of a couple

of segments. But I'm a frequent listener to <I>"All Things Considered" </I>and

<I>"Morning Edition."</I> Such cozy proximity of world views, blanketing the war

maker and the war reporter, is symptomatic of what ails NPR's war

coverage -- especially from Washington. <P>

Of course there are exceptions. Occasional news reports stray from the

narrow baseline. But the essence of the propaganda function is repetition,

and the exceptional does not undermine that function. <P>

To add insult to injury, NPR calls itself public radio. It's supposed to be

willing to go where commercial networks fear to tread. But overall, when it

comes to politics and war, the range of perspectives on National Public

Radio isn't any wider than what we encounter on the avowedly commercial

networks.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.normansolomon.com">

Norman Solomon's </A> </font> book "Made Love, Got War: Close Encounters with America's Warfare State" just came off the press. The foreword is by Daniel Ellsberg. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http://www.MadeLoveGotWar.com"> www.MadeLoveGotWar.com</A>. The documentary film "War Made Easy: How Presidents and Pundits Keep

Spinning Us to Death," based on Norman Solomon's book of the same name, went

into home-video release this week and is now available on DVD from Netflix,

Amazon and similar outlets. For more information, go to:

www.WarMadeEasyTheMovie.org

 </font> <p> <br> <br>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Destonio_So.jpg"> <br> 

</center> <p>

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<br> <br> <font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ru_bio.jpg"> <br> 

Don't Move On. Start Over. <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Next Prez Must Make Bush an Unperson </font> <br>

By Ted Rall <P> </font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"No one owes obedience to a usurper government or to anyone who assumes public office in violation of the Constitution and the law. The civil population has the right to rise up in defense of the constitutional order. The acts of those who usurp public office are null and void." ~~~ Article 46, Constitution of Peru </center> </I> <P> </font> <font size="+2">

NEW YORK--Comedian Bill Maher is a brilliant contrarian. He dislikes George Bush. Yet his view of the stolen 2000 election is conventional, ahistorical and quintessentially American: Forget it! Move on! <I>"Oh, Ted,"</I> he replied when I mentioned the judicial coup d'état on his TV show, which aired October 3, 2001. <I>"That's so September 10th. It really is."</I>

It has been nearly eight years since the U.S. Supreme Court violated the Constitution by installing George W. Bush as president. Their ruling was immaterial. They shouldn't have agreed to hear Bush v. Gore in the first place. Under Article II of the Constitution, Federal courts don't have jurisdiction in election disputes. The state supreme courts--in that case, Florida--have the final word. <P>

It's tempting, as Maher suggested, to try to move past 2000. But we can't. What followed doesn't allow it. <P>

When a ruler seizes office by extralegal means he rules the same way. Because he does not derive his power from the people--indeed, his rule relies on their passivity--he is not beholden to them. Selling the public on his policies is hard enough for a legitimately elected ruler; an illegal one has to resort to bullying, presented as a stern, autocratic triumph of the will. He is forced to order his lawyers to find legal loopholes using the most tortured reasoning imaginable. In the end, when citizens turn against him, the tyrant shrugs his shoulders. <I>"So?" </I>This is what the vice president replied when a reporter asked about polls showing that Americans have turned against the Iraq War. Cheney's question was perfectly reasonable. Why should he care what we think? We didn't elect him. He doesn't owe us the slightest consideration. <P>

Electoral illegitimacy begets illegitimate rule: Secret detentions and torture redefined into meaninglessness. Secret prisons. Ending habeas corpus, the right to have one's case heard before a judge--a right English-speaking people had enjoyed for 800 years. Secret <I>"signing statements"</I> purporting to negate laws signed in public. Spying on Americans, lying about it to Congress, and then, after getting caught, trying to legalize it retroactively. Destroying evidence. An executive order granting the president the power to declare anyone--without evidence--an <I>"enemy combatant,"</I> then order that person imprisoned for life, or even assassinated. <P>

Even if the next president has promised to end extraordinary renditions (which began under Bill Clinton), close Gitmo, outlaw torture and overturn the Military Commissions Act, which eliminated habeas corpus, he or she will surely be tempted to retain some of Bush's beefed up new executive powers upon moving into the Oval Office. Who wouldn't want to read their political opponents' email and listen to their phone calls? <P>

But let's posit, for the sake of argument, that Bush's evildoing comes to an end next January. There will still be a mess to clean up. <P>

One million Iraqis and Afghans are dead. Tens of thousands more have been tortured and maimed. Thousands of dead soldiers; tens of thousands more grievously wounded. Millions of Americans have had their privacy violated. They deserve justice. We deserve justice. The war criminals, torturers and phone companies deserve due process. If there are consequences for driving fast and cheating on your taxes, after all, there surely ought to be a price to pay for urinating on an innocent man in a dog cage at Guantánamo. <P>

America might want to move on. How can the rest of the world let us? <P>

Bush v. Gore gave us an illegitimate president. Bush presided over an outlaw government. If we sit on our asses, as we've done since that weird, soul-crushing day in late December of 2000, illegality will be hardwired into the U.S. government. The country itself will become, like the Soviet Union and its wonderful freedom-guaranteeing constitution, a caricature of itself. <I>"What is the difference between the Constitutions of the USA and USSR? Both guarantee freedom of speech,"</I> the old Russian joke went.<I> "Yes, but the Constitution of the USA also guarantees freedom after the speech."</I> A gangster regime presiding over the trappings of law and order is a vicious joke--illegitimate and ultimately doomed. <P>

There's one way--only one way--to avoid ratifying Bush's legacy. The next president must do the following three things immediately upon taking office: <P> <B>

1.</B> Issue an executive order declaring all laws and actions undertaken by the Bush Administration, the states and local municipalities (because many state and local ordinances are influenced by national politics) between January 2001 and January 2009 null and void. <P> <B>

2.</B> Act quickly to restore the rule of law--freeing Gitmo inmates, offering compensation to victims of torture and rendition, order immediate withdrawals of U.S. troops from Afghanistan, Iraq, Somalia and other undeclared wars. <P> <B>

3.</B> Create a cabinet-level department to investigate top officials and subordinates of the Bush interregnum for crimes they may have committed and refer them to the appropriate courts for arrest, prosecution and imprisonment.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Gehause Minister Jackson, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your awarding the New Orleans rebuilding non-bid contracts only to Republican campaign contributors, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Propaganda Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with emerald clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 05-25-2008. We salute you herr Jackson, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 

</td> </tr> </table> </center> <P> <br> <br>
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Surrender Already, Dorothy<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

It's all about the magic, really. <P>

And whether we can take a flier on this skinny guy with the strange name and braided ancestry to help us get it back. <P>

Bernard Kouchner, the foreign minister of France and a strong supporter of the United States, recently observed that President Bush has done such a number on our image in the world that no one will be able to restore the luster. <P> <I>

"I think the magic is over," </I> he said. <P>

Pas si vite, mon vieux. In terms of style, the Obamas could give Carla Bruni-Sarkozy a run for her euros. And at least Obama is not in a fantasy world on Iraq, as W. and John McCain are, insisting it's improving while we see it exploding. <P>

Many voters decided last week to stick with Obama despite his less-than-convincing explanations about the Rev. Wright - even as many soured on Hillary, casting her as Lady Voldemort. <P>

Democrats are coming around to the point Jay Rockefeller made 10 days ago after introducing Obama in West Virginia: <I>"Democrats always make a mistake by nominating people who know everything on earth there is to know about public policy. I introduced both Al Gore and John Kerry at their rallies. They knew all the policies, but people didn't connect with them. You don't get elected president if people don't like you."</I> <P>

Despite Bill Clinton's saying it was <I>"a bunch of bull" </I>that his wife should drop out, Democrats are trying to sneak up on Hillary, throw a burlap sack over her head, carry her off the field and stick her in a Saddam spider hole until after the Denver convention. <P>

One Obama adviser moaned that the race was <I>"beginning to feel like a hostage crisis"</I> and would probably go on for another month to six weeks. And Obama said that the <I>"God, when will this be over?"</I> primary season was like <I>"a good movie that lasted about a half an hour too long."</I> <P>

Hillary sunnily riposted that she likes long movies. Her favorite as a girl was "The Wizard of Oz," so surely she spots the <I>"Surrender Dorothy"</I> sign in the sky and the bad portent of the ladies of <I>"The View"</I> burbling to Obama about how sexy he is. <P>

But who knows? Obama and Bob Casey talking March Madness to the patrons of Sharky's sports cafe in Latrobe, Pa., on Friday night seemed demographically clever. But it is always when Hillary is pushed back by the boys that women help hoist her up. <P>

Obama, like the preternaturally gifted young heroes in mythical tales, is still learning to channel his force. He can ensorcell when he has to, and he has viral appeal. Who else could alchemize a nuanced 40-minute speech on race into must-see YouTube viewing for 20-year-olds? <P>

But at several crucial points in the last year, he held back when he should have poured on, leaving his nemesis around to damage him further. <P>

Obama has social engineering plans as ambitious, in their own way, as the Bush administration's failed social engineering plans to change the psyche of America and the Middle East. <P> <I>

"I think the president needs to use the bully pulpit to change our culture,"</I> he said Thursday, talking energy at a $1,000-a-plate fund-raiser in Manhattan. <I>"We are a wasteful culture. It's always been that way because of our history. We do everything big."</I> <P>

He wants to make government <I>"cool"</I> again. He wants to banish the red-blue culture of conflict on TV and in Washington. And he wants to make the country healthier, thinner and smarter. <I>"I want our students learning art and music and science and poetry," </I>he says, in a crowd-pleasing line. <P>

Using his preacher voice, he urged a black audience in Beaumont, Tex., to be better parents, to put away chips and cold Popeyes for breakfast, and to turn off the TV and video games. <I>"Buy a little desk or put that child at the kitchen table," </I>he instructed. <I>"Watch them do their homework."</I> <P>

It's not certain that Obama could bring about an American renaissance. As the L.A. entertainment lawyer Nancy McCullough, who was on the Harvard Law Review with Obama, told Vanity Fair's Todd Purdum, he tended to wallow in words. She said he was so intent on letting everyone have a say that<I> "I actually would have been happier for him to say sometimes, 'This is how we're doing this, and shut up!' "</I> <P>

The pollster Peter Hart says the central questions are: <I>"Is Hillary honest?"</I> and <I>"Is Obama safe?"</I> <P>

Her foreign affairs plumping-up has hurt her, while his exotic and unorthodox narrative stirs doubt. <P> <I>

"If I were to produce a spot for Obama,"</I> Hart said, <I>"I would take 100 photographs of everything that he does with his children and wife - that could range from Halloween to a picnic to everything we identify with as part of American life - so people could say, 'I relate to that, I understand it.' "</I> <P>

But, for now, Obama might want to leave the Trinity church photos out of the montage.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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Just Tell Us What You Really Think <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

As we watch and listen to the candidates for President, we find ourselves befuddled by what they say from week to week. Senator Clinton wants to be thought the best leader for the Democratic party while she has repeatedly compromises her democratic principles in an effort to gain the votes of dissatisfied Republicans. The only issue on which she has spoken clearly and unequivocally is the management of the health care crises. There again, she appears to be wary of alienating any stray Republicans by recommending requirement for everybody to buy insurance rather than by suggesting ways to either lower the cost or to set up a program for the poor that will really work. <P>

At the same time, Senator Obama can only second the Clinton plan with a bit of softening around the harsh edges. Of course, Senator McCain has not even addressed the problem since he<I> "prefers to concentrate on national security"</I> by becoming a virtual echo chamber for the Bush/Cheney propaganda. It does seem odd that a man who has prided himself on his reputation as a <I>"maverick"</I> should be strutting around with the wardogs and snarling at the very people whom he is asking to vote for him. Even in his speech regarding the economy, he advocates doing virtually nothing whereas on the war, he promises only to stay in Iraq for generations. <P>

While Senator Clinton has spent years in the Senate, complaining about the Iraq War and the arrogance of President Bush, she now professes to believe that we cannot end the war without leaving troops in place for the indeterminate future. She laments the fact that she did not know then what she knows now when she voted to give the President the authority to use force against Iraq, or she <I>"might have voted differently."</I> Perhaps she now knows that no member of a legislative should never vote for any measure without having thoroughly read it first. The same is true with the Patriot Act for which she has dutifully marched in lockstep to renew on command. <P>

She professes great experience that fits her for the supreme command. It would seen that most of her experience is in campaigning for public office, largely on behalf of her husband. Your friendly neighborhood neurologist is probably married but would you ask his wife to do your brain surgery? If that sort of experience counts, I can recall several former First Ladies who would have made much better candidates. As for Barrack Obama, his brief experience in public office is troubling but it is easy to believe that his heart is in the concerns that he expresses. His demand for <I>"change"</I> is well received but the specifics will have to wait until we learn to what <I>"experts"</I> he intends to listen in formulating his own policies. <P>

We would really like to know what their specific ideas are for re-forming and re-regulating our economic system in order to correct the madness which has brought the entire nation to the brink of bankruptcy. We would appreciate it if Senator Clinton would explain why she is so determined that it is necessary to keep troops in Iraq to <I>"protect out Embassy,"</I> that huge municipal complex which many of us believe should be left as reparations for the Iraqis in return for the cities and the homes that we have destroyed in this ill-begotten adventure. What would be the attitude of Senator Obama to that proposal?  <P>

We, the voters, want to know what they think of the usurpation of powers by the current president; whether they would restore the constitutional division of power among the three branches of government; whether they would take advantage of the measures that have been taken by George W. Bush which would make the new president a virtual dictator; whether they would take steps to end the loss of our civil rights as to wire-tapping, internet monitoring, and other intrusions into our personal lives. These are vital questions to many of us and the answers are extremely important, not only in the general election but now, in the primaries. <P>

For years, we have gritted our teeth as the Republicans challenged the Democrats to <I>"present a plan"</I> as they opposed the policies of the Bush administration. Now we, the people, would like to suggest the same thing. Regardless of the ultimate winner of the Democratic Convention, these questions will be asked and there must be some answers. The voters have a right to know what to expect the next President to do once he/she takes office and we could use the same information while making our choice as to whom to support in their primary candidacy. <P>

Failure to do so could cause quite a stir as the Christian right finds that their prayers are having to <I>"take a number" </I>as the Most High is busy fielding all the prayers from the Democrats that someone they can trust will appear as the leader of a viable third party who can beat them all and steer our country out of the shame of the last seven years and return it to the honorable nation which we have loved so dearly.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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Our Gods <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Chuck Brodsky <P>

We worship our gods - we buy souvenirs <br>

Admire our trinkets - in front of our mirrors <br>

A hat with a cross - a shirt with a star <br>

The names of our teams - tattooed on our arms <P>

We're given our gods at the moment of birth <br>

The gods of our fathers- all others be cursed <br>

At the earliest age - we memorize verse <br>

The gospel - as it is written <P>

We swear at our gods - curse our rotten luck <br>

From the side of the road - when we self-destruct <br>

We ask them to save us - to get us unstuck <br>

From the muck we get ourselves into <P>

Temples of stained glass - hand cut stones <br>

We build for our gods - such magnificent homes <br>

We visit sometimes - but we don't stay long <br>

Not when the football games are on <P>

We make deals with our gods - to win back what we've lost <br>

In our pants pockets - our fingers are crossed <br>

Lord, give us this day - make these prosperous times <br>

Help us - to cover our crimes <P>

We go to the seers - say, "Show us the script <br>

That our gods have left for us - stashed in some crypt" <br>

"Ah, secrets," they say - "what has never been told... <br>

Yours...for a pile of your gold" <P>

We kill for our gods - we wage holy wars <br>

Assassinate presidents - burn down bookstores <br>

Massacre children to - settle old scores <br>

Yelling, "Our gods are great!" <P>

Our gods must be proud - of the blood on our hands <br>

And the way we go conquering - far away lands <br>

In the names of our gods - may the glory be theirs <br>

Let the spoils & the plunders be ours <P>

We serve our gods - in such humorless ways <br>

Rituals we do - laws we obey <br>

Sometimes in between we pray <br>

But how often do we say "I love you?" <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1998/2008 Chuck Brodsky
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<br> Gore Vidal On Liberty
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Multibillion-dollar castles like this one have been popping up all over Brooklyn. </font>

</center>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#0000FF> <P> <br> 

Report: Nation's Gentrified Neighborhoods Threatened By Aristocratization </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <P>

WASHINGTON-According to a report released Tuesday by the Brookings Institution, a Washington-based think tank, the recent influx of exceedingly affluent powder-wigged aristocrats into the nation's gentrified urban areas is pushing out young white professionals, some of whom have lived in these neighborhoods for as many as seven years. <P>

Maureen Kennedy, a housing policy expert and lead author of the report, said that the enormous treasure-based wealth of the aristocracy makes it impossible for those living on modest trust funds to hold onto their co-ops and converted factory loft spaces. <P> <I>

"When you have a bejeweled, buckle-shoed duke willing to pay 11 or 12 times the asking price for a block of renovated brownstones-and usually up front with satchels of solid gold guineas-hardworking white-collar people who only make a few hundred thousand dollars a year simply cannot compete," </I>Kennedy said. <I>"If this trend continues, these exclusive, vibrant communities with their sidewalk cafés and faux dive bars will soon be a thing of the past."</I> <P>

According to Kennedy, one of the most pressing concerns associated with rapid aristocratization is the drastic transformation of the metropolitan landscape in a way that fails to maximize livable space. <P> <I>

"A three-block section of [Chicago neighborhood] Wicker Park that once accommodated eight families, two vintage clothing stores, a French cleaners, and a gourmet bakery has been completely razed to make way for a private livery stable and carriage house," </I>Kennedy said. <I>"The space is now entirely unusable for affordable upper-income condominium housing. No one can live there except for the odd stable boy or footman who gets permission to sleep in the hayloft."</I> <P>

Many of those affected by the ostentatious reshaping of their once purely upmarket neighborhoods said that they often wish for a return back to the privileged communities they helped to overdevelop just a few years ago. Among the first to feel the effects of the encroaching aristocracy have been local business owners like Fort Greene, Brooklyn resident Neil Getz. <P <I>

"Around here, you used to be able to get a Fair-Trade latte and a chocolate-chip croissant for only eight bucks,"</I> said Getz, who is planning to move back in with his parents after being forced out of the lease on his organic grocery store by a harpsichord purveyor.<I> "Now it's all tearooms and private salon gatherings catered with champagne and suckling pig. Who can afford that?" </I><P> <center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Report-Nations-Jump-R.jpg"> <br> <font size="+1">

Incoming aristocrats are easily spotted by their distinctive dress and taste for chamber music.</font> <P> </center>

<I>"It's just a terrible shame," </I>Getz continued. <I>"There was this great little shop right across the street from my duplex apartment where I bought my baby daughter a Ramones onesie a couple of years ago, just after she was born. That whole block is an opera house now."</I>

The aristocracy has adamantly dismissed claims that the sweeping changes are detrimental to the merely wealthy who have been displaced, and many persons of noble blood have pointed to aristocratization's benefits. These include lower crime rates attributed to new punishments, such as public floggings and the pillory, which are primarily meted out for maintaining direct eye contact with members of the highest class. <P> <I>

"These accusations are pure, slanderous rubbish,"</I> said Lord Nathan Dunkirk III, the owner of a prodigious manor house that, along with its steeplechase course and topiary garden, sits on what was once the Haight-Ashbury district of San Francisco. <I>"If anything, the layabouts and wastrels have been afforded a veritable glut of new and felicitous opportunities as bootblacks and scullery maids."</I> <P>

Other aristocrats have echoed Dunkirk and have additionally deflected blame onto regification, a process by which they say they were priced out of their vast rural holdings by kings who wished to consolidate property and develop monumental palatial estates. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008<A HREF" http://www.theonion.com/"> The Onion </A>
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finding is made upon consideration of all the above factors." <P> <br> <P> <br> <P>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

</font> </font> 

</body> </html>
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A New Moon, A Bomber's Moon <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br><I> <center>

"No one can seriously think that Iran would dare attack the U.S. Instead of pushing Iran into a corner, it would be far more sensible to think together how to help Iran become more predictable and transparent." ~~~ Russian President Putin ~ 04-04-08 <br> <br>

"Some of the most powerful IEDs we're seeing in Iraq today includes components that came from Iran. Our Director of National Intelligence, John Negroponte, told the Congress, "Tehran has been responsible for at least some of the increasing lethality of anti-coalition attacks by providing Shia militia with the capability to build improvised explosive devises" in Iraq. Coalition forces have seized IEDs and components that were clearly produced in Iran. Such actions -- along with Iran's support for terrorism and its pursuit of nuclear weapons -- are increasingly isolating Iran, and America will continue to rally the world to confront these threats."<br>

~~~ George W. Bush ~ March 13, 2006 ~~~ <br> <br>

"The Bible is not my book, and Christianity is not my religion. I could never give assent to the long, complicated statements of Christian dogma." ~~~ Abraham Lincoln <br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

Once upon a time a <I>"Bomber's Moon"</I> was the full moon which gave the bombardier enough light to see to drop his bombs. Today a <I>"Bomber's Moon"</I> is the new moon as bombs, for the most part, aren't dropped by visual aides but by satellite positioning. So today the best time to bomb a target would be during the new moon when things are at their darkest. <br> <br>

This is handy to know in order to project when our Air Force, Marine, Navy bombers and attack aircraft are likely to attack Iran. Attack Iran we will and the attack on Iran will be soon. How can I say such a thing? Well, the evidence of an attack is constant and overwhelming. <br> <br>

First the conveniently found <I>"miracle laptop"</I> detailing every lie the Junta has been saying was a dead give away. (I'm having a déjà vu all over again, ya'll remember the <I>"magic passport"</I> found in the ashes of the WTC?) Then we had the Vice Fuhrer touring the Middle East like he did just before we attacked Iraq. There's that déjà vu thingie again! The day after Cheney left, Saudi Arabia's official newspapers warned of radioactive fallout that would be soon falling on the Kingdom! Coincidence? The dismissal of Admiral Fallon, who opposed an Iranian invasion. Yeah, he resigned, sure! The locating of another aircraft carrier, the USS Abraham Lincoln, and its battle group just off the Iranian shore. The contracts for new bombers and bunker busting bombs which come due this month. The comedy team of General Betrayus and Gaultliter Crocker that played in front of Congress this week with tales of Iran attacking the green zone with missiles, arming the militias, etc. Our soldiers of fortune, Black Water Worldwide, just got a new lease on life. They'll be keeping the Iraqis down while we shift our troops across the border into Iran. Some 30,000 "surge" troops set to come home in July. Israel is currently going through a series of war games to defend the population from missile attacks. Israel is also "hosting" 6 NATO missile Frigates to defend the Zionazi's against missile attacks. In addition, we recently positioned an array of Aegis destroyers, which excel in ballistic missile defense, close to our Persian Gulf allies and Israel. A pair of US attack submarines are known to be in the area. Iran, Lebanon and Syria are mobilizing their forces, fearing an imminent attack by Israel, NATO and American forces, while Russia prepares to invade Georgia. Bush initiated a program to completely fill America's Strategic Petroleum Reserve with the stipulation that it be completed by the start of April. Folks, the list just goes on and on and on! <br> <br>

The Junta and their corpo-rat pals look to make trillions on an Iranian invasion and the Congress, including all the presidential candidates, will go along with them. Most of Congress are stockholders in war related industries and have already made millions off the suffering and carnage in Iraq. The American people have stood by and done nothing about the two previous wars so why not another? The Junta has absolutely nothing to lose and trillions more to gain! <br> <br>

So when can we expect the attack to commence? Unlike the Iraqi deserts, which you can move through at any time, Iran is a series of mountain ranges, one after another after another which are filled with snow for part of the year so it is only just now that an invasion might work? The next <I>"New Moon"</I> is May 5th and whether or not we'll be ready by then remains to be seen but if not then perhaps the "New Moon" of June 3rd. My guess is that we'll attack the evening of May 5th! The only question is where the false flag attack will fall? Will it be overseas where it can be carefully controlled or is an American city already in the Junta's crosshairs? <br> <br>

Unlike the Iraqi military, the Iranian army is fully armed, manned, and ready. Fully supplied with Russia's latest weapons and so, unlike Iraq, Iran will be no cakewalk. Those new Russian missiles that we can't stop will sink any of our Navy within their range including the carriers! With almost three times the size and population of Iraq, the cost of attacking Iran will be many times more what it cost us in Iraq, both in our children and our treasure and the Iranian resistance will make Iraq seem like a <I>"Swiss Picnic"</I> by comparison. The only way that we can cut the cost and losses is if we nuke'em, hence Cheney's warning to the Saudi princes. Some may say that WW III began on May 5th or June 3rd of 2008. I think it began on 12-12-2000 when the first coup d'etat went down and we did nothing about it. How about you, America? Have you stocked up on freeze drieds, seeds and ammo yet? Time is running out! 

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

I heard a funny thing the other day, not ha-ha funny but peculiar. It seems that those IED's that have been blowing our boys and girls into tiny pieces have American printed circuits in them. Something the Junta has known for years because, my guess is, they are being supplied by our own <I>"shadow warriors," </I>the CIA. They apparently went through the hands of our good friends in Dubai; you know the United Arab Emirate where Halliburton ran off to because it has no extradition treaty with us. Oh, and did I mention it's the country where our beloved Vice Fuhrer Cheney is building his retirement cottage and bunker? Why do you suppose old <I>"dead-eye"</I> is running off to a country with no extradition treaty with these here United Snakes? Hmmm? <br> <br>

Like the British who got caught posing as Iraqi <I>"terrorists"</I> (see also freedom fighters) on the way to blow a few hundred Iraqi women and children into tiny bits and then blame it on Al Qaeda, we've been caught with our hands in the cookie jar, too! Apparently, we've been supplying or perhaps building the IEDs that have been killing our own troops. Imagine! Not only that but Iran has been buying spare F-14 parts to renew their US supplied Tom Cats. All this brought to you buy our government liquidation auctions directly from US Defense Department warehouses! <br> <br>

Why is it that I'm not surprised by all this do you suppose? <br> <br>

Last year we heard several reports on these shenanigans, <br> <br>

<A HREF="http://www.bizjournals.com/phoenix/stories/2007/04/30/story8.html?jst=s_cn_hl">Red flags rise over military surplus sales - The Business Journal of Phoenix:</A> <br> <br> Friday, April 27, 2007...The GAO report last year said government agents posing as buyers were able to purchase body armor, surveillance equipment, missile testing equipment and F-14 aircraft parts at Government Liquidation auctions. The U.S. sold F-14s to Iran before the Islamic revolution in 1979. Today, Iran needs spare parts for some of those fighters. <br> <br>

GAO investigators posing as contractors also were able to procure rocket launcher equipment and other parts directly from U.S. Defense Department warehouses... " <br> <br> </I>

And The Associated Press... <br> <br>

<A HREF="http://www.iht.com/articles/ap/2007/01/16/america/NA-GEN-US-Military-Surplus-Stings.php">AP Exclusive: Military gear bound for Iran, China traced to Pentagon surplus sales - International Herald Tribune.</A> This concerned a direct link to the Pentagon tied to military gear funneled to Communist China and Iran. <P>

Of course, nothing was ever done about this treason, no one was ever prosecuted, no one was ever fired at the Pentagon, no investigations, nada! More than likely someone got a <I>"a heck of a job"</I> and a <I>"freedom"</I> medal! <P>

This is no doubt just the tip of the iceberg. How about those nuclear parts shipped off to Taiwan? Or the super targeting computers we <I>"accidentally"</I> sold to China. Gates and DOD hadn't a clue about them or, for that matter, anything else. <P>

You would have thought Hillary and Barry would have made mention of the above but so far, nary a word. This has got to be a monster story and yet not one word from the MSM about it! Of course, it doesn't rank with a presidential blowjob, but still. Don't you wonder why you're hearing about this from Issues Alibis and not from ABC, NBC, CBS, CNN or Fox, America? Where are you going to get the truth when we're gone? 

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, comes the strange tale of Democratic Illinois house member Rep. Monique Davis Chicago. Atheist <A HREF="http://www.robsherman.com/">Rob Sherman</A> was testifying before the House State Government Administration Committee regarding Illinois Governor Rod Blagojevich's unconstitutional plan to donate one million tax dollars to Pilgrim Baptist Church in Chicago when Davis launched into a diatribe against atheists, asserting that atheists did not have a right to present testimony to the legislature... <br> <br> <B>

Davis: </B>I don't know what you have against God, but some of us don't have much against him. We look forward to him and his blessings. And it's really a tragedy -- it's tragic -- when a person who is engaged in anything related to God, they want to fight. They want to fight prayer in school. <P>

I don't see you (Sherman) fighting guns in school. You know? <P>

I'm trying to understand the philosophy that you want to spread in the state of Illinois. This is the Land of Lincoln. This is the Land of Lincoln where people believe in God, where people believe in protecting their children.... What you have to spew and spread is extremely dangerous, it's dangerous-- <P> <B>

Sherman:</B> What's dangerous, ma'am? <br> <br> <B>

Davis:</B> It's dangerous to the progression of this state. And it's dangerous for our children to even know that your philosophy exists! Now you will go to court to fight kids to have the opportunity to be quiet for a minute. But damn if you'll go to [court] to fight for them to keep guns out of their hands. I am fed up! Get out of that seat! <br> <br><B>

Sherman:</B> Thank you for sharing your perspective with me, and I'm sure that if this matter does go to court--- <br> <br> <B>

Davis:</B> You have no right to be here! We believe in something. You believe in destroying! You believe in destroying what this state was built upon. <br> <br>

Sherman didn't budge, continued his testimony related to Gov. Rod Blagojevich's oddly misdirected $1 million grant intended for Pilgrim Baptist Church, (<A HREF="http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/local/chi-pilgrim-church-grant-03apr03,1,831514.story">story</A>) and later said he "felt like Rosa Parks, who also was told, get out of that seat and arrested when she didn't give up her seat on the bus to a white person." <br> <br>

Here is the <A HREF="http://blogs.chicagotribune.com/news_columnists_ezorn/files/DAVIS.mp3">audio</A>, courtesy of the Illinois Information Service. <br> <br>

So apparently, according to Ms. Davis, only mythologists have any right to <I>"rights"</I> in the state of Illinois. Very interesting! Not a lot was said about Ms. Davis' bigotry but can you imagine if Mr. Sherman had been a Baptist or Catholic or Jew instead of an Atheist? Talk about it hitting the fan! Of course Mr. Sherman wasn't allowed to reply to Ms. Davis' insanity. Only bureaucrats are allowed to rant in committee meetings. Your tax dollars at work, Illinois! <br> <br>

Not only did Ms. Davis show her hatred and bigotry, typical Christian attributes, but also her total lack of knowledge regarding Abraham Lincoln, who wasn't a Christian and, when running for the Illinois state house, was accused of being a low down dirty Atheist himself. Folks, I couldn't make this stuff up. <br>

There have been many calls for Davis to resign. If you'd like to give Ms. Davis a piece of your mind on the subject write to her c/o: <br>

241-E Stratton Office Building <br> 

Springfield Il 62706 <br>

(217) 782-0010 <br>

(217) 782-1795 Fax 

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. <br>Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists."<br> ~~~ Arundhati Roy ~~~</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

A few weeks ago we were once again forced to go to our readers and ask for money to keep publishing.  We are fundamentally unable and philosophically unwilling to devise catchy fundraising tactics. We aren't going to ask you to send $20.08 each or offer new cell phone plans or try to convince you a donation to Issues and Alibis will save the world from the scourge du jour. Everyone associated with this magazine is stubborn and pissed off and determined to continue fighting for the world that we want to leave our children-and they are all our children. We'll keep publishing as long as possible. But, as we've detailed below, we need money to go on.  It is the few dollars a week that makes a difference in our survival.  <br> <br>

Those of you who have responded since we first asked for help have not only been generous but you've also given us encouragement and strengthened our conviction that it is important to continue to speak truth, keep advertising to a bare minimum and provide a forum for other people to speak their truths, too. As more and more leftist publications are forced into oblivion or turned into tools of the power elite, your letters and messages are more important to us than ever. We appreciate the support. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. This old iBook is about to join the old Dell in the trash heap, when it does, we'll be gone! <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you! <br> <br>

Ernest & Victoria Stewart

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <img src="http://archivesthree.150m.com/Charlton-Heston.jpeg"> <br>

10-04-1924 ~ 04-05-2008 

<br> Goodbye You Damn Dirty Ape  </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 

<br>
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Can A Democrat Change US Middle East Policy?<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Noam Chomsky </font> <P>

RECENTLY, when Vice-President Cheney was asked by ABC News correspondent Martha Raddatz about polls showing that an overwhelming majority of US citizens oppose the war in Iraq, he replied, <I>"So?" <P>

"So - you don't care what the American people think?"</I> Raddatz asked. <P> <I>

"No,"</I> Cheney replied, and explained, <I>"I think you cannot be blown off course by the fluctuations in public opinion polls."</I> <P>

Later, White House spokeswoman Dana Perino, explaining Cheney's comments, was asked whether the public should have <I>"input."</I> <P>

Her reply:<I> "You had your input. The American people have input every four years, and that's the way our system is set up."</I> <P>

That's correct. Every four years the American people can choose between candidates whose views they reject, and then they should shut up. <P>

Evidently failing to understand democratic theory, the public strongly disagrees. <P> <I>

"Eighty-one per cent say when making 'an important decision' government leaders 'should pay attention to public opinion polls because this will help them get a sense of the public's views,"' </I>reports the Program on International Policy Attitudes, in Washington. <P>

And when asked<I> "whether they think that 'elections are the only time when the views of the people should have influence, or that also between elections leaders should consider the views of the people as they make decisions,' an extraordinary 94 per cent say that government leaders should pay attention to the views of the public between elections."</I> <P>

The same polls reveal that the public has few illusions about how their wishes are heeded: 80 per cent <I>"say that this country is run by a few big interests looking out for themselves,"</I> not<I> "for the benefit of all the people."</I> <P>

With its unbounded disregard for public opinion, the Bush administration has been far to the radical nationalist and adventurist extreme of the policy spectrum, and was subjected to unprecedented mainstream criticism for that reason. <P>

A Democratic candidate is likely to shift more towards the centrist norm. However, the spectrum is narrow. Looking at the records and statements of Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama, it is hard to see much reason to expect significant changes in policy in the Middle East. <P>

IT IS Important to bear in mind that neither Democratic candidate has expressed a principled objection to the invasion of Iraq. By that I mean the kind of objection that was universally expressed when the Russians invaded Afghanistan or when Saddam Hussein invaded Kuwait: condemnation on the grounds that aggression is a crime - in fact the <I>"supreme international crime,"</I> as the Nuremberg Tribunal determined. No one criticised those invasions merely as a "strategic blunder" or as involvement in <I>"another country's civil war, a war (they) can't win"</I> (Obama, Clinton, respectively, on the Iraq invasion). <P>

The criticism of the Iraq war is on grounds of cost and failure; what are called <I>"pragmatic reasons,"</I> a stance that is considered hardheaded, serious, moderate - in the case of Western crimes. <P>

The intentions of the Bush administration, and presumably McCain, were outlined in a Declaration of Principles released by the White House in November 2007, an agreement between Bush and the U.S.-backed Nuri al-Maliki government of Iraq. <P>

The Declaration allows U.S. forces to remain indefinitely to <I>"deter foreign aggression"</I> (though the only threat of aggression in the region is posed by the United States and Israel, presumably not the intention) and for internal security, though not, of course, internal security for a government that would reject US. domination. The Declaration also commits Iraq to facilitate and encourage <I>"the flow of foreign investments to Iraq, especially American investments"</I> - an unusually brazen expression of imperial will. <P>

In brief, Iraq is to remain a client state, agreeing to allow permanent US military installations (called <I>"enduring"</I> in the preferred Orwellism) and ensuring US investors priority in accessing its huge oil resources - a reasonably clear statement of goals of the invasion that were evident to anyone not blinded by official doctrine. <P>

What are the alternatives of the Democrats? They were clarified in March 2007, when the House and Senate approved Democratic proposals setting deadlines for withdrawal. Gen. Kevin Ryan (retired), senior fellow at Harvard University's Belfer Center of International Affairs, analysed the proposals for The Boston Globe. <P>

The proposals permit the president to waive their restrictions in the interests of <I>"national security,"</I> which leaves the door wide open, Ryan writes. They permit troops to remain in Iraq <I>"as long as they are performing one of three specific missions: protecting U.S. facilities, citizens or forces; combating Al Qaeda or international terrorists; and training Iraqi security forces."</I> The facilities include the huge U.S. military bases being built around the country and the U.S. Embassy - actually a self-contained city within a city, unlike any embassy in the world. None of these major construction projects are under way with the expectation that they will be abandoned. <P>

The other conditions are also open-ended.<I> "The proposals are more correctly understood as a re-missioning of our troops,"</I> Ryan sums up: <I>"Perhaps a good strategy - but not a withdrawal."</I> <P>

It is difficult to see much difference between the March 7 Democratic proposals and those of Obama and Clinton. <P>

WITH regard to Iran, Obama is considered more moderate than Clinton, and his leading slogan is <I>"change."</I> So let us keep to him. <P>

Obama calls for more willingness to negotiate with Iran, but within the standard constraints. His reported position is that he "would offer economic inducements and a possible promise not to seek 'regime change' if Iran stopped meddling in Iraq and cooperated on terrorism and nuclear issues," and stopped <I>"acting irresponsibly"</I> by supporting Shia militant groups in Iraq. <P>

Some obvious questions come to mind. For example, how would we react Iran's President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad said he would offer a possible promise not to seek <I>"regime change"</I> in Israel if it stopped its illegal activities in the occupied territories and cooperated on terrorism and nuclear issues? <P>

Obama's moderate approach is well to the militant side of public opinion - a fact that passes unnoticed, as is often the case. Like all other viable candidates, Obama has insisted throughout the electoral campaign that the United States must threaten Iran with attack (the standard phrase is: <I>"keep all options open"</I>), a violation of the U.N. Charter, if anyone cares. But a large majority of Americans have disagreed: 75 per cent favor building better relations with Iran, as compared with 22 per cent who favor "implied threats," according to PIPA. All the surviving candidates, then, are opposed by three-fourths of the public on this issue. <P>

American and Iranian opinion on the core issue of nuclear policy has been carefully studied. In both countries, a large majority holds that Iran should have the rights of any signer of the Nonproliferation Treaty: to develop nuclear power but not nuclear weapons. <P>

The same large majorities favour establishing a <I>"nuclear-weapons-free zone in the Middle East that would include both Islamic countries and Israel."</I> More than 80 per cent of Americans favour eliminating nuclear weapons altogether - a legal obligation of the states with nuclear weapons, officially rejected by the Bush administration. <P>

And surely Iranians agree with Americans that Washington should end its military threats and turn towards normal relations. <P>

At a forum in Washington when the PIPA polls were released in January 2007, Joseph Cirincione, senior vice-president for National Security and International Policy at the Center for American Progress (and Obama adviser), said the polls showed <I>"the common sense of both the American people and the Iranian people, (who) seem to be able to rise above the rhetoric of their own leaders to find common sense solutions to some of the most crucial questions"</I> facing the two nations, favoring pragmatic diplomatic solutions to their differences. <P>

Though we do not have internal records, there is good reason to believe that the Pentagon is opposed to an attack on Iran. The March 11 resignation of Admiral William Fallon as head of the Central Command, responsible for the Middle East, was widely interpreted to trace to his opposition to an attack, probably shared with the military command generally. <P>

The December 2007 National Intelligence Estimate reporting that Iran had not pursued a nuclear weapons program since 2003, when it sought and failed to reach a comprehensive settlement with the United States, perhaps reflects opposition of the intelligence community to military action. <P>

There are many uncertainties. But it is hard to see concrete signs that a Democratic presidency would improve the situation very much, let alone bring policy into line with American or world opinion. <P>

ON ISRAEL-Palestine too, the candidates have provided no reason to expect any constructive change. <P>

On his web site, Obama, the candidate of <I>"change"</I> and <I>"hope,"</I> states that he <I>"strongly supports the US-Israel relationship, believes that our first and incontrovertible commitment in the Middle East must be to the security of Israel, America's strongest ally in the Middle East."</I> <P>

Transparently, it is the Palestinians who face by far the most severe security problem, in fact a problem of survival. But Palestinians are not a <I>"strong ally."</I> At most, they might be a very weak one. Hence their plight merits little concern, in accord with the operative principle that human rights are largely determined by contributions to power, profit and ideological needs. <P>

Obama's web site presents him as a superhawk on Israel. <I>"He believes that Israel's right to exist as a Jewish state should never be challenged." </I>He is not on record as demanding that the right of countries to exist as Muslim (Christian, White) states <I>"should never be challenged."</I> <P>

Obama calls for increasing foreign aid <I>"to ensure that (the) funding priorities (for military and economic assistance to Israel) are met."</I> He also insists forcefully that the United States must not <I>"recognise Hamas unless it renounced its fundamental mission to eliminate Israel."</I> No state can recognise Hamas, a political party, so what he must be referring to is the government formed by Hamas after a free election that came out<I> "the wrong way"</I> and is therefore illegitimate, in accord with prevailing elite concepts of <I>"democracy."</I> <P>

And it is considered irrelevant that Hamas has repeatedly called for a two-state settlement in accord with the international consensus, which the United States and Israel reject. <P>

Obama does not ignore Palestinians: <I>"Obama believes that a better life for Palestinian families is good for both Israelis and Palestinians."</I> He also adds a reference to two states living side by side that is vague enough to be unproblematic to U.S. and Israeli hawks. <P>

For Palestinians, there are now two options. One is that the United States and Israel will abandon their unilateral rejectionism of the past 30 years and accept the international consensus on a two-state settlement, in accord with international law and, incidentally, in accord with the wishes of a large majority of Americans. That is not impossible, though the two rejectionist states are working hard to render it so. <P>

A second possibility is the one that the US-Israel are actually implementing. Palestinians will be consigned to their Gaza prison and to West Bank cantons, virtually separated from one another by Israeli settlements and huge infrastructure projects, the whole imprisoned as Israel takes over the Jordan Valley. <P>

Nevertheless, circumstances may change, and perhaps the candidates along with them, to the benefit of the United States and the region. Public opinion may not remain marginalised and easily ignored. The concentrations of domestic economic power that largely shape policy may come to recognise that their interests are better served by joining the general public, and the rest of the world, than by accepting Washington's hard line.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chomsky.info/"> Noam Chomsky </A> </font> is emeritus professor of linguistics and philosophy at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and is co-author, with Gilbert Achcar, of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/Perilous-Power-Foreign-Dialogues-Democracy/dp/1594513120"> Perilous Power: The Middle East & U.S. Foreign Policy: Dialogues on Terror, Democracy, War, and Justice. </A> His most recent book is <A HREF=" http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=Hegemony+or+Survival+Americas+Quest+for+Global+Dominance&z=y">Hegemony or Survival Americas Quest for Global Dominance. </A>
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Tibet: "Not You! You!!!" <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P> <I>

"Hey! Take your hands off me! Not you! You!!!"</I> - the voice of a young woman in the darkened cinema, an old joke. <P> <I>

"Hey! Take your hands off Tibet!"</I> the international chorus is crying out, <I>"But not from Chechnya! Not from the Basque homeland! And certainly not from Palestine!"</I> And that is not a joke. <P>

LIKE EVERYBODY else, I support the right of the Tibetan people to independence, or at least autonomy. Like everybody else, I condemn the actions of the Chinese government there. But unlike everybody else, I am not ready to join in the demonstrations. <P>

Why? Because I have an uneasy feeling that somebody is washing my brain, that what is going on is an exercise in hypocrisy. <P>

I don't mind a bit of manipulation. After all, it is not by accident that the riots started in Tibet on the eve of the Olympic Games in Beijing. That's alright. A people fighting for their freedom have the right to use any opportunity that presents itself to further their struggle. <P>

I support the Tibetans in spite of it being obvious that the Americans are exploiting the struggle for their own purposes. Clearly, the CIA has planned and organized the riots, and the American media are leading the world-wide campaign. It is a part of the hidden struggle between the US, the reigning super-power, and China, the rising super-power - a new version of the <I>"Great Game"</I> that was played in central Asia in the 19th century by the British Empire and Russia. Tibet is a token in this game. <P>

I am even ready to ignore the fact that the gentle Tibetans have carried out a murderous pogrom against innocent Chinese, killing women and men and burning homes and shops. Such detestable excesses do happen during a liberation struggle. <P>

No, what is really bugging me is the hypocrisy of the world media. They storm and thunder about Tibet. In thousands of editorials and talk-shows they heap curses and invective on the evil China. It seems as if the Tibetans are the only people on earth whose right to independence is being denied by brutal force, that if only Beijing would take its dirty hands off the saffron-robed monks, everything would be alright in this, the best of all possible worlds. <P>

THERE IS no doubt that the Tibetan people are entitled to rule their own country, to nurture their unique culture, to promote their religious institutions and to prevent foreign settlers from submerging them. <P>

But are not the Kurds in Turkey, Iraq, Iran and Syria entitled to the same? The inhabitants of Western Sahara, whose territory is occupied by Morocco? The Basques in Spain? The Corsicans off the coast of France? And the list is long. <P>

Why do the world's media adopt one independence struggle, but often cynically ignore another independence struggle? What makes the blood of one Tibetan redder than the blood of a thousand Africans in East Congo? <P>

Again and again I try to find a satisfactory answer to this enigma. In vain. <P>

Immanuel Kant demanded of us: <I>"Act as if the principle by which you act were about to be turned into a universal law of nature."</I> (Being a German philosopher, he expressed it in much more convoluted language.) Does the attitude towards the Tibetan problem conform to this rule? Does it reflect our attitude towards the struggle for independence of all other oppressed peoples? <P>

Not at all. <P>

WHAT, THEN, causes the international media to discriminate between the various liberation struggles that are going on throughout the world? <P> <B>

Here are some of the relevant considerations: </B> <I> <P>

. Do the people seeking independence have an especially exotic culture? <P>

. Are they an attractive people, i.e. "sexy" in the view of the media?<P>

. Is the struggle headed by a charismatic personality who is liked by the media? <P>

. It the oppressing government disliked by the media? <P>

. Does the oppressing government belong to the pro-American camp? This is an important factor, since the United States dominates a large part of the international media, and its news agencies and TV networks largely define the agenda and the terminology of the news coverage. <P>

. Are economic interests involved in the conflict? <P>

. Does the oppressed people have gifted spokespersons, who are able to attract attention and manipulate the media? <P></I>

. 

FROM THESE points of view, there is nobody like the Tibetans. They enjoy ideal conditions. <P>

Fringed by the Himalayas, they are located in one of the most beautiful landscapes on earth. For centuries, just to get there was an adventure. Their unique religion arouses curiosity and sympathy. Its non-violence is very attractive and elastic enough to cover even the ugliest atrocities, like the recent pogrom. The exiled leader, the Dalai Lama, is a romantic figure, a media rock-star. The Chinese regime is hated by many - by capitalists because it is a Communist dictatorship, by Communists because it has become capitalist. It promotes a crass and ugly materialism, the very opposite of the spiritual Buddhist monks, who spend their time in prayer and meditation. <P>

When China builds a railway to the Tibetan capital over a thousand inhospitable kilometers, the West does not admire the engineering feat, but sees (quite rightly) an iron monster that brings hundreds of thousands of Han-Chinese settlers to the occupied territory. <P>

And of course, China is a rising power, whose economic success threatens America's hegemony in the world. A large part of the ailing American economy already belongs directly or indirectly to China. The huge American Empire is sinking hopelessly into debt, and China may soon be the biggest lender. American manufacturing industry is moving to China, taking millions of jobs with it. <P>

Compared to these factors, what have the Basques, for example, to offer? Like the Tibetans, they inhabit a contiguous territory, most of it in Spain, some of it in France. They, too, are an ancient people with their own language and culture. But these are not exotic and do not attract special notice. No prayer wheels. No robed monks. <P>

The Basques do not have a romantic leader, like Nelson Mandela or the Dalai Lama. The Spanish state, which arose from the ruins of Franco's detested dictatorship, enjoys great popularity around the world. Spain belongs to the European Union, which is more or less in the American camp, sometimes more, sometimes less. <P>

The armed struggle of the Basque underground is abhorred by many and is considered "terrorism", especially after Spain has accorded the Basques a far-reaching autonomy. In these circumstances, the Basques have no chance at all of gaining world support for independence. <P>

The Chechnyans should have been in a better position. They, too, are a separate people, who have for a long time been oppressed by the Czars of the Russian Empire, including Stalin and Putin. But alas, they are Muslims - and in the Western world, Islamophobia now occupies the place that had for centuries been reserved for anti-Semitism. Islam has turned into a synonym for terrorism, it is seen as a religion of blood and murder. Soon it will be revealed that Muslims slaughter Christian children and use their blood for baking Pitta. (In reality it is, of course, the religion of dozens of vastly different peoples, from Indonesia to Morocco and from Kosova to Zanzibar. <P>

The US does not fear Moscow as it fears Beijing. Unlike China, Russia does not look like a country that could dominate the 21st century. The West has no interest in renewing the Cold War, as it has in renewing the Crusades against Islam. The poor Chechnyans, who have no charismatic leader or outstanding spokespersons, have been banished from the headlines. For all the world cares, Putin can hit them as much as he wants, kill thousands and obliterate whole towns. <P>

That does not prevent Putin from supporting the demands of Abkhazia and South Ossetia for separation from Georgia, a country which infuriates Russia. <P>

IF IMMANUEL KANT knew what's going on in Kosova, he would be scratching his head. <P>

The province demanded its independence from Serbia, and I, for one, supported that with all my heart. This is a separate people, with a different culture (Albanian) and its own religion (Islam). After the popular Serbian leader, Slobodan Milosevic, tried to drive them out of their country, the world rose and provided moral and material support for their struggle for independence. <P>

The Albanian Kosovars make up 90% of the citizens of the new state, which has a population of two million. The other 10% are Serbs, who want no part of the new Kosova. They want the areas they live in to be annexed to Serbia. According to Kant's maxim, are they entitled to this? <P>

I would propose a pragmatic moral principle: Every population that inhabits a defined territory and has a clear national character is entitled to independence. A state that wants to keep such a population must see to it that they feel comfortable, that they receive their full rights, enjoy equality and have an autonomy that satisfies their aspirations. In short: that they have no reason to desire separation. <P>

That applies to the French in Canada, the Scots in Britain, the Kurds in Turkey and elsewhere, the various ethnic groups in Africa, the indigenous peoples in Latin America, the Tamils in Sri Lanka and many others. Each has a right to choose between full equality, autonomy and independence. <P> <B>

THIS LEADS us, of course, to the Palestinian issue. </B> <P>

In the competition for the sympathy of the world media, the Palestinians are unlucky. According to all the objective standards, they have a right to full independence, exactly like the Tibetans. They inhabit a defined territory, they are a specific nation, a clear border exists between them and Israel. One must really have a crooked mind to deny these facts. <P>

But the Palestinians are suffering from several cruel strokes of fate: The people that oppress them claim for themselves the crown of ultimate victimhood. The whole world sympathizes with the Israelis because the Jews were the victims of the most horrific crime of the Western world. That creates a strange situation: the oppressor is more popular than the victim. Anyone who supports the Palestinians is automatically suspected of anti-Semitism and Holocaust denial. <P>

Also, the great majority of the Palestinians are Muslims (nobody pays attention to the Palestinian Christians). Since Islam arouses fear and abhorrence in the West, the Palestinian struggle has automatically become a part of that shapeless, sinister threat, "international terrorism". And since the murders of Yasser Arafat and Sheik Ahmed Yassin, the Palestinians have no particularly impressive leader - neither in Fatah nor in Hamas. <P>

The world media are shedding tears for the Tibetan people, whose land is taken from them by Chinese settlers. Who cares about the Palestinians, whose land is taken from them by our settlers? <P>

In the world-wide tumult about Tibet, the Israeli spokespersons compare themselves - strange as it sounds - to the poor Tibetans, not to the evil Chinese. Many think this quite logical. <P>

If Kant were dug up tomorrow and asked about the Palestinians, he would probably answer: <I>"Give them what you think should be given to everybody, and don't wake me up again to ask silly questions."</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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The Ultimate Form Of Inequality <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

New analysis shows how many North Carolinians are dying (literally) for lack of health insurance</font> <br>

By Rob Schofield <P>

One of the major ideological bones of contention between progressives and market fundamentalists these days relates to the impact of societal inequality. Does it really matter and, if so, how? Does inequality just bruise people's egos or is there something more to it? <P>

Here in North Carolina, advocates at the <A HREF="http://www.ncjustice.org/">North Carolina Justice Center</A> have released a series of reports over the last few years that have documented just how many people fail to earn a <I>"living income."</I> <A HREF="http://www.ncjustice.org/assets/library/1169_2008lisreportmar.pdf">The most recent</A>, which was released just last month, demonstrated that 37% of the families in the state had incomes below the living income standard. This means that these families did not bring in enough income each year in order to afford the actual costs of seven essential expenses: housing, food, childcare, health care, transportation, other necessities and taxes. <P>

According to the market fundamentalists, however, income inequality and inadequacy are overblown. They note that many of the poor have phones and televisions and are living better than people in the Third World. So what's the big deal? As one right wing commentator noted a few years back in critiquing one of the Justice Center's earlier reports,<I> "Does this mean that those below the living income standard are earning a 'dying income'"?</I> In other words, <I>"ha ha, lighten up all you bleeding hearts with all this talk about 'living incomes,' people will find a way to survive and certainly aren't dying in the streets."</I> <P> <B>

Or maybe they are </B> <P>

Now comes confirmation from a reputable national source that people are dying in North Carolina - in the streets, in their apartments, in our emergency rooms - as a result of inequality. <A HREF="http://www.familiesusa.org/assets/pdfs/dying-for-coverage/north-carolina.pdf">The report</A> was released last week by the respected national health care advocacy group, <A HREF="http://www.familiesusa.org/">Families USA</A>. It looked at health outcomes in all 50 states and the District of Columbia for people without health insurance. Here are some of the key findings for North Carolina: <P> <I>

"In 2006, there were more than 4,811,000 people between the ages of 25 and 64 living in North Carolina. Of those, 21.1 percent were uninsured. Uninsured North Carolinians are sicker and die sooner than their insured counterparts."</I> <P>

The report goes on: <P> <I>

"Working-Age People without Health Insurance Die Sooner <P>

. Families USA estimates that nearly three working-age North Carolinians die each day due to lack of health insurance (approximately 1,000 people in 2006). <P>

. 

. Between 2000 and 2006, the estimated number of adults between the ages of 25 and 64 in North Carolina who died because they did not have health insurance was nearly 5,600. <P>

. 

. Across the United States, in 2006, twice as many people died from lack of health insurance as died from homicide." <P> </I>

. 

How could this be so? As the market fundamentalists regularly note, America is home to some of the finest health care in the world. North Carolina's system for serving the poor, Medicaid, costs billion of dollars and is often excoriated by the right as a <I>"Cadillac program"</I> (though, truth be told, it works more like underpowered but efficient Honda). <P>

Well, as Families USA explains, here's how: <P> <B> <I>

"The uninsured are less likely to have a usual source of care outside of the emergency room. </B> <P>

. Uninsured Americans are up to four times less likely to have a regular source of care than the insured. <P> <B>

. 

The uninsured often go without screenings and preventive care. </B> <P>

. Uninsured adults are more than 30 percent less likely than insured adults to have had a checkup in the past year. <P>

. 

. Uninsured adults are more likely to be diagnosed with a disease in an advanced stage. For example, uninsured women are substantially more likely to be diagnosed with advanced stage breast cancer than women with private insurance. <P> <B>

. 

The uninsured often delay or forgo needed medical care. </B> <P>

. Uninsured Americans are up to three times more likely to report having problems getting needed medical care. <P>

. 

. Uninsured adults are more than three times as likely as insured adults to delay seeking medical care (47 percent versus 15 percent). <P> <B>

. 

Uninsured Americans are sicker and die earlier than those who have insurance. </B> <P>

. Uninsured adults are 25 percent more likely to die prematurely than adults with private health insurance. <P>

. 

. Uninsured Americans between 55 and 64 years of age are at much greater risk of premature death than their insured counterparts. This makes uninsurance the third leading cause of death for the near-elderly, following heart disease and cancer. <P> <B>

. 

The uninsured pay more for medical care. </B> <P>

. Uninsured patients are unable to negotiate the discounts on hospital and doctor charges that insurance companies do. As a result, uninsured patients are often charged more than 2.5 times what insured patients are charged for hospital services. <P>

. 

. Three out of five uninsured adults (60 percent) under the age of 65 reported having problems with medical bills." <P> <I> <B>

. 

 A matter of choice? </B> <P>

The market fundamentalist response to such damning numbers, of course, is to blame the dying. "If only these people would make better choices with their resources and lifestyles," goes the argument, <I>"they could find affordable health insurance and lead healthier lives."</I> <P>

Well, maybe. It's true that there are a lot of things that at least some individuals could do in order to do a better job of coping with the challenges of life in modern society. Life is complicated and some people do make poor choices. People should eat better and exercise and better prioritize their spending habits. <P>

But should the penalty for choosing incorrectly be death? Is that what we really believe? By such reasoning, society might also forego any public guarantees of safe drinking water or meat inspectors or airplane safety. With enough research and hard work and good old capitalist competition, of course, most people of means would figure out how to get the water and food and safe travel that they need. And while it's true that some people who made poor choices (and/or their family members) would die (maybe even a thousand per year in North Carolina) think of all the tax dollars we'd save. <P> <B>

Or a matter of common sense? </B> <P>

Of course, if 1,000 North Carolinians actually were dying each year as the result of tainted water or meat, the vast majority of us would not blame the victims for their poor purchasing choices just because they didn't buy Evian water or Fresh Market filet mignon. We would demand that public institutions act immediately to end such senseless and preventable carnage. We would demand that our elected officials and professional policymakers assure that all members of the public be provided with a baseline safety net of protection - even those individuals who were shiftless/careless enough to drink tap water or consume Food Lion hamburger. <P>

Could it be that a better response to the new Families USA numbers should be this: a long, serious collective look in the societal mirror? If we take such an opportunity, we might just come to the realization that for a comparative pittance (say a modest bump in the income taxes on the wealthiest individuals and corporations) we can save the lives of thousands of our friends and neighbors, and in so doing, rescue millions more from the nagging and often debilitating fear that comes with having no ready access to health care. <P>

We won't end inequality. Lord knows, there will still plenty of opportunity for individuals to screw up, to make bad choices, and to suffer. But at least 1,000 more North Carolinians each year will be free to do so. If we take such a look, we might also realize that there's more to freedom and liberty and, indeed, to life on earth, than having the lowest possible tax rates.  

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Rob Schofield </font> <P> 
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HOW ABOUT A REAL DEMOCRATIC STIMULUS? <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

Once again, our timid Democratic leadership in Congress is fumbling a political opportunity and bumbling their public responsibility. <P>

The Democrats running Congress were as startled as Bush's White House to discover that the economy is not fundamentally sound, as the Powers That Be have kept insisting. The crunch on the middle class and low-income working families has long been severe. Yet, comforted by numbers showing overall economic growth, obtuse congressional Democrats did nothing about the fact that the benefits of those gains gushered to the richest families, while wages were held low, consumer prices skyrocketed, and family debt surged. <P>

Now that all of this has led to a very real economic crumbling that even affects Wall Street, Democrats are scrambling to look like they're doing something, including meekly going along with Bush to provide more corporate tax cuts that will do zero to stimulate recovery. Where's their <I>"little d"</I> democratic impulse? Where's their instinct to rally the workaday majority in a national effort to rebuild our economy from the grassroots up? Where's the can-do spirit of FDR? A little boldness would excite people! <P>

Oh, they say, we don't have the time to come up with a plan for something like that. Wrong. Now is precisely the time to offer people not only short-term help, but also long-term vision. Indeed, a solid plan already exists. The Apollo Alliance is a grassroots coalition with a comprehensive proposal that would create millions of good-paying green jobs - including launching a 10-year crash program to retrofit all of America's buildings for energy conservation and to take other readily-available steps to end our country's dependence on fossil fuels. <P>

Come on, Democrats - be Democrats! To learn more about The Apollo vision, go to www.apolloalliance.org.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Three minutes Of Sad Grunting <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

It's official: Sex therapists suck in bed. Also: Insane Idaho Senate candidates, Spitzer in the back </font> <P>

By Mark Morford <P>

Just when you thought it was safe to go back in the media ... <P>

All the following Associated Press stories are true, except where they have been made completely false. Names have not been changed to protect anyone at all, unless they've been made up entirely. Caveat emptor. Gratis dictum. Nil desperandum. Ready? <P>

Allegations that third-graders hatched an elaborate plot to <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/n/a/2008/04/01/national/a114757D09.DTL"> knock out, handcuff and stab their teacher</A> were met with shock by neighbors and with doubt by psychiatry experts who said it is unlikely that children that young seriously intended to hurt anyone, unless they were all given real AK-47s and sent to Iraq and told they get no dessert or playtime or veteran's benefits until they kill at least 50 scary fundamentalists while humming the theme song to <I>"American Idol" </I>as loudly as possible. Police say the plot at Center Elementary School in rural Georgia began because the children, ages 8 to 10, were apparently angry after the teacher disciplined one of the students for standing on a chair. Students brought a crystal paperweight, a steak knife with a broken handle, steel handcuffs and other items as part of the plot. <P>

The Department of Homeland Security was also called in, and agents immediately sequestered the children in a back room and questioned them for 137 hours straight, after which they announced that all the children but especially the most violent and twitchy and paranoid ones were being immediately hired by the agency and will become direct advisers to President Bush, because the president is apparently "sick and tard" of having smarty people tell him how wrong he is about everything and much prefers the comp'ny of socially maladjusted small-town adolescents who harbor nefarious thoughts of ultraviolence against scary grown-ups who make them do stuff they don't want to do. <P>

One child, little Suzie Livingston, 9, who apparently has a high score on World of Warcraft and likes horses and MySpace and illegal German switchblades, and will allegedly make a terrific opponent for George's beloved games of Crazy 8's. <I>"She will also be the president's new top adviser on Iran," </I>Homeland Security chief Michael Chertoff did not say, before shooting at some kittens with a grenade launcher in the school parking lot. <P>

The hotel where then-New York Gov. Eliot Spitzer allegedly had a tryst with a high-priced call girl has been <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/n/a/2008/04/03/national/a092216D56.DTL">doing a brisk business in souvenirs</A> since news of the scandal broke last month. At the Mayflower Hotel's tiny gift shop, people have been snatching up merchandise with the Mayflower logo and the longtime catchphrase, <I>"Washington's Second Best Address."</I> <P>

Washington's other top hotels were quick to respond, offering free T-shirts and bumper stickers with slogans like "Fellated at the Fairmont" to any congressperson willing to have his/her tryst in their suites. Many now offer steep room discounts to various top-tier hookers and their senator/governor/president/CEO clients so long as said hooker signs over exclusivity rights to all merchandise and marketing and online DVD sales for the next five years plus points for film treatments and book deals and TV miniseries and related materials including but not limited to foreign distribution and multilingual translations including but not limited to Bollywood dance productions and <I>"making of" </I>docu-dramas and explicit gonzo porn movies with funny spoof names like <I>"A Mayflower Deflowerin'"</I> and <I>"Poker in the Front, Spitzer in the Back".</I> <P>

A Senate candidate in Idaho has legally <A HREF="http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2008/03/19/national/main3949353.shtml">changed his name to Pro-Life</A> and will appear on the ballot that way this year. The organic strawberry farmer from Letha, Idaho, 30 miles northwest of Boise, says he will run for the highest state office on the ballot every two years for the rest of his life, advocating murder charges for doctors who perform abortions and for women who obtain the procedure. <P>

Disgraced Sen. Larry <I>"I'm only gay when I'm in airport bathrooms" Craig, whose seat Pro-Life is aiming for, was ecstatic. "See? You goddamn media scum think I'm insane. Look at this guy! Makes me look like the freakin' pope! Well, if the pope loved illicit gay sex in skanky airport bathrooms and liked to tickle his young male interns with his bare toes as my bathrobe 'accidentally' falls open at my desk during my daily briefings and I break into little high-pitched giggles."</I> <P>

Not to be outdone, Richardson's opponents on the Idaho ballot also quickly changed their names to attract some media coverage and voter attention. Vying for Craig's soon-to-be vacant totally not gay seat are: Billy Mow Your Lawn Pooter, Rocky My Fist Your Face Kuddlebottom, Angela Free Lesbian Porn for You DeMarco, Dave Big Dumb Truck Jackson, Lou Lube And A Chainsaw Simmons, and Chuck Meatgravy Wifebeater Shaddup Fried Onion Hellhole Coorslight Mucus Horsehair Bazooka Backshaver Gid-R-Dun Jackson. Also, Celine Dion. <P>

A survey of sex therapists concluded the optimal amount of time for sexual intercourse was 3 to 13 minutes. The findings, to be published in the May issue of the Journal of Sexual Medicine and then righteously mocked and eye-rolled and scoffed at and then openly dismissed by sentient sex-positive skilled lovers everywhere for the next, oh, 427 years strike at the notion that endurance is the key to a great sex life.

In response to this fantastic news, frat guys and Republicans and NASCAR fans from around the globe put down the beer bong/hooker/Coors Party Ball just long enough to let out a belch of joy and then quickly made plans to go nail that blonde sorority chick for 3.7 minutes of awkward fumbling and inept grunting before passing out and later marrying her and being freaked out at all the whining and weight gain and the decades of vague but palpable misery. <P>

Meanwhile, the wives of these selfsame sex therapists were like, oh right, nice try, I don't care what a bunch of wimpy misinformed sex-deprived <I>"normal"</I> clients say, sure quickies are nice and lovely and the equivalent of a shot of sticky espresso, but if you consider yourself a real lover, a true appreciator of sex and sensuality and skin and a true worshipper all that is holy and good in this world, you will right now get yourself in there and you will freaking work, and you will sweat, and learn, and study and memorize and feel and explore and breathe and love every minute of it and you will come up for air four hours later with a wrung body and a tired tongue and a sly smile and a huge thumbs-up from God. Understand?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:mmorford@sfgate.com"> Mark Morford's </A> </font> Notes & Errata column appears every Wednesday and Friday on SF Gate and in the Datebook section of the San Francisco Chronicle. To get on the e-mail list for this column, please  <A HREF="http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/newsletter/services/signup"> click here </A> and remove one article of clothing! 
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Jesus Knows A Camel When He Sees One <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

We are NOT passing through the eye of that needle, America.... </font> <br>

By Jason Miller <P>

Dedicated to Bobbie L. <P>

In the sermon just minutes before his death, Archbishop Oscar Romero (a man who truly practiced the teachings of Christ) reminded his congregation of the parable of the wheat. <I>"Those who surrender to the service of the poor through love of Christ, will live like the grains of wheat that dies. It only apparently dies. If it were not to die, it would remain a solitary grain. The harvest comes because of the grain that dies We know that every effort to improve society, above all when society is so full of injustice and sin, is an effort that God blesses; that God wants; that God demands of us. I am bound, as a pastor, by divine command to give my life for those whom I love, and that is all Salvadoreans, even those who are going to kill me."</I>

-These words appeared in a newspaper just two weeks before Archbishop Romero was shot (by a filthy Right Wing Death Squad supported by the US) while celebrating Holy Communion in the hospital which had been his home since his enthronement in 1977. <P> <I>

"You could piss off Jesus Christ himself!"</I> ~~~ Russ Miller <P>

In 1947 Harry Truman wrote to Pope Pius XII that the United States <I>"is a Christian nation."</I> This proclamation came from the man responsible for the <I>"Christian act"</I> of annihilating over 200,000 Japanese civilians by unleashing nuclear hell. <P>

George W. Bush, who has perpetrated war crimes for which he should be hanged and whose entire being is drenched with the blood of over a million Iraqis and 4,000 US soldiers, has often spoken openly about his <I>"Christian faith."</I> Imagine that. Our <I>"Christian nation"</I> is led by a craven, mean-spirited, remorseless, conscienceless mass murderer. <P>

Unfortunately for those who truly embrace Christ's undeniably moral teachings and yearn to identify the United States as collectively Christian, as a nation we have much more in common with imperial Rome, an empire that persecuted its Christian populace to varying degrees for about 300 years (until Constantine I made it legal to practice Christianity in 313). <P>

How could it be otherwise? The United States is the chief apologist and defender for the global cancer known as the<I> "American Way,"</I> which includes American capitalism, industrial civilization, imperialism, cultural genocide, consumerism, and the myriad ills plaguing our planet and its inhabitants thanks to these grotesqueries. In fact, as exploitative and brutal as they were, Pontius Pilate and the empire he served paled in comparison to the Unites States. Like the Romans, we dominate the world and siphon off its riches so we can wallow in hedonistic delights and creature comforts. Yet the American Empire has added a whole new dimension to lordship of the planet. With our technology run amok, we are simultaneously exploiting and destroying the planet. <P>

The <I>"American Way of Life,"</I> which George H.W. Bush proclaimed to be <I>"non-negotiable,"</I> is a system based on greed, narcissism, selfishness, mean-spiritedness, economic subjugation, belligerence, and militarism. How could a person in their right mind truly believe that the Christian God, and Christ in particular, would embrace, condone, or bless a means of existence premised on such contemptible elements? <P> <B>

Romans 13:8</B> reads, <I>"Owe nothing to anyone except to love one another; for he who loves his neighbor has fulfilled the law."</I> <P>

We US Americans loved our neighbors in Vietnam so much that we slaughtered 3 million of them. And surely the millions of Iraqis we have murdered through our slow motion genocide (beginning with the Gulf War, progressing by way of the draconian economic sanctions under Clinton that resulted in the deaths of over 500,000 Iraqi children, and continuing to this very day via the war crimes of the Bush Regime) recognized our deep adoration as they died. Throughout our history, we have committed a multitude of "loving acts" that have resulted in torment, suffering and death for millions upon millions of people. (For a detailed analysis of the history of our deeply malevolent foreign policy, <A HREF="http://www.thirdworldtraveler.com/Foreign_Policy/US_ForeignPolicy.html">visit. </A>) <P> <B>

Matthew 6:24</B> reminds us that, <I>"No man can serve two masters: for either he will hate the one, and love the other; or else he will hold to the one, and despise the other. Ye cannot serve God and mammon."</I> <P>

Sorry, God. You can't have our souls. We owe them to the company store. Under our glorious free market system, which is nominally constrained by a government infested with crony capitalists, wage and debt slavery are virtually inevitable for a majority of the population. A tiny percentage of the population in the US owns and controls nearly all the wealth and means of production, leaving the rest of us to fight over crumbs and to bend to their powerful economic will (though one can successfully argue that we can defy them by choosing to exercise our "God-given" right to sleep under a bridge). So devout is our faith in mammon and so strong is our desire for wealth that many of us actually continue to believe the idiotic myth (which our opulent masters love to perpetuate) that we live in a meritocracy where<I> "anyone can get rich if they just work hard enough."</I> <P> <B>

Luke 14:33</B> delivers the message that, <I>"So likewise, whosoever he be of you that forsaketh not all that he hath, he cannot be my disciple."</I> <P>

Forsaketh all that we hath? Are you kidding? We are the most avaricious creatures the world has ever known. Comprising only 5% of the world's population, we greedily consume over a fourth of the world's resources. Gluttony be thy name, America. And to ensure that our repulsive parasitism isn't interrupted, we feed the <A HREF="http://onlinejournal.com/artman/publish/article_1241.shtml/">military industrial complex</A> around 700 billion of our tax dollars each year to maintain our imperial killing machine. We spend nearly as much on war as the rest of the world combined. Bearing in mind that only five out of a hundred human beings on the Earth are US Americans, think how absurd it is to argue that we need that much firepower to <I>"defend ourselves."</I> The truth is that we hath far more than our share and we are not planning on forsaking that which we hath anytime soon. <P> <B>

Matthew 6:20</B> cautions people to, <I>"....store up for yourselves treasures in heaven, where neither moth nor rust destroys, and where thieves do not break in or steal;"</I> <P>

Perhaps we need to worry more about the worms devouring our rotting souls than the moths and rust attacking the multitude of worldly treasures that have become our raison de'etre. Acquiring more, more and still more is the American obsession. When is enough enough, Donald Trump, Bill Gates, Pete Coors, Richard Mellon-Scaife, Michael Dell, Helen Walton and the rest of your despicable ilk? <P>

And many of the rest of us pursue the American Dream of fame and fortune with the ferocity of a pack of starving wolves devouring a fresh kill. Television, which rivals mammon for dominance in the pantheon of the perverse gods many US Americans truly worship, is rife with programs (they don't call it <I>"programming"</I> for nothing) which glorify our sick fascination with the status, power, and (at least temporary) satiation of greed that comes with material prosperity. Yes indeed, The Apprentice, Deal or No Deal, The Moment of Truth, and a veritable smorgasbord of similarly inane, shallow and narcissistic vulgarities are essential building blocks for those who are determined to achieve the spiritual perversion so characteristic of the quintessential <I>"American."</I> <P> <I>

"And Jesus went into the temple of God, and cast out all them that sold and bought in the temple, and overthrew the tables of the moneychangers, and the seats of them that sold doves." ~~~ Matthew 21:12</I> <P>

Few decent human beings (save those still suffering the mental disease of allegiance to capitalism-which is inculcated into us from birth and constantly perpetuated by the filthy whores of the corporate media) could imagine Jesus Christ walking onto the floor of the New York Stock Exchange without a whip in hand to drive out our rotten-to-the-core modern day money changers. <I>

"Lord, when did we see you hungry and feed you, or thirsty and give you something to drink? When did we see you a stranger and invite you in, or needing clothes and clothe you? When did we see you sick or in prison and go to visit you?" <P>

"I tell you the truth," Jesus said, "whatever you did for one of the least of these brothers of mine, you did for me...." <P>

"Depart from me, you who are cursed, into the eternal fire prepared for the devil and his angels. For I was hungry and you gave me nothing to eat, I was thirsty and you gave me nothing to drink, I was a stranger and you did not invite me in, I needed clothes and you did not clothe me, I was sick and in prison and you did not look after me." ~~~ Matthew 25: 37-43</I> <P>

Given the above, as a rational and moral person, dear reader, what do you suppose Christ would think of a feculent, cynical system such as ours that values wealth and fame over people, pours buckets of money into wars that generate buckets of blood, maintains a <I>"justice"</I> system used to maintain the deep class divisions (in our allegedly <I>"classless society"</I>) by coddling and protecting privileged contemptible criminals (i.e. Bush and Cheney) while condemning many non-violent impoverished offenders to the hell of the <A HREF="http://www.theatlantic.com/doc/199812/prisons">prison industrial complex</A>, and rains money upon the opulent when they are <I>"needy"</I> while offering tooth and nail resistance to nearly any attempt to aid the poor (witness the rapid-fire $30 billion bailout of Bear Stearns and the criminally slow and inadequate response to the Katrina crisis in New Orleans)? <P>

The day we empty our prisons of non-violent petty criminals and fill them with the likes of Clinton, O'Reilly, Scalia, Koch, and Condi Rice (the power elite and their enablers), bring our imperial legions home, down-size our military to a modest defensive-sized force, cut all "aid" to the murderous state of Israel, utilize our nation's wealth to eliminate homelessness and hunger AND to provide universal healthcare and higher education, eliminate corporate person-hood, nationalize industries vital to human survival (i.e. health care, oil, utilities, food), criminalize factory farming, permanently shut down Wall Street and Madison Avenue, and sweep away the last vestiges of the virulent planetary affliction known as consumerism....that will be the day that we will begin to even resemble a nation that wouldn't leave Christ retching in disgust. <P>

Meanwhile, as a nation premised on savage capitalism, we are the antithesis of a Christian nation. Collectively we are an abomination. May God and the rest of the world have mercy on us all as our precious empire crumbles.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://civillibertarian.blogspot.com/"> Jason Miller </A></font> is a recovering US American middle class suburbanite who strives to remain intellectually free. His essays have been widely published, he is an associate editor for <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/"> Cyrano's Journal Online, </A> and publishes <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/THOMASPAINE/"> Thomas Paine's Corner </A> within Cyrano's. He welcomes your <A HREF="http://mailto:JMiller@bestcyrano.org"> constructive correspondence.</A>

</font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<p> <br> <br> <center>

<img src="http://archivesthree.150m.com/petraeusadcm.jpg"> <br> </center> 

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<p> <br> </font> </font>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://archivesthree.150m.com/mayeric.jpg"> <br>

A General Debate On Iraq: Odom vs. Petraeus <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P>

Intelligence Correspondent <P> <B>

Lt. General William E. Odom </B> <P>

General Odom, a retired three-star, is an all-star in my book.  His testimony Wednesday before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee was a serious strategic analysis of our shockingly awful quicksand war in Iraq.  The former Army Assistant Chief Of Staff for Intelligence spoke truth to power, just in case power was listening. <P>

Rather than analyze his analysis, I can best simply present it to the interested reader.  If you wonder why it is that you haven't yet read much by or about such a singularly clearheaded general, you're on the right track to discovering how (and for whom) the mainstream media really works. <P>

As a smattering of quotations will bear out, he had it right when he wrote an Oct. 3, 2005 essay, <A HREF="http://www.antiwar.com/orig/odom.php?articleid=7487">What's Wrong with Cutting and Running?</A> <P> <I>

"The invasion of Iraq will turn out to be the greatest strategic disaster in US history."<P>

"The wisest course for journalists might be to begin sustained investigation of why leading Democrats have failed so miserably to challenge the US occupation of Iraq."<P>

"The war was never in the US's interests and has not become so.  It is such an obvious case to make that I find it difficult to believe many pundits and political leaders have not already made it repeatedly." <P> </I>

This cogent analysis was offered to the New York Times as an op-ed.  It would have been one of many that he had written for them.  Curiously, they weren't interested in his highly interesting opinions, and didn't even bother to respond to his e-mail.  The general probably provided a general explanation when he later described: <P> <I>

"Israeli political circles [intent on] bogging the United States down in a war in Iraq that will surely become a war with the rest of the Arab world."</I> <P>

I leave it to the objective reader to determine whether the explanation above suffices to explain the near absence of US mainstream media coverage of General Odom's equally stimulating remarks from Wednesday.  These extracts are from his <A HREF="http://www.afterdowningstreet.org/node/32419">testimony</A> to the Senate Foreign Relations Committee.  <P> <I>

"Violence has been temporarily reduced but today there is credible evidence that the political situation is far more fragmented. And currently we see violence surge in Baghdad and Basra." <P>

"Prime Minister Maliki has initiated military action and then dragged in US forces to help his own troops destroy his Shiite competitors. This is a political setback, not a political solution. Such is the result of the surge tactic."<P>

"No less disturbing has been the steady violence in the Mosul area, and the tensions in Kirkuk between Kurds, Arabs, and Turkomen. A showdown over control of the oil fields there surely awaits us."<P>

"And the idea that some kind of a federal solution can cut this Gordian knot strikes me as a wild fantasy, wholly out of touch with Kurdish realities."<P> </I>

You get the idea.  General Odom can think and write for himself.  I offer him a snappy salute. <P> <B>

General David H. Petraeus </B> <P>

General Petraeus, who commands US forces in Iraq, is a Bush Leaguer all the way.  The Cheerleader in Chief counts on him to be cheerful as the Army sinks ever deeper into the quicksand war.  Admiral <I>"Fox"</I> Fallon, his blunt boss, called him<I> "an ass kissing little chicken shit." </I> Fallon is fallen, alas, removed from CENTCOM command last month because of his frank opposition to an attack on Iran. <P>

West Point ethics professor Colonel Ted Westhusing, who in 2005 was nearing the end of a tour in Iraq as a member of Petraeus' staff, wrote him a letter accusing him of being a corrupt careerist.  Within days, the colonel died from a gunshot wound to the head, the most senior military officer to die in Iraq.  A shoddy investigation labeled the devout Catholic a suicide, and Petraeus was soon whisked out of Iraq and back to the US where he was given another star and groomed to be Bush's boy in Iraq. <P>

He does have his fans, of course.  William Kristol, Neocon publisher of The Weekly Review, named Petraeus his man of the year in January.  Senator John McCain labels him one of the greatest generals in American history.  Of course, the publisher and the senator are both diehard supporters of the Iraq war, damn the costs.  Paying lip service to the Bush League boy wonder as a military genius is the key point in the propaganda war.  They need all the help they can get to hustle the American people into four more years (or maybe another century) in the quicksand war.  To hear them tell it, Petraeus is the best four-star since Patton, and can walk on water -- or at any rate can tread water in quicksand. <P>

As far as I can tell, Petraeus is more a devil than a divinity, though I suppose it's fair to say that this makes him worthy of the Senate that voted to confirm him by an 81-0 vote.  The persistent rumors that he was involved in Colonel Westhusing's death would tend to support the logic that a criminal administration needs a criminal general to conduct a criminal war. <P>

As I pointed out in my November 2007 essay, Mosul Dam: Engineering a Water WMD, last fall General Petraeus and Ambassador Ryan Crocker issued a warning that Mosul Dam was in imminent danger of collapsing and killing some 500,000 Iraqis from Mosul to Baghdad.  Call me a cynic, but I thought it worth considering that such a disaster would be a very convenient way to drown the east side of the Sunni triangle.  A couple of months after the collapsing dam warning, a brand-new terrifying scenario began to take shape: Muslim extremists, sometimes named as Al Qaeda, were going to blow up the dam.  It all seemed like an agreed-upon catastrophe searching around for an agreeable cause, particularly when one of the chief sources pushing the story is <A HREF="http://www.danielpipes.org/blog/798">Daniel Pipes</A>, the Neocon neo-Nazi: <P> <I>

"King David,"</I> as the residence of Mosul call Petraeus, may be just the man to manufacture a biblical disaster to drown Eden.  That would make a fine finale in The Tragedy of Iraq, or King George's Genocide.  No doubt it would lead to rave reviews by Pipes and his ilk gushing "now that was a real surge!"  For those who find the prospect of genocidal mass murder remote, kindly refer to the Old Testament, or to the recent declaration of Israeli Defense Minister Avigdor Lieberman that, in the event of war with Egypt, Israel should to blow up Egypt's Aswan Dam.  It can't be genocide if it's Jewish, the Neocons argue.  Whenever Israel does is an <I>"existential necessity"</I> -- it's all part of a <B>kosherkampf</B>, so to speak. <P>

When Petraeus comes before the Senate Tuesday he will be giving another commanded performance, scripted by the White House as a wartime whitewash.  The Senate, mandated by the Constitution to oversee the executive branch, has already been refused access to an unclassified National Intelligence Estimate, even though Bush administration sources are saying that it supports the difficult argument that Iraq is a success.  Look for Petraeus to insist that all efforts under his watch should be continued, and to imply that Iran is now the root of the Middle East menace.  The British Telegraph just published a sobering article, aptly titled <A HREF="http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/news/2008/04/05/wiran105.xml">"British fear US commander is beating the drum for Iran strikes." </A> <P>

It's more than ironic that the US mainstream media has kept mum on the nasty possibility of an expanded Middle Eastern war.  It should make us wonder how many other things they are keeping from us -- and for whom they're really working. <P>

Special notice: April 5-9 marks the fifth anniversary of the Battle of Baghdad, covered up by the US mainstream media under the contrived story of Private Jessica Lynch.  Captain May has written The Ghost Troop Anthem to honor the fallen soldiers and Marines.  Musicians are invited to create and submit variations of the anthem.  For details, or for more about the <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/GhostTroopCaptMayGTANTHEM.htm">Battle of Baghdad Coverup.</A>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is the intelligence correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>

* Editors Note: Actual death count just over 1.3 million dead Iraqis!
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Over-Powered: Three Quick Takes <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Floyd </font> <P> <B>

Profits of Power </B> <P>

<A HREF="http://www.iht.com/articles/ap/2008/04/03/america/NA-GEN-US-Congress-Defense-Investments.php">The International Herald Tribune tells us </A>why there is always so much <I>"bipartisan consensus"</I> on America's militarist empire: because members of Congress own a big chunk of the war machine: <P>

Members of the U.S.Congress have as much as $196 million (€126.2 million) collectively invested in companies doing business with the Defense Department, earning millions since the start of the Iraq war, according to a new study by a nonpartisan research group. <P>

The story also points to one big reason why the Democrats have been so -- what's the word? remiss? sluggardly? craven? pathetic? -- in their ostensible opposition to the Iraq War: <P>

The study found that more Republicans than Democrats hold stock in defense companies, but that the Democrats who are invested had significantly more money at stake. <P>

As the song says:  <P> <I>

Every word of hatred, every bullet and bomb <br>

Puts another piece of gold in a fat cat's palm.... <br>

It's serious business <br>

They're serious men <br>

Making serious money <br>

From serious sin <P </I> <B>

Truth to Power </B> <P>

As <A HREF=" http://angryarab.blogspot.com/2008/04/nir-rosen-makes-his-last-appearance.html">As'ad AbuKhalil notes </A>(via ThinkProgress), journalist <A HREF=" http://www.nirrosen.com/blog/">Nir Rosen</A> has certainly made  <I>"his last appearance EVER before a congressional committee,"</I> after uttering the Great Unmentionable Word in the very bowels of Beltway:<I> "imperialist." </I>From the transcript of Rosen's testimony: <P> <I> <B>

"[Senator Joe] BIDEN: </B>Based on what you've said, there's really no hope - we really should get the hell out of there right now. I mean, there's nothing to do. Nothing. <P><B>

[Nir] ROSEN:</B> As a journalist, I'm uncomfortable advising an imperialist power about how to be a more efficient imperialist power. And I don't think that we're there for the interest of the Iraqi people. I don't think that's ever been a motivation. [...]  <B> <P>

BIDEN:</B> [If we withdraw], the good news is we wouldn't be imperialists in Iraq, from your perspective. <B> <P>

ROSEN:</B> Only elsewhere in the region. (laughter). ... There's no positive scenario in Iraq these days. Not every situation has a solution. <P> </I> <B>

Servants of Power </B> <P>

<A HREF=" http://www.salon.com/opinion/greenwald/2008/04/05/media/index.html">Glenn Greenwald</A> distills the sinister essense of the American media echo chamber: <P> <I>

Every day, it becomes more difficult to blame George Bush, Dick Cheney and comrades for their seven years (and counting) of crimes, corruption and destruction of our political values. Think about it this way: if you were a high government official and watched as -- all in a couple of weeks time -- it is revealed, right out in the open, that you suspended the Fourth Amendment, authorized torture, proclaimed yourself empowered to break the law, and sent the nation's top law enforcement officer to lie blatantly about how and why the 9/11 attacks happened so that you could acquire still more unchecked spying power and get rid of lawsuits that would expose what you did, and the political press in this country basically ignored all of that and blathered on about Obama's bowling score and how he eats chocolate, wouldn't you also conclude that you could do anything you want, without limits, and know there will be no consequences? What would be the incentive to stop doing all of that? </I> <P> <B>

Power of Liberation </B> <P>

Here's unsurprising news: <A HREF=" http://wiredispatch.com/news/?id=116183">"Iraqis Angered By Renewal of Blackwater Contract</A>" (Reuters) <P>

While everybody was watching Obama go bowling, the Bush Regime was ponying up a new windfall for their favorite mercenary group, Blackwater, who got into a spot of bother last year after its goons went on a rampage and slaughtered 17 people in the street. Iraqi citizens are outraged at the new contract -- but so what? Their country -- like ours -- is the Empire's plaything.  <P>

No doubt Michael O'Hanlon and Fred Kagan will be along any minute to tell us what a swell idea the Blackwater re-up is -- another milestone of success for the brilliant "surge." But Iraqis on the street have a more insightful analysis: <P> <I>

 "Renewing this contract means we will see this sort of thing again in the streets," </I>Abbas Hasoun, a grocer, said.<I> "I wish we could turn the page on this, but keeping this company here means bloodshed will continue."</I> <P>

A traffic policeman who said he was questioned in Turkey by the FBI about the shooting was patrolling on Saturday the same busy traffic circle where the incident took place. <P> <I>

"I went to Turkey and testified about what I saw, but all my efforts were in vain when I heard the news,"</I> said the policeman who asked that his name not be published for security reasons..... <P> <I>

"These companies should be removed from the country. They don't deserve to stay here a moment. They committed massacres and killed innocent people,"</I> said Naseer Kahdim, a soldier checking cars a few hundred metres from the site of the shooting..... <P><I>

 "So far we haven't passed laws governing the work of foreign companies. The government should have shown its influence and authority by taking the initiative,"</I> said Saleem al-Jubouri, spokesman for the mainly Sunni Arab Accordance Front bloc. <P> <I>

"But the Americans want to show that Iraq is under their control. It's a violation of the Iraqi judicial system."</I> <P>

I wonder if Bush and Cheney will join Blackwater's board of directors the day after they leave office next January -- or will they wait a week or two? 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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Tet Happened, And No One Cared <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Frank Rich </font> <P>

REALLY, Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton should be ashamed of themselves for libeling John McCain. As a growing chorus reiterates, their refrains that Mr. McCain is "willing to send our troops into another 100 years of war in Iraq" (as Mr. Obama said) or "willing to keep this war going for 100 years" (per Mrs. Clinton) are flat-out wrong. <P>

What Mr. McCain actually said in a New Hampshire town-hall meeting was that he could imagine a 100-year-long American role in Iraq like our long-term presence in South Korea and Japan, where <I>"Americans are not being injured or harmed or wounded or killed."</I> See for yourself on <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vf7HYoh9YMM">YouTube</A>.

But Mr. McCain shouldn't protest too much about the Democrats' bogus attack. For him, this sideshow is a political lifeline, allowing him to skate away from his many other, far more worrying canards about Iraq. If anything, that misused quote may be one of his more benign fairy tales. How delightful to fantasize that staying the Bush-Petraeus course will transform Iraq into pacific postwar Japan. Iraq's sects have remained at each other's throats since their country was carved out of the Ottoman Empire after World War I. Perhaps magical thinking can bring peace to Israel and the Palestinians, too. <P>

Everything else Mr. McCain has to say about Iraq is more troubling, and I don't mean just his recent serial gaffe <A HREF="http://blog.washingtonpost.com/the-trail/2008/03/18/a_mccain_gaffe_in_jordan.html">conflating</A> Shiite Iran and Sunni Qaeda. The sum total of his public record suggests that he could well prolong the war for another century - not because he's the crazed militarist portrayed by Democrats, but through sheer inertia, bad judgment and blundering. <P>

So far his bizarre pronouncements have been drowned out by the Democrats' din. They've also been underplayed by a press that coddles Ol' Man Straight Talk and that rarely looks more deeply into the <I>"surge is success"</I> propaganda than it did into Mr. Bush's <A HREF="http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2003/05/20030501-15.html">announcement</A> of the end of<I> "major combat operations"</I> five years ago. The electorate doesn't want to hear much anyway about a war it long ago soundly rejected. <P>

For the majority of Americans who haven't met any of the brave troops who've been cavalierly tossed into the quagmire, the war is out of sight and mind in a way Vietnam never was. Only 28 percent of Americans knew American casualties in Iraq were nearing 4,000 last month, according to the Pew Research Center. The Project for Excellence in Journalism found that by March 2008 the percentage of prominent news stories that were about Iraq had fallen to about one-fifth of what it was in January 2007. It's a poignant commentary on the whole war that Iraq and Afghanistan Veterans of America, the nonpartisan advocacy group, was reduced to <A HREF="http://www.iava.org/press-center/press-releases/03/18/08-after-five-years-iraq-war-coverage-down-sharply">protesting </A>the lack of coverage. <P>

That's why it's no surprise that so few stopped to absorb the disastrous six-day battle of Basra that <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/03/31/world/middleeast/31iraq.html?_r=1&oref=slogin">ended last week</A> - a mini-Tet that belied the <I>"success"</I> of the surge. Even fewer noticed that the presumptive Republican nominee seemed at least as oblivious to what was going down as President Bush, no tiny feat. <P>

In Mr. Bush's telling, Basra was a <I>"defining moment in the history of a free Iraq." </I>He praised the Iraqi prime minister, Nuri al-Maliki, and boasted repeatedly that the Iraqi forces were fighting<I> "in the lead."</I> The Pentagon spokesman declared that this splendid engagement was <I>"a byproduct of the success of the surge."</I> <P>

It was a defining moment all right. Mr. Maliki's impulsive and ill-planned attempt to vanquish the militias in southern Iraq loyal to his Shiite rival, the cleric Moktada al-Sadr, was a failure that left Mr. Sadr more secure than before. Though some Iraqi armed forces were briefly in the lead, others mutinied. Eventually American and British forces and air power had to ride to the rescue in both Basra and Baghdad. Even then, the result was at best a standoff, with huge casualties. The battle ended only when Mr. Maliki's own political minions sought a cease-fire. <P>

Mr. McCain was just as wrong about Basra as he was in 2003, when he said the war would be "brief" and be paid for by Iraqi oil revenues. Or as he was in the 1990s, when he championed extravagant State Department funding for the war instigator Ahmad Chalabi, who'd already been branded untrustworthy by the C.I.A. (The relationship between Mr. Chalabi and the former lobbyist Charles Black, now a chief McCain campaign strategist, is explored in a new book, <I>"The Man Who Pushed America to War,"</I> by Aram Roston.) <P>

As for Basra, Mr. McCain told Joe Klein of Time in January that it was <I>"not a problem."</I> He told John King of CNN while in Baghdad last month that Mr. Sadr's <I>"influence has been on the wane for a long time."</I> When the battle ended last week, Mr. McCain said: <I>"Apparently it was Sadr who asked for the cease-fire, declared a cease-fire. It wasn't Maliki. Very rarely do I see the winning side declare a cease-fire."</I> At least the last of those sentences was accurate. It was indeed the losing side - Maliki's - that pleaded for the cease-fire. <P>

Perhaps all these mistaken judgments can be attributed to the fog of war. But Mr. McCain's bigger strategic picture, immutable no matter what happens on the ground, is foggier still. Like Mr. Bush, he keeps selling Iraq as the central front in the war on Al Qaeda. But Al Qaeda was not even a participant in the Basra battle, which was an eruption of a Shiite-vs.-Shiite civil war. (Al Qaeda is busy enough in Afghanistan and Pakistan, the actual central front in the war on terror.) <P>

Mr. McCain is also fond of portraying Mr. Maliki's <I>"democracy"</I> in Iraq as an essential bulwark against Iran; his surrogate Lindsey Graham <A HREF="http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,343269,00.html">habitually refers</A> to Mr. Sadr's Mahdi Army as <I>"Iranian-backed militias."</I> But the political coalition and militia propping up Mr. Maliki are even closer to Iran than the Sadrists. McClatchy Newspapers reported last week that the Maliki-Sadr cease-fire was not only brokered in Iran but by a general whose name is on the Treasury Department's terrorist list: the commander of the Quds force of Iran's Islamic Revolutionary Guard. <P>

So this is where this latest defining moment in Iraq leaves us: with victories for Iran and Mr. Sadr, and with Iraqi forces that still can't stand up (training <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/04/03/AR2008040300309.html">cost to American taxpayers</A> so far: $22 billion) so we can stand down. The Baghdad Green Zone, pummeled with lethal mortar fire, proved vulnerable once again. Basra remains so perilous that Britain has had to suddenly halt its planned troop withdrawals. Tony Blair had ordered the drawdown a year ago, after declaring that <I>"the next chapter in Basra's history will be written by the Iraqis."</I> <P>

The surge is a success in exactly one way: American forces, by putting their lives on the line and benefiting from a now-defunct Sadr cease-fire, have reduced violence in Baghdad (though only to early 2005 levels). But as the Middle East scholar Juan Cole has <A HREF="http://www.juancole.com/2008/03/reflections-on-petraeuss-comments-on.html">written</A>, <I>"the 'surge' was never meant to be the objective but rather the means."</I> <P>

None of the objectives have been met. Remember that <I>"return on success"</I> - as in returning troops - that Mr. Bush promised in January's State of the Union? We will end 2008 with more Americans in Iraq than the 132,000 at the time the surge began. Even Gen. David Petraeus said last month that there has not been<I> "sufficient progress" </I>on the other most important objective, Iraqi political reconciliation. Mr. Maliki's move against Mr. Sadr in Basra, done without even consulting Iraq's<I> "democratically elected"</I> Parliament, was <A HREF="http://www.salon.com/opinion/feature/2008/04/01/basra/">an attempt to take out his opponent</A> by force rather than wait for the October provincial elections.

Not that other metrics are any brighter. At last, oil production sometimes reaches prewar levels. But a third or more of the oil, as The New York Times reported, is siphoned off to the black market, where it finances the insurgency. The projected date for turning over security operations to the Iraqis - first set for the end of 2006 by Iraqi officials, then moved up to the end of 2007 and July 2008 by our own Defense Department - is omitted entirely in the <A HREF="http://www.defenselink.mil/pubs/pdfs/Master%20%20Mar08%20-%20final%20signed.pdf">latest Pentagon report</A>. <P> <I>

"We're succeeding,"</I> Mr. McCain said after his last trip to Iraq. <I>"I don't care what anybody says." </I>Again, it's the last sentence that's accurate. When General Petraeus and Ambassador Ryan Crocker testify before Congress again this week - against the backdrop of a million-Iraqi, anti-American protest called by Mr. Sadr - Mr. McCain will ram home all this<I> "success" </I>no matter the facts. <P>

The difference between the Democrats and Mr. McCain going forward is clear enough: They want to find a way out of the morass, however provisional and imperfect, and he equates staying the disastrous course with patriotism. Mr. McCain's doomed promise of military <I>"victory"</I> in Iraq is akin to Wile E. Coyote's perpetual pursuit of the Road Runner, with much higher carnage. This isn't patriotism. As the old saying goes, doing the same thing over and over again and hoping you'll get a different result is the definition of insanity. <P>

The Democrats should also stop repeating their 100-years-war calumny against Mr. McCain. There's too much at stake for America for them to add their own petty distortions to an epic tragedy that only a long-overdue national reckoning with hard truths can bring to an end.

 <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Frank Rich </font>~~~ <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/"> New York Times </A>
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Glamorizing The Surge <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

Gen. David H. Petraeus, commander of the American forces in Iraq, is more candid than his publicists in the media and on Capitol Hill. Unlike the senators and editorial writers who claim that the glorious "surge" should be hailed as one of the most successful military campaigns in history, he warns that the escalation's achievements are mixed at best-or as he put it, progress on the ground is <I>"uneven," "fragile" and "reversible,"</I> with <I>"innumerable challenges"</I> remaining to be addressed. <P>

His caveats cannot dampen the enthusiasm of the politicians and pundits who would maintain the occupation of Iraq, and even expand our aggressive presence in the Mideast. Selling that policy requires propaganda proving that the surge is succeeding and that if we only stay long enough, spend enough money and sacrifice enough young men and women, then someday we will achieve a great victory. We're <I>"closer,"</I> says the general, carefully. <P>

Yes, everything is getting better and better every day in Iraq-and it will always be getting better and better, even if we have to stay for a hundred or a thousand years. <P>

To promote these illusions, John McCain and his sidekicks, Lindsay Graham and Joe Lieberman, repeatedly cite statistics showing violence has fallen since last summer, a trend that was real, while neglecting to mention the more ominous recent toll, which is equally real. Both American and Iraqi casualties have been rising since the low point in December 2007, and with greater velocity over the past several weeks. A dozen American troops died within the few days before General Petraeus and Ambassador Ryan Crocker appeared on Capitol Hill to report, an average that harks back to the war's most lethal months. <P>

The worsening casualties reflect the Iraqi government's blundering assault on the militias and strongholds of Moktada al-Sadr, which exposed its own military deficiencies just in time for the Petraeus-Crocker show. To Mr. McCain and his cohort, the aborted battle of Basra showed the <I>"progress made by the Iraqi security forces," </I>as he wrote in the right-wing weekly Human Events, blithely ignoring mass desertions by thousands of Iraqi officers and troops. <P>

With that kind of progress, victory must be only decades away. <P>

Meanwhile, the lives of ordinary Iraqis are hellish, despite the billions of dollars flowing into the government treasury every day from rising oil revenues. Despite the enormous budget surplus enjoyed by the government of Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki, the United Nations humanitarian agency recently reported that between 4 and 9 percent of Iraqi children under 5 suffer from malnutrition. More than five years after the invasion, most Iraqis still have no reliable electricity, medical care, employment or even clean water. <P>

Yet New York Times columnist David Brooks eagerly tells us that the Iraqi people are more optimistic than they were last year, quoting an ABC News poll conducted in March. And nearly half say the U.S. was right to overthrow Saddam, he announced with an air of triumph. He omits the less comforting findings of that poll, which showed that 42 percent of Iraqis still also consider it "acceptable" to attack American troops, 61 percent believe the presence of our troops is making security worse rather than better, and only 26 percent support the occupation. What the ABC News survey actually reveals is that Iraqis remain profoundly divided along sectarian and ethnic lines. Despite the <I>"awakening"</I> of tribal opposition to Al Qaeda among the Sunni, for example, they remain extremely hostile to the U.S. and the Shia-dominated government-as do the Shia masses loyal to the Sadrist movement. <P>

Those persistent divisions-and the irresistible impulse of every faction to manipulate us to their advantage-have blocked the political reconciliation that was supposed to be the ultimate objective of the surge. Senators Lieberman and Graham praise <I>"benchmark legislation"</I> passed by the Iraqi parliament on amnesty, provincial elections and other issues. But a recent report issued by the United States Institute for Peace, an official nonpartisan institution funded by Congress, disparaged the supposed advances by the Iraqi government, which it described as <I>"tactical horse-trading''</I> designed to acknowledge those benchmarks as minimally as possible. <P>

The proponents of war and occupation gladly accept this benchmarks charade along with all the other deceptions and corruption because their eyes are fixed on the eastern horizon. Senator McCain and his friends constantly proclaim that our fight in Iraq <I>"cannot be separated from our larger struggle to prevent the emergence of an Iranian-dominated Middle East."</I> In other words, their remedy for the destructive consequences of this war is a wider and even more dangerous conflict.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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Everything His President Wants To Hear <br> <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Robert Scheer </font> <P>

General Betray Us? Of course he has. MoveOn.org can hardly be expected to recycle its slogan from last September, when Gen. David Petraeus testified in support of escalating the U.S. war in Iraq, given the hysterical denunciations that worthy group received at the time. But it was right then-as it would be to repeat the charge now. <P>

By undercutting the widespread support for getting out of Iraq, Petraeus did indeed betray the American public, siding with an enormously unpopular president who wants to stay the course in Iraq for personal and political reasons that run contrary to genuine national security interests. Once again, the president is passing the buck to the uniformed military to justify continuing a ludicrous imperial adventure, and the good general has dutifully performed. <P>

So why are we surprised? Why do we expect the generals to lead us on the path to peace when that is the professional task of statesmen and not warriors? It is an abdication of civilian control of the military, the basic principle of American constitutional governance, to assign a central role to an active-duty general to make the decision to end the war. It betrays the legacy warnings of our two most famous wartime generals, George Washington and Dwight D. Eisenhower. <P>

American history offers no greater heroes, not because of their considerable success in battle but because they gained the wisdom to sound the alarm against unbridled militarism so passionately and effectively. The farewell addresses of both those departing generals-turned-presidents still stand as the essential bookends for what has been written about the limits on military adventure required for democracy's survival. Washington's plea to the nation <I>"to moderate the fury of party spirit, to warn against the mischiefs of foreign intrigue, to guard against the impostures of pretended patriotism"</I> sets the standard for enlightened political discourse. A close second is Eisenhower's warning, <I>"In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of unwarranted influence, whether sought or unsought, by the military-industrial complex."</I> <P>

We have had many other examples of retired military officers asserting the need for informed and rational public decision-making as to matters of war and peace. Republican presidential candidate John McCain was one of those voices when, as a senator, he led the fight, along with fellow Vietnam War veteran John Kerry, to normalize relations with the same Communist leadership in Hanoi that had once been our enemy. Does anyone, McCain included, now think we were wrong to bring the troops home from Vietnam-and just why are the dire consequences that McCain now predicts for a withdrawal from Iraq any more plausible? <P>

McCain says we have to back the president and his generals, even though he concedes that "four years of mismanaged war had brought us almost to the point of no return." Who mismanaged that war if not George W. Bush and the generals he picked for the task? But don't blame the generals, for as long as a president demands victory, they will pretend to deliver it. If they demur, they will be replaced, as recently occurred with the sudden retirement of Petraeus' boss, Adm. William Fallon, following his suggestion in Esquire magazine that he might favor a more restrained approach in a conflict with Iran. <P>

No such dissension from Petraeus, whose testimony-faithful to the president if not the truth-was a particularly painful performance. Civilian deaths in March were 50 percent higher than in February, and there was a score of recent American deaths. There is no evidence of political progress to support Petraeus' stab at optimism over the <I>"fragile"</I> situation in Iraq. Most absurd was the suggestion that the problem would all go away if Iran would only behave, when in fact American troops are being sacrificed on the pro-Iranian side of an internal Shiite power dispute. The Shiites in charge of<I> "our" </I>government in Iraq were exiles trained for decades in Iran. <P>

Not so Moqtada al-Sadr, who stayed in Iraq under Saddam Hussein, the killer of his father. Sadr now opposes what he clearly labels as the U.S. occupation out of an Iraqi nationalism that is also in conflict with Iran. Now he's the bad guy, and the Sunnis, who hate us even more, are being temporarily paid off by the United States to stop killing Americans. They, too, will turn against us, but it will not stop Petraeus or some other general in charge from telling Congress a few months from now what the president wants lawmakers to hear.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Robert Scheer </font>is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.truthdig.com/"> Truthdig</A>. A journalist with over 30 years experience, Scheer has built his reputation on the strength of his social and political writing. His columns have appeared in newspapers across the country, and his in-depth interviews have made headlines. 
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Bigotry, Apology, Repeat As Necessary
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The Rise of John McCain </font> <br>

By Ted Rall <P>

NEW YORK--In the 1993 film noir "Romeo is Bleeding," the late Roy Scheider plays a mob boss. ""You know right from wrong,"</I> he tells a hopelessly corrupt cop portrayed by Gary Oldman. <I>"You just don't care."</I> It's a perfect summary of John McCain's political career. <P>

Time after time, McCain weighs a decision. Then, after careful consideration, he chooses evil over good. In the short run, evil gets him what he wants. Later, when the devil comes to collect his due, McCain issues a retraction. <P>

Running for president in 2000, John McCain squared off against George W. Bush in the key South Carolina primary. Asked whether the Confederate battle flag should continue to fly over the state capitol, McCain sided with the rednecks: <I>"Personally, I see the flag as symbol of heritage."</I> <P>

A few months later, he'd lost South Carolina and quit the race. He apologized--not to the African-Americans he'd offended, but to a friendly audience of Republicans. <I>"I feared that if I answered honestly, I could not win the South Carolina primary,"</I> he admitted. <I>"So I chose to compromise my principles."</I> It wasn't the first time, or the last. <P>

Also in 2000, McCain insulted Asians. <I>"I hate the gooks,"</I> John McCain hissed, <I>"and I will hate them for as long as I live...and you can quote me."</I> After a few days of negative press attention, he took it back: <I>"I apologize and renounce all language that is bigoted and offensive, which is contrary to all that I represent and believe." </I> <P>

What does McCain <I>"represent and believe?"</I> In 2000 McCain attacked George W. Bush for speaking at Bob Jones University, a freaky institution that smeared Catholics, banned jazz and interracial dating. Six years later, however, it was McCain's turn to suck up to the Christianist right. He appeared at the Rev. Jerry Falwell's extremist Liberty University, which--like BJU--bans gays and denies pregnant students the right to seek an abortion.

No apology for that one. <P>

In 1983, John McCain was a freshman congressman from Arizona, then one of the most right-wing states in the country. In order to appease his Republican Party's base--racist whites--he voted against the bill that established Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Day. <I>"I thought that it was not necessary to have another federal holiday, that it cost too much money, that other presidents were not recognized,"</I> he explained in 2000. Do Chester Arthur or Gerry Ford deserve holidays? Anyway, MLK Day didn't cost employers a cent; Washington's Birthday and Lincoln's Birthday were replaced by the generic President's Day. <P>

He also floated the <I>"states rights"</I> excuse (with its own racist signifiers) that referenced his support for Confederate <I>"heritage"</I> in South Carolina. <I>"I believe it's an issue that the people of South Carolina can settle, just as we in Arizona settled the very divisive issue over the recognition of Dr. Martin Luther King as a holiday. I resented it a great deal when people from Washington and pundits and politicians and others came to my state to tell us how we should work out a very difficult problem." </I> <P>

Healthcare is<I> "a very difficult problem."</I> Iraq is <I>"a very difficult problem."</I> MLK Day, like the Confederate flag <I>"issue,"</I> was a simple question of right and wrong. <P>

True to his pattern, McCain understood that the racist pandering he used to launch his political career could come back to haunt him in the more enlightened--the John Birchers who contributed to his early campaigns might say <I>"politically correct"</I>--election year of 2008. Time for another apology: <I>"I was wrong and eventually realized that, in time to give full support for a state holiday in Arizona,"</I> he concedes. <I>"We can all be a little late sometimes in doing the right thing, and Dr. King understood this about his fellow Americans." </I> <P>

A little late? <P>

<I>"Well, I learned that this individual was a transcendent figure in American history, he deserved to be honored, and I thought it was appropriate to do so,"</I> McCain explained about his change of, um, heart. Dr. King was assassinated in 1968. McCain voted no on the MLK bill in 1983. That's 15 years later. How much longer did McCain need to <I>"learn" </I>about<I> "this individual?"</I> <P>

The big question is: Is McCain racist? Or is he pandering to racists? And is there a difference? <P>

His 2007 use of the term <I>"tar baby"</I> pretty much settles it. Unless, of course, you're a sucker for yet another apology: <I>"I don't think I should have used that word and it was wrong to do so."</I> <P>

It's the 21st century. Even Nazi skinheads don't use terms like<I> "tar baby."</I>

God, if you're up there, please grant us this wish: Don't let John McCain become president. But if you do, don't let him meet any foreign leaders who don't happen to be white.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dearpropaganda Ansager Stein, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your attempts to confuse the Sheeple with that <I>"Expelled"</I> propaganda, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with saphire clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 05-25-2008. We salute you herr Stein, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 

</td> </tr> </table> </center> <P> <br> <br>
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The Vodka Chronicles <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

John McCain's saucy mother says her boy was always a scamp and a hell-raiser. And one of the senator's great charms is that he wore those appellations proudly. <P>

So it was quite disheartening Thursday to see a McCain spokeswoman telling The Associated Press, in a story about how Cindy McCain helped her husband's political career bloom with her multimillion-dollar fortune from the family beer business, that the senator is a virtual teetotaler. <P> <I>

"Senator McCain rarely, if ever, drinks alcohol,"</I> Jill Hazelbaker averred. <P>

McCain's pals know him as a man who enjoys libations of vodka with little green cocktail olives. Over the years, at dinners with reporters, I noted he had the habit of ordering one double vodka and sipping it slowly. And there was that famous Hillary-McCain Estonian drink-off in 2004, when Hillary instigated a vodka shot contest and McCain agreed with alacrity (even though he later offered a sketchy denial). <P>

Maybe now that he's the presumptive Republican nominee, his campaign wants to put his vices in a vise and sanitize the wild side of the man whose nicknames in high school were <I>"Punk," "Nasty" </I>and<I> "McNasty."</I> <P>

Next they'll deny he likes to gamble in Vegas (<I>"I'll put $50,000 on Bomb Iran, with 3-to-1 odds"</I>), socialize with liberals and lash out at people who annoy him. (As a toddler, he had<I> "tiny"</I> rages. <I>"I would go off in a mad frenzy and then, suddenly, crash to the floor unconscious," </I>he wrote. His parents would drop him into a bathtub of icy water.) <P>

If his campaign is bowdlerizing, let's hope it stops before he's a bland McNice. <P>

Americans, after all, don't trust candidates without any vices. They got turned off by the picture-perfect Mitt Romney, whose khakis were never wrinkled and whose hair stayed eerily in place even while he was jogging in a campaign commercial. <P>

Do we really need McCain obfuscating on drinking, and Obama putting up a smoke screen on smoking? <P>

Ever since Chicago reporters followed the up-and-coming Obama and saw him flicking his ashes and butts out the windows of moving vehicles, the senator has had a testy relationship with the press about his addictions to cigarettes and littering. (Obama, wrote one reporter on his blog, was <I>"one of those reprehensible nicotine addicts who seems to believe that the world is his ashtray."</I> <P>

When Chris Matthews tried to pin down Obama on when he'd had his last cigarette, he radiated guilt, even though he dryly noted that <I>"having your wife say on '60 Minutes' that if you see Barack with a cigarette, let me know' was a heck of a deterrent. <P>

"I fell off the wagon a couple times during the course of it and then was able to get back on,"</I> the candidate admitted. <I>"But it is a struggle like everything else."</I> <P>

In his book and last week's bio-tour, McCain painted himself as a cool bad boy. He was a girl-loving, authority-defying, plane-crashing Top Gun. <P>

In his memoir, Obama played up his vices to depict himself as a cool bad boy, too, recalling that he had smoked pot and done <I>"a little blow."</I> <P>

But now the two men are sticking to the straight and narrow. Everyone may imagine that Obama and his press corps spend all their time quaffing Champagne and celebrating the astonishment of his very being. But the candidate is boringly abstemious - and reporters traveling with him find him aloof. On a 2005 trip to Russia, he priggishly requested that his vodka shot glass be filled with water. <P>

Oddly, Hillary, a Tracy Flick Goodie Two Shoes growing up, is the only one who seems to be enjoying her vices - even beyond the delight she takes in the dark and costly Mark Penn, and the gusto with which she bedazzled her résumé and then bedazzled some more when she got caught bedazzling. Her campaign doesn't deny that she likes to kick back, at the end of a long day, with a vodka on her plane. <P>

Bill Clinton is a cautionary tale about what happens if you surrender too many cherished vices. Curtailed from Burkling, international jet-setting, cholesterol-chowing and race-baiting, Bill has gotten raspy and lost his legendary charm. He blew up at a California superdelegate who objected that Bill Richardson, a former Clinton cabinet member, was being painted as Judas because he wasn't willing to transfer his affections from Bill to Hillary - and no doubt one day to Chelsea. The ex-prez railed against the <I>"political elite"</I> and said it was a <I>"bunch of bull" </I>that there were calls for Hillary to leave the race. In Lawrenceburg, Ind., he dubbed himself a <I>"rural hitman"</I> for his wife. <P>

Churlish Bill doesn't even follow his own advice. According to the Clinton tax returns, he gave only $1 million to charity out of the $6.3 million he made for his book <I>"Giving"</I> - even though his income has gone up 6,900 percent since his White House years. <P>

Let the Big Dog off his leash. There can be virtue in a little vice.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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Obama's Constitution, His Pastor and His Unbelieving Mom In Heaven <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Lenni Brenner </font> <P>

According to the classic publishing world joke, Lincoln, doctors and dogs are always public favorites, so a book about Lincoln's doctor's dog would always be the best seller the year it came out. But today it would be about Barack Obama's pastor's racism. Already vast forests are history, paper for articles praising his 3/18 speech. Unfortunately these are as imperfect as Obama's<I> "A More Perfect Union."</I> <P> <B>

l. Floundering about the founding fathers. </B> <P>

Before no less than eight flags, across from Philadelphia's Convention Hall, the herald of "change" started orating with a gush of same ol' same ol' patriotic rhetoric: <P> <I>

    "Two hundred and twenty-one years ago, in a hall that still stands across the street, a group of men gathered and, with these simple words, launched America's improbable experiment in democracy. Farmers and scholars; statesmen and patriots who had traveled across an ocean to escape tyranny and persecution finally made real their declaration of independence at a Philadelphia convention that lasted through the spring of 1787."</I> <P>

Who escaped <I>"tyranny and persecution"?</I> Thirty-nine delegates, seven born abroad, signed the constitution. Caribbean-born Alexander Hamilton came to New York for college. Robert Morris came at 13 from Liverpool. Scot James Wilson arrived at 23 after graduating college. <P>

Four were Irish. William Paterson arrived at two. James McHenry emigrated at 18. Scot Presbyterians were brought to Ireland to help oppress the Catholic natives. There was legal discrimination against them, but it was next to nothing compared to total catholic exclusion from citizenship. Encyclopedias don't even mention youthful religious problems. British officer Pierce Butler came before the revolution and married a slave-holder heiress. A foe of <I>"tyranny"</I>? He was responsible for Article lV, Section 2 of the Constitution: <P> <I>

    "No Person held to service or labour in one state, under the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in consequence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from such service or labour, but shall be delivered up on claim of the party to whom such service may be due." </I> <P>

Catholic Thomas FitzSimons came to colonial Pennsylvania but couldn't hold office there until the revolution, when the new state abolished its test oath. The banker was for religious liberty but he wanted to limit the federal vote to property owners. <P>

Native Americans didn't need foreigners' warnings re theocratic bigotry. In 1784-86, James Madison and Virginia's legislature, reacting to persecution of Baptists, disestablished the Anglican church. Obama's flags and concocted religious tyranny and persecution overture were nothing more than a setting for discussion of Reverend Jeremiah Wright's "incendiary language ... that denigrate both the greatness and the goodness of our nation." However, as he threw the convention's attitude towards religion into today's political game, let's keep it in play. How did it really treat religion? <P>

All historians see Madison as <I>"the father of the Constitution"</I> for pushing it thru. According to his notes, religion suddenly became the hot topic on 6/28/1787. Old Ben Franklin rose, explaining that <P> <I>

    "The small progress we have made after 4 or five weeks close attendance & continual reasonings with each other ... is methinks a melancholy proof of the imperfection of the Human understanding.... [H]ow has it happened, Sir, that we have not hitherto once thought of humbly applying to the Father of lights to illuminate our understandings? In the beginning of the contest with G. Britain, when we were sensible of danger we had daily prayer in this room for the divine protection. Our prayers, Sir, were heard, and they were graciously answered.... [T]he longer I live, the more convincing proofs I see of this truth -- that God governs in the affairs of men.... I therefore beg leave to move -- that henceforth prayers imploring the assistance of Heaven, and its blessings on our deliberations, be held in this Assembly every morning before we proceed to business, and that one or more of the clergy of this city requested to officiate in that service." </I> <P>

This was too much for <I>"Hamilton & several others." </I>They <P> <I>

    "expressed their apprehension that however proper such a resolution might have been at the beginning of our convention, it might at this late day, 1. bring on it some disagreeable animadversions. & 2. lead the public to believe that the embarrassments and dissentions within the convention, had suggested this measure.... Adjournment was at length carried, without any vote on the motion." </I> <P>

Franklin wrote later that <I>"the Convention, except three or four persons, thought Prayers unnecessary."</I> <P>

On 8/20, South Carolina's Charles Pinckney presented Article Vl. <P> <I>

    "The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the Members of the several State Legislatures, and all executive and judicial Officers, both of the United States and of the several States, shall be bound by Oath or Affirmation, to support this Constitution; but no religious Test shall ever be required as a Qualification to any Office or public Trust under the United States." </I> <P>

The convention was closed to the public. Rejection of Franklin's call only came out later. Today few know of it. Of course Article Vl is still in it, but when most educated Americans think of the constitution and religion, they usually mean the 1st Amendment's "Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof." However Madison only pledged to add the Bill or Rights after the Philadelphia convention, to win public support for it. He presented it to the 1st Congress, in New York, in 1789. It wasn't ratified until 1791. But Article Vl already made the 1787 convention the role model for France's secular republican revolutionaries in 1789. <P> <B>

ll. Wright's number one sin?</B> <P>

Given that nothing re conventional secularism found its way into his 4,881 word-long script, its no surprise that, beyond generalities, Obama cited only one example of Wright's anti-white racism, the <I>"view that sees the conflicts in the Middle East as rooted primarily in the actions of stalwart allies like Israel, instead of emanating from the perverse and hateful ideologies of radical Islam."</I> <P>

Very few journalistic essays on the speech, pro or con, commented on this. But Abe Foxman of the Anti-Defamation League <I>"praised Obama for an 'element of sensitivity to the Jewish community,' including his 'specific reference to Israel as our ally, his condemnation of radical Islam.'"</I> (Jewish Week, 3/21) <P>

Foxman and Obama didn't explain Wright's hostility to Israel. But they know what generated it. The 2/25 NY Sun had Obama declaring <I>"anti-Zionist statements made by his pastor ... were 'rooted in' anger over the Jewish state's support for South Africa during the apartheid era. 'That was a source of tension.'"</I> Yet he had to admit that he <I>"never heard anything that would suggest anti-Semitism on the part of the pastor."</I> <P>

The 2/9 NY Times had Obama, born in 1961, contacting "members of the African National Congress to have them speak" at LA's Occidental College, 1979-81. He <I>"spoke at a campus divestment rally."</I> In his junior year he transferred to Columbia in NYC. The 10/30/07 Times told of a 2005 university journal interview: <P> <I>

    "He said he was somewhat involved with the Black Student Organization and anti-apartheid activities, though, in recent interviews, several prominent student leaders said they did not remember his playing a role."

 </I> <P>

Wright was right. The Zionist-Apartheid alliance was criminal. The 12/14/81 Times headlined an article "South Africa Needs More Arms, Israeli Says." That was Ariel Sharon. Was Obama opposed to Israel's support for the hateful regime? If so, why does he support Israel today? If he didn't oppose Israel then, why so, given that his own pastor and many other Blacks exposed Israel? Desmond Tutu and other SA anti-apartheid leaders still denounce Israeli injustices. Is Obama prepared to publicly exile the bishop to the political-theological limbo he sent his minister? <P>

Many Democrats buy Clinton's line that he lacks experience in world affairs. If he played a significant role fighting apartheid, Obama would answer her by citing it. No mincing words: That he, half African no less, didn't 'major' in anti-apartheid in school, like thousands of black and white US students, is a glaring demonstration of irresponsible world politics. This is reinforced by his near silence re today's Africa. Bill Clinton starts philanthropic discussions of the continent by confessing that his administration never even discussed the Rwanda slaughter. Wouldn't Obama shout about Hillary's non-role in that horror if he did anything notable in that era? <P> <B>

lll. Our constitutional star is also theologically expert. </B> <P>

Given Obama's repudiation of the politics of the cleric who recruited him to Christianity, some folks wanted to know how that effected him theologically. The 3/27 Christian Post relates how, <I>"while answering a question about his Christian faith"</I> in North Carolina, he <P> <I>

"said he believes that Jesus Christ died for his sins and through God's grace and mercy he could have 'everlasting life'.... But he also believes Jews and Muslims and non-believers who live moral lives are as much 'children of God' as he is ... he spoke about his late mother who was 'not a believer'... 'she was the kindest, most decent, generous person that I have ever known' .... 'I'm sure she is in heaven, even though she may not have subscribed to everything that I subscribe to.'"</I> <P>

As an atheist, this concerns me personally. If she is in heaven, I can go there even though I insist that it doesn't exist. But before I go anywhere, I ask what the weather is like, what will I do there, etc. So readers, atheist or pious, must be Christlike and forgive me for closing this article with some questions for Obama. I'll send it to him. Naturally I don't expect an answer. He is busy. But maybe I'm wrong? After all, can't a guy who's up-to-date on the detailed demography of today's paradise perform other miracles? <P> <B>

***</B> <P>

Hi Barack, <P>

According to the 3/27 Christian Post, you told a North Carolina audience that you believe that non-believers who live moral lives are as much 'children of God' as you are. You said that your <P> <I>

    "late mother who was 'not a believer ... was the kindest, most decent, generous person that I have ever known .... I'm sure she is in heaven, even though she may not have subscribed to everything that I subscribe to.'" </I> <P>

This will please 44 per cent of Americans. In 1999, they, mostly believers, told Gallup that nice atheists go there. As you, like them, are expert on such matters, I take the liberty of asking some questions. <P>

1. You said on 3/18 that Reverend Jeremiah Wright used <P><I>

    "incendiary language ... that denigrate both the greatness and the goodness of our nation."</I> You claim he <I>"sees the conflicts in the Middle East as rooted primarily in the actions of stalwart allies like Israel, instead of emanating from the perverse and hateful ideologies of radical Islam." </I> <P>

Is he is banned from heaven? <P>

2. In North Carolina, you declared <I>"Muslims"</I> as much <I>"children of God"</I> as yourself, eligible for heavenly residence. But on 3/18 you denounced<I> "perverse and hateful ideologies of radical Islam" </I>which attack <I>"stalwart allies like Israel." </I>Does this mean that God, or whoever sells apartments in heaven, won't admit Hamas followers and other Muslims opposed to Israel's <I>"actions"?</I> <P>

3. You opine that "Jews" are likewise welcomed. But thousands of Orthodox Jews live in Israel, categorically opposed to its existence. They claim that only God can recreate a genuine Jewish kingdom, if the Jews repent their sins. Are they also forbidden entry? <P>

4. What does your mom say re winding up in a place she didn't believe in? Can she leave on vacation or permanently? <P>

5. Tell us atheists if we -- and pious believers like yourself -- can bring our pets? A 2006 Washington Post survey found 43 per cent of Americans believing pets go to heaven. Ninety-three percent of these philosophers insist that they can go,<I> "even if their owners do not."</I> Please think before you answer. We're talking about the swing vote in Pennsylvania's crucial primary. <P>

6. Global warming means heat rising high into the sky. So is heaven getting as hot as hell? I'll need to know what to wear if I go there. <P>

7. Speaking of hell, a 2/25/03 Gallup poll announced that 67 per cent of all Democrats and 79 per cent of Republicans believe in the Devil. The Gallup organization is noted for its piety, but this troubled them: <P> <I>

    "Over the centuries, science has been able to explain many phenomena that once seemed supernatural. Bad weather, ill health, and heretical opinions may not be the work of the infernal after all. With the advent of evolutionary theory and modern psychology, these days we're more likely to think of people who do terrible things as broken human beings, rather than agents of the netherworld. Furthermore, religion has ceded its civil authority, and religiosity has declined somewhat in American society. So we might expect belief in the devil to have largely evaporated. It hasn't. Regardless of political belief, religious inclination, education, or region, most Americans believe that the devil exists."</I> <P>

I disagree with the Gallup folks on one point. My observation is that the devil is real for the ignorant poor, but for educated believers he's just a character in Goethe's Faust or Gounod's opera by that name. What do you say? <P>

As an atheist, I argue that the poll really gives us the gut-basic difference between typical Democrats and Republicans. The average Democrat has a nit-sized brain, ordinary Republicans have nat-sized brains. Does this sound right to you? Or do you think its the other way around? <P>

Stay well, give 'em hell, <P>

Lenni Brenner

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:BrennerL21@aol.com"> Lenni Brenner</A> </font> is the author of 4 books, <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/002-4462056-7891231?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Zionism+in+the+Age+of+the+Dictators&x=0&y=0">Zionism in the Age of the

 Dictators</A>, 

<A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-7856190-3540605?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=The+Iron+Wall%3A+Zionist+Revisionism+from+Jabotinsky+to+Shamir&x=0&y=0">The Iron Wall: Zionist Revisionism from Jabotinsky to Shamir</A>,<A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-7856190-3540605?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Jews+in+America+Today&x=0&y=0"> Jews in

 America 

Today</A>, and The Lesser Evil, a study of the Democratic Party. 

In 2002 he edited <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-7856190-3540605?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=51+Documents%3A+Zionist+Collaboration+with+the+Nazis&x=0&y=0">51 Documents: Zionist Collaboration with the Nazis</A>.

It contains complete translations of many documents quoted in 

Zionism in the Age of the Dictators and The Iron Wall.

In 2004 he edited <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-7856190-3540605?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Jefferson+%26+Madison+On+Separation+of+Church+and+State&x=0&y=0">Jefferson & Madison On Separation of Church and

 State:

Writings on Religion and Secularism. </A>

He blogs at: <A HREF="http://www.smithbowen.net/linfame/brenner">www.smithbowen.net/linfame/Brenner</A>
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Run To The Hills <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

By Iron Maiden <P>

White man came across the sea <br>

He brought us pain and misery <br>

He killed our tribes, he killed our creed <br>

He took our game for his own need <P>

We fought him hard we fought him well <br>

Out on the plains we gave him hell <br>

But many came too much for Cree <br>

Oh will we ever be set free? <P>

Riding through dust clouds and barren wastes <br>

Galloping hard on the plains <br>

Chasing the redskins back to their holes <br>

Fighting them at their own game <br>

Murder for freedom a stab in the back <br>

Women and children the cowards attack <P>

Run to the hills run for your lives <br>

Run to the hills run for your lives <P>

Soldier blue on the barren wastes <br>

Hunting and killing their game <br>

Raping the women and wasting the men <br>

The only good Indians are tame <br>

Selling them whisky and taking their gold <br>

Enslaving the young and destroying the old <P>

Run to the hills run for your lives <br>

Run to the hills run for your lives <p>

Run to the hills run for your lives <br>

Run to the hills run for your lives <br>

Run to the hills run for your lives <br>

Run to the hills run for your lives <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1982/2008 Iron Maiden
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<br> George Carlin - Voting
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Stop Treating The Candidates Like Newborn Puppies <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Will Durst  <P>

Poor Hillary. Everybody wants her to quit. Nancy Pelosi wants her to quit. Michelle Obama wants her to quit. Wouldn't be surprised to hear Fidel Castro thinks she's been hanging on too long. Even pundits who don't really want her to quit are calling for her to quit because the next vote isn't for three weeks and they're caught in the Primary Dead Zone Vortex and like an excited terrier piddling in the stairwell at the sound of the key in the door, just can't help themselves. <P>

The media chorus is as insistent as a 3 am car alarm: <I>"Its time to go. Leave now while you have a shred of dignity intact. You're ruining it for everyone. How can we hug and kiss Barack when you're still wrestling with him, you sweaty old hag?"</I> She, in turn, has put a brave face on her acknowledged uphill battle, comparing herself to Rocky Balboa, but seems to have forgotten, that in the first movie, Rocky loses. To a black guy. <P>

The Left has long held a deep-seated need to fall in love with their candidate and while people may respect Hillary, she's as cuddly as a stainless steel teddy bear. Dora the Diaspora. A burlap banky. Besides, like her beloved Chicago Cubs, there is always next year. Say the GOP does bury Obama like a bone in the backyard of the 2008 election; she can run in 2012 on the <I>"I told you so"</I> ticket. <P>

The Democrats have only themselves to blame for getting locked into this steel cage death match of theirs. Due to an inability to stifle an insatiable urge to comfort and coddle. Like everything they touch, they insist on treating primary participants like a litter of newborn puppies with learning disabilities. Shar-Pei puppies. The cutest kind. As opposed to the Republicans, who have more of a warrior slash and burn kind of philosophy. You win a state. You get the delegates. All the delegates. No whimpering. Shut up and sit down Mitt. <P>

The Nanny Party, however, rewrote the rules to make sure nobody accidentally gets their feelings hurt. Because every one of us is special. You win a state, you get SOME of the delegates. And if you come in second, you get some too. Third? You bet. Have a couple delegates. Take one of the short ones. Fourth. Fifth. Sure, what the hell. And counseling is available. Everybody's a winner here. Because this isn't about electing a President, this is about sharing and caring and nurturing. Nobody goes away feeling like a loser in the Democratic Party. Except during the general election that is. <P>

Hell, the Dems even figured out how to defy math. In the Nevada caucuses, Hillary received 51% of the vote compared to Obama's 45%, but Obama won more delegates. Well, there's your problem people. Simple arithmetic. Apparently, not one of your strong suits. And they still wonder why they lost in 2000 and 2004. <P>

Why is it such a bad thing that this might not get sorted out till August in Denver? After all, isn't that what the conventions are for? And we haven't even addressed the whole super delegate mess. Of course if the super delegates had any sense of theater, they'd enter the convention at the Pepsi Center wearing tights and capes. But then the pledged delegates might feel less special. And require therapy.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 </font> <A HREF="http://www.willdurst.com"> Will Durst, </A> is an actor, comic, writer, former radio talk show host and mixologist. Will Durst thinks celebrating the Sesquicentennial of the Lincoln-Douglas debates with these things is an apt analogy for something. Look for The All American Sport of Bipartisan Bashing coming from Ulysses Press April 16th.
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Issues & Alibis is published in America every Friday. We are not affiliated with, nor do we accept funds from any political party. We are a non-profit group that is dedicated to the restoration of the American Republic. All views expressed are those of the authors and not necessarily the views of Issues & Alibis.Org. </font> <font color=#FF0000>  <P>

In regards to copying anything from this site remember that everything here is copyrighted. Issues & Alibis has been given permission to publish everything on this site. When this isn't possible we rely on the "Fair Use" copyright law provisions. If you copy anything from this site to reprint make sure that you do too. We ask that you get our permission to reprint anything from this site and that you provide a link back to us. Here is the "Fair Use" provision.

</font> <font color=#000000>  <P>

"Notwithstanding the provisions of sections 106 and 106A, the fair use of a

copyrighted work, including such use by

reproduction in copies or phonorecords or by any other means specified by

that section, for purposes such as criticism,

comment, news reporting, teaching (including multiple copies for classroom

use), scholarship, or research, is not an

infringement of copyright.<p> In determining whether the use made of a work in

any particular case is a fair use the factors to

be considered shall include:   </center> <P>

(1) the purpose and character of the use, including whether

such use is of a commercial nature or is for nonprofit

educational purposes;<br>

(2) the nature of the copyrighted work; <br>

(3) the amount and substantiality of the portion used in

relation to the copyrighted work as a whole; and <br>

(4) the effect of the use upon the potential market for or

value of the copyrighted work. The fact that a work is unpublished shall

not itself bar a finding of fair use if such

finding is made upon consideration of all the above factors." <P> <br> <P> <br> <P>
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In This Edition </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <p>

Howard Zinn asks, "Empire Or Humanity?" <br> <br>

Uri Avnery wonders, "Manifest Destiny?" <br> <br>

Victoria Stewart says, "Boys Will Be Boys." <br> <br>

Jim Hightower thinks, "House The Rich." <br> <br>

Farmer Pete joins the magazine with, "Building Perfect Soil." <br> <br>

Robert Lederman returns with, "Stop The Privatization Of Union Square Park." <br> <br>

Captain Eric H. May and Major William B. Fox calls, "Attention FBI." <br> <br>

Chris Floyd with a must read, "Too Much Of Nothing." <br> <br>

David I. Theodoropoulos lectures, "About Seeds." <br> <br>

Joe Conason reports, "Elder Statesman Stiffs Soldiers." <br> <br>

Seymour M. Hersh goes over, "The Iran Plans." <br> <br>

Ted Rall concludes, "The Cavalry Isn't Coming." <br> <br>

Illinois Rep. Monique Davis wins the coveted "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd sees Bill, "Standing By His Woman." <br>  <br>

Mary Pitt explains, "Why Americans Are Bitter." <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department 'The Landover Baptist Church' tells, "Why Christians Shouldn't Care About The Environment" but first Uncle Ernie sez, "Remember, What The Door Mouse Said..."

 <br> <br>

This week we spotlight the cartoons of Gary Brookins with additional cartoons and photos from Walt Kelly, Derf City, Richard Jenkins, Buck Fush.Com, Steve Sack, Keith Tucker, South Park, MGM, Salvador Dali, Issues & Alibis and Pink & Blue Films. <br> <br>
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Remember, What The Door Mouse Said... <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

Remember what the door mouse said, <br> 

Feed your head, <br>

Feed your head, <br>

Feed your head. <br>

White Rabbit ~~~ Jefferson Airplane <br> <br>

"We are grateful to the Washington Post, The New York Times, Time Magazine and other great publications whose directors have attended our meetings and respected their promises of discretion for almost forty years. It would have been impossible for us to develop our plan for the world if we had been subjected to the lights of publicity during those years. But, the world is now more sophisticated and prepared to march towards a world government. The supranational sovereignty of an intellectual elite and world bankers is surely preferable to the national auto-determination practiced in past centuries." ~~~ David Rockefeller, Baden-Baden, Germany 1991 <br> <br>

"The American nation is in the worst condition I can remember in my lifetime, and our prospects for the immediate future are even worse.  The Bush family must be very proud of themselves today, but I am not. Big Darkness, soon come. Take my word for it." ~~~ Dr. Hunter S. Thompson

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

It's that time again, America. When the lies, bullshit and anti-truths come at you non-stop and from all directions. Normally the programming comes from one direction but since this is an "election year," a year that's been going on for well over a year and will continue non-stop until November, it's hitting you from all sides. The Sheeple tucked into their Matrix are being prodded by both the right and the far right in this cycle. <br> <br>

While it's usually just the ditto-heads of the Rethuglicans that are genuflecting to and goose-stepping off behind whatever the Smirkster says, now we have the Demoncrats doing the exact same thing. <br> <br>

The youth who are, by definition, controlled by sound bites and have an attention span of about 30 seconds, have joined the <I>"cult of personality" </I> of Barry-the-pretend-liberal. They are marching off behind him with the same mindlessness as their fascist brothers and sisters are doing with McCain. The cultists have the same silly grins and vacant eyes of the rat-wing McCain ditto-heads or Jim Jones followers. <br> <br>

Not to be out done, their parents have formed up behind Hillary with a lot of middle-aged ladies and former middle class men pledging their fate to the female version of Barry and Johnny, i.e. an elitist, ivy league educated multimillionaire who has absolutely nothing in common with them. Yes, ladies, you may share a vagina with Hillary but believe me that's where the similarity ends! <br> <br>

Most followers of Barry and Hillary think their candidates are liberals, like themselves, and have similar belief systems, wants and needs when nothing could be further from the truth! Barry let it slip the other day about what he truly thinks of the common people in Pennsylvania and has been back-pedaling ever since. <br> <br>

All three of these candidates represent the power-elite and no one else but are able to get away with it because of our Matrixed Sheeple. Americans come by this honestly enough as they are the final product of four hundred years of brain washing. People around the world who still have the ability to think for themselves shake their heads in disbelief when they see and hear what we do and think. We're a nation that has lost its ability to reason. We can no longer see the big picture or even what is right or what is wrong and what's important and  what is not. We follow, with bated breath, TV reality shows while the reality of Iraq and Afghanistan totally escapes us. As a historian I know exactly where this is leading and when it happens most people won't know why it happened or how simply it could have been prevented. <br> <br>

Neither Barry nor Hillary nor Johnny will stop our downfall. They couldn't even if they wanted too. Only you can do that, only you America!

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

I got to thinking the other night, a dangerous thing, about who our next fearless leader would be and I came to the conclusion that it would mostly likely be Hillary or McCain. How did I figure that out, what with her dropping in the polls and such? It was simple really, because of my favorite conspiracy theory! <br> <br>

You know, the one that says we don't pick American presidents; the Council on Foreign Relations and the Bilderberg group do. You, of course, realize that every president and most vice presidents and people running for the office since Ike, have been members of the CFR or Bilderbergs or both? That is everyone except for two. Can you guess which two they were? No, let's not see the same hands all the time... That's right they were JFK and Ray-guns, who by a strange coincidence were both shot while in office. Funny thing that, eh? Both of whom had VPs who were members of the CFR. While John wasn't a member, Bobby was and so is John's daughter Caroline. Johnson was but Humphrey wasn't and he lost to Nixon who was a member of CFR.  <br> <br>

Reagan said he'd put a stop to the CFR when elected but, at the last minute, chose a man he couldn't stand to be his vice president, George HW Bush, a member of CFR. And few weeks later, Kaboom. They missed Ronnie but George is still batting 500 and after the failed sanction, he pretty much ran the country for old dementia head. Trouble is he had to run against another CFR member who also belongs to Bilderberg, William Jefferson Clinton. Doyle, of course, tried his luck but, not being a member, had no luck. Then came our current disaster, who wasn't bright enough to join himself but whose father and brother are members, as is his VP Dick (the psycho) Cheney and most of the members of the cabinet. Imagine that! Those that opposed our west Taxes prairie monkey are also members of CFR. Gore and Lieberman as well as Kerry and Edwards. And yes, old Jimi Carter and Gerald Ford were members, too, with Ford being the other pResident to be both members in CFR and Bilderberg. The two who ran populist campaigns and should have been elected this round, Ron Paul and Dennis Kucinich aren't members and, therefore, aren't electable. <br> <br>

So Hillary, whose husband belongs to both and would have all the input necessary, and John McCain, who is a member of CFR, have the right connections to be selected but, alas, Barry doesn't. However, he still might be selected if, and that's a big if, he chooses a running mate that is a member of CFR and or Bilderbergs? If he does and wins, all I can say is watch out Barry! <br> <br>

In case you're wondering why the MSM goes along with this, it's simple. They're all members of CFR, too and have been for years. Some, like Thomas L. Friedman and Katherine Graham, belong to both. Current CFR members include Katie Couric, Brian Williams, Tom Brokaw, Dan Rather and Charles Gibson as well as former ABC/Disney head Michael Eisner! So even though they're promoting Barry over Hillary, they may be doing it to get rid of Hillary so McCain can win? <br> <br>

Oh, and in case, you're wondering. I belong to neither the CFR nor Bilderberg, those blackballing bastards!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally you may have noticed with this <I>"Earth Day"</I> edition we've begun, as promised, to bring to you helpful survival tips on how to be self-sufficient when the grid goes down and the <I>"Big Darkness"</I> comes. Ergo we'd like to welcome a pair of new authors. David I. Theodoropoulos aka "JL Hudson-Seedsman" and "Farmer Pete" from Pete's Farm. Both are experts in their <I>"fields."</I> 

David is the well-known expert on seeds and will be explaining everything you'll need to know about selecting seeds for planting in your very own <I>"Victory Garden"</I> so to keep you and the ones you love alive in the trying times to come. David, who is the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/102-7052162-3939356?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=David+Theodoropoulos&x=0&y=0">Invasion Biology: Critique of a Pseudoscience</A>,and lectures throughout the country, runs one of the oldest seed banks in the world, i.e., <A HREF="http://www.jlhudsonseeds.net/">J.L. Hudson Seeds</A> established in 1911. A very good place to shop for all of your seed needs! We've bought our seeds there for years and have never had a complaint. We've always gotten good service and great seed stock for our gardens. We'd highly recommend them to you. However, I would add, buy now and buy in quantity while you may! When you get to David's site check out his "Quote of the Week" well worth the visit just by itself! <br> <br>

The other new author this week is Farmer Pete from Pete's Farms of North Dakota. If Pete can be a successful farmer way up in North Dakota with their short growing season then chances are with Pete's help, you will be successful, too! Pete brings his lifelong experience on how to farm to you starting this week with, <I>"Building Perfect Soil."</I> <br> <br>

We'd like to welcome both David and Pete to our little band of merry pranksters and remind them the key to the <I>"honor bar"</I> is under the mat! <br> <br>

We'd also like to thank Michael and Callie Bourgeois this week for their righteous contribution to help us keep our heads above water. If we could get 1% of you to make a similar contribution, we wouldn't be struggling just to keep publishing. To quote Joni Mitchell, <I>"Don't it always seem to go, that you don't know what you've got 'til it's gone?"</I> Folks, we're almost to that point but thanks to Michael and Callie we'll fight another round but it's up to you to keep the fight going! For those of you who are as broke as we are don't worry about sending a donation, just spread the word about the magazine! For those of you that still have a job, do what you can and do it quick!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. <br>Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists."<br> ~~~ Arundhati Roy ~~~</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

A few weeks ago we were once again forced to go to our readers and ask for money to keep publishing.  We are fundamentally unable and philosophically unwilling to devise catchy fundraising tactics. We aren't going to ask you to send $20.08 each or offer new cell phone plans or try to convince you a donation to Issues and Alibis will save the world from the scourge du jour. Everyone associated with this magazine is stubborn and pissed off and determined to continue fighting for the world that we want to leave our children-and they are all our children. We'll keep publishing as long as possible. But, as we've detailed below, we need money to go on.  It is the few dollars a week that makes a difference in our survival.  <br> <br>

Those of you who have responded since we first asked for help have not only been generous but you've also given us encouragement and strengthened our conviction that it is important to continue to speak truth, keep advertising to a bare minimum and provide a forum for other people to speak their truths, too. As more and more leftist publications are forced into oblivion or turned into tools of the power elite, your letters and messages are more important to us than ever. We appreciate the support. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. This old iBook is about to join the old Dell in the trash heap, when it does, we'll be gone! <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you! <br> <br>

Ernest & Victoria Stewart

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/hazel_court01.jpg"> <br> 02-10-1926 ~ 04-15-2008 <br> R.I.P. Sweetie! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 
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Empire Or Humanity? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

What the Classroom Didn't Teach Me About the American Empire </font> <br>

By Howard Zinn <P>

With an occupying army waging war in Iraq and Afghanistan, with military bases and corporate bullying in every part of the world, there is hardly a question any more of the existence of an American Empire. Indeed, the once fervent denials have turned into a boastful, unashamed embrace of the idea. <P>

However, the very idea that the United States was an empire did not occur to me until after I finished my work as a bombardier with the Eighth Air Force in the Second World War, and came home. Even as I began to have second thoughts about the purity of the <I>"Good War,"</I> even after being horrified by Hiroshima and Nagasaki, even after rethinking my own bombing of towns in Europe, I still did not put all that together in the context of an American <I>"Empire."</I> <P>

I was conscious, like everyone, of the British Empire and the other imperial powers of Europe, but the United States was not seen in the same way. When, after the war, I went to college under the G.I. Bill of Rights and took courses in U.S. history, I usually found a chapter in the history texts called <I>"The Age of Imperialism."</I> It invariably referred to the Spanish-American War of 1898 and the conquest of the Philippines that followed. It seemed that American imperialism lasted only a relatively few years. There was no overarching view of U.S. expansion that might lead to the idea of a more far-ranging empire -- or period of <I>"imperialism."</I> <P>

I recall the classroom map (labeled <I>"Western Expansion"</I>) which presented the march across the continent as a natural, almost biological phenomenon. That huge acquisition of land called <I>"The Louisiana Purchase"</I> hinted at nothing but vacant land acquired. There was no sense that this territory had been occupied by hundreds of Indian tribes which would have to be annihilated or forced from their homes -- what we now call <I>"ethnic cleansing"</I> -- so that whites could settle the land, and later railroads could crisscross it, presaging <I>"civilization"</I> and its brutal discontents. <P>

Neither the discussions of <I>"Jacksonian democracy"</I> in history courses, nor the popular book by Arthur Schlesinger Jr., The Age of Jackson, told me about the <I>"Trail of Tears,"</I> the deadly forced march of <I>"the five civilized tribes" </I>westward from Georgia and Alabama across the Mississippi, leaving 4,000 dead in their wake. No treatment of the Civil War mentioned the Sand Creek massacre of hundreds of Indian villagers in Colorado just as <I>"emancipation"</I> was proclaimed for black people by Lincoln's administration. <P>

That classroom map also had a section to the south and west labeled <I>"Mexican Cession."</I> This was a handy euphemism for the aggressive war against Mexico in 1846 in which the United States seized half of that country's land, giving us California and the great Southwest. The term <I>"Manifest Destiny,"</I> used at that time, soon of course became more universal. On the eve of the Spanish-American War in 1898, the Washington Post saw beyond Cuba: <I>"We are face to face with a strange destiny. The taste of Empire is in the mouth of the people even as the taste of blood in the jungle."</I> <P>

The violent march across the continent, and even the invasion of Cuba, appeared to be within a natural sphere of U.S. interest. After all, hadn't the Monroe Doctrine of 1823 declared the Western Hemisphere to be under our protection? But with hardly a pause after Cuba came the invasion of the Philippines, halfway around the world. The word <I>"imperialism"</I> now seemed a fitting one for U.S. actions. Indeed, that long, cruel war -- treated quickly and superficially in the history books -- gave rise to an Anti-Imperialist League, in which William James and Mark Twain were leading figures. But this was not something I learned in university either. <P> <B>

The "Sole Superpower" Comes into View </B> <P>

Reading outside the classroom, however, I began to fit the pieces of history into a larger mosaic. What at first had seemed like a purely passive foreign policy in the decade leading up to the First World War now appeared as a succession of violent interventions: the seizure of the Panama Canal zone from Colombia, a naval bombardment of the Mexican coast, the dispatch of the Marines to almost every country in Central America, occupying armies sent to Haiti and the Dominican Republic. As the much-decorated General Smedley Butler, who participated in many of those interventions, wrote later: <I>"I was an errand boy for Wall Street."</I>

At the very time I was learning this history -- the years after World War II -- the United States was becoming not just another imperial power, but the world's leading superpower. Determined to maintain and expand its monopoly on nuclear weapons, it was taking over remote islands in the Pacific, forcing the inhabitants to leave, and turning the islands into deadly playgrounds for more atomic tests. <P>

In his memoir, No Place to Hide, Dr. David Bradley, who monitored radiation in those tests, described what was left behind as the testing teams went home: <I>"[R]adioactivity, contamination, the wrecked island of Bikini and its sad-eyed patient exiles."</I> The tests in the Pacific were followed, over the years, by more tests in the deserts of Utah and Nevada, more than a thousand tests in all. <P>

When the war in Korea began in 1950, I was still studying history as a graduate student at Columbia University. Nothing in my classes prepared me to understand American policy in Asia. But I was reading I. F. Stone's Weekly. Stone was among the very few journalists who questioned the official justification for sending an army to Korea. It seemed clear to me then that it was not the invasion of South Korea by the North that prompted U.S. intervention, but the desire of the United States to have a firm foothold on the continent of Asia, especially now that the Communists were in power in China. <P>

Years later, as the covert intervention in Vietnam grew into a massive and brutal military operation, the imperial designs of the United States became yet clearer to me. In 1967, I wrote a little book called Vietnam: The Logic of Withdrawal. By that time I was heavily involved in the movement against the war. <P>

When I read the hundreds of pages of the Pentagon Papers entrusted to me by Daniel Ellsberg, what jumped out at me were the secret memos from the National Security Council. Explaining the U.S. interest in Southeast Asia, they spoke bluntly of the country's motives as a quest for <I>"tin, rubber, oil."</I> <P>

Neither the desertions of soldiers in the Mexican War, nor the draft riots of the Civil War, not the anti-imperialist groups at the turn of the century, nor the strong opposition to World War I -- indeed no antiwar movement in the history of the nation reached the scale of the opposition to the war in Vietnam. At least part of that opposition rested on an understanding that more than Vietnam was at stake, that the brutal war in that tiny country was part of a grander imperial design. <P>

Various interventions following the U.S. defeat in Vietnam seemed to reflect the desperate need of the still-reigning superpower -- even after the fall of its powerful rival, the Soviet Union -- to establish its dominance everywhere. Hence the invasion of Grenada in 1982, the bombing assault on Panama in 1989, the first Gulf war of 1991. Was George Bush Sr. heartsick over Saddam Hussein's seizure of Kuwait, or was he using that event as an opportunity to move U.S. power firmly into the coveted oil region of the Middle East? Given the history of the United States, given its obsession with Middle Eastern oil dating from Franklin Roosevelt's 1945 deal with King Abdul Aziz of Saudi Arabia, and the CIA's overthrow of the democratic Mossadeq government in Iran in 1953, it is not hard to decide that question. <P> <B>

Justifying Empire </B> <P>

The ruthless attacks of September 11th (as the official 9/11 Commission acknowledged) derived from fierce hatred of U.S. expansion in the Middle East and elsewhere. Even before that event, the Defense Department acknowledged, according to Chalmers Johnson's book The Sorrows of Empire, the existence of more than 700 American military bases outside of the United States. <P>

Since that date, with the initiation of a <I>"war on terrorism,"</I> many more bases have been established or expanded: in Kyrgyzstan, Afghanistan, the desert of Qatar, the Gulf of Oman, the Horn of Africa, and wherever else a compliant nation could be bribed or coerced. <P>

When I was bombing cities in Germany, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, and France in the Second World War, the moral justification was so simple and clear as to be beyond discussion: We were saving the world from the evil of fascism. I was therefore startled to hear from a gunner on another crew -- what we had in common was that we both read books -- that he considered this <I>"an imperialist war."</I> Both sides, he said, were motivated by ambitions of control and conquest. We argued without resolving the issue. Ironically, tragically, not long after our discussion, this fellow was shot down and killed on a mission. <P>

In wars, there is always a difference between the motives of the soldiers and the motives of the political leaders who send them into battle. My motive, like that of so many, was innocent of imperial ambition. It was to help defeat fascism and create a more decent world, free of aggression, militarism, and racism. <P>

The motive of the U.S. establishment, understood by the aerial gunner I knew, was of a different nature. It was described early in 1941 by Henry Luce, multi-millionaire owner of Time, Life, and Fortune magazines, as the coming of <I>"The American Century." </I>The time had arrived, he said, for the United States <I>"to exert upon the world the full impact of our influence, for such purposes as we see fit, and by such means as we see fit." </I> <P>

We can hardly ask for a more candid, blunter declaration of imperial design. It has been echoed in recent years by the intellectual handmaidens of the Bush administration, but with assurances that the motive of this <I>"influence"</I> is benign, that the <I>"purposes"</I> -- whether in Luce's formulation or more recent ones -- are noble, that this is an <I>"imperialism lite."</I> As George Bush said in his second inaugural address: <I>"Spreading liberty around the world... is the calling of our time."</I> The New York Times called that speech <I>"striking for its idealism."</I> <P>

The American Empire has always been a bipartisan project -- Democrats and Republicans have taken turns extending it, extolling it, justifying it. President Woodrow Wilson told graduates of the Naval Academy in 1914 (the year he bombarded Mexico) that the U.S. used <I>"her navy and her army... as the instruments of civilization, not as the instruments of aggression."</I> And Bill Clinton, in 1992, told West Point graduates:<I> "The values you learned here... will be able to spread throughout the country and throughout the world."</I> <P>

For the people of the United States, and indeed for people all over the world, those claims sooner or later are revealed to be false. The rhetoric, often persuasive on first hearing, soon becomes overwhelmed by horrors that can no longer be concealed: the bloody corpses of Iraq, the torn limbs of American GIs, the millions of families driven from their homes -- in the Middle East and in the Mississippi Delta. <P>

Have not the justifications for empire, embedded in our culture, assaulting our good sense -- that war is necessary for security, that expansion is fundamental to civilization -- begun to lose their hold on our minds? Have we reached a point in history where we are ready to embrace a new way of living in the world, expanding not our military power, but our humanity?

 <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.howardzinn.org/">Howard Zinn </A> </font>is the author of, "A People's History of the United States," "Voices of a People's History" (with Anthony Arnove), and <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/0872864758?tag=commondreams-20/ref=nosim">"A Power Governments Cannot Suppress."</A> His newest book is <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/0805087443/ref=nosim/?tag=nationbooks08-20">A People's History of American Empire</A>, the story of America in the world, told in comics form, with Mike Konopacki and Paul Buhle in the American Empire Project book series. An animated video adapted from this essay with visuals from the comic book and voiceover by Viggo Mortensen, as well as a section of the book on Zinn's early life, can be viewed by <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Arn3lF5XSUg&eurl=http://www.tomdispatch.com/p/zinn">clicking here</A>.
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Manifest Destiny? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery
</font> <P>



NEXT MONTH, Israel will celebrate its 60th anniversary. The government is working feverishly to make this day into an occasion of joy and jubilation. While serious problems are crying out for funds, some 40 million dollars have been allocated to this aim. <P>

Bur the nation is in no mood for celebrations. It is gloomy. <P>

From all directions the government is blamed for this gloom. <I>"They have no agenda"</I> is the refrain, <I>"Their only concern is their own survival."</I> (The word "agenda", with its English pronunciation, is now fashionable in Israeli political circles, pushing aside a perfectly adequate Hebrew word.) <P>

It is hard not to blame the government. Ehud Olmert speechifies endlessly, at least one speech per day, today at an industrialists' convention, tomorrow at a kindergarten, saying absolutely nothing. There is no national agenda, nor an economic agenda, nor a social agenda, nor a cultural agenda. Nothing. <P>

When he came to power, he presented something that sounded like an agenda:<I> "Hitkansut,"</I> an untranslatable word that can be rendered as <I> "contracting", "converging", "ingathering."</I> That was supposed to be a historic operation: Israel would give up a large part of the occupied territories, dismantle the settlements east of the <I>"Separation"</I> Wall and annex the settlements between the Green Line and the Wall. <P>

Now, two years and one war later, nothing of this remains, even the word has been forgotten. The only game in town is the <I>"negotiations"</I> with the Palestinian Authority, which were a farce to start with. Like actors on the stage drinking from empty glasses, all parties pretend that there are negotiations going on. They meet, embrace, smile, pose for photographs, convene joint teams, hold press conferences, make declarations - and nothing, absolutely nothing, really happens. <P>

What is the farce for? Each of the participants has his own reasons: Olmert needs an agenda to fill the void. George Bush, a lame duck who leaves behind him nothing but ruins in every field, wants to present at least one achievement, fictitious as it may be. Poor Mahmoud Abbas, whose continued existence depends on his ability to show some political achievement for his people, clings to this illusion with all his remaining strength. And so the farce goes on. <P>

BUT ANYONE who believes that the government has no agenda, and that the State of Israel has no agenda, is quite wrong. There certainly is an agenda, but is hidden. More precisely: it is unconscious. <P>

People say that ideology is dead. That, too, is a mistake. There is no society without an ideology, and there is no human being without an ideology. When there is no new ideology, the old ideology continues to operate. When there is no conscious ideology, there is an unconscious one, which can be much more potent - and much more dangerous. <P>

Why? A conscious ideology can be analyzed, criticized, opposed. It is much more difficult to fight against an unconscious one, which directs the agenda without giving itself away. <P><

That's why it is so important to locate, uncover and analyze it. <P>

IF YOU ask Olmert, he will strenuously deny that he has no agenda. He has a perfect agenda: to make peace (which is nowadays called <I>"permanent status"</I>). And not just any peace, but a peace based on <I>"Two States for Two Peoples."</I> Without such a peace, Olmert has pronounced, <I>"the State is finished."</I> <P>

In that case, why is there no negotiation, only a farcical pretense? Why does the massive building activity go on, even in the settlements east of the Wall, well within the area that government spokespersons propose for the Palestinian state? Why does the government carry out dozens of military and civilian actions daily that push peace even further away? <P>

According to the government itself, and contrary to what it said at the beginning, it has no intention of achieving peace in 2008. At most, perhaps, maybe, there will be a <I>"shelf agreement."</I>  That is an original Israeli invention, meaning an agreement that would be put on the shelf <I>"until conditions are ripe."</I> In other words, meaningless negotiations for a meaningless agreement. Now they say that there is no chance even for that, not in 2008, not in the foreseeable future. <P>

There is no escape from the inevitable conclusion:  the government is not working for peace. It does not want peace. And, also, that there is no effective parliamentary opposition pressing for peace, nor any pressure from the media. <P>

What does all this mean? That there is no agenda? No, it means that behind the fictitious agenda, which appears in the media, there hides another agenda that does not meet the eye. <P>

THE HIDDEN agenda is opposed to peace. Why? <P>

Conventional wisdom has it that the government does not pursue peace because it is afraid of the settlers and their supporters. The peace that is being talked about - the peace of Two States for Two Peoples - demands the dismantling of dozens of settlements, including those which harbor the political and ideological leadership of the whole movement. That would mean a declaration of war on all the 250 thousand settlers, apart from those who will leave voluntarily for generous compensation. The current argument is that the government is too weak for such a confrontation. <P>

According to the fashionable formula, <I>"both governments, the Israeli and the Palestinian, are too weak to make peace. Everything must be postponed until strong leaderships emerge on both sides."</I> Some people add the Bush administration to the count - a lame duck president cannot impose peace. <P>

But the settlements are only a symptom, not the heart of the problem. Otherwise, why doesn't the government freeze them, at least, as it has undertaken again and again? If the settlements are the main obstacle to peace, why are they being enlarged even now, and why are new settlements still being set up, disguised as new <I>"neighborhoods"</I> of existing settlements? <P>

Clearly, the settlements, too, are in reality only a pretext. Something more profound is causing the government - and the entire political system - to reject peace.  <P>

That is the hidden agenda. <P>

WHAT IS the heart of peace? A border. <P>

When two neighboring peoples make peace, they fix, first of all, the border between them. <P>

And that is precisely what the Israeli establishment opposes, because it negates the basic ethos of the Zionist enterprise. <P>

True, at different points in time the Zionist movement has drawn up maps. After World War I, it submitted to the peace conference the map of a Jewish state extending from the Litani River in Lebanon to El-Arish in the Sinai desert. The map of Vladimir Ze'ev Jabotinsky, which became the Irgun emblem, copied the borders of the original British Mandate on both sides of the Jordan. Israel Eldad, one of the Stern Group leaders, distributed for many years a map of the Israeli Empire that reached from the Mediterranean to the Euphrates and included all of Jordan and Lebanon, with great chunks of Syria and Egypt thrown in. His son, the extreme right-wing Member of the Knesset Arieh Eldad, has not given up this map. And after the Six Day War, the map favored by the right-wing covered all the conquests, including the Golan Heights and the entire Sinai peninsula. <P>

But all these maps were only games. The real Zionist vision does not recognize any maps. It is a vision of a state without borders - a state that expands at all times according to its demographic, military and political power. The Zionist strategy resembles the waters of a river flowing to the sea. The river snakes through the landscape, goes around obstacles, turns left and right, flowing sometimes on the surface and sometimes underground, and on its way takes in more springs. In the end it reaches its destination. <P>

That is the real agenda, unchanging, hidden, conscious and unconscious. It does not need decisions, formulations or maps, because it is encoded in the genes of the movement. This explains, among other things, the phenomenon described in the report of senior prosecution lawyer Talia Sasson on the settlements: that all the organs of the establishment, the government and the military, without any official coordination but with miraculously effective cooperation, acted to set up the <I>"illegal"</I> settlements. Every one of the thousands of officials and officers who spent decades involved in this enterprise knew exactly what to do, even without receiving any instructions. <P>

That is the reason for David Ben-Gurion's refusal to include in the Declaration of Independence of the new State of Israel any mention of borders. He did not intend for a minute to be satisfied with the borders fixed by the United Nations General Assembly resolution of November 29, 1947. All his successors had the same approach. Even the Oslo agreements delineated <I>"zones"</I> but did not fix a border. President Bush accepted this approach when he proposed a <I>"Palestinian state with provisional borders"</I> - a novelty in international law. <P>

In this respect, too, Israel resembles the United States, which was founded along the Eastern seaboard and did not rest until it had reached the Western shores on the other side of the continent. The incessant stream of mass immigration from Europe flowed on westwards, breaching all borders and violating all agreements, exterminating the Native Americans, starting a war against Mexico, conquering Texas, invading Central America and Cuba. The slogan that drove them on and justified all their actions was coined in 1845 by John O'Sullivan: <I>"Manifest Destiny."</I> <P>

The Israeli version of <I>"Manifest Destiny"</I> is Moshe Dayan's slogan <I>"We are fated."</I> Dayan, a typical representative of the second generation, made two important speeches in his life. The first and better known was delivered in 1956 at the grave of Roy Rutenberg of Nahal Oz, a kibbutz facing Gaza: <I>"Before their [the Palestinians in Gaza] very eyes we turn into our homestead the land and villages in which they and their forefathers have lived ... This is the fate of our generation, the choice of our life - to be prepared and armed, strong and tough - or otherwise, the sword will slip from our fist, and our life will be snuffed out." </I> <P>

He did not mean only his own generation. The second, lesser known speech is more important. It was delivered in August 1968, after the occupation of the Golan Heights, before a rally of young Kibbutzniks. When I asked him about it in the Knesset, he inserted the entire speech into the Knesset record, a very unusual procedure in our parliament. <P>

This is what he told the youth: <I>"We are fated to live in a permanent state of fighting against the Arabs ... For the hundred years of the Return to Zion we are working for two things: the building of the land and the building of the people ... That is a process of expansion, of more Jews and more settlements ... That is a process that has not reached the end. We were born here and found our parents, who had come here before us ... It is not your duty to reach the end. Your duty is to add your layer ... to expand the settlement to the best of your ability, during your lifetime ... (and) not to say: this is the end, up to here, we have finished." </I> <P>

Dayan, who was well versed in the ancient texts, probably had in mind the phrase in the Chapter of the Fathers (a part of the Mishnah, which was finished 1800 years ago and formed the basis of the Talmud): <I>"It is not up to you to finish the work, and you are not free to stop doing it." </I> <P>

That is the hidden agenda. We must haul it up from the depths of our unconscious minds to the realm of consciousness in order to face it, to reveal the terrible danger inherent in it, the danger of an eternal war which may in the fullness of time lead this state to disaster. <P>

Approaching the 60th anniversary of the state, we must draw a line under this chapter of our history, exorcise the dybbuk and say clearly: yes, we have ended the chapter of expansion and settlement. <P>

This will enable us to change the course of the river. To put an end to the occupation. To dismantle the settlements. To make peace. To effect a reconciliation with the neighboring people. To turn Israel into a peaceful, democratic, secular and liberal state, that can devote all its resources to the creation of a flourishing, modern society.  <P>

And first of all: to agree on a border. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Boys Will Be Boys <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> <P>

In October of 1991, I watched the Senate Judiciary Committee question Anita Hill as part of the confirmation hearings for Clarence Thomas. I knew nothing that Hill said would derail Thomas' appointment to the Supreme Court but I thought the hearings would be informative. They were. Arlen Specter and Orrin Hatch were particularly odious and their unchallenged misogyny spoke the proverbial volumes about women in American society.  <br> <br>

I did not watch the final televised hours of the hearings. The twisted hatred on the faces of the men sitting in those chambers and the obvious and shared sexual dysfunction that motivated their questions were too much. I turned off the television with the absolute knowledge that no woman would ever be treated fairly by the men who held power in this country. <br> <br>

We are told, to this day, that the inquisition of Anita Hill by the members of the Judiciary Committee made sexual harassment less acceptable. We are told the Thomas hearings were responsible, in part, for the (questionable) political gains women have made over the past 15 years. We are told it was a turning point in American history. <br> <br>

In a stunning and brilliant stroke of political maneuvering, women were shown to be the enemy of all men.  Untrustworthy, unstable, disloyal and lying whores. It wasn't just any woman who "betrayed" Clarence Thomas.  It was a black woman. Clarence Thomas said it best: <P> <I>

And from my standpoint as a black American, as far as I'm concerned, it is a high-tech lynching for uppity blacks who in any way deign to think for themselves, to do for themselves, to have different ideas, and it is a message that unless you kowtow to an old order, this is what will happen to you. You will be lynched, destroyed, caricatured by a committee of the U.S. -- U.S. Senate, rather than hung from a tree. </I> <P>

Of course, he wasn't talking about Anita Hill. <P>

I've thought about those hearings a lot over the past few months as, once again, race and gender are used to divide and dilute any political power the rabble might accrue.  If we were not teetering on the edge of complete fascism, nuclear holocaust, famine and ecological disaster, it would have a certain ironic charm. <P>

It isn't that I think we are offered any true choices in a presidential election.  The power elite do not let just anyone have a say.  But, the process of staging a national election creates a climate.  It has a tremendous influence on the way people behave.  It, terrifyingly, sets an example. <P>

And what is happening to Hillary Clinton is bad news for women. <P>

I did not like Hillary Clinton when her husband was running for president. I didn't like her when she was First Lady.  Being from North Carolina and therefore subjected to colonization by Elizabeth Dole, I especially didn't like Clinton when she moved to New York to become a senator. And I do not like her now. <P>

I don't like her policies.  I don't like her feminism-of-convenience.  I don't like her lust for power.  I don't believe she is interested in anything other than her own self-aggrandizement.  I don't like the way she panders to audiences.  I don't like the way she manipulates social and economic classes for political gain. I don't like that she didn't kick Bill Clinton out on his cheating ass.  <P>

She is not a woman who represents any woman I know.  <P> <B>

But.... </B> <P>

Over the past few weeks, as I have witnessed the ever-growing and frenetic sexism (remember that word?) of the media, a terrible thing has happened. I've begun to feel an affinity for this elitist, manipulative and arrogant woman.  Every time I hear a story about her "power base," every time Keith Olberman salivates as he presents a distorted story about her or smugly skews his questions about her to a guest commentator, every time I see her presented as the harsh, strident, second-wave feminazi bitch everywoman, I find myself moving a little closer to a voting booth.  <P>

This country, institutionally and individually, hates women.  Hates women more than it hates black men. That was true in 1869, when the 15th amendment granted suffrage to black men but not to women of any race.  It was true when Clarence Thomas was confirmed.  It is true today.  <P>

Hillary Clinton is not the woman I would choose to be the first female president. I have long stated that I could not and would not support her. However, as spring comes to North Carolina and, for the first time in my life, our primary is getting some attention, I am forced to take a hard look at my values.  I have believed that the issues facing us in this election are too critical to be decided by race or gender.  I now wonder if they are not so important as to be decided by nothing else. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the associate editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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House The Rich <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

Once again, let's take a peek [Lifestyle theme] into the <I>"Lifestyles of the Rich ... and Cranky."</I> <P>

You think you've got it tough trying to find affordable housing or trying to figure out how you can pay for a two-bedroom apartment instead of the one-bedroom you're now in? Well you don't know the meaning of troubles, bucko, until you've walked a mile in the Guccis of those poor rich people who are dealing in the luxury housing market. <P>

Yes, the general housing market has cooled down all across America, but stop thinking about yourself. The high-end housing market is booming, and it's a struggle for folks there to get what they want. Take the case of a couple in Manhattan who recently found a sweet little duplex off Park Avenue. It was only $6 million, so of course they jumped on it. Indeed, they tacked an extra half-million dollars onto the asking price in order to fend off competing buyers. <P>

Buying it, however, was the least of their troubles. Naturally, they had to tear out the existing walls and flooring and renovate the space to suit their taste... as well as to suit their social ambitions. And, darling, luxury renovation is not for the meek. The lady of the house had to quit her banking job so she could devote full time to coordinating the restoration. There was a small army of some 50 architects, specialty decorators, expediters, staircase builders, audiovisual installers, and whatnot who were called in to make the place <I>"just so."</I> <P>

Coping with luxury housing is harder than you riff-raff can imagine. I mean when you're having kitchen cabinets built for you in Italy and purchasing a custom-made, wrap-around $30,000 couch - well, sweetheart, you're going to have some headaches. <P>

So, please, don't tell us your tacky little stories of subprime mortgage woes, and don't bore us with sadsack tales about your hunt for middle-class housing. Show a little love for those at the top, who're struggling so mightily to make do in the Gilded Age.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Building Perfect Soil <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Farmer Pete </font> <P>

Building perfect soil is an easy learning art-good for the mind & soul. Building rich, loamy soil instead of having hard compacted clay or rock solid crusted ground. You need to learn to build UP the soil with organic materials & the microbes that feed on the organic material & release the nutrients. <P>

Walking on the soil in my greenhouse is like walking on clouds of cotton.You can also use red worms, earthworms and nightcrawlers. I use crawlers cause they eat 3 times as much in 1/2 the time & their tunnels  <A HREF="http://search.yahoo.com/search?ei=UTF-8&fr=ush1-mail&p=aerate+the+soil&SpellState=n-1312301657_q-AGMJ9KVM2awxBeL/NeI7sQAAAA@@&fr2=sp-qrw-corr-top">aerate the soil</A> & their worm castings is about the best compost in the world. You need to add organic material by the ton, make raised beds and fill the walk ways FULL and let this decompose & you won't be walking in mud & when you till next season a lot of soil amendments are all ready there. Buy short, shorts for your girl as there is a lot of bending over! <P>

You need to add 1 bag of fresh cut grass (nitrogen) to 10 bags of dry leaves (carbon). You can use any aged manure but be sure if you use cow   manure -its not from a winter feeding lot, as the cows will be peeing in one spot for 4-5 months & they will release a lot of salt which is very destructive to your plants, microbes, earthworms-same with using oil based fertilizers-they too will deplete the soil to an unnatural useless medium with salt build up. <P>

If you ever drive thru the country look in the fields in the low spots and see if there's a white dried out area as the water evaporates salt. You can collect yard rakings thru the summer and build a compost pile, keep it damp & turn/mix it as needed it will heat UP.  Get a 6" piece of 3'-6' pvc pipe and drill it full of holes to allow aeration & to water the pile, place a sprinkler over the top and then stick the water hose down the aeration tube. <P>

Even with your best efforts, you may have missed something, some essential mineral is <I>"missing."</I> Like end blossom rot in tomato's, simply save all your egg shells and dump them along each tomato plant. If there is a severe calcium deficiency buy calcium pills & dissolve them in your pressure sprayer & I add multi vitamins to again ensure they get plenty of micro-nutrients-I do this at the flowering stage <A HREF="http://search.yahoo.com/search?ei=UTF-8&fr=ush1-mail&p=foliar+plant+spray&SpellState=n-1615856091_q-qzORSEUCl0TTEdFlAgFSuAAAAA@@&fr2=sp-qrw-corr-top">foliar plant spray. </A> <P>

As for building UP your compost pile there are many chicken factory's but there is the chance of getting a pile of growth hormones & penicillin that they are fed to promote growth & kept disease free. The 1% of the disease that remains is what builds these super germs, killer flu's/colds. Find an old farmstead as they will be cleaning out the chicken coop & will gladly let you shovel and haul away all you want. <P>

You may as well invest in a pick up box type trailer.  You can add sides just be sure and use stainless steel screws & hinge the ends of all 4 sides. You can buy a set of hinge pins and simply pop the pins to remove or run continuous hinges for stronger support that you can lift off and fold UP outta the way w/o taking UP 8' x 8' of space. I simply used 2 sheets of 1/2 in cut in 1/2 plywood and soaked it thru a safe wood preservative that old stuff was toxic and NEVER use old rail road ties-they are VERY toxic. To transport 1 RR tie from ND to the land of 10,000 Lies in Minnesota is a felony. As for using galvanized steel, this is made by melting zinc & lead & covering steel so the panels won't rust, they won't rust but they will leach lead into your soil or compost pile. Lead is very toxic, esp. to children.  <P>

My pile was 24' x 24' -cept I had a tractor end loader with bolt on forks to <I>"stir"</I> the compost pile-till the corporate pick up chemical farmers came thru & poisoned everything. Watch them farmers-some are careful, some are sloppy as goose chit & have so many acres to spray they don't care if the spray drifts toward your yard, turning your garden into a toxic nightmare with adverse health effects that may not show in your kids for 5, 10, 20 yrs and then it's off to no mind doctors, big pharma & insurance company battles. Your personal health is your right granted by Your creator. <P>

Notice We the People are the only ones with freedom of thought. a dog knows to lay on the sunny side of his doghouse but he knows nothing of the light spectrum or that that sunlight gives you natural vitamin D or that it's the <A HREF="http://search.yahoo.com/search?ei=UTF-8&y=Search&fr=ush1-mail&p=red+and+blue+light+spectrum&SpellState=n-3884289018_q-o.otiO2eAa4xJp9elva88gAAAA@@&fr2=sp-qrw-corr-top">red and blue light spectrum</A> that allow plants to turn the nutrients into the green pigment in the leaves or <A HREF="">chlorophyll</A>. <P>

So get started, get dirty & learn the clean smell of fresh dirt. Never use fresh animal manure-dump it in the compost pile & let it age for 1 season & you can add worms/crawlers or you can buy a microbe pack to get a head start of breaking down the material. If you actually have $$$, buy a wood, leave chipper and run everything thru that & aim it to dump right into your compost pile. This way the twigs and everything will be ready by next spring and buying bagged compost may get you started this year but you don't know what your really getting & real soon there shall be TONS of this compost sitting along the streets in every city within this Republic of America & it's truly about the only thing that is free. FTG! <P>

Next week: <B>Raised Bed Gardening & Tillers.</B> 

<br> <font color=#0000FF>  (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto: petesfarms@yahoo.com">Farmer Pete </A> </font> farms in North Dakota.
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Stop The Privatization Of Union Square Park <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#ooooFF>

By Robert Lederman </font> <P>

Union Square Park has a long and venerable history as a location for First Amendment protected activities. These include protests, union rallies, artists displaying their work and musicians. In recent years it has also become home to a wonderful Greenmarket providing fresh organic produce to thousands of New Yorkers. <P>

Unfortunately, the Parks Department's agenda of privatizing public parks now threatens to eliminate or seriously diminish many of these activities. A wealthy board member of the Union Square Partnership BID, who is also a personal friend of the Parks Commissioner, plans to build a big restaurant in the North  end of USP. This plan will result in the Greenmarket permanently losing much of the area it has occupied. <P>

The restaurant and the thousands of daily customers it expects to have will also take space away from the playground, eliminate the area where most large protests have traditionally been held, diminish the number of trees and displace many of the local residents who now use the park for recreation. Considering that the area around USP has more restaurants than any in NYC and less open green space, there is no reason to locate any restaurant there. <P>

Many local residents are communicating their disapproval of this plan to the Parks Commissioner, Adrian Benepe, whose own father, Barry Benepe, founded the Greenmarket. A lawsuit to stop it is in the works. You will also notice that street artists are displaying signs and protesting about this planned restaurant/park renovation. <P>

The Parks Department has temporarily relocated the Greenmarket to the South side of USP. They have also attempted to illegally evict all the artists from the park. <P>

In 2001 members of A.R.T.I.S.T. won a Federal lawsuit, Lederman et al v Giuliani, establishing their right to sell art in any NYC park under First Amendment freedom of speech. Please note that this Federal ruling protects the sale of visual art in the form of painting, prints, sculptures and photographs. It does not protect the sale of general merchandise such as jewelry, batteries etc. <P>

The park privatization agenda is partly due to the Mayor deliberately under funding Parks. The Parks Commissioner is forced to seek other means of raising money to make up for this, which he does by selling space in NYC Parks to restaurants, allowing huge months long <I>"Holiday Gift Markets,"</I> and corporate promotions by companies such as Disney, Sony and BestBuy, and by completely turning the operation of parks over to private corporations such as the Union Square Partnership BID, the Central Park Conservancy and the Bryant Park Conservancy. These corporate Business Improvement Districts  or BIDs are run by the city's largest real estate interests. They privatize our public parks, hire private security guards to patrol what they consider<I> "their"</I> private property, take a big cut of the multi million dollar permit fees for corporate events and gradually eliminate the public's right to use the parks for free _expression, relaxation and play. <P>

Public parks are not the same thing as real estate or other private property. They cannot, or at least should not, be bought and sold like any other commodity. They belong to the public, and are held in trust by elected officials. When those elected officials privatize our public spaces, they are violating the public trust. <P>

The artists who sell in USP are members of <A HREF="http://groups.yahoo.com/group/NYCStreetArtists/">A.R.T.I.S.T. </A>(Artists' Response To Illegal State Tactics). We urge you to help us defend the entire public's free _expression rights in this and every other NYC park. We also fully support the continued operation of the Greenmarket, which is one of the best things ever done in any NYC Park. Help us defend your public park. <P>

Contact the Parks Commissioner, Adrian Benepe at: The Arsenal Central Park NY, NY 10021 

Tell him No Privatization of Union Sq. Park! 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto:artistpres@gmail.com"> Robert Lederman </A> </font>
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-- Attention FBI -- <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

False Flag Advisory -- Bush and Israel </font> <br>

By Major William B. Fox <br>

and Captain Eric H. May <P> <B>

From Alert to Advisory </B> <P>

Last week we published<A HREF="http://www.amfirstbooks.com/IntroPages/ToolBarTopics/Articles/Featured_Authors/may,_captain_eric/May_works/May_2008_01-06/Capt._Eric_H._May_20080407_with_Major_William_B._Fox;_False_Flag_Alert--April_7-11.html"> "False Flag Alert -- April 7-11"</A> to the American people on the Internet.  Since Israel was running its largest-ever domestic military exercises during the week, everything necessary for a false flag attack was ready.  A <I>"false flag"</I> refers to an attack carried out by one government to be blamed on another, usually in order to create an excuse to start a war. <P>

We pointed out the numerous and substantial indicators from both the United States and Israel that a war with Iran might be in the works.  Since current US public opinion will not support a unilateral war against Iran, we focused on the distinct possibility that Israel or the Bush administration might manufacture public support for a war by carrying out a false flag attack against the US military target abroad or a US civilian target at home. <P>

Israel has finished its national war games, meaning that it is no longer on an active war footing.  While the immediate and extreme danger inherent in the Israeli war games is over, there is still an ongoing and considerable danger of war.  Israel's preparations demonstrate that it is preparing for war.  In the last few days, Israeli officials have made public threats to destroy Iran utterly.  Concurrently, US General David Petraeus and Ambassador Ryan Crocker have named Iran as an overt, active and increasing threat to the US. <P>

Accordingly, we are downgrading our one-week <I>"alert" </I>to an <I>"advisory" </I>enduring for the remaining nine months of the Bush presidency.  We consider this not merely a prudent precaution but an utterly necessary step.  <P>

Sources both inside and outside of the White House are speculating that George W. Bush has promised Israel a war with Iran before he leaves office.  They include Pat Buchanan, in his <A HREF="http://www.antiwar.com/pat/?articleid=12673">article</A> today, Petraeus Points to War With Iran.  He starts with<I> "The neocons may yet get their war with Iran," </I>and he ends with <I>"No, it is not Iran that wants a war with the United States. It is the United States that has reasons to want a short, sharp war with Iran." </I> <P> <B>

False Flag Facts </B> <P>

Both the US and Israel have planned or carried out well-documented false flag attacks. <P>

In 1962, the US Joint Chiefs of Staff proposed Operation Northwoods to President John F. Kennedy.  In it, they recommended a false flag attack to manufacture a pretext for an invasion of Castro's Cuba: <P>

<A HREF=" http://abcnews.go.com/US/story?id=92662">"We could blow up a US ship in Guantanamo Bay and blame Cuba.  Casualty lists in US newspapers would cause a helpful wave of national indignation."  -- ABC News: US Military Wanted to Provoke War with Cuba." </A> <P>

Israel attempted to sink a Navy ship, the USS Liberty, during its 1967 Middle East war.  Their false flag attack, carried out in collaboration with the Johnson administration, was intended to provoke the American people into supporting a US entry into the war against the Arabs, on whom the attack was to be blamed.  For half a day the Israeli Air Force and Navy strafed and torpedoed the Liberty.  When the Liberty radioed for help, the Johnson administration ordered the rest of the Navy not to render assistance.  He even recalled aircraft that had been scrambled from a carrier to assist the Liberty. <P>

Eventually word of the ongoing Israeli attack leaked out worldwide, bringing it to a halt.  Afterwards, the Johnson administration dispersed the ship's crew and threatened them with imprisonment -- or worse -- if they embarrassed Israel by telling the truth about what happened.  Admiral John McCain -- father of the Republican presidential candidate -- led a sham Navy investigation that labeled the entire incident a case mistaken identity by Israel. <P>

For more details, refer to <A HREF="http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/nationworld/chi-liberty_tuesoct02,0,66005.story?page=1">The Strike on the USS Liberty (Chicago Tribune) </A> <P><B> 

Cheerleader in Chief </B> <P>

Bush's <I>"Iraq war"</I> speech yesterday should remove any doubts about his belligerence toward Iran.  It speaks for itself as an echo of pre-Iraq war saber rattling. <P> <I>

"The regime in Tehran has a choice to make: It can live in peace with its neighbor, enjoy strong economic and cultural and religious ties, or it can continue to arm and train and fund illegal militant groups which are terrorizing the Iraqi people and turning them against Iran. <P>

"If Iran makes the right choice, America will encourage a peaceful relationship between Iran and Iraq.  If Iran makes the wrong choice, America will act to protect our interests and our troops and our Iraqi partners... <P>

"Iraq is the convergence point for two of the greatest threats to America in this new century: Al Qaeda and Iran.  If we fail there, Al Qaeda would claim a propaganda victory of colossal proportions and they could gain safe havens in Iraq from which to attack the United States, our friends and our allies. <P>

"Iran would work to fill the vacuum in Iraq and our failure would embolden its radical leaders to fuel their ambitions to dominate the region." <P> </I> <B>

Applauding All Americans </B> <P>

We believe that our mission of conscience to alert the American people has been successful so far.  Indeed, Internet editors, researchers and activists have posted a thousand publications of our alert, and we hope that they will create as many more of this, our extended advisory. <P>

Needless to say, in this most interactive medium there have been thousands upon thousands of comments agreeing with or arguing against our reasoning.  We salute all those -- on all sides -- who have weighed in on the issues.  Citizens engaging in this salutary public debate nurture our republic and honor the ideals of our Founders. <br>

Major William B. Fox is a former Marine Corps officer with experience in logistics, public affairs, and military intelligence. He is an honors graduate of the Harvard Business School and a Phi Beta Kappa graduate from the University of Southern California.  He is also the publisher of <A HREF="http:// www.amfirstbooks.com/">America First Books.</A> <br> 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is the intelligence correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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Too Much Of Nothing <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Crime Without Punishment, War Without End </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

The President of the United States <A HREF="http://abcnews.go.com/TheLaw/LawPolitics/story?id=4635175&page=1">has openly, proudly admitted</A> that he approved the use of interrogation methods that are by every measure -- including the measure of United States law -- criminal acts of torture. It is one of the most brazen and scandalous confessions of wrongdoing ever uttered by an American leader -- and it has had no impact whatsoever. No scandal, no outcry, no protest, no prosecution. <P>

This pattern has recurred over and over throughout the Bush Administration. Bush and his minions commit crimes and atrocities in secret; they move heaven and earth to conceal their filthy deeds; they squirm and squeal like panicked rats when their some small portion of their evil comes to light; they belch forth a relentless series of self-contradictory lies to cover up, obfuscate or explain away the crimes; and when at last their malefactions can no longer be denied, they trot out the president himself to say: <I>"Yeah, we did it; so what?"</I> And then....nothing happens. <P>

And now nothing is happening again. It is an astounding phenomenon. Bush is the most widely despised president in modern times.  The war he launched on false pretenses against Iraq is deeply unpopular, and is plainly bankrupting the country. His economic policies have plunged millions into ruin, want and insecurity.  The opposition political party controls the Congress -- a bastion they could have used as a bully pulpit to rally the public and as a battering ram to bring down an openly criminal, shamelessly unconstitutional, dangerous, illegitimate regime. And yet....nothing happens.  <P>

There has never been a condition of such deep, virtually catatonic civic paralysis in American history -- and few such instances in world history. There will be no good issue from all of this. No saving grace in the last act, no life-enhancing <I>"lessons learned,"</I> no character growth in the story arc, no deus ex machina, no redemption. There will only be -- at best, in the very best-case scenario imaginable -- a long, slow agonizing slog through the ruins, a hard, interminable labor of waste disposal and reclamation, in a much-diminished world. <P>

And yet the sleepwalking goes on. For not only is Bush never chastened or hobbled by revelations that ordinarily would topple even the strongest government in any nation with even a tincture of democracy -- he and his cronies simply move on from each exposed outrage to even greater crimes. And that is what is happening today. Even as Bush was telling ABC News about his approval of the White House torture meetings -- where the nation's most august figures of state watched CIA men act out torture techniques for them -- he and his minions were also bolting the last rivets onto their latest war machine: the engine of murder and destruction they have prepared for Iran. <P>

The same process of deception and fearmongering that led to the Iraq invasion is being played out again. And once again, the Establishment press is playing an indispensible role in formenting a new act of mass murder. Once again, the media mandarins are shoveling horseshit directly from the White House down the gullets of the American people. <P>

Last week, the Bush Regime used the Establishment house organs, <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/04/11/AR2008041101606.html">the Washington Post</A> and <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/12/world/middleeast/12policy.html?_r=3&scp=10&sq=Iran&st=nyt&oref=slogin&oref=slogin&oref=slogin">the New York Times</A>, to announce that Iran is now the main U.S. enemy in Iraq. Both reports were laden with the usual unchallenged, unfiltered, unquestioned spin from the usual unnamed <I>"senior U.S. officials"</I> about Iran's <I>"malign influence"</I> in arming, training and directing deadly Shiite militia attacks against U.S. forces. <P>

For two years now, Bush and his accomplicies have been methodically laying the groundwork for another specious casus belli (<I>"Iran killing American troops!"</I>); manipulating the ever-eager-to-be-manipulated corporate media and Congress into swallowing every shift in the propaganda line; conducting their <A HREF="http://www.newyorker.com/archive/2006/04/17/060417fa_fact">training for bomb runs on Iran</A> (including scenarios for <I>"tactical"</I> nuclear attacks); moving attack fleets into the Persian Gulf and elsewhere within easy striking distance of Iran, building outposts on the Iranian border; running covert ops inside Iran (with the assistance of <A HREF="http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/world/para/mek.htm">a terrorist cult</A> once used as enforcers by Saddam Hussein). Now, with the aid of stories like those above, they are <I>"rolling out the product," </I>getting the <I>"Iran is the Enemy"</I> story front and center, no longer building it from the edges but making it the propaganda focus for the final act of Bush's bloodsoaked Grand Guignol. <P>

One could write yards of exegesis on these articles, unpacking the outright lies, the skewed, misinformed -- and misinforming -- <I>"analysis,"</I> the innumerable false assumptions built on old lies swallowed long before:<A HREF="http://empireburlesquenow.blogspot.com/2005/05/progeny-of-fear-and-corruption.html"> <I>"lies that no longer know they are lies</A>, because they are the children and grandchildren of lies."</I> This kind of exercise has great value, of course -- if only to demonstrate, to ourselves and to future generations, that not everyone was willing to gobble down horseshit at the order of killers and torturers, and their simpering courtiers. [For an excellent example, see Juan Cole's takedown of the lies of the scribes and courtiers here: <A HREF="http://www.juancole.com/2008/04/iran-supported-al-maliki-against.html">Iran Supported al-Maliki Against Militias.</A>] <P>

But ultimately, on the ground, it will not change a thing. The sharpest truth, shouted like a trumpet blast, will not wake the sleepwalkers now. Nothing has pierced the shadows and fog so far, nothing has roused their moral sense, their legal sense, their political sense; nothing has stirred them to take action against the torture, the secret prisons, the concentration camp at Guantanamo Bay, the ludicrous farce and <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=867&Itemid=135">deadly tyranny of the "Unitary Executive" cult</A> -- and the never-ending act of mass murder and rape that is the war in Iraq. Will they stir now to stop another war crime in Iran? <P>

No, it's obvious now that we must drink this bitter cup to the dregs. The sleepwalkers have encompassed us all in their nightmare. And how terrible, how terrible will be the awakening.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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About Seeds <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By David I. Theodoropoulos </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"They do not want to know that centralization is not only the death-knell of liberty, but also of health and beauty, of art and science, all these being impossible in a clock-like, mechanical atmosphere." ~~~ Emma Goldman. <P>

"Ignorance is preferable to error; and he is less remote from the truth who believes nothing, than he who believes what is wrong." ~~~ Thomas Jefferson. <P>

"The Public Domain Seed Pledge <P>

We recognize that the biological diversity of the Earth has intrinsic value, beyond any value to humanity. <P>

We recognize that the biological diversity of the Earth is the result of ages of evolution by the community of all living beings, therefore humanity's efforts at breeding or selecting improved varieties for our own use only builds on the fruits of countless generations of effort by the whole of life. <P>

We recognize that existing cultivated varieties are the result of the efforts of countless generations of gardeners and farmers throughout the world, therefore our own efforts at breeding or selection of improved varieties only builds on these gifts that have been freely shared with us by our ancestors. <P>

THEREFORE we recognize that the biological diversity of the Earth, and the diversity of all cultivated species are the common heritage of all life, and of all humanity, and we REJECT the theft of the biological commons by individuals, corporations, and governments through plant patenting, gene patenting, Plant Breeder's Rights (PBR), Plant Variety Protection (PVP), or any other form of intellectual property applied to living things. We reject life patents in any form. <P>

We pledge that we will not patent or otherwise seize control over the varieties we produce or reproduce. We pledge that we will not sell or distribute patented or PVP- or PBR-controlled seeds or plants in any form. Further, we will distribute the seeds and plants which are in our trust only with the express prohibition of their use in any breeding, selection, genetic engineering or any other activity which is intended to result in any form of life patent, so that the seeds, plants, their progeny, and all genetic material will remain in the public domain in perpetuity." ~~~ J.L. Hudson, Seedsman, 1 January 2002 <P> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <B>

About Difficult Seeds </B> <P>

Over millions of years, wild plants have evolved germination strategies which ensure their survival, but which may not be convenient for the home gardener who wants a quick and even stand of plants from a packet of seed. Many seeds sprout irregularly, so that if the first flush of seedlings is killed by adverse weather, insect predation, etc., more will come along to take their place. In adaptation to various environments, some seeds need periods of cold, warmth, darkness or light, fire, etc. Some have seedcoats of varying hardness or impermeability, and others contain chemical germination inhibitors which must be leached from the seed before it can sprout. Some species disperse themselves over wide areas by being eaten by animals, the seed sprouting far from the mother plant, the seedcoat softened by digestive juices. Many seeds have internal clocks, and give much higher germination at certain times of the year, regardless of the treatment given. All seeds wait for the correct time and conditions before sprouting, and the gardener must mimic those conditions to ensure successful germination. <P>

We are continually testing seed for germination, and conduct research into improving methods of handling difficult species. For slow seeds, which take months or years, making a standard test impractical, we may use 2,3,5-triphenyltetrazolium chloride to test for hydrogenase enzyme activity, which quickly indicates whether there is a living embryo in the seed. It can take years of research to determine the best ways to germinate a specific species. Oryzopsis seed has been studied for over 50 years, yet we still do not fully understand its requirements. Even then, seed collected from one population may germinate readily, yet the same species gathered in a cold-winter area may need cold treatment. <P>

We offer many seeds which are easy, and sprout quickly and evenly. But with some you must be prepared to experiment, be patient, and use your initiative and intuition. Remember that with some rare species, you are venturing into unknown territory. Most corporate seed companies will not carry difficult seeds, only selling, easy, mass-produced varieties. We like to offer a more challenging alternative.  ~~~ J.L. Hudson, Seedsman, November 1989. <P> <B>

About Organic Seeds </B> <P>

One of my earliest memories is of watching my father turn the compost pile. The sight of the teeming life within the pile, and the warmth and rich scents it gave off, are still so clear to me that I feel like I could reach out into that memory, and pull myself through, shedding a half-century of years and return to that happy summer day. I learned organic gardening from my father, and have practiced it to this day. A few years ago, when visiting my father, I noticed some weed killer in the garage - a strange and unexpected sight, and I did not realize at the time that it was one of the first signs of the Alzheimer's that finally killed him. So it was only madness that brought him to put poison on his land, and this pointed out to me again the madness of industrial agriculture. <P>

There are over 6 billion people in the world, and all of us need to eat. Can this number of people be fed by organic agriculture? Without fossil-fuel mined phosphates, without fossil-fuel fixed nitrogen? Without fossil-fuel driven tractors to till, and trucks to take the food to people? <P>

Maybe. We don't know. It would take a massive, worldwide reorganization of human society to achieve this. <P>

Can this be done? <P>

When the oil runs out, we, or our descendents, will find out. <P>

Until that time, we support an orderly move towards a more sustainable, more regenerative agriculture. Theoretically, we have the knowledge and the technology to make this transition with minimal suffering, but we feel it is unlikely that humanity will choose to take the steps necessary to create a viable future. Currently, our species is on a path that seems destined to create a future of the maximum possible human suffering. <P>

While we use organic methods ourselves, and we fully support organic agriculture, we must object to the <I>"organic seed requirement"</I> of current law. This requires organic growers to plant only organically-grown seed, otherwise their crop will not be considered <I>"organic."</I> <P>

Most people do not realize that this requirement was inserted into the law at the request of a large corporate seed company in one of their attempts to gain control of the organic seed market, or that many in industrial agriculture support the organic seed requirement because it will be an additional burden on organic farmers, which will lessen their economic viability. <P>

There are currently some exemptions to the organic requirement, but again, the corporations are pressing for and <I>"end to the loopholes,"</I> and claim that no matter what the cost of organic seed, or no matter how limited the selection of organic varieties, that this is no excuse for organic growers to fail to buy their product. <P>

We are also seeing serious profiteering by a few organic seed suppliers at the expense of their fellow organic growers, with some organic seed selling for ten times or more the cost of conventional seed. There is absolutely no excuse for this - NO organic seed is worth TEN times its conventional counterpart. <P>

While we fully support the move towards the organic production of seed, we do not believe that there is any solid evidence that organic crops grown from conventional seed are any different from those grown from organic seed. In over thirty years distributing seeds, we have seen excellent organic seed as well as excellent conventional seed, and poor organic and poor conventional seed. We do believe that organically-grown crops are superior in many ways to those grown by industrial agriculture. <P>

The key to the quality of seed lies in the DNA - the genetic content of the seed, and only secondarily from the conditions of production, harvest, drying, and storage. Without good DNA, no matter what the conditions of production, the seed will not be worthwhile to plant. <P>

For example, wild-collected seed is not considered to be <I>"organic."</I> If a grower wants to produce an organic crop of a medicinal plant, and that seed is available as certified organic, under current rules she must use the organic seed, and cannot use the wild-collected seed. Wild populations of medicinal plants may vary considerably in the specific medicinal properties, or in adaptation to specific local conditions, and several organic growers have expressed concern that some medicinal crops in cultivation are in serious need of the greater genetic diversity that would come from an infusion of wild genes from wild plants. Under current rules, plants grown from wild seed could never enter the organic market. This is causing the same kind of genetic uniformity seen in conventional agriculture, which is contrary to organic principles of diversity. <P>

Also, many traditional vegetable varieties vary considerably - some growers are careful about reselection for superior traits, others are not. If a specific variety is available as <I>"organic,"</I> an organic grower would be required to use the seed, regardless of quality. <P>

We support organic agriculture, and we also support small-scale, family farms. Should we purchase <I>"organic"</I> seed produced by a large corporation, or seed from a struggling small farm who does not happen to have organic certification? What would you do? <P>

We believe that organic growers need the freedom to plant the best seeds and the best varieties they can find, regardless of how they were produced. We feel that the dangers of the loss of genetic variation in our food crops by the limitation of available variety, and the consolidation of control of seeds by corporate interests, currently far outweigh the advantages of <I>"organic seed."</I> <P>

When we have spoken about our concerns with organic growers, most have heartily agreed with our views, but a few have taken a very fundamentalist hard-line that "We support 'organic' no matter what!" and that organic seeds should be required no matter what other harm this causes. We would suggest that it would make more sense for these organic purists to also require that organic growers may not use plastic irrigation pipe (a major source of toxins), or any fossil fuel or electricity (sources of environmental harm) in their operations or when transporting their product to market. Should we require that organic growers use only human and animal power to plow and ox-carts to carry their produce to market? The <I>"agri-smog"</I> of pesticides from California's agricultural Central Valley is killing frogs downwind, high in the Sierra Nevada. Can any grower downwind of this kind of agriculture be considered truly <I>"organic?"</I> <P>

In the summer of 2004, we replaced some of our aging, flexible black polyethylene waterlines with larger-diameter, more permanent buried PVC pipe with glued connections. Periodically I emptied the pipeline and refilled it, checking the expelled air - for over 6 months, it smelled strongly of PVC solvent, and now (November 2005), over a full year later, it still smells faintly of solvent. The solvents used in PVC glue are toxic, and no doubt contaminate the water the pipes carry to our plants - for this reason we flush them before use. Although miles of PVC pipe are used in organic operations, we know of no other organic grower that has checked this source of toxins. Should we require that organic growers use expensive steel pipe? Should we require that water lines not be used for a year, until all trace of solvent has dissipated into the air? Should we be absolutists, and make it even harder than it already is for small growers to remain economically viable, or do we accept the reality that nowhere on the planet is free of man-made toxins? <P>

We would like to point out, that while we fully support organic agriculture, we do not support fundamentalism, irrationality, or superstition, and we certainly do not support profiteering or corporate attempts to control organic seed supplies. We are opposed to making organic agriculture into a fundamentalist religion, and we are opposed to the theft of the word <I>"organic"</I> by government bureaucracy, and we are opposed to the corporate takeover of the <I>"organic movement."</I> <P> <I>

"Wait a decade or two and every potato coming out of the state of Idaho will be labeled 'organic', a word already under very serious stress. The process will be entirely predictable. The big food companies will buy federal and state legislation designed to put the small producers out of business, the same way the meat companies finished off the small packers and processors years ago, by insisting on hundreds of thousands of dollars worth of stainless steel and other 'sanitary' equipment, all intended to bankrupt the local sausage or ham maker. Wall-Mart's buying power will drive down organic food prices and start to drive small farmers to the wall." </I> ~~~ Alexander Cockburn, <I>"Wall-Mart's Coming Lunge into Organic Food,"</I> an article on the corporate takeover of organic and the weakening of organic standards. <P>

We need to build bridges, not walls. Instead of a black/white - organic/conventional standoff, with the small-scale grower caught in the cross-fire, we need to provide for a whole range of possibilities that will allow farmers to easily move along a spectrum of alternatives towards a healthy agriculture, rather than building a wall they must vault over. <P>

Take back organic! <P> <B>

About Hybrids </B> <P>

The word hybrid is used in two very different ways in the seed trade. First, to designate F-1 hybrids, and second, to designate open-pollinated plants which originated in the crossing of two distinct varieties or species. <P>

F-1 means <I>'first filial generation,'</I> and F-1 hybrids are the first generation produced by crossing unlike parents, the offspring of which exhibit <I>'heterosis'</I> (hybrid vigor) and are very uniform. The characters of F-1 hybrids are not stable, so that seed saved from F-1 plants will not come true, and may produce many distinct types in the second generation, often reverting to various ancestral forms. Therefore, the original cross must be repeated each year in order to produce seed. <P>

The second meaning of the word is much older, going back to the last century. Many flower mixtures are called <I>'Hybrids' </I>or<I> 'New Hybrids.'</I> These are not F-1 hybrids. They are the result of crossing unlike parents in order to produce variation, the progeny were then selected for desired attributes such as new flower colors, etc., and these characters fixed by selection. These are open pollinated, and are relatively fixed. The original crosses are not repeated - the various strains are kept pure by selection and isolation. I distribute this type of seed. <P>

Open pollinated. or O.P., means that bees, wind, and the agencies of nature are allowed to pollinate the flowers, rather than by emasculating the flowers and applying pollen by hand as in F-1 hybrids. <P>

I do not distribute F-1 hybrids. First, because the grower cannot save his own seed from them to multiply the plants as he chooses. This insures the gardener's and farmer's dependence on the seed company to produce and sell the seed to him each year. Second, gaze at a field of F-1 plants. They appear to be almost machine-made. This genetic uniformity of the first generation causes vulnerability to crop failure. This occurred in the wheat stem rust epidemic of 1954 which took 75% of the crop, and in the southern corn blight epidemic of 1970, which destroyed 20% of the crop. A famous example of disease wiping out genetically similar plants was the Irish potato blight of the 1830's, in which 2 million people starved, and 2 million fled, reducing the country's population by half. Third, the widespread cultivation of F-1 hybrids to the exclusion of the old open pollinated varieties narrows the genetic base of our crops, and contributes to the 'genetic wipe-out' which is alarming biologists and agronomists throughout the world. Finally, the methods used to produce the F-1 seed each year are inhumane, and contribute to the exploitive world-view which is destroying our environment. <P>

An important point: in wild nature, hybridization between populations, races, varieties and species is a common, natural occurrence. In wild nature this is a highly beneficial process, promoting diversity and evolution. The objection here is to controlled, large-scale industrial production of hybrids, leading to uniformity rather than diversity, and leading to the corporate control of germplasm. There is no problem with natural hybridization, or with home gardeners experimenting with hybridizing plants in their backyards, except that each individual should give consideration to the ethical questions about the invasiveness and inhumaneness of the procedure. <P>

Certain people have mis-interpreted our opposition to hybrid seeds as a justification of their erroneous ideas against so-called <I>"race-mixing."</I> I would like to make it very clear that the classification of human beings on the basis of skin color or other superficial characteristics is not biologically sound. A rose of any color is a rose. The equality of human races is a scientific fact, as is the fact that there is no such thing as a <I>"pure"</I> race. Contrary to racist superstitions, it is a scientific fact that the mingling of human races socially, culturally, and by intermarriage is a highly beneficial process, and should be encouraged.~~~ J.L. Hudson, Seedsman, 1974, 1986 and 1996. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.jlhudsonseeds.net/index.htm"> David I. Theodoropoulos </A> </font>is an independent conservation biologist specializing in germplasm conservation, seed banking, the biology of anthropogenic dispersal, ethnobotany, scientific ethics, and issues concerning the biological commons, the cultural commons, belief-systems in science, intellectual property, centralization/control vs. decentralization/decontrol, and man-nature relationships.
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Elder Statesman Stiffs Soldiers <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

It is hard to blame John McCain for mocking Barack Obama as an <I>"elitist" </I>following that silly remark about bitter folks who cling to guns and religion. Rarely does the Arizona senator-one of the wealthiest members of Washington's most exclusive club-encounter such a tempting chance to masquerade as a populist. <P>

Making the most of that opportunity, Mr. McCain, the elder statesman, delivered a brief history lecture to the young upstart from Illinois.<I> "During the Great Depression,"</I> he said in a statement released by his campaign, <I>"with many millions of Americans out of work and the country suffering the worst economic crisis in our history, there rose from small towns, rural communities, inner cities, a generation of Americans who fought to save the world from despotism and mass murder, and came home to build the wealthiest, strongest and most generous nation on earth. <P>

"They suffered the worst during the Depression, but it did not shake their faith in, and fidelity to, America. They did not turn to their religious faith and cultural traditions out of resentment and a feeling of powerlessness to affect the course of government or pursue prosperity. On the contrary, their faith had given generations of their families purpose and meaning, as it does today." </I> <P>

Now this is all standard-issue rhetoric, designed to insinuate that Mr. Obama disdains traditional American culture and religious piety (although he probably attends church at least as often as Mr. McCain). Harking back to the era of the Depression and World War II, the Republican may have unintentionally emphasized both his own advanced age and the perilous condition in which his party and president have left the country and the world. <P>

The inspiring story of the <I>"greatest generation,"</I> in which he seems to be claiming honorary membership, is not only a narrative of faith and patriotism. The brave men and women who rose from America's towns and cities to defeat fascism had a stake in a democratic society <I>"worth the fighting for,"</I> to borrow the title of Mr. McCain's last best seller. Despite the terrible rigors of the Depression, they remained confident in democracy's future because a progressive government acted vigorously on behalf of them and their families-and acknowledged their service when they returned from war. <P>

When those soldiers came home to build the nation that dominated the American century, they achieved unprecedented prosperity and security thanks not only to their own work and faith, but to liberal policy that guaranteed their education, their health care and their access to credit. The original G.I. Bill of 1944 ranks among the greatest legislative works in American history, with beneficial effects on the U.S. economy that repaid its cost many times over. (Incidentally, the benefits of the original bill included low-interest mortgages with no down payment-not so different from the <I>"subprime"</I> loans that working-class homeowners are now criticized for signing.) <P>

Of course, Mr. McCain knows all this history, which raises the hard question of why he refuses to support Iraq and Afghanistan veterans with commensurate benefits. Having built his own career on his service and suffering in Vietnam, he surely must be aware that the new generation of vets receives nothing like the assistance made available to those who served with him, because the landmark bill has not been updated for so many years. The current level of benefits doesn't cover even half the cost of state college tuition for most soldiers. <P>

That is why Senators James Webb of Virginia and Chuck Hagel of Nebraska wrote the Post-9/11 Veterans Educational Assistance Act, whose cost is estimated at less than $4 billion, or approximately one-tenth of 1 percent of the total expense of the current war. They have gathered 53 cosponsors, including nine Republicans and three of the four other Vietnam veterans in the Senate, but they need 60 to defeat a likely filibuster by conservatives who never served. <P>

Incredibly, Mr. McCain has so far refused to add his name to the sponsors. His startling excuse is that he has not had any time to read the bill during the past year or so. He has time to barbecue sausages for journalists. He has time to take a bus tour glorifying his own service. And he has time to hold fund-raisers in Atlanta, New Orleans, Phoenix, St. Louis, New York, Boston, Chicago, Las Vegas and even London. <P>

But he has no time for today's soldiers. If that isn't the worst kind of elitism, what is?

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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"Believe nothing just because a so-called wise person said it. <br>

Believe nothing just because a belief is generally held. <br>

Believe nothing just because it is said in ancient books. <br>

Believe nothing just because it is said to be of divine origin. <br>

Believe nothing just because someone else believes it. <br>

Believe only what you yourself test and judge to be true." <br> </fot> <font color=#000000>

~~~ The Buddha ~~~
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The Iran Plans <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Would President Bush go to war to stop Tehran from getting the bomb?</font> <br>

By Seymour M. Hersh <P>

The Bush Administration, while publicly advocating diplomacy in order to stop Iran from pursuing a nuclear weapon, has increased clandestine activities inside Iran and intensified planning for a possible major air attack. Current and former American military and intelligence officials said that Air Force planning groups are drawing up lists of targets, and teams of American combat troops have been ordered into Iran, under cover, to collect targeting data and to establish contact with anti-government ethnic-minority groups. The officials say that President Bush is determined to deny the Iranian regime the opportunity to begin a pilot program, planned for this spring, to enrich uranium. <P>

American and European intelligence agencies, and the International Atomic Energy Agency (I.A.E.A.), agree that Iran is intent on developing the capability to produce nuclear weapons. But there are widely differing estimates of how long that will take, and whether diplomacy, sanctions, or military action is the best way to prevent it. Iran insists that its research is for peaceful use only, in keeping with the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, and that it will not be delayed or deterred. <P>

There is a growing conviction among members of the United States military, and in the international community, that President Bush's ultimate goal in the nuclear confrontation with Iran is regime change. Iran's President, Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, has challenged the reality of the Holocaust and said that Israel must be <I>"wiped off the map." </I>Bush and others in the White House view him as a potential Adolf Hitler, a former senior intelligence official said. <I>"That's the name they're using. They say, 'Will Iran get a strategic weapon and threaten another world war?' "</I> <P>

A government consultant with close ties to the civilian leadership in the Pentagon said that Bush was <I>"absolutely convinced that Iran is going to get the bomb"</I> if it is not stopped. He said that the President believes that he must do<I> "what no Democrat or Republican, if elected in the future, would have the courage to do,"</I> and <I>"that saving Iran is going to be his legacy."</I> <P>

One former defense official, who still deals with sensitive issues for the Bush Administration, told me that the military planning was premised on a belief that <I>"a sustained bombing campaign in Iran will humiliate the religious leadership and lead the public to rise up and overthrow the government."</I> He added, <I>"I was shocked when I heard it, and asked myself, 'What are they smoking?' "</I> <P>

The rationale for regime change was articulated in early March by Patrick Clawson, an Iran expert who is the deputy director for research at the Washington Institute for Near East Policy and who has been a supporter of President Bush. <I>"So long as Iran has an Islamic republic, it will have a nuclear-weapons program, at least clandestinely,"</I> Clawson told the Senate Foreign Relations Committee on March 2nd. <I>"The key issue, therefore, is: How long will the present Iranian regime last?" </I> <P>

When I spoke to Clawson, he emphasized that <I>"this Administration is putting a lot of effort into diplomacy."</I> However, he added, Iran had no choice other than to accede to America's demands or face a military attack. Clawson said that he fears that Ahmadinejad <I>"sees the West as wimps and thinks we will eventually cave in. We have to be ready to deal with Iran if the crisis escalates."</I> Clawson said that he would prefer to rely on sabotage and other clandestine activities, such as <I>"industrial accidents."</I> But, he said, it would be prudent to prepare for a wider war, <I>"given the way the Iranians are acting. This is not like planning to invade Quebec."</I> <P>

One military planner told me that White House criticisms of Iran and the high tempo of planning and clandestine activities amount to a campaign of <I>"coercion"</I> aimed at Iran. <I>"You have to be ready to go, and we'll see how they respond,"</I> the officer said. <I>"You have to really show a threat in order to get Ahmadinejad to back down."</I> He added, <I>"People think Bush has been focused on Saddam Hussein since 9/11," but, "in my view, if you had to name one nation that was his focus all the way along, it was Iran." </I>(In response to detailed requests for comment, the White House said that it would not comment on military planning but added, <I>"As the President has indicated, we are pursuing a diplomatic solution;"</I> the Defense Department also said that Iran was being dealt with through <I>"diplomatic channels"</I> but wouldn't elaborate on that; the C.I.A. said that there were <I>"inaccuracies"</I> in this account but would not specify them.) <P> <I>

"This is much more than a nuclear issue,"</I> one high-ranking diplomat told me in Vienna. <I>"That's just a rallying point, and there is still time to fix it. But the Administration believes it cannot be fixed unless they control the hearts and minds of Iran. The real issue is who is going to control the Middle East and its oil in the next ten years." </I> <P>

A senior Pentagon adviser on the war on terror expressed a similar view. <I>"This White House believes that the only way to solve the problem is to change the power structure in Iran, and that means war,"</I> he said. The danger, he said, was that <I>"it also reinforces the belief inside Iran that the only way to defend the country is to have a nuclear capability."</I> A military conflict that destabilized the region could also increase the risk of terror: <I>"Hezbollah comes into play," </I>the adviser said, referring to the terror group that is considered one of the world's most successful, and which is now a Lebanese political party with strong ties to Iran. <I>"And here comes Al Qaeda."</I> <P>

In recent weeks, the President has quietly initiated a series of talks on plans for Iran with a few key senators and members of Congress, including at least one Democrat. A senior member of the House Appropriations Committee, who did not take part in the meetings but has discussed their content with his colleagues, told me that there had been <I>"no formal briefings," </I>because <I>"they're reluctant to brief the minority. They're doing the Senate, somewhat selectively."</I> <P>

The House member said that no one in the meetings <I>"is really objecting" </I>to the talk of war.<P> <I> "The people they're briefing are the same ones who led the charge on Iraq. At most, questions are raised: How are you going to hit all the sites at once? How are you going to get deep enough?"</I> (Iran is building facilities underground.)<I> "There's no pressure from Congress"</I> not to take military action, the House member added. <I>"The only political pressure is from the guys who want to do it."</I> Speaking of President Bush, the House member said, <I>"The most worrisome thing is that this guy has a messianic vision." </I> <P>

<I>"The planning is enormous,"</I> the former senior intelligence official said, referring to the activity at the U.S. Central Command headquarters, in Florida; the Joint Warfare Analysis Center, in Virginia; and the U.S. Strategic Command, in Nebraska. <I>"Space assets, SLBMs"</I>-submarine-launched ballistic missiles-<I>"tactical air, and sabotage, coöperation from the Turks and the Russians."</I> He added that the plans include<I> "significant air attacks on their countermeasures and anti-aircraft missiles-a huge takedown." </I>He depicted the planning as hectic, and far beyond the contingency work that is routinely done. <I>"These are operational plans," </I>the former official said. <P>

Some operations, apparently aimed in part at intimidating Iran, are already under way. American Naval tactical aircraft, operating from carriers in the Arabian Sea, have been flying simulated nuclear-weapons delivery missions-rapid ascending maneuvers known as <I>"over the shoulder" </I>bombing-since last summer, the former official said, within range of Iranian coastal radars.

Last month, in a paper given at a conference on Middle East security in Berlin, Colonel Sam Gardiner, a military analyst who taught at the National War College before retiring from the Air Force, in 1987, provided an estimate of what would be needed to destroy Iran's nuclear program. Working from satellite photographs of the known facilities, Gardiner estimated that at least four hundred targets would have to be hit. He added: <I> <P>

I don't think a U.S. military planner would want to stop there. Iran probably has two chemical-production plants. We would hit those. We would want to hit the medium-range ballistic missiles that have just recently been moved closer to Iraq. There are fourteen airfields with sheltered aircraft. . . . We'd want to get rid of that threat. We would want to hit the assets that could be used to threaten Gulf shipping. That means targeting the cruise-missile sites and the Iranian diesel submarines. . . . Some of the facilities may be too difficult to target even with penetrating weapons. The U.S. will have to use Special Operations units. <P> </I>

One of the military's initial option plans, as presented to the White House by the Pentagon this winter, calls for the use of a bunker-buster tactical nuclear weapon, such as the B61-11, against underground nuclear sites. One target is Iran's main centrifuge plant, at Natanz, nearly two hundred miles south of Tehran. Natanz, which is no longer under I.A.E.A. safeguards, reportedly has underground floor space to hold fifty thousand centrifuges, and laboratories and workspaces buried approximately seventy-five feet beneath the surface. That number of centrifuges could provide enough enriched uranium for about twenty nuclear warheads a year. (Iran has acknowledged that it initially kept the existence of its enrichment program hidden from I.A.E.A. inspectors, but claims that none of its current activity is barred by the Non-Proliferation Treaty.) The elimination of Natanz would be a major setback for Iran's nuclear ambitions, but the conventional weapons in the American arsenal could not insure the destruction of facilities under seventy-five feet of earth and rock, especially if they are reinforced with concrete. <P>

There is a Cold War precedent for targeting deep underground bunkers with nuclear weapons. In the early nineteen-eighties, the American intelligence community watched as the Soviet government began digging a huge underground complex outside Moscow. Analysts concluded that the underground facility was designed for <I>"continuity of government"</I>-for the political and military leadership to survive a nuclear war. (There are similar facilities, in Virginia and Pennsylvania, for the American leadership.) The Soviet facility still exists, and much of what the U.S. knows about it remains classified. <I>"The 'tell' "</I>-the giveaway-<I>"was the ventilator shafts, some of which were disguised,"</I> the former senior intelligence official told me. At the time, he said, it was determined that <I>"only nukes"</I> could destroy the bunker. He added that some American intelligence analysts believe that the Russians helped the Iranians design their underground facility. <I>"We see a similarity of design," </I>specifically in the ventilator shafts, he said. <P>

A former high-level Defense Department official told me that, in his view, even limited bombing would allow the U.S. to <I>"go in there and do enough damage to slow down the nuclear infrastructure-it's feasible."</I> The former defense official said, <I>"The Iranians don't have friends, and we can tell them that, if necessary, we'll keep knocking back their infrastructure. The United States should act like we're ready to go."</I> He added, <I>"We don't have to knock down all of their air defenses. Our stealth bombers and standoff missiles really work, and we can blow fixed things up. We can do things on the ground, too, but it's difficult and very dangerous-put bad stuff in ventilator shafts and put them to sleep." </I> <P>

But those who are familiar with the Soviet bunker, according to the former senior intelligence official, <I>"say 'No way.' You've got to know what's underneath-to know which ventilator feeds people, or diesel generators, or which are false. And there's a lot that we don't know."</I> The lack of reliable intelligence leaves military planners, given the goal of totally destroying the sites, little choice but to consider the use of tactical nuclear weapons. <I>"Every other option, in the view of the nuclear weaponeers, would leave a gap,"</I> the former senior intelligence official said. <I>" 'Decisive' is the key word of the Air Force's planning. It's a tough decision. But we made it in Japan." </I> <P>

He went on, <I>"Nuclear planners go through extensive training and learn the technical details of damage and fallout-we're talking about mushroom clouds, radiation, mass casualties, and contamination over years. This is not an underground nuclear test, where all you see is the earth raised a little bit. These politicians don't have a clue, and whenever anybody tries to get it out"-remove the nuclear option-"they're shouted down."</I> <P>

The attention given to the nuclear option has created serious misgivings inside the offices of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, he added, and some officers have talked about resigning. Late this winter, the Joint Chiefs of Staff sought to remove the nuclear option from the evolving war plans for Iran-without success, the former intelligence official said.<I> "The White House said, 'Why are you challenging this? The option came from you.' "</I> <P>

The Pentagon adviser on the war on terror confirmed that some in the Administration were looking seriously at this option, which he linked to a resurgence of interest in tactical nuclear weapons among Pentagon civilians and in policy circles. He called it <I>"a juggernaut that has to be stopped."</I> He also confirmed that some senior officers and officials were considering resigning over the issue. <I>"There are very strong sentiments within the military against brandishing nuclear weapons against other countries,"</I> the adviser told me.<I> "This goes to high levels."</I> The matter may soon reach a decisive point, he said, because the Joint Chiefs had agreed to give President Bush a formal recommendation stating that they are strongly opposed to considering the nuclear option for Iran. <I>"The internal debate on this has hardened in recent weeks,"</I> the adviser said. <I>"And, if senior Pentagon officers express their opposition to the use of offensive nuclear weapons, then it will never happen." </I> <P>

The adviser added, however, that the idea of using tactical nuclear weapons in such situations has gained support from the Defense Science Board, an advisory panel whose members are selected by Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld. <I>"They're telling the Pentagon that we can build the B61 with more blast and less radiation,"</I> he said. <P>

The chairman of the Defense Science Board is William Schneider, Jr., an Under-Secretary of State in the Reagan Administration. In January, 2001, as President Bush prepared to take office, Schneider served on an ad-hoc panel on nuclear forces sponsored by the National Institute for Public Policy, a conservative think tank. The panel's report recommended treating tactical nuclear weapons as an essential part of the U.S. arsenal and noted their suitability <I>"for those occasions when the certain and prompt destruction of high priority targets is essential and beyond the promise of conventional weapons."</I> Several signers of the report are now prominent members of the Bush Administration, including Stephen Hadley, the national-security adviser; Stephen Cambone, the Under-Secretary of Defense for Intelligence; and Robert Joseph, the Under-Secretary of State for Arms Control and International Security. <P>

The Pentagon adviser questioned the value of air strikes. <I>"The Iranians have distributed their nuclear activity very well, and we have no clue where some of the key stuff is. It could even be out of the country,"</I> he said. He warned, as did many others, that bombing Iran could provoke <I>"a chain reaction"</I> of attacks on American facilities and citizens throughout the world: <I>"What will 1.2 billion Muslims think the day we attack Iran?"</I> <P>

With or without the nuclear option, the list of targets may inevitably expand. One recently retired high-level Bush Administration official, who is also an expert on war planning, told me that he would have vigorously argued against an air attack on Iran, because <I>"Iran is a much tougher target" </I>than Iraq. But, he added, <I>"If you're going to do any bombing to stop the nukes, you might as well improve your lie across the board. Maybe hit some training camps, and clear up a lot of other problems."</I> <P>

The Pentagon adviser said that, in the event of an attack, the Air Force intended to strike many hundreds of targets in Iran but that <I>"ninety-nine per cent of them have nothing to do with proliferation. There are people who believe it's the way to operate"</I>-that the Administration can achieve its policy goals in Iran with a bombing campaign, an idea that has been supported by neoconservatives. <P>

If the order were to be given for an attack, the American combat troops now operating in Iran would be in position to mark the critical targets with laser beams, to insure bombing accuracy and to minimize civilian casualties. As of early winter, I was told by the government consultant with close ties to civilians in the Pentagon, the units were also working with minority groups in Iran, including the Azeris, in the north, the Baluchis, in the southeast, and the Kurds, in the northeast. The troops <I>"are studying the terrain, and giving away walking-around money to ethnic tribes, and recruiting scouts from local tribes and shepherds,"</I> the consultant said. One goal is to get <I>"eyes on the ground"</I>-quoting a line from <I>"Othello,"</I> he said, <I>"Give me the ocular proof."</I> The broader aim, the consultant said, is to <I>"encourage ethnic tensions"</I> and undermine the regime. <P>

The new mission for the combat troops is a product of Defense Secretary Rumsfeld's long-standing interest in expanding the role of the military in covert operations, which was made official policy in the Pentagon's Quadrennial Defense Review, published in February. Such activities, if conducted by C.I.A. operatives, would need a Presidential Finding and would have to be reported to key members of Congress.

" 'Force protection' is the new buzzword," the former senior intelligence official told me. He was referring to the Pentagon's position that clandestine activities that can be broadly classified as preparing the battlefield or protecting troops are military, not intelligence, operations, and are therefore not subject to congressional oversight.<I> "The guys in the Joint Chiefs of Staff say there are a lot of uncertainties in Iran," </I>he said. <I>"We need to have more than what we had in Iraq. Now we have the green light to do everything we want."</I> <P>

The President's deep distrust of Ahmadinejad has strengthened his determination to confront Iran. This view has been reinforced by allegations that Ahmadinejad, who joined a special-forces brigade of the Revolutionary Guards in 1986, may have been involved in terrorist activities in the late eighties. (There are gaps in Ahmadinejad's official biography in this period.) Ahmadinejad has reportedly been connected to Imad Mughniyeh, a terrorist who has been implicated in the deadly bombings of the U.S. Embassy and the U.S. Marine barracks in Beirut, in 1983. Mughniyeh was then the security chief of Hezbollah; he remains on the F.B.I.'s list of most-wanted terrorists. <P>

Robert Baer, who was a C.I.A. officer in the Middle East and elsewhere for two decades, told me that Ahmadinejad and his Revolutionary Guard colleagues in the Iranian government <I>"are capable of making a bomb, hiding it, and launching it at Israel. They're apocalyptic Shiites. If you're sitting in Tel Aviv and you believe they've got nukes and missiles-you've got to take them out. These guys are nuts, and there's no reason to back off." </I> <P>

Under Ahmadinejad, the Revolutionary Guards have expanded their power base throughout the Iranian bureaucracy; by the end of January, they had replaced thousands of civil servants with their own members. One former senior United Nations official, who has extensive experience with Iran, depicted the turnover as <I>"a white coup,"</I> with ominous implications for the West. <I>"Professionals in the Foreign Ministry are out; others are waiting to be kicked out," </I>he said. <I>"We may be too late. These guys now believe that they are stronger than ever since the revolution." </I>He said that, particularly in consideration of China's emergence as a superpower, Iran's attitude was <I>"To hell with the West. You can do as much as you like."</I> <P>

Iran's supreme religious leader, Ayatollah Khamenei, is considered by many experts to be in a stronger position than Ahmadinejad. <I>"Ahmadinejad is not in control," </I>one European diplomat told me. <I>"Power is diffuse in Iran. The Revolutionary Guards are among the key backers of the nuclear program, but, ultimately, I don't think they are in charge of it. The Supreme Leader has the casting vote on the nuclear program, and the Guards will not take action without his approval."</I> <P>

The Pentagon adviser on the war on terror said that <I>"allowing Iran to have the bomb is not on the table. We cannot have nukes being sent downstream to a terror network. It's just too dangerous."</I> He added, <I>"The whole internal debate is on which way to go"</I>-in terms of stopping the Iranian program. It is possible, the adviser said, that Iran will unilaterally renounce its nuclear plans-and forestall the American action. <I>"God may smile on us, but I don't think so. The bottom line is that Iran cannot become a nuclear-weapons state. The problem is that the Iranians realize that only by becoming a nuclear state can they defend themselves against the U.S. Something bad is going to happen." </I> <P>

While almost no one disputes Iran's nuclear ambitions, there is intense debate over how soon it could get the bomb, and what to do about that. Robert Gallucci, a former government expert on nonproliferation who is now the dean of the School of Foreign Service at Georgetown, told me, <I>"Based on what I know, Iran could be eight to ten years away"</I> from developing a deliverable nuclear weapon. Gallucci added, <I>"If they had a covert nuclear program and we could prove it, and we could not stop it by negotiation, diplomacy, or the threat of sanctions, I'd be in favor of taking it out. But if you do it"</I>-bomb Iran-<I>"without being able to show there's a secret program, you're in trouble."</I> <P>

Meir Dagan, the head of Mossad, Israel's intelligence agency, told the Knesset last December that <I>"Iran is one to two years away, at the latest, from having enriched uranium. From that point, the completion of their nuclear weapon is simply a technical matter." </I>In a conversation with me, a senior Israeli intelligence official talked about what he said was Iran's duplicity:<I> "There are two parallel nuclear programs"</I> inside Iran-the program declared to the I.A.E.A. and a separate operation, run by the military and the Revolutionary Guards. Israeli officials have repeatedly made this argument, but Israel has not produced public evidence to support it. Richard Armitage, the Deputy Secretary of State in Bush's first term, told me, <I>"I think Iran has a secret nuclear-weapons program-I believe it, but I don't know it."</I> <P>

In recent months, the Pakistani government has given the U.S. new access to A. Q. Khan, the so-called father of the Pakistani atomic bomb. Khan, who is now living under house arrest in Islamabad, is accused of setting up a black market in nuclear materials; he made at least one clandestine visit to Tehran in the late nineteen-eighties. In the most recent interrogations, Khan has provided information on Iran's weapons design and its time line for building a bomb. <I>"The picture is of 'unquestionable danger,' " </I>the former senior intelligence official said. (The Pentagon adviser also confirmed that Khan has been <I>"singing like a canary."</I>) The concern, the former senior official said, is that <I>"Khan has credibility problems. He is suggestible, and he's telling the neoconservatives what they want to hear"</I>-or what might be useful to Pakistan's President, Pervez Musharraf, who is under pressure to assist Washington in the war on terror. <P>

<I>"I think Khan's leading us on,"</I> the former intelligence official said. <I>"I don't know anybody who says, 'Here's the smoking gun.' But lights are beginning to blink. He's feeding us information on the time line, and targeting information is coming in from our own sources- sensors and the covert teams. The C.I.A., which was so burned by Iraqi W.M.D., is going to the Pentagon and the Vice-President's office saying, 'It's all new stuff.' People in the Administration are saying, 'We've got enough.' " </I> <P>

The Administration's case against Iran is compromised by its history of promoting false intelligence on Iraq's weapons of mass destruction. In a recent essay on the Foreign Policy Web site, entitled <I>"Fool Me Twice,"</I> Joseph Cirincione, the director for nonproliferation at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, wrote, <I>"The unfolding administration strategy appears to be an effort to repeat its successful campaign for the Iraq war."</I> He noted several parallels: <P> <I>

The vice president of the United States gives a major speech focused on the threat from an oil-rich nation in the Middle East. The U.S. Secretary of State tells Congress that the same nation is our most serious global challenge. The Secretary of Defense calls that nation the leading supporter of global terrorism.  </I> <P>

Cirincione called some of the Administration's claims about Iran <I>"questionable"</I> or lacking in evidence. When I spoke to him, he asked, <I>"What do we know? What is the threat? The question is: How urgent is all this?"</I> The answer, he said,<I> "is in the intelligence community and the I.A.E.A."</I> (In August, the Washington Post reported that the most recent comprehensive National Intelligence Estimate predicted that Iran was a decade away from being a nuclear power.) <P>

Last year, the Bush Administration briefed I.A.E.A. officials on what it said was new and alarming information about Iran's weapons program which had been retrieved from an Iranian's laptop. The new data included more than a thousand pages of technical drawings of weapons systems. The Washington Post reported that there were also designs for a small facility that could be used in the uranium-enrichment process. Leaks about the laptop became the focal point of stories in the Times and elsewhere. The stories were generally careful to note that the materials could have been fabricated, but also quoted senior American officials as saying that they appeared to be legitimate. The headline in the Times' account read, <I>"RELYING ON COMPUTER, U.S. SEEKS TO PROVE IRAN'S NUCLEAR AIMS." </I> <P>

I was told in interviews with American and European intelligence officials, however, that the laptop was more suspect and less revelatory than it had been depicted. The Iranian who owned the laptop had initially been recruited by German and American intelligence operatives, working together. The Americans eventually lost interest in him. The Germans kept on, but the Iranian was seized by the Iranian counter-intelligence force. It is not known where he is today. Some family members managed to leave Iran with his laptop and handed it over at a U.S. embassy, apparently in Europe. It was a classic <I>"walk-in." </I> <P>

A European intelligence official said, <I>"There was some hesitation on our side"</I> about what the materials really proved, <I>"and we are still not convinced."</I> The drawings were not meticulous, as newspaper accounts suggested, <I>"but had the character of sketches,"</I> the European official said. <I>"It was not a slam-dunk smoking gun." </I> <P>

The threat of American military action has created dismay at the headquarters of the I.A.E.A., in Vienna. The agency's officials believe that Iran wants to be able to make a nuclear weapon, but <I>"nobody has presented an inch of evidence of a parallel nuclear-weapons program in Iran,"</I> the high-ranking diplomat told me. The I.A.E.A.'s best estimate is that the Iranians are five years away from building a nuclear bomb. <I>"But, if the United States does anything militarily, they will make the development of a bomb a matter of Iranian national pride,"</I> the diplomat said. <I>"The whole issue is America's risk assessment of Iran's future intentions, and they don't trust the regime. Iran is a menace to American policy." </I> <P>

In Vienna, I was told of an exceedingly testy meeting earlier this year between Mohamed ElBaradei, the I.A.E.A.'s director-general, who won the Nobel Peace Prize last year, and Robert Joseph, the Under-Secretary of State for Arms Control. Joseph's message was blunt, one diplomat recalled:<I> "We cannot have a single centrifuge spinning in Iran. Iran is a direct threat to the national security of the United States and our allies, and we will not tolerate it. We want you to give us an understanding that you will not say anything publicly that will undermine us. " </I> <P>

Joseph's heavy-handedness was unnecessary, the diplomat said, since the I.A.E.A. already had been inclined to take a hard stand against Iran. <I>"All of the inspectors are angry at being misled by the Iranians, and some think the Iranian leadership are nutcases-one hundred per cent totally certified nuts,"</I> the diplomat said. He added that ElBaradei's overriding concern is that the Iranian leaders <I>"want confrontation, just like the neocons on the other side"</I>-in Washington. <I>"At the end of the day, it will work only if the United States agrees to talk to the Iranians." </I> <P>

The central question-whether Iran will be able to proceed with its plans to enrich uranium-is now before the United Nations, with the Russians and the Chinese reluctant to impose sanctions on Tehran. A discouraged former I.A.E.A. official told me in late March that, at this point, <I>"there's nothing the Iranians could do that would result in a positive outcome. American diplomacy does not allow for it. Even if they announce a stoppage of enrichment, nobody will believe them. It's a dead end." </I> <P>

Another diplomat in Vienna asked me, <I>"Why would the West take the risk of going to war against that kind of target without giving it to the I.A.E.A. to verify? We're low-cost, and we can create a program that will force Iran to put its cards on the table." </I>A Western Ambassador in Vienna expressed similar distress at the White House's dismissal of the I.A.E.A. He said, <I>"If you don't believe that the I.A.E.A. can establish an inspection system-if you don't trust them-you can only bomb."</I>

There is little sympathy for the I.A.E.A. in the Bush Administration or among its European allies. <I>"We're quite frustrated with the director-general,"</I> the European diplomat told me. <I>"His basic approach has been to describe this as a dispute between two sides with equal weight. It's not. We're the good guys! ElBaradei has been pushing the idea of letting Iran have a small nuclear-enrichment program, which is ludicrous. It's not his job to push ideas that pose a serious proliferation risk."</I> <P>

The Europeans are rattled, however, by their growing perception that President Bush and Vice-President Dick Cheney believe a bombing campaign will be needed, and that their real goal is regime change. <I>"Everyone is on the same page about the Iranian bomb, but the United States wants regime change,"</I> a European diplomatic adviser told me. He added, <I>"The Europeans have a role to play as long as they don't have to choose between going along with the Russians and the Chinese or going along with Washington on something they don't want. Their policy is to keep the Americans engaged in something the Europeans can live with. It may be untenable."</I> <P>

<I>"The Brits think this is a very bad idea,"</I> Flynt Leverett, a former National Security Council staff member who is now a senior fellow at the Brookings Institution's Saban Center, told me, <I>"but they're really worried we're going to do it." </I>The European diplomatic adviser acknowledged that the British Foreign Office was aware of war planning in Washington but that, <I>"short of a smoking gun, it's going to be very difficult to line up the Europeans on Iran."</I> He said that the British <I>"are jumpy about the Americans going full bore on the Iranians, with no compromise."</I> <P>

The European diplomat said that he was skeptical that Iran, given its record, had admitted to everything it was doing, but <I>"to the best of our knowledge the Iranian capability is not at the point where they could successfully run centrifuges" </I>to enrich uranium in quantity. One reason for pursuing diplomacy was, he said, Iran's essential pragmatism. <I>"The regime acts in its best interests,"</I> he said. Iran's leaders <I>"take a hard-line approach on the nuclear issue and they want to call the American bluff,"</I> believing that <I>"the tougher they are the more likely the West will fold."</I> But, he said, <I>"From what we've seen with Iran, they will appear superconfident until the moment they back off."</I> <P>

The diplomat went on, <I>"You never reward bad behavior, and this is not the time to offer concessions. We need to find ways to impose sufficient costs to bring the regime to its senses. It's going to be a close call, but I think if there is unity in opposition and the price imposed"</I>-in sanctions-<I> "is sufficient, they may back down. It's too early to give up on the U.N. route."</I> He added, <I>"If the diplomatic process doesn't work, there is no military 'solution.' There may be a military option, but the impact could be catastrophic." </I> <P>

Tony Blair, the British Prime Minister, was George Bush's most dependable ally in the year leading up to the 2003 invasion of Iraq. But he and his party have been racked by a series of financial scandals, and his popularity is at a low point. Jack Straw, the Foreign Secretary, said last year that military action against Iran was <I>"inconceivable."</I> Blair has been more circumspect, saying publicly that one should never take options off the table. <P>

Other European officials expressed similar skepticism about the value of an American bombing campaign. <I>"The Iranian economy is in bad shape, and Ahmadinejad is in bad shape politically,"</I> the European intelligence official told me. <I>"He will benefit politically from American bombing. You can do it, but the results will be worse."</I> An American attack, he said, would alienate ordinary Iranians, including those who might be sympathetic to the U.S. <I>"Iran is no longer living in the Stone Age, and the young people there have access to U.S. movies and books, and they love it,"</I> he said. <I>"If there was a charm offensive with Iran, the mullahs would be in trouble in the long run." </I> <P:>

Another European official told me that he was aware that many in Washington wanted action. <I>"It's always the same guys,"</I> he said, with a resigned shrug. <I>"There is a belief that diplomacy is doomed to fail. The timetable is short." </I> <P>

A key ally with an important voice in the debate is Israel, whose leadership has warned for years that it viewed any attempt by Iran to begin enriching uranium as a point of no return. I was told by several officials that the White House's interest in preventing an Israeli attack on a Muslim country, which would provoke a backlash across the region, was a factor in its decision to begin the current operational planning. In a speech in Cleveland on March 20th, President Bush depicted Ahmadinejad's hostility toward Israel as a <I>"serious threat. It's a threat to world peace."</I> He added, <I>"I made it clear, I'll make it clear again, that we will use military might to protect our ally Israel."</I> <P>

Any American bombing attack, Richard Armitage told me, would have to consider the following questions: <I>"What will happen in the other Islamic countries? What ability does Iran have to reach us and touch us globally-that is, terrorism? Will Syria and Lebanon up the pressure on Israel? What does the attack do to our already diminished international standing? And what does this mean for Russia, China, and the U.N. Security Council?" </I> <P>

Iran, which now produces nearly four million barrels of oil a day, would not have to cut off production to disrupt the world's oil markets. It could blockade or mine the Strait of Hormuz, the thirty-four-mile-wide passage through which Middle Eastern oil reaches the Indian Ocean. Nonetheless, the recently retired defense official dismissed the strategic consequences of such actions. He told me that the U.S. Navy could keep shipping open by conducting salvage missions and putting mine- sweepers to work. <I>"It's impossible to block passage," </I>he said. The government consultant with ties to the Pentagon also said he believed that the oil problem could be managed, pointing out that the U.S. has enough in its strategic reserves to keep America running for sixty days. However, those in the oil business I spoke to were less optimistic; one industry expert estimated that the price per barrel would immediately spike, to anywhere from ninety to a hundred dollars per barrel, and could go higher, depending on the duration and scope of the conflict. <P>

Michel Samaha, a veteran Lebanese Christian politician and former cabinet minister in Beirut, told me that the Iranian retaliation might be focussed on exposed oil and gas fields in Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Kuwait, and the United Arab Emirates. <I>"They would be at risk,"</I> he said, <I>"and this could begin the real jihad of Iran versus the West. You will have a messy world." </I> <P>

Iran could also initiate a wave of terror attacks in Iraq and elsewhere, with the help of Hezbollah. On April 2nd, the Washington Post reported that the planning to counter such attacks <I>"is consuming a lot of time" </I>at U.S. intelligence agencies. <I>"The best terror network in the world has remained neutral in the terror war for the past several years,"</I> the Pentagon adviser on the war on terror said of Hezbollah. <I>"This will mobilize them and put us up against the group that drove Israel out of southern Lebanon. If we move against Iran, Hezbollah will not sit on the sidelines. Unless the Israelis take them out, they will mobilize against us." </I>(When I asked the government consultant about that possibility, he said that, if Hezbollah fired rockets into northern Israel, <I>"Israel and the new Lebanese government will finish them off."</I>)

The adviser went on, <I>"If we go, the southern half of Iraq will light up like a candle."</I> The American, British, and other coalition forces in Iraq would be at greater risk of attack from Iranian troops or from Shiite militias operating on instructions from Iran. (Iran, which is predominantly Shiite, has close ties to the leading Shiite parties in Iraq.) A retired four-star general told me that, despite the eight thousand British troops in the region, <I>"the Iranians could take Basra with ten mullahs and one sound truck."</I> <P>

<I>"If you attack,"</I> the high-ranking diplomat told me in Vienna, <I>"Ahmadinejad will be the new Saddam Hussein of the Arab world, but with more credibility and more power. You must bite the bullet and sit down with the Iranians." </I> <P>

The diplomat went on, <I>"There are people in Washington who would be unhappy if we found a solution. They are still banking on isolation and regime change. This is wishful thinking." </I>He added, <I>"The window of opportunity is now." </I> 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Seymour Hersh ... <A HREF="http://www.newyorker.com/"> The New Yorker </A>
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The Cavalry Isn't Coming <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

High Unemployment and High Inflation Make This Recession Different </font> <br>

By Ted Rall  <P>

KANSAS CITY--<I>"Why is this recession different from almost all other recessions?"</I> asked Herbert Barchoff. The economist, a former president of the Council of Economic Advisers, answered his own question:<I> "This is not only the usual cyclical recession, but also a structural recession."</I> <P>

Barchoff's dark assessment appeared in a letter to the editor of The New York Times---in June 1992. Then, like now, Americans were suffering through a long, grinding recession following a boom (under Reagan) that had primarily benefited the wealthy. There were mass layoffs. The real estate market had collapsed. Foreclosures were rampant. <P>

George H.W. Bush, who had expected to coast to reelection on the strength of his near 90 percent post-Gulf War approval ratings, projected a Herbert Hoover-like resolve to not lift a finger to alleviate the misery. The Federal Reserve cut interest rates, but it didn't help. Six months later, angry voters fired an out-of-touch president who seemed unwilling to fix an economy he didn't think was broken in favor of a guy who claimed to feel our pain. <P>

Barchoff, it would turn out, was too pessimistic. <I>"To reverse the excesses of the 1980's,"</I> he wrote, <I>"restructuring has been going on in massive proportions at every level. It is a rare day that newspapers do not report layoffs, often in the thousands in the industrial sector."</I> What Barchoff didn't know--few people did--was that the U.S. was about to begin the longest, broadest and biggest period of economic expansion experienced by any civilization in human history. <P>

Downsizing continued in traditional sectors like manufacturing and newspapers. Even during the Clinton boom, millions of people were ruined, forced to declare bankruptcy. Midwestern cities were reduced to rusted-out shells. But none of that mattered to Wall Street. The Internet revolution prompted so much capital investment, and generated so many new jobs--freshly minted college grads thought it perfectly normal to earn $85,000 moving around lines of HTML--that otherwise sane people began talking about a <I>"new paradigm"</I> in which <I>"the old rules no longer apply."</I> <P>

In other respects, however, Barchoff was prescient.<I> "[The then-new European Community] will substantially hurt our ability to be competitive," </I>he correctly predicted. <I>"The drop in interest rates is no solution. During the Great Depression the prime rate went to one percent, with no cure. When you are out of work or afraid of losing your job, you do not take on debt. Nor will entrepreneurs borrow even very cheap money unless there is a market."</I> <P>

The Bush Sr. recession was a grim affair. When I graduated from Columbia in 1991, the university canceled its annual jobs fair due to employers' lack of interest. But it was a picnic compared to what we're facing now. Bush Jr. could finally realize Barchoff's nightmare of a structural recession--the kind of no-way-out shock experienced by Russia after the collapse of the Soviet Union. <P> <I>

"Normal" </I>cyclical recessions feature increased unemployment, which puts downward pressure on prices. You rarely see high unemployment and high inflation at the same time. Conservative economists point to rising inflation during the late 1970s as an exception, but that wasn't even a downturn, much less a recession. Inflation was high but unemployment was low. Anyway, the inflation didn't hurt workers; during the Carter years mean wages rose faster than inflation. The opposite is true now. Real income is falling. <P>

The economy has bled 3.1 million jobs since George W. Bush assumed the presidency in 2001, the worst record since the Depression. The official unemployment rate, constantly re-jiggered to make the economy appear more robust, has risen to 5.1 percent. The long-term unemployment rate, which includes people who have had such bad luck looking for work that they've given up entirely, has doubled, to over 13 percent. <P>

Meanwhile, inflation is approaching seven percent. Again, that's the official inflation rate. Your mileage as an average American--who spends a third of your pay on housing and more and more on gas--will vary. But let's not dwell on the irony of $4-a-gallon gas resulting from a war fought to steal oil. <P> <B>

But wait. There's even more bad news. </B> <P>

Two-thirds of economic activity is generated by consumer spending. Most people are broke. So much for that two-thirds. <I>"In 2000,"</I> reports David Leonhardt in The Times, <I>"at the end of the last economic expansion, the median family made about $61,000, according to the Census Bureau's inflation-adjusted numbers. In 2007, in what looks to have been the final year of the most recent expansion, the median family, amazingly, seems to have made less--about $60,500."</I> <P>

This, says, Leonhardt, is a big deal. <I>"This has never happened before, at least not for as long as the government has been keeping records."</I> RBC Capital Markets reports that consumer confidence has fallen below 30 percent, an all-time record low. T.J. Marta, a fixed-income strategist at RBC, said: <I>"What confidence? There is no confidence. It's like 1929." </I> <P>

If Barchoff had picked up a copy of the San Jose Mercury-News in 1992, he would have read about the birth of the Web revolution, then touted as the <I>"information superhighway."</I> But there's nothing like that coming down the pike today. To paraphrase the ever-quotable Donald Rumsfeld, we're going to have to make do with the economy we have, not the one we wish we had. <P>

Liberal economists like Paul Krugman suggest a rerun of the 1930s, when FDR's New Deal employed millions to build new infrastructure like dams and bridges. But none of the three remaining presidential contenders is likely to undertake such a thing.<I> "The worst-case scenario"</I> about the 1991 war against Iraq, Barchoff said in 1992, would have been if it had lasted two years and cost an extra $200 billion. Iraq War II, now in its sixth year, is currently pegged at an estimated $3 trillion. Republican John McCain is committed to pouring more trillions into Iraq War II until victory is achieved, i.e., forever. As Democrats wary of being tarnished with the label of <I>"big spender,"</I> both Obama and Clinton will likely place fiscal discipline ahead of expansive new government programs. <P>

There is no short-term fix. In the long term, we must put more money into more people's pockets. That means higher wages and lower taxes for the poor and middle class. Some of what is needed is easy to see: a more progressive tax code, repealing laws that allow employers to harass and fire those who try to organize unions, nationalizing industries run by vampire capitalists--health insurers, private hospitals, colleges and universities. Banks encourage predatory lending while stifling saving. They ought to be re-regulated. What madness permits them to charge 30 percent on credit cards while paying one percent on passbook savings accounts? <P>

More--much more--is necessary to prevent the wholesale collapse of the U.S. economic system. A maximum wage should be imposed--the highest paid American should earn no more than ten times the lowest paid. I know, I know--none of this will happen. There will be nothing but Band-Aids and lazy rhetoric as we plummet into the abyss. It cannot be otherwise, for our politics are ossified, the media is corporatized, and we the people are dull and apathetic.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear unter gruppenfuhrer Davis, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your infighting with fellow Democrats denying some representation unless they believe in your mythology, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Political Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with ruby clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 05-25-2008. We salute you frau Davis, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 
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Standing By His Woman <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

WASHINGTON <P>

Hillary's right. <P>

The boys are holding her back. <P>

And the worst part is, they're her own boys. <P>

Fresh from pushing the preposterous Mark Penn to the rear of her leaky boat, Hillary has to deal with Bill making waves again. <P>

He spent the week taking the fun out of dysfunction, putting the "I" in id, and getting flaky just when Hillary has to be flawless. <P>

In a mystifying burst of nuttiness, right in time for the Sunday talk shows, Bill twice dredged up Hillary's rococo story about sniper fire in Bosnia. <P>

He defended his wife on confusing her facts by confusing his facts - a disconcerting reminder about what climbing back on a presidency-built-for-two would be like. <P>

"A lot of the way this whole campaign has been covered has amused me," the unamused former president said Thursday night in Boonville, Ind. <P>

He's absolutely crazed, and not just because he feels that he never got the sort of incandescent press coverage that Obama gets - except maybe when he and Al Gore were on that bus, hailed as <I>"Heartthrobs of the Heartland."</I> Bill is also crazed about the ineluctable fact that he isn't Obama. <P> <I>

"He can't compute that he's not the new kid on the block,"</I> said a former Clinton adviser.<I> "It's about his mortality - and immortality. He needs her to win because if she doesn't become president, he goes down as a minor president. If she wins, it's the Adamses and the Roosevelts and the Clintons." </I> <P>

But he knows it's going down the drain, and that Obama is the hot new thing and they're the establishment retreads. <P>

The 22nd Amendment - not to mention his dwindling political skills - prevents Bill from doing what he truly wants done: the demolition of the Obama phenomenon. Instead, he's stuck propping up a candidate who is not a natural. (See the video of Hillary dancing at a seniors' aerobics class at a Philly Y.M.C.A. Awk.) <P>

Bill's horse whisperer, Doug Sosnik, a former White House aide who was dispatched to keep him calm and play Hearts and Oh Hell with him, has been out of the country recently. His other personable aide, Matt McKenna, left to manage Hillary's Montana campaign. The Big Dog was unguarded. <P>

Hillary started telling her tall tale about Bosnia as early as January and continued until her Iraq speech on March 17 at George Washington University. <P>

Bill mistakenly asserted that she had told the story only once, at 11 p.m. when she was tired, and "immediately" admitted her mistake. <P> <I>

"And, oh, they acted like she was practically Mata Hari, you know? Just making up all this stuff,"</I> he said, adding: <I>"And you would've thought, you know, that she'd robbed a bank the way they all carried on about this." </I> <P>

Given her 3 a.m. ads - (that has got to be her hedge fund manager on the phone) - it was not very flattering for Bill to rant on and suggest that her 60-year-old brain was fuzzy. <P>

In a characteristic bout of self-pity, he accused the press of "a double-standard about misstatements."

Straining to recover on Friday and give the illusion that President Hillary would keep him reined in, Bill told the press: <I>"Hillary called me and said, 'You don't remember this. You weren't there. Let me handle it.' I said, 'Yes, ma'am.' " </I> <P>

Just as Mark Penn got Hillary into trouble with a conflict of interest on the Colombia free trade agreement, so did her husband. <P> <I>

"In the trade deal, your husband received $800,000 for four speaking engagements essentially for the trade deal or by a group that supports the trade deal,"</I> a reporter said to Hillary in Pennsylvania. <I>"You've given your money to your campaign. Is that a conflict of interest?" </I> <P>

Hillary responded with that mirthless don't-go-there laugh. <I>"I mean,"</I> she said dismissively, <I>"and how many angels dance on the head of a pin?"</I> <P>

But the dubious deals of her husband, a seven-diamond influence peddler, do provide an unsavory contrast with some of the candidate's positions. <P>

The larger point of last week's imbroglio about Bosnia is that Hillary's stretcher offers an interesting insight into her thinking. After the health care disaster, she retreated into traditional first lady duties, teas and hospital openings, traveling around the world on good-will missions. <P>

The job of first lady could be amazing for someone who took advantage of its potential; Bono shows the good that fame, properly aimed, can do. <P>

But after she got knocked back as co-president, Hillary felt trapped in the East Wing, ineffectual and marginalized, which is probably why she felt the need to retroactively add some heft to her travelogue in Bosnia and Ireland. <P>

You can't go from being a self-loathing first lady to self-aggrandizing about being first lady.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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Why Americans Are Bitter <br> </font </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

The mainstream media is making of about the remark by Senator Barrack Obama about the residents of small-town America being <I>"bitter."</I> Actually, I believe that most Americans are <I>"bitter"</I> by now and with good reason. We can begin with the fact that the last two presidential elections have not been decided by the good common sense of the voting public but by the arcane machinations and dirty tricks of the political party machinery. First, let's explore the term, <I>"bitter."</I> On the scale of unhappiness, it is to be found somewhere beyond <I>"disappointment," "disillusionment"</I> and <I>"desperation."</I> Those terms have been common in recent years and with very good reason. However, as the situation of working America continues to deteriorate, we have certainly become <I>"desperate"</I> as nobody in government appear to truly know or care. however, being bitter does not denote surrender. <P>

In the elections of 2000, the winner, who promised to be <I>"a uniter, not a divider"</I> undertook policies which created the widest division in the United States since the Civil War, not between states but between classes Instantly, he began choosing <I>"enemies"</I> throughout the world of whom we should be aware and fearful. After the second and highly successful bombing of the World Trade Center, he immediately plunged the nation into a total war against an amorphous and disconnected <I>"enemy"</I> by attacking Afghanistan which appeared to be the home base of their leadership. <P>

As it appeared that we were winning that war, though much was left to be done, we were bombarded by the fear machine regarding the other arch-enmity, the dictator of Iraq who was, we are told, prepared to attack us with nuclear weapons at any moment. When we invaded and found no <I>"weapons of mass destruction"</I> we were told that the dreaded Al Qaeda was there and we had to destroy them, (turns out that Saddam hated Al Qaeda and we found none), then we had to <I>"establish democracy"</I> and despite our having killed a million or so Iraqi civilians and lost a couple of thousand more American troops. We are now told that we may be there another generation or two since Iraq is, by nature, tribal nation rife with sectarian rivalry and do not want to become a united nation. (That, by the way, is why it was placed under a brutal dictatorship when the British left Mesopotamia.) <P>

The President keeps telling us that our economy is going through a <I>"rough patch" </I>and we should suck it up while our jobs continue to go off-shore, our homes being foreclosed, and children and elderly are dying needlessly for lack of medical care. Those who still have work are paying double for gasoline to get to work and retail prices are reaching for the sky because of the increased cost of getting merchandise from the factory or the docks to the stores. Meanwhile, the oil barons are being enriched beyond imagination by their windfall profits and the world is running out of fuel. <P>

Recently we have been made aware of the fact that there are more hired mercenaries in Iraq than there are American troops. These hired guns are paid at a much higher rate than are our own soldiers and the corporations who direct them, largely Halliburton subsidiaries or spin-offs, are pocketing huge profits, not only for that but also for their no-bid <I>"reconstruction"</I> work. Kellogg, Brown & Root, a <I>"former Halliburton"</I> firm, are providing rotten food and contaminated water for our troops courtesy of their slave-wage laborers from all over the world. We have no idea how many of these <I>"civilian employees"</I> have been killed, I suppose because the hired help don't matter. <P>

Meanwhile the leaders of Al Qaeda are no longer in Afghanistan but have crossed the border into Pakistan but we can't go there because our leaders tell us that <I>"Pakistan is our friend."</I> However, the Taliban, the <I>"extremist"</I> organization are battling us in order to return that nation to the old, traditional ways of governing by tribal rules. The titular leader who was installed by us, Pervez Musharraf, is so hated by the people that he is virtually a prisoner in the capital city and, even there, can move only with armed guard. <P>

To the citizens of a nation that, a few short years ago, was a <I>"shining city on a hill"</I> it is a revolting development to find that we are hated throughout the world and can only find <I>"allies"</I> with the payment of sufficient amounts of money. And, yes, there is the problem of money! The entire cost of the Bush misadventure has been charged to our children, grandchildren, ad infinitum, and the American dollar is no longer an advantage on the world markets. Tourists from all over the world can come here to find bargains in our stores, but Americans cannot share in their pursuits because Americans have no money! <P>

We lose our jobs, we lose our homes, we lose our sons in the war without end, and now many of us are losing our tempers! Some are old enough to remember the miseries of the Great Depression and we feel another one coming on as history is repeating itself. It seems that Herbert Hoover was also unconcerned about the plight of the ordinary American and intent on following his own Pied Piper. When the world-wide drought and food shortage hit, the United States was virtually destroyed. Now we are reading about food riots and shortages in other nations and the scientists are warning that another drought is in the making. I don't know about Pennsylvania, Senator Obama, but I know about America and we are not only bitter. We are also sick and tired of elected officials who are lying to us as they betray our trust and their oaths of office. <P> <B>

We're mad as hell and we're not gonna take it any more! </B>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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Conspiracy Theory <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Steve Earle <P>

What if I told you it was done with mirrors <br>

What if I showed you it was all a lie <br>

Better be careful, someone might hear ya <br>

The walls have ears and the sky has eyes <br>

What if I said you were only dreamin' <br>

What you wanna bet that all you gotta do <br>

Is open up your eyes and you will wake up screamin' <br>

When you realize that it's all come true <P>

Hush, now don't you believe it <br>

Cover your head and close your eyes <br>

Now, take it or leave it <br>

Go back to bed <br>

Now don't you cry <P>

Half a million soldiers fly across the water <br>

One in ten are never comin' back again <br>

Fifty thousand sons who never grew to fathers <br>

Don't you ever wonder who they might have been <br>

What if you could've been there on that day in Dallas <br>

What if you could wrestle back the hands of time <br>

Maybe somethin' could've been done in Memphis <br>

We wouldn't be livin' in a dream that's died <P>

Hush, now don't you believe it <br>

Cover your head and close your eyes <br>

Now, take it or leave it <br>

Go back to bed <br>

Now don't you cry <P>

Go on and tell yourself again there are no secrets <br>

Go on and tell yourself that you don't want to know <br>

It's best that you believe that you don't hear the footsteps <br>

That follow you around no matter where you go <br>

Maybe you were thinkin' that it didn't matter <br>

Maybe you believed nobody else would care <br>

But once you've added every little lie together <br>

You finally find the truth was always waiting there <P>

Hush, now don't you believe it <br>

Cover your head and close your eyes <br>

Now, take it or leave it <br>

Go back to bed <br>

Now don't you cry <P>

Hush, now don't you believe it <br>

Cover your head and close your eyes <br>

Now, take it or leave it <br>

Go back to bed <br>

Now don't you cry <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2002/2008 Steve Earle
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Why Christians Shouldn't Care About The Environment <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

Sermon by Pastor Deacon Fred <P>

As True Bible believing Christians(tm), we have a much better understanding about the fate of this planet than any Biologist, Environmentalist, or so-called scientist because we have a personal relationship with the Fellow who created this whole place to begin with! Friends, as True Christians(tm) then, being familiar with the Holy Bible gives you more authority than anyone who holds a post-graduate degree! That's something to be proud of - don't wince about it!  And don't let people call you crazy!  God's Holy Scriptures give the poorest farmer's servant in our congregation the power to win an argument with a Bio-Chemist, or a Nuclear Physicist - without even knowing a lick about what them folks studied in their fancy secular universities! What these ignorant unsaved, over-educated folks don't understand is that they can gather all the data, all the research and present all the facts they care to collect about any subject under the sun - but when you hold it next to child-like faith in the Almighty God, the most learned Evolutionist or Environmentalist, will widen their blind eyes in awe, and cower in fear at the truth of God's Word! Praise Jesus! For the simple truth, we need only look to our old children's Sunday School song, <I>"He's Got the Whole World in His Hands!" </I> Oh, GLORY! <P>

All this hub-bub about conserving energy, and protecting the environment is enough to make me want to pull my hair out! How about you? Why should we give a lick if our thermometers are edging up a bit, when the Lord promised He is going to turn the whole dang planet into a fire ball any minute now?  Who is going to protect the ice cubes in Greenland then, my friends?  Satan is sending out a false anxiety, and misdirected mass-hysteria about the environment! The roots of these phony fears are planted deeply into so-called <I>"facts"</I> which sprout from poisonous seeds between the hot-rocks scattered across the sandy shores of the Lake of Fire. Its Satan's way of slapping Jesus in the face while he still has a chance! A-men? The only fact these folks should really be afraid of is the fact that if they don't believe in Jesus Christ, that our loving God is going to roast them alive in Hell for eternity! Now, if you ask me - I'd be much more concerned about what is going to happen to me for eternity than I am about what's going to happen to me in the next few years! A-men? <P>

God teaches us in the Bible that <I>"thinking"</I> and "worrying" is an absolute waste of time!_ <P> <I>

Take no thought for your life, what ye shall eat, or what ye shall drink; nor yet for your body, what ye shall put on. Is not the life more than meat, and the body than raiment? Behold the fowls of the air: for they sow not, neither do they reap, nor gather into barns; yet your heavenly Father feedeth them. Are ye not much better than they? Which of you by taking thought can add one cubit unto his stature?   - Matthew 6:25 </I> <P>

Anyone who has read the Bible and believes every word will agree that worrying about our environment and trying to conserve energy (among other things) is an act of defiance against the Living God.  Friends, the Lord will take care of everything. God made the Earth and the Heavens and if He wants to destroy it all, He will!  In fact, one of the things that makes folks True Christians(tm) in the first place is that we are PRAYING for the destruction of this planet.  You see, God actually wants us to use up all the resources, because when everything is gone, it will signal the return of sweet Jesus to come kill all the <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/subjectarchive/terror.html">Muslims</A>, <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/subjectarchive/catholics.html">Catholics</A>, <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/news1207/mittromney.html">Mormons</A>, <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/news1000/hellfire.html">Hindus</A> and <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/sermons/vegans.html">Tree-Hugger-know-it-alls.</A>  If we don't end the world, God will just end it Himself.  We've got to do our duty to speed up the process.  The Bible says that God has given the world and everything in it for man to use. God wants us to do with it whatever we please! From Genesis, Chapter 1:26 we learn that God has given us dominion over <I>"every creeping thing that creepeth upon the earth!"</I> So much for endangered species! That's why we have an <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/news0600/dinner.html">Endangered Species Dinner </A>each year here at Landover! To celebrate God's love for wild game hunters! And show that God has given us any species or plant we want to eat, even if it happens to be the last of its kind! Amen? In Genesis Chapter 1:29, the Lord continues letting us know that he has given us <I>"every herb bearing seed, which is upon the face of the earth."</I> And we just learned recently that plants create the air we breathe. God is telling us then, that we can use up the air in any way we see fit! Once the air is gone, it just means that Jesus will come back, so the more pollution, the better!  Glory!  In verse 30 of the same chapter, He affirms the fact that we have dominion over <I>"every single living thing on earth,"</I> and our environment is a living thing! Folks, that means we can do whatever we want with anything we like! If we use it all up, we have to have faith that the Lord will return and provide for us again.  If you follow God's rules, supply and demand doesn't mean a lick. I think I speak for the Lord here, when I say, <I>"use it or lose it." </I> Oh, ye of little faith! Don't you know that God can simply sweep his robe across the clouds and create clean air again, if He wills it? <P>

Friends, I'm going to get a little controversial now, but someone has to speak the truth. <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/sermons/nosissy.html">The sissy Christians</A> who pick and choose whatever Bible verse they like to fit their latest agenda will burn in Hell and give off just as pleasing a scent to the nostrils of the Lord as any hell bound, America hating Muslim will. It is these pansy, false Christians whose liberal ideas are polluting the spiritual truth of God's Word. I'll say it now, and I'll say it again and again! If you are a True Christian(tm), you shouldn't be recycling. True Christians(tm) shouldn't be attending Global Warming rallies, or be celebrating Earth Day. True Christians(tm) understand that worrying about such things, or supporting such efforts is in direct conflict with the Word of God! Friends, we can sum up our Evangelical stand on <I>"Conservation"</I> by making all these fancy scientifical types understand one truth: That is if Jesus can feed five thousand people with two stinky fish and five loaves of stale bread, He can certainly turn the lights back on and make clean air by just burping! Oh, Glory! Glory! <P>

I ask that you share this message with your brothers and sisters in Christ who are not blessed enough to attend our Godly church. Rebuke them strongly for taking an interest in the fate of our planet! Tell them you are ashamed at their lack of faith and share some of the Scriptures I've shared with you here. Satan has shifted his trickery into high gear during these last days. He'll do anything he can do to deter you from keeping on the straight and narrow path to Heaven. He is trying everything he can to make your mind wander into worldy concerns and get you to stop warning people about the only real threat to humanity! That threat, we know from the New Testament is God's threat! Friends, getting a faster tan and a little extra sunshine from <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/news0401/hotrocks.html">Global Warming</A>, doesn't hold a candle to having the skin boiled off one's body by bubbling lava in the Lake of Fire! And that fact, my Godly brothers and sisters in Christ, should be more disconcerting than anything Lucifer and his army of hook-nosed liberals and pointy-tailed demons can pull out of their fancy behinds!

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org/"> The Landover Baptist Church </A>
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Ghetto Walls <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart 

</font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

"The illusion of freedom will continue as long as it's profitable to continue the illusion. At the point where the illusion becomes <br> too expensive to maintain, they will just take down the scenery, they will pull back the curtains, they will move the tables and<br> chairs out of the way, and you will see the brick wall at the back of the theatre." ~~~ Frank Zappa <br> <br>

"Oh, the Protestants hate the Catholics <br>

And the Catholics hate the Protestants,<br>

And the Hindus hate the Moslems, <br>

And everybody hates the Jews." <br>

National Brotherhood Week ~~~ Tom Lehrer <br> <br>

"Water, water, every where, <br>

Nor any drop to drink." <br>

The Rime of the Ancient Mariner ~~~ Samuel Taylor Coleridge

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

I see where we're building even more Ghetto Walls in Baghdad. The better to conduct genocide on a people. Funny how we used to know that it was wrong to build walls to keep fellow humans trapped for nefarious purposes. Didn't we hang a bunch of Germans for building walls in Warsaw? I know the Jews in Palestine know all about Ghetto Walls and yet they are building Ghetto Walls of their own to trap the Palestinians, their <I>"final solution"</I> to the Palestinian question. When will we ever learn? <br> <br>

Walls are not really a good thing for most any reason, any child can tell you this. Pink Floyd knew all about it when they said in <I>"The Wall,"</I> <I>"Tear down the wall!" </I>It is so simple a thing that even old dementia headed Rayguns got it right when he said of the Berlin Wall,

<I>"Mr. Gorbachev, tear down this wall!" "Wall's are bad, M'kay?" </I> <br> <br>

Just as the Germans did for the Jews in Warsaw, we're building walls in Iraq to protect the citizens from themselves until they can be regrooved or sent off to a <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/">"Happy Camp"</A> and full time (24/7) employment by some corpo-rat goon friend of the Fuhrer's in a war related prison industry! Of course, we don't call them ghettos, in our doublespeak we call them <I>"Gated Communities."</I> In Baghdad alone, 12-foot-high walls now separate and surround at least eleven Sunni and Shiite enclaves creating these <I>"Gated Communities." </I> What's more, there are even more, Ghetto Walls being built even as I write this. Baghdad isn't a <I>"Gated Community"</I> General Betrayus, <I>"Bel Air"</I> is a <I>"Gated Community."</I> Baghdad is a concentration camp in the making. So much for their hearts and minds, eh? <br> <br>

Meanwhile the biggest Ghetto Wall since the Great Wall of China, is currently going up across a 700 mile long swath of the southwest. They say it's to protect us from those dirty Mexicans aliens when, in reality, it's to keep us from leaving this capitalistic paradise of ours for parts unknown. Don't you know that they have vays of making us cooperate! You have relatives in Kalamazoo, Ja? Das ist sehr gut! <br> <br>

The trouble with walls is they don't really work. China's <I>"Great Wall"</I> didn't stop the Mongol hordes from kicking ass and taking names, did it? It did not! Berlin's Wall didn't stop the people from coming together and throwing out the Russian imperialists, did it? It did not! Warsaw's Wall didn't save the Nazi's nor will the Zionazi's Ghetto Wall in Palestine save them. Nor will our planned genocide in building walls in Iraq work out in the long run but rather  end up sending us a few more chickens home to roost! However, I have no doubt that the wall they're building out west will work to keep the Sheeple in their pens until the slaughter begins. <br> <br>

Fortunately, sometimes the people who build the walls find themselves trapped behind what they created. Then a wall can be a good thing!

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/joeyratzsalutea.jpg"> </center> <br> <br>

Mythology was the watchword last week. That's when an openly insane, ex-youth-for-Hitler Werewolf and child molestation abettor, wearing a beautiful white dress and Dorothy's ruby-red Prada slippers came to Foggy Bottom. He came to swap tales of murder and mayhem with our beloved prairie monkey and collect some gold from the American Sheeple. Joey Ratz had arrived. Joey came to America to admonish us to be more like himself so at a White House dinner for Joey all five Catholic members of the Extreme Court, i.e., Chief Justice John Roberts and Justices Antonin Scalia, Anthony Kennedy, Samuel Alito, and Clarence Thomas showed up to announce that they had just approved that the death penalty could be reinstated because Yahweh was just joking when he said,<I> "Thou Shalt Not Kill!"</I> I believe there is an asterisk right after Kill, isn't there? <br> <br>

Joey, you may recall, was George/Ringo's junkyard dog as head of the <I>"Holy Office of the Inquisition"</I> and, as such, was responsible for many cover-ups of child molestation within the entire Catholic Church. These cover-ups are still causing untold damage to little boys and girls, teens and adults throughout the world. He met with some of the victims of his cover-up and gave them the same song-and-dance that he has given in public when called about this madness. The victims, like the rest of us, weren't buying the bullshit from his holiness! <br> <br>

Joey, who you may recall, hates any other cult of the bronze age god Yahweh except his Catholics. Joey did pay lip service to the Jews this trip going as far as to visit a synagogue and accept a beautiful <I>"Dale Earnhardt collectors plate"</I> to hang on his wall back at the Vatican. However, Joey didn't meet with the other Yahweh cults that he has damned from time to time like the Muslims and the Baptists. Oh, and as Zeus knows, don't get him started on the Mormons! <br> <br>

After a whirlwind tour of the big Apple where he addressed the United Nations, played to a sold-out concert in Yankee Stadium and shed a crocodile tear at ground zero, the Panzer Pope Joey Ratz was off to spread bullshit and mayhem throughout the world! 

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, this might come in handy some day... <br> <br>

<B>Solar Water Still Plans </B><br> <br>

Figure 1: Brackish water or organic matter is carefully placed inside solar still via an inlet near the base of the still. As sunlight warms the black silicone bottom and heat is transferred to the water, the top of the water evaporates on to the inside of the glass cover, which is tilted toward the fresh water drain. Approximately 8 square feet (of glass cover) will distill around one gallon of water per day, over five hours of full sunlight. 

<br><br> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Still1.gif"> </center> <br> <br>

Figure 2: Find most of the parts in a hardware store. Professional solar stills are generally made of glass over formed sheet metal. But the base can be made of anything that will hold up outdoors. The most important elements of the design are the sealing of the base with black, high temperature silicone rubber; spread it on with a <I>"Bondo squeegee"</I> and create a good seal between the glass cover and the bottom of the box. 

<br> <br> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Still2.gif"> </center> 

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. <br>Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists."<br> ~~~ Arundhati Roy ~~~</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

This week we'd like to thank Susan for her kind contribution to our efforts! <br> <br>

A few weeks ago we were once again forced to go to our readers and ask for money to keep publishing.  We are fundamentally unable and philosophically unwilling to devise catchy fundraising tactics. We aren't going to ask you to send $20.08 each or offer new cell phone plans or try to convince you a donation to Issues and Alibis will save the world from the scourge du jour. Everyone associated with this magazine is stubborn and pissed off and determined to continue fighting for the world that we want to leave our children-and they are all our children. We'll keep publishing as long as possible. But, as we've detailed below, we need money to go on.  It is the few dollars a week that makes a difference in our survival.  <br> <br>

Those of you who have responded since we first asked for help have not only been generous but you've also given us encouragement and strengthened our conviction that it is important to continue to speak truth, keep advertising to a bare minimum and provide a forum for other people to speak their truths, too. As more and more leftist publications are forced into oblivion or turned into tools of the power elite, your letters and messages are more important to us than ever. We appreciate the support. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. This old iBook is about to join the old Dell in the trash heap, when it does, we'll be gone! <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you! <br> <br>

Ernest & Victoria Stewart

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/danny.jpg"> <br>

01-23-1950 ~ 04-17-2008 <br> Rock On Brother! </center>

<br> <br><center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/tregallery20a.jpg"> <br>

07-19-1913 ~ 04-18-2008 <br> I'll look for you at the Séance! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 

<br>
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</center> <p> <br> 

<center>

<table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>
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Beyond The New Deal <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Howard Zinn </font> <P>

We might wonder why no Democratic Party contender for the presidency has invoked the memory of the New Deal and its unprecedented series of laws aimed at helping people in need. The New Deal was tentative, cautious, bold enough to shake the pillars of the system but not to replace them. It created many jobs but left 9 million unemployed. It built public housing but not nearly enough. It helped large commercial farmers but not tenant farmers. Excluded from its programs were the poorest of the poor, especially blacks. As farm laborers, migrants or domestic workers, they didn't qualify for unemployment insurance, a minimum wage, Social Security or farm subsidies. <P>

Still, in today's climate of endless war and uncontrolled greed, drawing upon the heritage of the 1930s would be a huge step forward. Perhaps the momentum of such a project could carry the nation past the limits of FDR's reforms, especially if there were a popular upsurge that demanded it. A candidate who points to the New Deal as a model for innovative legislation would be drawing on the huge reputation Franklin Roosevelt and his policies enjoy in this country, an admiration matched by no President since Lincoln. Imagine the response a Democratic candidate would get from the electorate if he or she spoke as follows: <P> <I>

"Our nation is in crisis, just as it was when Roosevelt took office. At that time, people desperately needed help, they needed jobs, decent housing, protection in old age. They needed to know that the government was for them and not just for the wealthy classes. This is what the American people need today. <P>

"I will do what the New Deal did, to make up for the failure of the market system. It put millions of people to work through the Works Progress Administration, at all kinds of jobs, from building schools, hospitals, playgrounds, to repairing streets and bridges, to writing symphonies and painting murals and putting on plays. We can do that today for workers displaced by closed factories, for professionals downsized by a failed economy, for families needing two or three incomes to survive, for writers and musicians and other artists who struggle for security. <P>

"The New Deal's Civilian Conservation Corps at its peak employed 500,000 young people. They lived in camps, planted millions of trees, reclaimed millions of acres of land, built 97,000 miles of fire roads, protected natural habitats, restocked fish and gave emergency help to people threatened by floods. <P>

"We can do that today, by bringing our soldiers home from war and from the military bases we have in 130 countries. We will recruit young people not to fight but to clean up our lakes and rivers, build homes for people in need, make our cities beautiful, be ready to help with disasters like Katrina. The military is having a hard time recruiting young men and women for war, and with good reason. We will have no such problem enlisting the young to build rather than destroy. <P>

"We can learn from the Social Security program and the GI Bill of Rights, which were efficient government programs, doing for older people and for veterans what private enterprise could not do. We can go beyond the New Deal, extending the principle of social security to health security with a totally free government-run health system. We can extend the GI Bill of Rights to a Civilian Bill of Rights, offering free higher education for all. <P>

"We will have trillions of dollars to pay for these programs if we do two things: if we concentrate our taxes on the richest 1 percent of the population, not only their incomes but their accumulated wealth, and if we downsize our gigantic military machine, declaring ourselves a peaceful nation. <P>

"We will not pay attention to those who complain that this is 'big government.' We have seen big government used for war and to give benefits to the wealthy. We will use big government for the people." <P> </I>

How refreshing it would be if a presidential candidate reminded us of the experience of the New Deal and defied the corporate elite as Roosevelt did, on the eve of his 1936 re-election. Referring to the determination of the wealthy classes to defeat him, he told a huge crowd at Madison Square Garden: <I>"They are unanimous in their hatred for me--and I welcome their hatred."</I> I believe that a candidate who showed such boldness would win a smashing victory at the polls. <P>

The innovations of the New Deal were fueled by the militant demands for change that swept the country as FDR began his presidency: the tenants' groups; the Unemployed Councils; the millions on strike on the West Coast, in the Midwest and the South; the disruptive actions of desperate people seeking food, housing, jobs--the turmoil threatening the foundations of American capitalism. We will need a similar mobilization of citizens today, to unmoor from corporate control whoever becomes President. To match the New Deal, to go beyond it, is an idea whose time has come.

 <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.howardzinn.org/">Howard Zinn </A> </font>is the author of, "A People's History of the United States," "Voices of a People's History" (with Anthony Arnove), and <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/0872864758?tag=commondreams-20/ref=nosim">"A Power Governments Cannot Suppress."</A> His newest book is <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/0805087443/ref=nosim/?tag=nationbooks08-20">A People's History of American Empire</A>, the story of America in the world, told in comics form, with Mike Konopacki and Paul Buhle in the American Empire Project book series. An animated video adapted from this essay with visuals from the comic book and voiceover by Viggo Mortensen, as well as a section of the book on Zinn's early life, can be viewed by <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Arn3lF5XSUg&eurl=http://www.tomdispatch.com/p/zinn">clicking here</A>.

 <P> <br> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>
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The Lion And The Gazelle <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P> <B>

TONIGHT THE JEWS</B> all over the world will celebrate the Seder, the unique ceremony that unites Jews everywhere in the defining Jewish myth: the Exodus from Egypt. <P>

Every year I marvel again at the genius of this ceremony. It unites the whole family, and everyone - from the venerable grandfather to the smallest child - has a role in it. It engages all the senses: seeing, hearing, smelling, tasting and touching. The simplistic text of the Haggadah, the book which is read aloud, the symbolic food, the four glasses of wine, the singing together, the exact repetition of every part every year - all these imprint on the consciousness of a child from the earliest age an ineradicable memory that they will carry with them to the grave, be they religious or not. They will never forget the security and warmth of the large family around the Seder table, and even in old age they will recall it with nostalgia. A cynic might see it as a perfect example of brain-washing. <P>

Compared to the power of this myth, does it really matter that the Exodus from Egypt never took place? Thousands of Egyptian documents deciphered in recent years leave no room for doubt: the exodus of masses of people, as described in the Bible, or anything remotely like it, just never happened. These documents, which cover in the finest detail every period and every part of Canaan during this epoch prove beyond any doubt that there was no<I> "Conquest of Canaan"</I> and no kingdom of David and Solomon. For a hundred years, Zionist archeologists have devoted tireless efforts to finding even a single piece of evidence to support the Biblical narrative, all to no avail. <P>

But this is quite unimportant. In the competition between <I>"objective" </I>history and myth, the myth that suits our needs will always win, and win big. It is not important what was, the important thing is what fires our imagination. That is what guides our steps to this day. <P>

<B>THE BIBLICAL</B> narrative connects up with documented history only around the year 853 BC, when ten thousand soldiers and 2000 battle chariots of Ahab, King of Israel, took part in a grand coalition of the kingdoms of Syria and Palestine against Assyria. The battle, which was documented by the Assyrians, was fought at Qarqar in Syria. The Assyrian army was delayed, if not defeated. <P>

(A personal note: I am not a historian, but for many years I have reflected on our history and tried to draw some logical conclusions, which are outlined here. Most of them are supported by the emerging consensus of independent scholars around the world.) <P>

The kingdoms of Israel and Judea, which occupied a part of the land between the Mediterranean and the Jordan, were no different from the other kingdoms of the region. Even according to the Bible itself, the people sacrificed to various pagan deities <I>"on every high hill and under every green tree."</I>  (1 Kings 14:23).  <P>

Jerusalem was a tiny market town, much too small and much too poor for any of the things described in the Bible to have taken place there at the time. In the books of the Bible that deal with that period, the appellation <I>"Jew"</I> (Yehudi in Hebrew) hardly appears at all, and where it does, it clearly refers simply to an inhabitant of Judea, the area around Jerusalem. When an Assyrian general was asked <I>"talk not with us in the Jewish language"</I> (2 Kings 18:26), what was meant was the local Judean dialect of Hebrew.  <P>

The <I>"Jewish" </I>revolution took place in the Babylonian exile (587-539 BC). After the Babylonian conquest of Jerusalem, members of the Judean elite were exiled to Babylon, where they came into contact with the important cultural streams of the time. The result was one of the great creations of mankind: the Jewish religion.  <P>

After some fifty years, some of the exiles returned to Palestine. They brought with them the name <I>"Jews,"</I> the appellation of a religious-ideological-political movement, much like the <I>"Zionists"</I> of our time. Therefore, one can speak of <I>"Judaism"</I> and<I> "Jews"</I> -  in the sense accepted now - only from then on. During the following 500 years, the Jewish monotheistic religion gradually crystallized. Also at this time, the most outstanding literary creation of all times, the Hebrew Bible, was composed. The writers of the Bible did not intend to write <I>"history,"</I> in the sense understood today, but rather a religious, edifying and instructive text.  <P> <B>

TO UNDERSTAND</B> the birth and development of Judaism, one must consider two important facts: <P> <I> <B>

(a)</B>  Right from the beginning, when the "Jews" came back from Babylon, the Jewish community in this country was a minority among the Jews as a whole. Throughout the period of the "Second Temple", the majority of Jews lived abroad, in the areas known today as Iraq, Egypt, Libya, Syria, Cyprus, Italy, Spain and so on.  <P>

The Jews of that period were not a "nation" - the very idea did not yet exist. The Jews of Palestine did not participate in the rebellions of the Jews in Libya and Cyprus against the Romans, and the Jews abroad took no part in the Great Revolt of the Jews in this country. The Maccabees were not national but religious fighters, rather like the Taliban in our days, and killed many more "Hellenized" Jews than enemy soldiers. <P> <B>

(b) </B> This Jewish Diaspora was not a unique phenomenon. On the contrary, at that time it was the norm. Notions like "nation" belong to the modern world. During the period of the "Second Temple" and later on, the dominant social-political pattern was a religious-political community enjoying self-government and not attached to any specific territory. A Jew in Alexandria could marry a Jewess in Damascus, but not the Christian woman across the street. She, on her part, could marry a Christian man in Rome, but not her Hellenist neighbor. The Jewish Diaspora was only one of many such communities.

This social pattern was preserved in the Byzantine Empire, was later taken over by the Ottoman Empire and can still be detected in Israeli law. Today, a Muslim Israeli cannot marry a Jewish Israeli, a Druze cannot marry a Christian (at least not in Israel itself). The Druze, by the way, are a surviving example of such a Diaspora.

The Jews were unique only in one respect: after the European peoples gradually moved on to new forms of organization, and in the end turned themselves into nations, the Jews remained what they were - a communal-religious Diaspora. </I> <P> <B>

THE PUZZLE</B> that is occupying the historians is: how did a tiny community of Babylonian exiles turn into a worldwide Diaspora of millions? There is only one convincing answer to that: conversion. <P>

The modern Jewish myth has it that almost all the Jews are descendents of the Jewish community that lived in Palestine 2000 years ago and was driven out by the Romans in the year 70 AD. That is, of course, baseless. The <I>"Expulsion from the Country"</I> is a religious myth: God was angry with the Jews because of their sins and exiled them from His country. But the Romans were not in the habit of moving populations, and there is clear evidence that a great part of the Jewish population in the country remained here after the Zealots' Revolt and after the Bar-Kochba uprising, and that most Jews lived outside the country long before that. <P>

At the time of the Second Temple and later, Judaism was a proselytizing religion par excellence.  During the first centuries AD it fiercely competed with Christianity. While the slaves and other downtrodden people in the Roman Empire were more attracted to the Christian religion, with its moving human story, the upper classes tended towards Judaism. Throughout the Empire, large numbers adopted the Jewish religion. <P>

Especially puzzling is the origin of <I>"Ashkenazi"</I> Jewry. At the end of the first millennium there appeared in Europe - apparently out of nowhere - a very large Jewish population, the existence of which was not documented before. Where did they come from? <P>

There are several theories about that. The conventional one holds that the Jews wandered from the Mediterranean area to the North, settled in the Rhein valley and fled from the pogroms there to Poland, at the time the most liberal country in Europe. From there they dispersed into Russia and Ukraine, taking with them a German dialect that became Yiddish. The Tel Aviv University scholar Paul Wexler asserts, on the other hand, that Yiddish was originally not a German but a Slavic language. A large part of Ashkenazi Jewry, according to this theory, are descendents of the Sorbs, a Slavic people that lived in Eastern Germany and was forced to abandon its ancient pagan creed. Many of them preferred to become Jews, rather than Christians. <P>

In a recent book with the provocative title <I>"When and How the Jewish People was Invented,"</I> the Israeli historian Shlomo Sand argues - like Arthur Koestler and others before him - that most of the Ashkenazi Jews are really descended from the Khazars, a Turkic people that created a large kingdom in what is now South Russia more than a thousand years ago. The Khazar king converted to Judaism, and according to this theory the Jews of Eastern Europe are mostly the descendants of Khazar converts. Sand also believes that most Sephardi Jews are descendents of Arab and Berber tribes in North Africa that had converted to Judaism instead of becoming Muslims, and had joined in the Muslim conquest of Spain.

When Jewry stopped proselytizing, the Jews became a closed, ethnic-religious community (as the Talmud says: <I>"Converts are hard for Israel like a skin disease"</I>). <P>

But the historical truth, whatever it is, is not so important. Myth is stronger than truth, and it says that the Jews were expelled from this land. This is an essential layer in modern Jewish consciousness, and no academic research can shake it. <P> <B>

IN THE LAST  300</B> years, Europe turned <I>"national."</I> The modern nation replaced earlier social patterns, such as the city state, feudal society and the dynastic empire. The national idea carried all before it, including history. Each of these new nations shaped an <I>"imagined history"</I> for itself. In other words, every nation rearranged ancient myths and historical facts in order to shape a <I>"national history"</I> which proclaims its importance and serves as a unifying glue. <P>

The Jewish Diaspora, which - as mentioned before - was <I>"normal"</I> 2000 years ago, became <I>"abnormal" </I>and exceptional. This intensified the Jew-hatred that was anyhow rampant in Christian Europe. Since all the national movements in Europe were - more or less - anti-Semitic, many Jews felt that they were left <I>"outside,"</I> that they had no place in the new Europe. Some of them decided that the Jews must conform to the new Zeitgeist and turn the Jewish community into a Jewish <I>"nation."</I> <P> 

For that purpose, it was necessary to reshape and reinvent Jewish history and turn it from the annals of a religious-ethnic Diaspora into the epic story of a <I>"nation."</I> The job was undertaken by a man who can be considered the godfather of the Zionist idea: Heinrich Graetz, a German Jew who was influenced by German nationalism and created a <I>"national"</I> Jewish history. His ideas have shaped Jewish consciousness to this day. <P>

Graetz accepted the Bible as if it were a history book, collected all the myths and created a complete and continuous historical narrative: the period of the Fathers, the Exodus from Egypt, the Conquest of Canaan, the <I>"First Temple,",</I>the Babylonian Exile, the <I>"Second Temple,"</I> the Destruction of the Temple and the Exile. That is the history that all of us learned in school, the foundation upon which Zionism was built. <P> <B>

ZIONISM REPRESENTED</B> a revolution in many fields, but its mental revolution was incomplete. Its ideology turned the Jewish community into a Jewish people, and the Jewish people into a Jewish nation - but never clearly defined the differences. In order to win over the religiously inclined Jewish masses in Eastern Europe, it made a compromise with religion and mixed all terms into a one big cocktail - the religion is also a nation, the nation is also a religion, and later asserted that Israel is a <I>"Jewish state"</I> that belongs to its (Jewish?) citizens but also to the <I>"Jewish people"</I> throughout the world. Official Israeli doctrine has it that Israel is the <I>"Jewish nation state,"</I> but Israeli law narrowly defines a <I>"Jew"</I> as only a person who belongs to the Jewish religion. <P>

Herzl and his successors were not courageous enough to do what Mustafa Kemal Ataturk did when he founded modern Turkey: he fixed a clear and sharp border between the Turkish nation and Islamic religion and imposed a complete separation between the two. With us, everything remained one big salad. This has many implications in real life. <P>

For example: if Israel is the state of the <I>"Jewish people,"</I> as one of our laws says - what is there to stop an Israeli Jew from joining the Jewish community in California or Australia? Small wonder that there is almost no leader in Israel whose children have not emigrated. <P>

<B>WHY IS IT</B> so important to differentiate between the Israeli nation and the Jewish Diaspora? One of the reasons is that a nation has a different attitude to itself and towards others than a religious-ethnic Diaspora. <P>

Similarly: different animals have different ways of reacting to danger. A gazelle flees when it senses danger, and nature has equipped it with the necessary instincts and physical capabilities. A lion, on the other side, sticks to its territory and defends it against intruders. Both methods are successful, otherwise there would be no gazelles or no lions in the world. <P>

The Jewish Diaspora developed an efficient response that was well suited to its situation: when Jews sensed danger, they fled and dispersed. That's why the Jewish Diaspora managed to survive innumerable persecutions, and even the Holocaust itself. When the Zionists decided to become a nation - and indeed did create a real nation in this country - they adopted the national response: to defend themselves and attack the sources of danger. One cannot, therefore, be a Diaspora and a nation, a gazelle and a lion, at the same time. <P>

If we, the Israelis, want to consolidate our nation, we have to free ourselves from the myths that belong to another form of existence and re-define our national history. The story about the exodus from Egypt is good as a myth and an allegory - it celebrates the value of freedom - but we must recognize the difference between myth and history, between religion and nation, between a Diaspora and a state, in order to find our place in the region in which we live and develop a normal relationship with the neighboring peoples.  

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Of Faith And Conscience <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <P> <font size="+1"> <center> <I>

"It is agreed, in this country, that if a man can arrange his religion so that it perfectly satisfies his conscience,<br> it is not incumbent on him to care whether the arrangement is satisfactory to anyone else or not"<br> ~~~ Mark Twain ~~~ <P>

"Perhaps this war will pass like the others which divided us leaving us dead, killing us along with the killers but the shame of this time puts its burning fingers to our faces. Who will erase the ruthlessness hidden in innocent blood?" ~~~ Pablo Neruda <P>

"How can one not speak about war, poverty, and inequality when people who suffer from these afflictions don't have a voice to speak?" ~~~ Isabel Allende <P> </I> </center> </font> <font size="+2">

I am uncomfortable with anyone who tells me what to believe. This is especially true when it comes to matters of faith. Faith, or the belief in something which cannot be proved, is a delicate and personal thing. Faith is most often associated with religion and as such frequently comes under attack from more enlightened members of our species.  And yet faith, such a pervasive and  elemental part of the human condition, deserves better treatment. <P>

The most common arguments I hear against faith are that it traps people into a belief system, isolates them from reality, stuffs their heads with superstition and circumvents logic and normal cognitive skills.  <P>

It is important to draw a distinction between the sort of fanatical and tyrannical brainwashing that causes, among other atrocities, mothers to turn their adolescent daughters over to middle aged men for breeding purposes and fathers to murder children in wars for <I>"freedom"</I> and faith, which allows us, as humans, to believe in something as intangible and immeasurable as love.  <P>

Faith has been used by tyrants and politicians and charismatic psychopaths but that is perversion and desecration. Religious doctrine and church hierarchies are tools of oppression. Mythologies of domination and hatred are terrorist plots. Faith is none of these. <P>

Faith rests in a quiet and certain knowledge that there exists something larger than ourselves, a coherent and sequenced light show in which we move.  Faith is an attempt to understand an ineffable perception of something <I>beyond.</I>  It is the true companion of love and together they compel us to genuine acts of generosity and self-sacrifice and heroism. <P>

Conscience, the ability to distinguish between right and wrong, is often the subject of debate and so falls into the category of relativism. Because tyrants have cloaked themselves in the robes of religion and named their tyranny as the voice of conscience (god) those who oppose oppression and injustice have become hesitant to speak of conscience. But conscience is the evolutionary counterpoint to cruelty, that singularly human trait, and is essential to the promotion of human rights and dignity. <P>

It is hard to discuss conscience, more difficult even than faith. Right and wrong can be such subjective values, shaped by culture, social mores and propaganda. Right and wrong can change with the times. And conscience has incorrectly and destructively been identified with restrictive and exclusive moral values. The loud voiced followers of fanaticism have usurped conscience.  <P>

What does it mean, then, to be a person of conscience? How does one walk that line? <P>

True conscience, which is very different from the knee-jerk guilt of breaking a rule, involves thought.  It requires not only a personal exploration of right and wrong but also an examination of what it means to be human; what it means to walk on this planet with other beings. Conscience demands that we lead conscious lives. <P>

Conscience also requires that we take responsibility for the systems we create. Men like George Bush and Dick Cheney did not develop in a vacuum.  The destruction of the environment, torture, famine, war and the rest of the host of plagues we now face did not spring full-grown from the forehead of Zeus.  Conscience requires courage. <P>

The left is the natural meeting place of faith and conscience. It takes faith on a grand scale to believe the fight is worthwhile. It is an astonishing act of courage and conscience to speak out against empire. If we survive as a species these days may well live in legend. <P>

Yet, the left allows rightwing ideologues to claim exclusive rights to the language of conscience and dominion over the power of faith. Time and again the debate is manipulated into one of theism and the truly important issues are lost in meaningless contests over the existence of god. Arguments over gods and the validity of ancient religious texts, however intellectually gratifying they may be, alienate the very people the left purports to champion.  The participants in these arguments diminish the importance of the suffering going on right now. <P>

Critical work needs to be done.  How will we feed the children? How are we caring for the least powerful among us? How can we stop the destruction of the planet? These are the questions of conscience we need to answer.  Answer them with the bravery of conviction and faith in love.  Then you can talk to me about god.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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Authorizing Torture <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

In 81 pages of chilling legalese, the BushCheney regime reveals just how morally corrupt it is. <P>

The pages, recently released under a freedom-of-information action, embody the administration's tortured legal reasoning for authorizing the torture of prisoners of war. These are the contents of a memo written in March 2003 by John Yoo, then the Bushites' top-ranking authority on the interpretation of our laws. The purpose of Yoo's memo was not merely to okay some heinous, clearly-illegal, un-American acts against human beings, but - even more despicable - it also provides a detailed legal escape route so top officials would not be held accountable for authorizing such acts. <P>

He asserts, for example, that policy makers can legally permit such obvious abuses as waterboarding as long as interrogators don't actually intend to drown the person. Besides, he insists that in times of war, mere laws don't apply to the commander-in-chief. <P>

Back in 2004, when the story and photos of Abu Ghraib shocked Americans and outraged the world, the troika of Bush, Cheney, and Rumsfeld clucked their tongues about the bad characters in that prison who acted with such depravity. The troika stood silent as a few of the grunts were punished and as Americans were left to wonder how the soldiers could stray so far from our nation's standards of decency. <P>

Now, however, we see that this stain on our national honor didn't bubble up from the bottom, it was authorized from the highest level by officials who were determined to twist the law so they could do anything they wanted, while exempting themselves from any responsibility. Meanwhile, Bush himself recently vetoed a ban on waterboarding, and he is keeping at least two other memos on the legality of torture a secret from us. <P>

The immorality of the Bushites is corrupting America itself.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Raised Bed Gardening & Tillers <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Farmer Pete </font> <P>

Raised bed gardening goes back over 2000 yrs in Ancient China

<A HREF="http://search.yahoo.com/search?ei=UTF-8&fr=ush1-mail&p=raised+bed+gardens+used+in+ancient+china&SpellState=n-199364993_q-qf2R4/zOsQv/kSUSESYuUwAAAA@@&fr2=sp-qrw-corr-top">raised bed gardens used in ancient china </A> <P>

The looser the soil, the easier it is for the root system to expand & absorb more nutrients. The better the water/nutrient intake-the healthier the plant & will produce more n larger fruit. <P>

My gardens r quite large. I go thru with my tractor n cultivator & turn the soil. It's nice if you have a long enuf growing season to till the soil, wait 7-10 days & till again as this will kill off many weeds. <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/tiller.jpg"> </center> <P>

I then use my tiller-I have a <A HREF="http://www.digisys.net/users/pako/static/troy-8hphorse10hpbigred-tillers.html">Troy-Bilt 8HP Horse & a 10HP Big Red Tillers</A> & I till the soil going thru with a 1/2 a bite atta time so this way it is double tilled. I go north-south & then east-west. I then add the furrow attachment to make my raised beds. I till about a 2' ('=ft) to 3' area by as long as my garden is to the N & S, I then take a broad, aluminum grain shovel & clean UP all the loose dirt from the walk-ways unto the raised bed, I then rake'em level & leave a bit of a ridge/dike to prevent erosion. Then I try & fill all the walk ways with grass, leaves to compost in place & add nutrients for the next year. This is also a wet, damp place for toads that will eat any nasty bugs there is but will also make a hiding place for slugs. I use containers n fill with old beer-the slugs climb in & drown. <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/raisedbeds.jpg"> </center> <P>

After you set your plants, you need wind protection & mulch to keep the weeds down & save on watering. Gardens need an inch of water a week so You may want a rain gauge r watch what collects in the bucket. <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/000_0293.jpg"> </center> <P>

There r now red carrots & golden beets, the beets I bake like a tater n add butter. You don't need beds for corn, carrot, beets & onions I just make a huge bed n fill it full. You can thin out if they r too overcrowded but with raised beds, you can use more intensive planting methods, closer together or off set staggering <A HREF=" http://search.yahoo.com/search?ei=UTF-8&fr=ush1-mail&p=benefits+of+raised+bed+gardening&SpellState=n-873569417_q-PeJA8qZDoWBY4BzPv50n1AAAAA@@&fr2=sp-qrw-corr-top">benefits of raised bed gardening & intensive gardening methods</A> <P> 

But never start to early. Make sure the soil is dry enuf or your tilling will make 1000's of dirt rocks n once they bake in the sun, you're stuck with them till next spring. Again you have to start with <A HREF=" http://archivesthree.150m.com/page370.html">building perfect soil</A> & a Grrl with a sweetheart & a smile that will melt your heart, till then, pls enjoy & as always... FTG!

<br> <font color=#0000FF>  (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto: petesfarms@yahoo.com">Farmer Pete </A> </font> farms in North Dakota and stands behind <A HREF=" http://www.bcsshop.com/"> BCS Gardening Equipment, </A> <I>"as they r gear drive, not belt that needs adjustment/replacement."</I>
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José Can You See?  Bush's Trojan Taco <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Greg Palast  </font> <P>

Psst!  George Bush has a secret.  <P>

While you Democrats are pounding each other to a pulp in Pennsylvania, the President has snuck back down to New Orleans for a meeting of the NAFTA Three:  the Prime Minister of Canada and the President of Mexico. <P>

You're not supposed to know that - for two reasons: <P>

First, the summit planned for the N.O. two years back was meant to showcase the rebuilt Big Easy, a monument to can-do Bush-o-nomics.  Well, it is a monument to Bush's leadership:  The city still looks like Dresden 1946, with over half the original residents living in toxic trailers or wandering lost and broke in America. <P>

The second reason Bush has kept this major summit a virtual secret is its real agenda.   More important, the agenda-makers, the guys who called the meeting, must remain as far out of camera range as possible:  The North American Competitiveness Council.  <P>

Never heard of The Council?  Well, maybe you've heard of the counselors:  the chief executives of Wal-Mart, Chevron Oil, Lockheed-Martin and 27 other multinational masters of the corporate universe. <P>

And why did the landlords of our continent order our presidents to a three-nation pajama party?  Their term is<I> "harmonization." </I> <P>

Harmonization has nothing to do with singing in fifths like Simon and Garfunkel.  Harmonization means making rules and regulations the same in all three countries.  Or, more specifically, watering down rules - on health, safety, labor rights, oil drilling, polluting and so on - in other words, any regulations that get between The Council members and their profits. <P>

Take for example, pesticides.   Wal-Mart and agri-business don't want to reduce the legal amount of poison allowed in what you eat.  Solution: <I>"harmonize"</I> US and Canadian pesticide standards to Mexico's.  <P>

Can they do that?  Can Bush just say,<I> "Eat your peas - even if they're radioactive?"</I> Under NAFTA, at least the way George Bush reads it (or has it read to him), he can.  At any rate, he does. <P>

The three chiefs of state will meet privately with the thirty corporate chiefs where they are also expected to legally erase more of our borders, to expand the<I> "NAFTA highway."</I> Technically, the NAFTA highway is a set of legal rules governing transcontinental shipment.  Some fear NAFTA highway expansion will allow a new flood of cheap Mexican products into the US and Canada.  Not so.  Their hunger to expand the NAFTA highway is to bring in even cheaper Chinese goods. <P> <B>

Say what? </B> <P>

As trade expert Maud Barlow explained to me, the new <I>"NAFTA highway"</I> will allow Chinese stuff dumped into Mexico to be hauled northward as duty-free <I>"Mexican"</I> products.  That's one of the quiet agendas of this <I>"Summit for Security and Prosperity,"</I> the official Orwellian name for this meet.  Think of the SSP<I> "harmonization"</I> as the Trojan Taco of trade. <P>

Barlow is Chairwoman of the Council of Canadians.  She is known as the <I>"Ralph Nader of Canada" </I>(not Nader version 2.0, The Spoiler Candidate, but Nader version 1.0, the consumer advocate).  Because Americans are too distracted by the Punch-and-Judy primaries to complain about this lobby-fest on the bayou, Canadian Barlow is leading street protests against this greed-grab.   <P>

I caught up with this courageous Canadian (I've seen her face down corporate bullying we can't imagine in the US) on her way down to New Orleans.  Barlow's particular concerns are first, the NSS agreement promotes a five-fold increase in the mining of Canadian tar sands for import, as liquid crude oil, into the USA, an idea filthier than a re-make of  Debbie Does Dallas. <I> "This is an insane model of development,"</I> she says, especially given Bush's recent claim that he wants to slow global warming.  <P>

Bush himself is pushing his Canadian and Mexican counterparts to adopt US-style <I>"Homeland Security"</I> measures so that, says Barlow, <I>"we'll all be zip-locked together in one security bag."</I>

There will be other anti-SSP protesters in New Orleans as well, from America's populist Right.  They are concerned that the Security and Prosperity Summit is worse than the <I>"NAFTA on steroids" </I>that Barlow fears.  The populists see in the SPP a nascent <I>"North American Union,"</I> and the elimination of the good old US of A. <P>

They're wrong, of course.  The U.S. of A. has been long eliminated, at least economically.  The Competitiveness Council is a multinational crew, with one shared set of country clubs, beach homes, art collections, union busters and lobbyists knowing no borders.   <P>

The populist radio hosts railing against the coming North American Union don't realize that these CEOs won't take away their flags or Fourth of July or Star-Spangled Banner.  The rags and flags will always be kept around to con the schmucks along the Yahoo Belt into donating their children to the Iraq Occupation or other misadventures.  A billionaire like Carlos Slim, the richest man on the planet (sorry, Mr. Gates), didn't buy the Mexican government to <I>"protect"</I> his nation from Gringos but to protect his media monopoly.  <P>

So there is no United States of America nor Canada nor Mexico - at least as we like to imagine ourselves in our national fairy tales:  self-governing democracies run by we the people or nosotros el pueblo.  There's just the diktats of the North American Prosperity Council.  Get used to it. <P>

Barlow said that the US Ambassador to Canada told her the legal changes wrought in New Orleans will not be put before the three national Congresses for a vote.  <I>"We don't want to open up another NAFTA."</I>  So, they'll skip the voting stuff.  Democracy is so, like, 20th Century. <P>

Is Bush just a reluctant participant in this <I>"harmonizing"</I> of our economic fate?  The meetings are secret, so I can't say for sure.  But I note that, at the opening ceremony, if you read his lips, you can see our president singing the national anthem as, <I>"José, can you see?"</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) <A HREF=" http://www.gregpalast.com/"> 2008 Greg Palast </A></font>is the author of the New York Times bestseller, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Armed+Madhouse.&Go.x=4&Go.y=13&Go=Go">Armed Madhouse</: Sordid Secrets and Strange Tales from a White House Gone Wild. </A> Join Palast's Network on <A HREF=" http://www.myspace.com/theofficialgregpalast">MySpace</A>, on <A HREF=" http://www.facebook.com/p/Greg_Palast/505970501">FaceBook</A> or on <A HREF=" http://www.youtube.com/user/GregPalastOffice?ob=1">YouTube</A>.
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9/11 Was Good for Us! -- The Case Against Israel <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

 By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P>

Intelligence Correspondent <P> <B>

Netanyahu's 9/11 </B> <P> <I>

"We are benefiting from one thing, and that is the attack on the Twin Towers and Pentagon. ... (These events) swung American public opinion in our favor." </I>-- Ha'aretz, Apr. 16, 2008, <A HREF="http://www.haaretz.com/hasen/spages/975574.html"><I>"Report:</A> Netanyahu says 9/11 terror attacks good for Israel." </I> <P>

More than six years after 9/11, the Israel angle becomes more and more acute -- and it becomes harder and harder to be obtuse about it.  The circumstantial case for Israeli involvement in the terror attacks grows stronger with each new revelation, old evasion or repeated charge of <I>"anti-Semitism"</I> leveled against those who dare to ask questions. <P>

Netanyahu's Wednesday remarks suggest that Israel had a motive in the terrorist events, but they are hardly new material.  Indeed, on September 11, 2001, shortly after the collapse of the Twin Towers, the same Netanyahu was asked by reporters how the then-fresh cataclysm would affect US/Israel relations: <I> <P>

"It's very good," </I>he said, then added <I>"Well, not very good, but it will generate immediate sympathy (for Israel)."</I> <P>

He wasn't the only one who had reason to celebrate the terror attacks.  American neocons, closely aligned to Netanyahu's right-wing Likud party, had already published their desire to see a <I>"new Pearl Harbor"</I> to catalyze American public opinion for an imperial<I> "new American Century." </I> The document that contains the <I>"new Pearl Harbor" </I>line, Restructuring America's Defenses, was accepted by an incoming Bush administration in 2000.  In large part it was a repetition of ideas accepted by Israeli right-wingers in the 1996 document, <I>A Clean Break: A New Strategy for Securing the Realm.</I> <B> <P>

Protocols of Zion <P> </B> <I>

"The New York Times reported Thursday that a group of five men had set up video cameras aimed at the Twin Towers before the attack on Tuesday, and were congratulating one another afterwards."</I> -- Fox News, Sept. 14, 2001, <A HREF="http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,34250,00.html">"One Arrested, Others Detained at NY Airports"</A> <P>

Shortly after 9/11, Jewish film director Mark Levin found that more and more New Yorkers believed that Israel was behind the terror attacks.  Accordingly he examined the various unexplained facts and unsubstantiated rumors that were fueling local public opinion in his boldly-named <B>Protocols of Zion. </B> <P>

The documentary took its title from the controversial underground political classic,<I> The Protocols of the Learned Elders of Zion</I>, which alleged that a worldwide Jewish conspiracy is the unseen force in shaping international events. <P>

In Protocols of Zion Levin addressed the notorious "dancing Israelis," believed to be Mossad agents, who were filming and celebrating the ongoing attack on the World Trade Center when they were arrested by local police.  In a popular <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tRfhUezbKLw">YouTube clip</A> excerpted from the documentary, three of the arrested Israelis offer a dubious explanation of their 9/11 activities on an Israeli television program in November 2001. <P> <B>

Friendly Fox </B> <P>

Shortly after 9/11, Fox News investigated the forbidden topic of Israeli involvement in the attacks.  While Fox News still posts a link to the transcript, it abruptly took the video down shortly after airing it, reportedly due to pressure from the Israel lobby.  The official government investigations that Carl Cameron's report prompted were quietly dropped. <P>

A few extracts from the first installment of the four-part series gives a hint as to how devastating real journalism can be: <P> <I>

"Since Sept. 11, more than 60 Israelis have been arrested or detained, either under the new patriot anti-terrorism law, or for immigration violations. A handful of active Israeli military were among those detained, according to investigators, who say some of the detainees also failed polygraph questions when asked about alleged surveillance activities against and in the United States. <P>

"There is no indication that the Israelis were involved in the 9/11 attacks, but investigators suspect that the Israelis may have gathered intelligence about the attacks in advance, and not shared it. A highly placed investigator said there are "tie-ins." But when asked for details, he flatly refused to describe them, saying, "Evidence linking these Israelis to 9/11 is classified. I cannot tell you about evidence that has been gathered. It's classified information."<P>

"Fox News has learned that one group of Israelis, spotted in North Carolina recently, is suspected of keeping an apartment in California to spy on a group of Arabs who the United States is also investigating for links to terrorism. Numerous classified documents obtained by Fox News indicate that even prior to Sept. 11, as many as 140 other Israelis had been detained or arrested in a secretive and sprawling investigation into suspected espionage by Israelis in the United States." </I>-- Fox News, <A HREF="http://100777.com/node/180">"Israeli Spy Ring"</A> (by Carl Cameron). <P> <B>

Muslim Murmers </B> <P>

Every extract or quote in my essay has come from a pro-Israel mainstream media source, and it's difficult to see how anyone could accuse Ha'aretz, Mark Levin, the Israeli 9/11 suspects or Fox News of anti-Semitism.  Nevertheless, for committing the thought crime of putting it all together, I shall certainly be accused of anti-Semitism. <P>

In this topsy-turvy post-9/11 new world order, the label <I>"anti-Semite "</I> is the price one pays for asserting that two plus two equals four.  George Orwell, that most relevant of modern writers, predicted things would be like this.  On the other hand, it is acceptable -- in fact, encouraged -- to assert that "Islamo-fascists" are capable of saying and doing all kinds of evil. <P>

A few days after the attacks, Osama bin Laden denied any role in them: <P> <I>

"The US government has consistently blamed me for being behind every occasion its enemies attack it.  I would like to assure the world that I did not plan the recent attacks, which seem to have been planned by people for personal reasons."</I> -- CNN, Sept. 17, 2001, <A HREF="http://archives.cnn.com/2001/US/09/16/inv.binladen.denial/">"Bin Laden says he wasn't behind attacks" </A> <P>

Soon afterward, the Bush administration <I>"discovered"</I> a videotaped confession, so we wouldn't have to worry whom Bin Laden was accusing of being the perpetrators.  Never mind that Arabic experts pronounced the videotaped to be a phony. <P>

To this very day Muslims had tried to muddy the waters when it comes to 9/11.  Take Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, for example, who just Wednesday insinuated that the official US story was, at best, in error: <P> <I>

"Four or five years ago, a suspicious event occurred in New York.  A building collapsed and they said that 3000 people had been killed, but never published their names. ... Under this pretext, they attacked Afghanistan and Iraq and since then, a million people have been killed only in Iraq."</I> -- Ha'aretz, Apr. 16, 2008, <A HREF="http://www.haaretz.com/hasen/spages/975574.html">"Report: Netanyahu says 9/11 terror attacks good for Israel"</A> <P>

Without a doubt, Ahmadinejad is stretching things a bit.  First, the names of all 2,749 World Trade Center victims were unreported only for five years -- but were read on the fifth anniversary of 9/11.  Further, the Bush administration has not killed a million Iraqis.  As of the latest report by the British Lancet, we have killed a mere two thirds of a million.<P>*

After Netanyahu finished his remarks about how good 9/11 has been for Israel, he launched into a tirade about the evil of Iran and Ahmadinejad.  Thank God we have Netanyahu to let us know who our real enemies are. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is the intelligence correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>

* Editors Note: Actual death count just over 1.3 million dead Iraqis!
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Brilliant Disguise <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Bush Torture, Obama and The Boss </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd <P> <B>

I.</B> 

We offer now a telling juxtaposition of stories. First is <A HREF="http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2008/apr/19/humanrights.interrogationtechniques">the Guardian's new excerpt</A> of Phillipe Sands' new book, <B>Torture Team: Deception, Cruelty, and the Compromise of Law.</B> (Another extract was published earlier <A HREF="http://www.vanityfair.com/politics/features/2008/05/guantanamo200805?printable=true&currentPage=all">in Vanity Fair</A>, which<A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1478/1/"> we examined here</A>.) Sands' book lays out in great detail the process by which the highest officials of the American government - including the President, Vice President and the Secretary of Defense - with great deliberation and malice aforethought constructed a regimen of systematic torture which they knew, to a certainty, violated existing American and international law.  <P>

The earlier Vanity Fair extract depicted how the <I>"Principals"</I> of the National Security State developed the specific tortures to be used on uncharged captives held indefinitely in concentration camps, secret prisons, and foreign torture chambers. The new Guardian extract show how the White House torture system was then put into practice and refined in the field. <P>

These decisions and actions were flagrant and obvious violations of United States law. Sands quotes the ruling of the Republican-dominated Supreme Court ruled in 2006: <P> <I>

In June 2006, the Supreme Court overturned President Bush's decision on Geneva, ruling it to be unlawful. The court confirmed that Common Article 3 applied to all Guantánamo detainees. It was as simple as that. Whether they were Taliban or al-Qaida, every one of the detainees had rights under Common Article 3 - and that included Mohammed al-Qahtani.  <P>

The majority opinion, reaffirming the "minimal protection" offered by Common Article 3, was written by Justice John Paul Stevens. One of the Justices went even further: Common Article 3 was part of the law of war and of a treaty that the US had ratified. "By Act of Congress," Justice Anthony Kennedy wrote pointedly, "violations of Common Article 3 are considered 'war crimes', punishable as federal offences, when committed by or against United States nationals and military personnel." </I> <P>

First read the Guardian extract, and see how what happened in Abu Ghraib (and elsewhere) flowed directly - directly, and in detail - from Donald Rumsfeld's pen, with the approval and at the direction of George W. Bush and Dick Cheney. Then go to <A HREF="http://www.philly.com/philly/blogs/attytood/Now_on_video_Obama_speaks_on_Bush_criiminality.html">this video clip offered by the Philadelphia Daily News</A>, and watch Democratic presidential candidate Barack Obama field a direct question about how he will deal with these flagrant crimes (<A HREF=" http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1272/135/">and others committed by the Bush White House</A>) if he becomes president. Would he, Obama was asked, order his Justice Department <I>"to aggressively investigate if crimes were committed?"</I> <P>

It goes without saying that Obama does not give a straightforward answer to the question. He does not simply say: <I>"Yes. I will aggressively investigate all criminal activity by the Bush Administration and bring the perpetrators to justice."</I> Instead, he twice offers a rather odd locution: he will, he says, order his attorney general to<I> "review the information already there"</I> and find out if there are inquiries that <I>"need to be pursued."</I> Obama's emphasis on basing his actions on <I>"what we know right now"</I> seems puzzling, until you tie it to a later passage in his reply, when he speaks of his attitude toward impeachment. <P>

Obama says that any decision to pursue <I>"investigation"</I> of <I>"possibilities"</I> of <I>"genuine crimes"</I> would be <I>"an area where I would exercise judgment."</I> He stressed the need to draw a distinction between <I>"really dumb policies and policies that rise to the level of criminal activity."</I> He said he would not want <I>"my first term to be consumed by what would be perceived by Republicans as a partisan witch hunt." </I> <P>

He then tied his thinking on torture, illegal wiretapping, aggressive war and all the other depredations of the Bush Regime to his stance on impeachment: <P> <I>

"I often get questions about impeachment at town hall meetings. And I've often said, I do not think that would be something that would be fruitful to pursue. I think impeachment should be reserved for exceptional circumstances." </I> <P>

In other words, very strong, credible, evidence-based charges of launching a criminal war of aggression based on deception is not an "exceptional circumstance" worthy of the investigative and prosecutorial process of impeachment. It might just be a <I>"very dumb policy."</I> Very strong, credible, evidence-based charges of knowingly, deliberately creating a regimen of systematic torture is not an "exceptional circumstance" worthy of impeachment; it might not even be worth further investigation by the Justice Department. It too could just be a <I>"dumb policy"</I> that we should forget about - especially if Republicans are going to make a fuss about it. <P>

In any case, it is obvious that to Obama, <I>"what we already know"</I> does not constitute <I>"exceptional circumstances"</I> - otherwise he would already be pressing for criminal investigation, via the impeachment process or by calling for a special prosecutor. (Which would be essential for investigating a Justice Department which is itself deeply implicated in the torture system and other criminal conspiracies.) He has pointedly not done so, because he doesn't think it would be <I>"fruitful to pursue"</I> credible (in fact overwhelming) evidence of aggressive war and crimes against humanity committed by American leaders. <P>

Obama closes on the usual high rhetorical note, declaring that if he in fact found out that <I>"high officials knowingly, consciously broke existing laws and covered up crimes with knowledge aforethought...then no one is above the law." </I> <P>

Yet the plain fact is that the recent revelations by Sands and others that "<I>high officials knowingly, consciously broke existing laws and covered up crimes with knowledge aforethought" </I>are simply strong confirmations of what has been lying in plain sight for a long, long time. <P>

For example, I began writing, in print, about the Administration's use of <A HREF="http://empireburlesquenow.blogspot.com/2005/03/death-wish-presidential-prerogative-of.html">"extrajudicial killing," </A>torture and other Terror War crimes in November 2001. (More on this below.) Where did I dig up this secret information? From the Washington Post and New York Times and other mainstream outlets, where Administration officials - flush with their newfound power and popularity - were at that time boasting openly of<I> "taking the gloves off"</I> and inflicting physical torture on captives, either directly or through proxies in foreign <I>"rendition"</I> centers. Only when the pictures from Abu Ghraib appeared in 2004 - showing in vivid detail exactly what Bush, Cheney, and Rumsfeld had ordered American personnel to do to their captives - did the<I> "senior government officials"</I> stop supplying spin to the compliant media about their macho forays <I>"into the dark side."</I> <P> 

And suddenly, a strange amnesia set in across the political and media establishments. Suddenly no one remembered <I>"senior officials"</I> boasting about torture. Suddenly no one remembered Cheney himself going on national television to announce that U.S. security forces were going to <I>"the dark side, if you will."</I> As a result, it has taken years for the deliberate, systematic, planned and approved use of torture to come to light again, piece by piece - with government officials and media mandarins expressing their great shock at each new revelation. <P>

But here is a vital point that should be stressed again and again: The planned, approved, systematic use of torture against uncharged captives held illegally under the Geneva Conventions - which have the full force of U.S. law - has never been a secret. Never. Never. Any ordinary American citizen, like me, could find out about it, without any special effort, simply by reading beyond the first few paragraphs of routine, mainstream news stories. <P>

It has always been out there - always - for anyone who wanted to know. It is an utter impossibility that the thousands of political operatives and players in Washington - elected officials and their vast cadres of staff, journalists and editors, lobbyists, think tank analysts, appointees to government agencies, and all the others whose professional lifeblood depends on the information relayed by house organs of the Establishment like the Times and Post - did not know what an ordinary man from rural Tennessee knew as early as November 2001. It is simply impossible. <P>

And it is certainly impossible that an intelligent, informed, and ambitious political operative like Barack Obama did not know. And if for some inconceivable reason he did not know what us yokels knew in 2001, then he certainly knows it now. But he pretends that he does not know. He pretends that it is still an open question - <I>"an exercise of judgment"</I> - whether these crimes should even be investigated further, much less prosecuted. He pretends - or even worse, actually believes - that we are not in the grip of <I>"exceptional circumstances,"</I> but are apparently just rolling along with business as usual, aside from a few <I>"dumb policies"</I> which he will tinker with and set right. <P>

All indications continue to suggest that those who look to Obama to undo<I> "the terrible damage done over the past eight years,"</I> as <A HREF="http://seattletimes.nwsource.com/html/politics/2004352449_apobamaspringsteen.html">Bruce Springsteen put it</A> in his public endorsement of Obama last Friday, will be disappointed - especially as they watch Bush, Cheney, Rumsfeld and the other perpetrators of war crimes enjoy their comfortable, lucrative retirements in the years to come. <P> <B>

II. </B>

And let's not forget: We don't even know the full extent of the gulag. In addition to the multitude of individual ordeals that we still have no inkling of, there are almost certainly more secret prisons that we don't know about - and perhaps secret codicils to the known documents, authorizing even more barbaric tortures. To quote torture lord Rumsfeld himself, there are still many<I> "unknown unknowns"</I> about the Terror War gulag that we are yet to discover. <P>

Thus the crimes reconfirmed and fleshed out by Sands and others are only glimpses of the full, horrific reality. For example, in Sands' extract, he tells of the three categories of torture devised and approved by the White House. <I>"Category III"</I> was the full whack, including waterboarding, the partial-drowning technique long prosecuted by the American military as a particularly heinous form of torture. Sands says that Category III techniques <I>"were to be used for only a very small percentage of detainees"</I> - the most <I>"uncooperative and exceptionally resistant individuals,"</I> the so-called <I>"worst of the worst"</I> in the terminology of the torture lords. <P>

But recall that Bush, Cheney, Rumsfeld and other top officials routinely referred to all of the captives in the Guantanamo concentration camp as <I>"the worst of the worst,"</I> the most dangerous men on the planet, etc. - prime candidates for the harshest tortures. Yet we now know - and have long known - that hundreds of these captives posed no threat at all to anyone. Many of them had been sold into captivity by bounty hunters or personal enemies, or rounded up in random sweeps, or kidnapped off city streets or from their homes. We also know from the mountains of evidence gathered by some of the Pentagon's own investigations (of <I>"small fry"</I> and <I>"bad apples,"</I> offered up as scapegoats for the sins of their leaders), that the worst approved tortures soon spread throughout the Terror War gulag, all the way down to the former torture chamber of Saddam Hussein that George Bush made his very own: Abu Ghraib. There, the highest category of torture was applied to some of the lowliest prisoners, men rounded up in the massive, blind sweeps by American forces, caging thousands upon thousands of innocent people. (At one time, the International Red Cross estimated that between 70-90 percent of the American captives in Iraq were innocent of any wrongdoing whatsoever, much less of being <I>"Category III"</I> terrorists.) <P>

You cannot compartmentalize the evil of torture. You cannot tame it, domesticate it, separate it into neat categories. It is a sinister acid that eats through all walls, and spreads throughout any system or organization that practices it. You begin with<I> "light slapping"</I> and loud music, and you end up with waterboarding, beating, and murder. There is no exception in human history to this process. <P>

And there is no avoiding the knowledge that America's leaders <I>"knowingly, consciously broke existing laws"</I> against torture. This is precisely why they went to such enormous lengths to pervert the clear and unambiguous letter and spirit of the laws, devising a ludicrous, self-absolving system of executive tyranny, whereby the president's Justice Department appointees simply declare that whatever the president orders is <I>"legal,"</I> even if it conflicts with existing law. Torture, murder (<I>"extrajudicial killing"</I>), aggressive war - <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=867&Itemid=135">all is permitted for the "commander-in-chief,"</A> whose imperial immunity extends to every minion carrying out his orders. As we <A HREF="http://empireburlesquenow.blogspot.com/2005/07/master-planthe-rise-of-commander-in.html">have noted often before</A>, this is a version of the Nazi führerprinzip translated into the political idiom of modern America. <P>

Again, perhaps Barack Obama believes it is not an <I>"exceptional circumstance"</I> that a U.S. presidential administration openly claims to rule the Republic on the basis of Adolf Hitler's philosophy of governance. Certainly, Obama's deliberate inaction on these issues - no bills to stop funding for the war in Iraq, no bills to launch investigations of the torture system, not even a measure to overturn the Military Commissions Act, which stripped the ancient right of habeas corpus and officially enshrined the führerprinzip in U.S. law - constitutes an implicit accommodation with great and glaring evil. It is hard to see in all of this how he represents what Springsteen called in his endorsement <I>"the America I've envisioned in my music for the past 35 years...a country that's interested in its collective destiny and in the potential of its gathered spirit." </I> <P>

A leader truly interested in the collective destiny of his nation would not be<I> "nuancing"</I> questions of torture and war crimes. The pursuit of justice for these atrocities would not be an area for<I> "exercising judgment,"</I> or worrying about bad PR from the opposition party. It would instead be a burning passion, driven by the understanding that it is only this pursuit of justice that holds out the slim hope of even beginning to <I>"undo the terrible damage done"</I> by the Bush Regime - and by its bipartisan predecessors in imperial arrogance. <P> <B>

Afterword </B> <P>

How easy was it to see what was happening - and what was coming down the pike? Here's an excerpt from <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=433&Itemid=5">a piece I wrote for the Moscow Times</A> in November 2001: <P> <I>

It won't come with jackboots and book burnings, with mass rallies and fevered harangues. It won't come with "black helicopters" or tanks on the street. It won't come like a storm - but like a break in the weather, that sudden change of season you might feel when the wind shifts on an October evening: everything is the same, but everything has changed. Something has gone, departed from the world, and a new reality has taken its place. <P>

As in Rome, all the old forms will still be there; legislatures, elections, campaigns - plenty of bread and circuses for the folks. But the "consent of the governed" will no longer apply; actual control of the state will have passed to a small group of nobles who rule largely for the benefit of their wealthy peers and corporate patrons. <P>

To be sure, there will be factional conflicts among this elite, and a degree of free debate will be permitted, within limits; but no one outside the privileged circle will be allowed to govern or influence state policy. Dissidents will be marginalized - usually by "the people" themselves. Deprived of historical knowledge by an impoverished educational system designed to produce complacent consumers, not thoughtful citizens, and left ignorant of current events by a media devoted solely to profit, many will internalize the force-fed values of the ruling elite, and act accordingly. There will be little need for overt methods of control. <P>

The rulers will often act in secret; for reasons of "national security," the people will not be permitted to know what goes on in their name. Actions once unthinkable will be accepted as routine: government by executive fiat, the murder of "enemies" selected by the leader, undeclared war, torture, mass detentions without charge, the looting of the national treasury, the creation of huge new "security structures" targeted at the populace. In time, all this will come to seem "normal," as the chill of autumn feels normal when summer is gone. <P>

It will all seem normal..Indeed, the Bush administration is now openly considering the use of torture to compel testimony from suspected terrorists - or anyone designated as a suspected terrorist, Slate.com reports. True, a few girlie-men are still fretting about "constitutional rights," but the clever dicks in the Oval Office have that one sussed: recalitrant prisoners can always be exported to friendly regimes, like Egypt or Kenya, where they don't bother with such prissy concerns. Information "extracted" there can then be used in U.S. trials. <P>

Wouldn't evidence acquired by such heinous and unconstitutional methods be thrown out by the courts? Ordinarily, yes - under the old Republic. But in America's new weather, the judiciary will no doubt "give heightened deference to the judgements of the political branches with respect to matters of national security," [as former special prosecutor Kenneth Starr predicts]. And if all else fails, a handy executive order can always "reinterpret" the Constitution to accommodate the needs of "national security." <P>

Normal.... Armed with the sweeping new powers of the "USA Patriot Act" passed late last month, the Bush administration is acting to "shift the primary mission of the FBI from solving crimes to gathering domestic intelligence," the Washington Post reports. In other words, the feds will move from protecting the people to spying on them. The CIA has also been given authority to take part in domestic surveillance and investigations for the first time.... <P>

It won't come like a storm. It will all seem normal. Like a break in the weather, a shift in the wind. <P> </I>

Yes, all normal, business as usual. No <I>"exceptional circumstances"</I> here.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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Non-Native Species as Allies of Diversity </font> <br>

By David I. Theodoropoulos <P>

There is an idea, popular in some circles, that 'non-native' species are somehow harmful, that 'aggressive exotics' can invade ecosystems and destroy 'native species'. It surprises me to see the public and biologists alike uncritically accept this absurd notion. <P> <center> <I>

"But the Emperor has no clothes!"~~~ Folktale. </I> </center> <P>

In this spirit I would like to point out that there is absolutely no biological validity to the concepts of<I> 'native'</I> and <I>'exotic'</I> species, nor is there evidence that man's introduction of species into new habitats has any negative impact on global biological diversity. On the contrary, the aid we have given species in their movement around the world has served to increase both global and local diversity. It is one of the few human activities which is beneficial to the non-human creation. It cannot be distinguished from the movement of species by wind or ocean currents, or the aid other species give to their fellows, such as the distribution of seeds by migrating birds. <P> <center> <I>

"All living beings have the right to engage in the struggle for existence."~~~ L. H. Bailey. </I> </center> <P>

There are no adequate definitions of <I>'native'</I> and <I>'exotic,'</I> since there has been constant movement of species since the beginning of life. Witness the migration of species across the Bering Straits and the Isthmus of Panama. Great exchange of species has occurred between both oceanic and continental biota in these areas as they have been repeatedly submerged and exposed, alternately being corridors for aquatic and terrestrial life. In response to the Ice Ages, great movement of species has occurred. Even now, I understand that the armadillo is extending his range north from his native México. Is he an exotic invader? If we naturalize elephants in the tropical Americas, will they be exotics, or will this simply be the return of the Proboscidea to their pre-glacial range? <P>

Apparent cases of destructive invasion by <I>'exotics' </I>are usually examples of the beginning of an outbreak-crash population sequence occurring as a species moves into the niche provided by a heavily man-disturbed habitat, to be followed by the inevitable crash and subsequent adaptation and integration of the <I>'exotic'</I> into the local ecosystem. <P>

Intact ecosystems are highly resistant to invasion, and there are also many cases of <I>'exotics'</I> acting as nurse-plants and revegetators, helping the native ecosystem to reclaim its man-destroyed habitat. I have seen a grassy meadow and a field of star thistles side by side, with only barbed wire separating them. The fence can't stop the thistle seed, yet it does not invade the intact meadow, showing the thistle to be an antibody-like response of the prairie ecosystem to overgrazing by cattle. <P>

New species create niches for more species, further increasing potential diversity. Many species are extinct in their original habitat, existing only where they have been introduced to new areas by man. We are changing the world through our destruction, pollution, and now possible climate change. Local ecosystems need the infusion of new species to help their adaptation to a changed environment. <P> <center> <I>

"You stay, I go."~~~ Ishi, last of the Yana. </I> </center> <P>

It is ironic to me to hear people of European ancestry accuse other organisms of being <I>'invasive exotics, displacing native species.'</I> <P>

Even the wildest unfounded claims of invasion by <I>'exotics'</I> pale in comparison to the land area occupied by technological man's monoculture crops. These crop-deserts and modern man's extractive land-domination economy are the threat to biodiversity, not <I>'escaped exotics.'</I> <P>

There are documented cases in which attempts to exterminate<I> 'exotics'</I> have in fact pushed native species to the brink of extinction! <P>

Attempts to eradicate so-called non-native species are impossible, absurd, and destructive to the very habitats they hope to preserve. As an alternative, I propose: The protection of all intact ecosystems from human destruction, and the deliberate introduction of species into the areas we have already damaged. Introduction priorities should be based on phylogenetic relationships - non-represented groups and taxa of restricted distribution should be given priority. Threatened and endangered species should be given full protection and introduced into new habitats whenever possible. <P> <center> <I>

"Migrants of ape in gasoline crack of history."~~~ William Burroughs. </I> </center> <P>

We have only a brief moment in history when fossil fuels will continue to allow us rapid worldwide travel. Let us use this time wisely, to the benefit of all species.~~~ J.L.H. & S.L.C., 11/89. <P> <B>

Natives vs. Exotics Update, November 1994. </B> <P>

The <I>'anti-exotics'</I> movement is a growing threat to biodiversity conservation efforts. In the past 10 years, the mythology of <I>'invasive non-native species'</I> has spread from a minor pseudoscience indulged in by the gullible fringe, to a growing extremist movement uncritically embraced by otherwise responsible environmental groups. <P>

Our natural areas, from bio-preserves to National Parks are daily attacked by these extremists, using herbicide, chainsaws and bulldozers. Dozens of native plants have been falsely labeled invaders and are being exterminated. The process is driven in part by hysteria, and in part by greed- tremendous sums of money are being made on these extermination projects. For example, Monsanto, a major herbicide manufacturer was a sponsor of the 1994 California Exotic Pest Plant Council meeting, has an employee on the Council's board of directors, and was hawking their herbicides at a prominent booth. During breaks there was open discussion of ways to circumvent environmental laws restricting herbicide use in sensitive natural areas. <P> <I>

'Exotic Pest Plant Councils' </I>are cropping up around the country, promoting heavy use of herbicides in our parks, and lobbying for extremist legislation, including a federal law which will prohibit any movement of any species unless the government determines it will <I>'cause no harm.'</I> Only species on so called <I>'clean lists'</I> will be allowed to be distributed or imported. Any species not on the <I>'clean list' </I>will require expensive testing and approval before distribution. This is the final thrust towards the total corporate control of biodiversity- only they will be able to afford testing. <P>

This will eliminate our single most effective biodiversity preservation strategy. The only effective long-term method of preserving biodiversity is the naturalization of species in new regions, where they may thrive and spread without human protection. While bio-preserves, parks, botanic gardens and zoos are important and needed, these are only temporary measures- what park will be able to withstand the future's starving billions? <P>

Two forces are causing rapid destructive change- the rapid increase in human population, and the rapid spread of technological/industrial society. These forces are working together to cause a worldwide biological holocaust similar to past extinction events. The techno/industrial society expands, destroying indigenous, biologically-derived human cultures, replacing them with a homogenous, machine-derived pseudoculture of production and consumption. A vicious circle is created when the survival drives of an ever-expanding population force humanity to adopt the short-term resource extractive methods and values of the techno/industrial pseudoculture. Although theoretically, simple methods exist for opening this circle and exiting with minimal human and biological suffering, this is likely precluded by our biological imperatives, as well as the overpowering machine-imperatives of industrial consumption. Whether this vicious circle will reach critical mass and crash in a single, precipitous de-populating, de-industrializing event, or will unravel in a series of stepwise crashes over the next thousand years or so is anyone's guess. However, it seems likely that high rates of extinction will prevail over the next 1000 to 10,000 years or so. <P>

It has been demonstrated that the human transport of organisms may establish new populations of species in safe refuges, preventing extinction & increasing local biodiversity. In the short term, this directly protects the naturalized species from extinction in its homeland, and the enriched diversity provides a buffer against the effects of human-induced extinctions on the local ecosystem, increasing its resiliency, helping its adaptation to change and promoting the healing of damaged areas. In the long term, this promotes evolutionary processes, since the interaction among unlike organisms is a powerful driving force of evolution. The diversifying evolutionary cascades which will result offer the chance that our species will leave the world with the potential for increased diversity, somewhat offsetting our current shameful irresponsibility. <P>

Knowingly or unknowingly, gardeners participate in this process. Through their lifeways, all organisms modify their environment and participate in the creation of the landscapes in which they live. Corals build reefs, plants create soil, and animals transport seeds & nutrients long distances. Part of the lifeways of bluejays & squirrels is to plant acorns far from the oak, helping the forest migrate or heal burned or cleared areas. Our own lifeways of traveling about and admiring beauty cause us to gather useful and beautiful plants to grow around our homes, initiating the process of diversification. Many primates are key seed dispersal vectors in tropical ecosystems, and this is part of our evolutionary heritage. <P>

The reintroduction of diminished or exterminated species is diversity restoration, restoration gardening or restoration ecology. We call the introduction of endangered species <I>'rescue gardening'</I> or <I>'rescue ecology.'</I> The study of the diversity-enhancing introduction of new species we call <I>'enrichment ecology;'</I> the practice, <I>'ecological enrichment.' </I>~~~ J.L.H., 11/94. <P> <B>

Natives vs. Exotics Update, November 1995. </B> <P>

The extremist anti-exotic movement continues to grow. At the 1995 meeting of the California Exotic Pest Plant Council, an agreement was reached among existing state Councils to create a national umbrella Council to push their herbicide agenda nationwide. These Pest Plant Councils are merely front-groups for the multi-billion dollar herbicide industry; they are funded by, and have internal connections with Monsanto and other herbicide manufacturers. Like other pseudo-environmental front groups, they push destructive corporate interests in the guise of ecological concern. <P>

The USDA is undergoing a major, cost-cutting downsizing, with the closure of many offices and loss of many jobs. Perhaps in a effort to head off future budget-cuts, they are joining forces with the anti-exotics movement, calling for sweeping new powers and regulations. Randy Westbrooks, USDA, APHIS, addressed the meeting, calling for passage of the 'clean list' law, which will prevent all new importations, and even interstate movement of plants and animals without expensive testing. Under the guise of a <I>'Plant Protection Act' </I>Westbrooks said the new testing would be similar to the 30 to 40 million dollar safety testing needed to market a new toxic chemical. The New York City-based Natural Resources Defense Council supports this; their attorney, Faith Campbell has been propagandizing for such a law for several years. This clearly mis-named organization has also been accused of working with Conoco to open up indigenous Amazonian Huaorani territory to oil development. <P>

This agenda turns environmentalism on its head; it is the direct opposite of everything we environmentalists stand for. Imagine a nation in which this industry-backed program is successful- the wholesale poisoning of our natural areas by ecosystem-destroying chemicals will be mandatory government policy profiting corporate giants, yet wild plants and animals, the very components of the natural world and basis of all biological diversity will require multi-million dollar testing for <I>"safety!"</I> <P>

Also ominous is the fact that during Adolf Hitler's <I>'Third Reich,'</I> the National Socialists (Nazi Party) had an identical program to rid the landscape of<I> 'foreign'</I> plants. An interesting paper, <I>"Some Notes on the Mania for Native Plants in Germany,"</I> by Gert Groening and Joachim Wolschke-Bulmahn (Landscape Journal, Vol. II, No. 2, 1992) details this history. The extension of the Nazi pseudoscience of racial purity to the natural world is chillingly identical to the modern anti-exotics agenda, down to the details of <I>'genetic contamination.'</I> With the current rise of racism, immigrant-scapegoating, & other noxious, un-American ideologies, we must be prepared to hold all those who are promoting the anti-exotics frenzy personally responsible for their part in legitimizing a pseudoscience which leads directly to the horrors we saw in the 1940's. Clearly, <I>'eco-fascist'</I> is not too strong a term to describe these people. <P>

As I have stated before, the tenets of the anti-exotics movement are entirely without scientific merit. All unbiased studies prove that man-aided migration of organisms increases biological diversity, and these newcomers are frequently highly beneficial to local ecosystems. The anti-exotics extremists disregard the mountains of research which refute their claims, and the most fundamental questions that would be addressed by basic ecological research are discarded in favor of a propagandistic presentation of anecdotal evidence. <P>

The free movement of germplasm is essential to new-crops research; essential to the preservation of the food and medicinal plant germplasm central to feeding an expanding human population, & essential to the vital preservation strategies of ecological restoration and biological enrichment. To safeguard this free movement we must begin to educate the public concerning the pseudoscientific foundations of the anti-exotics movement, their bureaucratic & herbicide industry connections, their origins in an ideology of race-hatred, and their agenda of total control. We must form watchdog groups to monitor the Exotic Pest Plant Councils, and educate lawmakers and environmental organizations who may be misled by extremists. These groups could mobilize opposition to legislation and perhaps begin boycotts against environmental organizations which support these bad laws. I cannot organize these groups myself, but if you are interested, send your name and address, and I'll begin to build a list of names to be shared among those listed. For biologists, we need to establish a Society for Enrichment Biology, and publish a peer-reviewed Journal of Enrichment Ecology, for research papers pertaining to this new field. Interested biologists should contact me. <P>

It goes without saying that native plants and animals deserve our protection. We should be prepared to defend our natural areas with our very lives if necessary. <P>

I have devoted my life to the protection of the natural world. I will stand second to no one in my love and respect for all living beings. I encourage all people to dedicate themselves to the study of, the appreciation of, the love of, and the protection of the living beings that surround us.~~~ J.L.H., 12/95. <P><B>

Natives vs. Exotics Update, November 1997. </B> <P>

We are seeing greater use of prison labor in anti-exotics extermination projects. It is becoming quite popular to use these unpaid, predominantly minority prison work-gangs as slave-labor to do the hard physical work of extermination. I have also found modern anti-exotics writers (The Garden Philosopher, C. Goethe) who are explicitly racist, likening <I>'weeds'</I> to <I>'inferior races'</I> and vice-versa. Active work towards banning importations continues. This is not going to go away- if you don't want to be limited to the plants sold at the local Price-Mart, you will have to take action. Letters to the editor in response to newspaper and magazine articles may be effective. Point out the biological invalidity of the anti-exotics stance, their funding by the herbicide industry, its origin in Hitler's Zentralstelle fuer Vegetationskartierung des Deutschen Reiches and the Reichskomissar fuer die Festigung deutschen Volkstums, & its ongoing connection to ideologies of race-hatred.~~~ J.L.H., 11/97. <P> <B>

Natives vs. Exotics Update, November 1998. </B> <P>

Herbicide manufacturers American Cyanamid, DowElanco, Zeneca, SePro & others have joined Monsanto in supporting the exotic extremists. <P>

The scientific information-pool is being deeply contaminated by articles by researchers with an economic interest in promoting weed extermination. A new tactic is to make spurious claims that native species with expanding populations are in fact<I> 'nonlocal ecotypes,'</I> ignoring the human disturbance causing the population shift (the atmospheric deposition of nitrogen from air pollution, for example). <P>

As constructed, alien-invader theory is founded on non-operational constructs, is immune to testing, cannot be falsified, and has no predictive capacity. Its structure & conceptual elements are identical in all particulars with those of racism, fascistic nationalism, and other conspiracy theories. Instantly recognizable is the <I>"ultimate attribution error"</I> of Pettigrew's cognitive analysis of prejudice. Circular reasoning, low standards of evidence, self-sealing arguments, unsupported causal attribution and resistance to contradictory evidence are frequent. <P>

Changed conditions change community composition and structure.~~~ J.L.H., 11/98. <P> <B>

AFTERWORD </B> <P>

These little essays were written years ago - I present them here because they include many of the first published refutations of the flaws of invasion biology and its defective conceptual structure. I glad to claim priority of publication of many of these points - they appeared in my catalog long before others made the same points elsewhere. My views have changed a little over the years, as my knowledge and thinking on the subject has deepened, and in occasional details now differ slightly from those presented here. But I stand by nearly all of the points made above, and am heartened that, in recent years more scientists have recognized the validity of my claims, and have begun to publish articles questioning the invasionist ideology. From the letters I have received over the years, my little essays were apparently widely circulated among academics (especially during the early 1990s), and apparently triggered some significant changes in thinking. When my book "Invasion Biology: Critique of a Pseudoscience" was published in 2003, it caused considerable controversy, but has apparently prompted significant reexamination of invasionist ideology. There has since been some significant retrenching on the part of invasion biologists, as they have scrambled to patch the leaks in their field. For more information on this subject, please read my book.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.jlhudsonseeds.net/index.htm"> David I. Theodoropoulos </A> </font>is an independent conservation biologist specializing in germplasm conservation, seed banking, the biology of anthropogenic dispersal, ethnobotany, scientific ethics, and issues concerning the biological commons, the cultural commons, belief-systems in science, intellectual property, centralization/control vs. decentralization/decontrol, and man-nature relationships.
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The Ritual Flaying Of Carter <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

Nobody with a functioning memory should be too quick to condemn Jimmy Carter for daring to speak with the leadership of Hamas, as nearly everyone along the American political spectrum suddenly has felt obliged to do. From Condoleezza Rice and John McCain to Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton, along with every Congressional backbencher in both parties, expressions of disapproval have rained down upon the former president, who is old enough and tough enough to pursue his own beliefs to their logical conclusion. <P> <I>

"The United States is not going to deal with Hamas,"</I> said the secretary of state, <I>"and we had certainly told President Carter that we did not think meeting with Hamas was going to help." </I>The justification for that policy was explained helpfully by Senator Obama, whose willingness to meet with foreign adversaries does not extend to Hamas, at least not during the primary season. The Illinois senator <I>"does not support negotiations with Hamas until they renounce terrorism, recognize Israel's right to exist and abide by past agreements,"</I> according to a spokesman for his presidential campaign. <P>

As for Senator McCain, he reacted reflexively and demagogically, which should come as no surprise. He denounced any engagement with Hamas as a <I>"grave and dangerous mistake"</I> and scorched Mr. Carter for meeting with<I> "a terrorist group that has also killed innocent Americans." </I>A moronic congresswoman from North Carolina, who will have to live a very long time before she achieves a tiny fraction of what Mr. Carter has, proposed to revoke his passport. <P>

Certainly, Mr. Carter understands the nature of Hamas, an Islamist group not so different in its orientation from the radical students whose takeover of the U.S. Embassy in Tehran ultimately ended his presidency. What he also understands these many years later is that those once shunned as terrorists and criminals, forever beyond redemption, may eventually be recognized as the only possible partners in negotiation. For, of course, that is the very transformation he has observed in the Palestine Liberation Organization during the past three decades. <P>

When Mr. Carter hosted the historic Camp David meetings that established peace between Israel and Egypt, the Jewish state's prime minister was the late Menachem Begin, a former terrorist who firmly declared that he would never talk with Yasser Arafat and the P.L.O. Even as the Palestinians quietly began to discuss the notion of a two-state peace settlement, American and Israeli policymakers could hardly contemplate any engagement with Arafat, whose implication in atrocious attacks on civilians was as clear as his commitment to driving the Jews into the sea. Indeed, Israel's leaders often proclaimed that they would never talk with Arafat under any circumstances because of the Jewish blood on his hands. <P>

Then things changed, slowly but irrevocably. Today the P.L.O. leadership, legatee of the unmourned Arafat, is not only welcomed but financially supported by the United States, with its shaky authority on the West Bank bolstered by the Israel Defense Forces. The government of Israel and the Palestinian Authority remain far from the final agreement that would achieve a just peace, but each acknowledges the legitimacy of the other. <P>

This history lesson is not meant to minimize the obstacles to a real peace. Most prominent among those obstacles is Hamas, which will continue to undermine and embarrass Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas so long as it is excluded from any and all diplomacy. Despite the repugnant ideology and brutality of the Hamas leaders, there is no doubt that the Islamist organization enjoys substantial popular support, even among Palestinians who do not share its religious worldview. <P>

So there can be no sustainable deal between Israel and the Palestinians that is not accepted by Hamas. <P>

Yet our policy not only rejects any direct discussion with the Islamist party, but condemns any effort to learn what might bring them into the diplomatic process-or induce them to accept a negotiated settlement between the Palestinian Authority and Israel. Instead, we would require them to effectively surrender every point before we will even talk to them. That is the same mindless policy once directed by the White House toward our adversaries in Iran and North Korea until its uselessness became too obvious to ignore. <P>

With ongoing violence in Gaza, Mr. Carter's critics have already pronounced his mission a failure. But he elicited an official pledge that Hamas would honor a semi-permanent truce under certain conditions, and accept a Palestinian referendum to ratify a peace settlement. That hint of moderation, halting and reversible, suggests that he may yet be vindicated.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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Party Like It's 1932: The Obama Option <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Norman Solomon </font> <P>

Seventy-six years ago, to many ears on the left, Franklin D. Roosevelt

sounded way too much like a centrist. True, he was eloquent, and he'd

generated enthusiasm in a Democratic base eager to evict Republicans from

the White House. But his campaign was moderate -- with policy proposals that

didn't indicate he would try to take the country in bold new directions if

he won the presidency. <P>

Yet FDR's triumph in 1932 opened the door for progressives. After several

years of hitting the Hoover administration's immovable walls, the organizing

capacities of labor and other downtrodden constituencies could have major

impacts on policy decisions in Washington. <P>

Today, segments of the corporate media have teamed up with the Clinton

campaign to attack Barack Obama. Many of the rhetorical weapons used against

him in recent weeks -- from invocations of religious faith and guns to

flag-pin lapels -- may as well have been ripped from a Karl Rove playbook.

The key subtexts have included racial stereotyping and hostility to a

populist upsurge. <P>

Do we have a major stake in this fight? Does it really matter whether

Hillary Clinton or Obama wins the Democratic nomination? Is it very

important to prevent John McCain from moving into the White House? <P>

The answers that make sense to me are yes, yes and yes. <P>

In 1932, there were scant signs that Franklin Delano Roosevelt might become

a progressive president. By the summer of that election year, when he

accepted the Democratic Party's nomination for president, his <I>"only

left-wing statements had been exceedingly vague,"</I> according to FDR

biographer Frank Freidel. <P>

Just weeks before the 1932 general election, Roosevelt laid out a plan for

mandated state unemployment insurance nationwide along with social welfare.

Even then, he insisted on remaining what we now call a fiscal conservative.

<I>"Obviously he had not faced up to the magnitude of expenditure that his

program would involve,"</I> Freidel recounts. <I>"Obviously too, he had not in the slightest accepted the views of those who felt that the way out of the

Depression was large-scale public spending and deficit financing." </I> <P>

Six days later, on October 19, FDR delivered a speech in Pittsburgh that

blasted the federal budget for its <I>"reckless and extravagant"</I> spending. He

pledged <I>"to reduce the cost of current federal government operations by 25

percent."</I> And he proclaimed: <I>"I regard reduction in federal spending as one

of the most important issues of this campaign."</I> If he'd stuck to such

positions, the New Deal would never have happened. <P>

As the fall campaign came to a close, the Nation magazine lamented that

<I>"neither of the two great parties, in the midst of the worst depression in

our history, has had the intelligence or courage to propose a single

fundamental measure that might conceivably put us on the road to recovery."</I>

Looking back on the 1932 campaign, Freidel was to comment: <I>"Indeed, in many

respects, for all the clash and clamor, Roosevelt and President Hoover had

not differed greatly from each other."</I> <P>

The Socialist Party's Norman Thomas, running for president again that year,

had a strong basis for his critique of both major-party candidates in 1932.

But in later elections, when Thomas ran yet again, many former supporters

found enough to admire in FDR's presidency to switch over and support the

incumbent for re-election. <P> <I>

"The Roosevelt reforms went far beyond previous legislation,"</I> historian

Howard Zinn has written. Those reforms were not only a response to a crisis

in the system. They also met a need <I>"to head off the alarming growth of

spontaneous rebellion in the early years of the Roosevelt administration --

organization of tenants and the unemployed, movements of self-help, general

strikes in several cities."</I> <P>

Major progressive successes under the New Deal happened in sync with stellar

achievements in grassroots organizing. So, in Zinn's words, <I>"Where organized

labor was strong, Roosevelt moved to make some concessions to working

people."</I> The New Deal was not all it could have been, no doubt, but to a

large extent it was a stupendous result of historic synergies -- made

possible by massive pressure from the grassroots and a president often

willing to respond in the affirmative. <P>

Support of a candidate does not -- or at least should not -- mean silence

about disagreement. There shouldn't be any abatement of advocacy for

progressive positions, whether opposition to nuclear power plants,

insistence on complete withdrawal of the U.S. military and mercenaries from

Iraq, or activism for a universal single-payer healthcare system. <P>

For good reasons, Obama doesn't say <I>"I am the one we've been waiting for."</I>

He says in speech after speech: <I>"We are the ones we've been waiting for."</I>

Whether that ends up being largely rhetoric or profoundly real depends not

on him nearly so much as on us. <P>

A crucial task between now and November is to get Obama elected as president

while shifting the congressional mix toward a progressive majority. Next

year will bring the imperative of organizing to exert powerful pressure from

the base for progressive change. <P>

At a recent caucus in California's 6th congressional district, I was elected

as an Obama delegate to the Democratic National Convention. It's clear to me

that Obama is now the best choice among those with a chance to become the

next president. <P>

Barack Obama has the potential to become as great a president as Franklin

Roosevelt -- while social and political movements in the United States have

the potential to become as great as those that made the New Deal possible. I

seriously doubt that Hillary Clinton has such potential. And John McCain

offers only more of the kind of horrific presidency that the world has

endured for the last 87 months.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.normansolomon.com">

Norman Solomon's </A> </font> book "Made Love, Got War: Close Encounters with America's Warfare State" just came off the press. The foreword is by Daniel Ellsberg. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http://www.MadeLoveGotWar.com"> www.MadeLoveGotWar.com</A>. The documentary film "War Made Easy: How Presidents and Pundits Keep Spinning Us to Death," based on Norman Solomon's book of the same name, went into home-video release this week and is now available on DVD from Netflix, Amazon and similar outlets. For more information, go to:

www.WarMadeEasyTheMovie.org
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Negotiable Or Not, The American Way Of Life Must Be Extinguished.... <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#$0000FF>

(As inspired by a conversation with Derrick Jensen)

 </font> <br>

By Jason Miller <P> </font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

 "There's got to be just more to it than this;_Or tell me why do we exist?" ~~~ Iron Maiden </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <P>

Is the Western consumerist culture that we inflict upon the rest of the world truly the pinnacle of our evolution? If it is, I resign my membership in the human race. Though I don't fear that I'll be compelled to tender my resignation any time soon because our so-called <I>"non-negotiable American Way of Life"</I> is a piece of shit, for myriad reasons. <P>

We in the Western <I>"developed" </I>nations, particularly in the United States, are an utter disgrace to our species. Our myopic, self-centered, jejune, hubristic, and benighted ways of examining and interacting with the rest of the world, including other human animals, non-human animals, and Mother Earth herself, are reprehensible to the point of nausea and beyond. <P>

And why wouldn't they be? We carry perceived entitlement to such pathological lengths that we actually believe that the world and all of its inhabitants are resources we can objectify and use to enhance and ensure our <I>"prosperity," "security," </I>and <I>"the growth of our economy."</I> We are conditioned to believe a historical, manipulative and grossly distorted sound-bites streamed into our shriveled, atrophied cerebrums by well-coiffed, polished talking head sycophants who owe their careerist souls to a system that is destroying the world.<P>

And why wouldn't we US Americans believe that our <I>"shining city upon the hill"</I> is entitled to whatever our little hearts desire (and our $1 trillion per year military can plunder)? We are all living large thanks to the genocide our forefathers committed against the natives of Turtle Island. After all, who's going to worry about a little thing like 10-100 million dead "red men?" Or the 100 million black slaves who contributed mightily (and involuntarily I might add) to the development of our economic juggernaut of a nation? I can already see the shoulders shrugging and people assuaging potential guilt with the shop-worn arguments that <I>"we've more than made it up to them," "you can't change the past,"</I> or <I>"I wasn't there when it happened."</I> Well, guess what. I'm not suggesting reparations or apologies. Fuck applying band-aids to gaping wounds. We are barbarians masquerading as enlightened Christian folk-we've even deluded ourselves into believing our shit smells like roses. How far do we go before we call a halt to our insanity? <P>

Stocks of large marine animals have fallen 90% since 1950. The polar bears and penguins are drowning and disappearing in droves. Cattle, pigs, and chickens suffer unspeakable horrors in torture facilities euphemistically labeled factory farms mostly so we can get our <I>"fast food fix"</I> and destroy the world one burger at a time by eating at McDonald's. 50% of the world's tropical forests are gone and if present trends continue they will all be gone by 2090. A unique species of life goes extinct every 20 minutes. <P>

Conscienceless sociopaths like George W. Bush and Dick Cheney routinely rise to the ultimate positions of power, visibility and responsibility in our nightmare society. We have already slaughtered over a million Iraqis in retaliation for the 3,000 people they DIDN'T kill on 9/11. Disproportionate scapegoating at its finest. Job well done, USA! (One shudders to think how many we would've killed had Iraqis been the actual perpetrators of the WTC bombings). <P>

I wonder, dear reader, if you are wondering the same thing I'm wondering as I'm writing: Just what the fuck is wrong with us? We US Americans excel at paying lip service to worshipping Christ and/or the God of the Old Testament, but the truth is that our real god is Mammon. Even those who reject mainstream culture and its obsession with wealth and material possessions are forced to subjugate themselves to the almighty dollar in our filthy capitalist dog-eat-dog, winner-take-all system. <P>

We fancy ourselves to have a monopoly on <I>"freedom"</I> and <I>"decency." </I>In fact, we've mind-fucked ourselves into believing it is our<I> "duty" </I>to <I>"civilize"</I> the rest of the world. In reality we are wage and debt slaves who each play a role in perpetuating a system that is grossly immoral, exploitative, and malevolent. We export our evil via our blood-drenched foreign policy. <I>"Get them before they get us" </I>is our motto-even if we happen to be the equivalent of Mike Tyson pulverizing an infant. Hey, he might've attacked us when he grew up, right? <P>

For those of us who haven't had every shred of moral decency indoctrinated out of us, there is cause for some optimism. Like a pyramid balancing on its apex, capitalism is destined to topple. Linear, short-sighted, chaotic, grossly immoral, and dependent upon infinite growth in a finite world, it has already reached obsolescence in the minds of most intellectually honest critical thinkers. Its myriad victims have discovered perhaps its ultimate vulnerability: asymmetric warfare. In its insatiable thirst to commodify everything, capitalism is at odds with Mother Nature herself. If the victims of imperialism and monopoly capitalism don't bring this son of a bitch down, the Earth will. And I feel confident that I speak for many when I state that the world will be truly blessed when our violent, hierarchal, and malignant culture of murder and mayhem is throttled to death like a perpetrator who finally encounters a victim with the means to eradicate him. <P>

Meanwhile, we can accelerate the demise of the dominant culture, as Derrick Jensen has labeled our rotten-to-the-core Westernized, capitalistic way of being. As Jensen suggests, we need to build upon the culture of resistance that is rapidly expanding in the pre-revolutionary environment in which we find ourselves. <P>

As the inevitable revolution or crash approaches (the power elite can only fuck the people or the environment so hard before the backlash takes them out), there are many things we can do (each according to our abilities and resources) to monkey wrench this merciless, murderous machine. <P>

Students of history will note that all manner of people and activities are necessary to bring down a deeply entrenched rotten and oppressive establishment. Strikers, boycotters, organizers, thinkers, writers, spiritual leaders, protestors, civil disobedients, conscientious objectors, providers of resources, and groups engaged in direct action like the ALF are all essential to the success of resisting the considerable might and tenacity of those who hold a majority of the world's wealth and power. <P>

So, as Jensen suggests, find what you love and do it in such a way that it puts a little more wobble on that inverted pyramid.  <P>

And when the time comes, those of us who are clinging to our guns so bitterly will know what to do with them.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://civillibertarian.blogspot.com/"> Jason Miller </A></font> is a recovering US American middle class suburbanite who strives to remain intellectually free. His essays have been widely published, he is an associate editor for <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/"> Cyrano's Journal Online, </A> and publishes <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/THOMASPAINE/"> Thomas Paine's Corner </A> within Cyrano's. He welcomes your <A HREF="http://mailto:JMiller@bestcyrano.org"> constructive correspondence.</A>
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear unter gruppenfuhrer Davis, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your putting that uppity Obama in his place by calling him a boy, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with saphire clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 05-25-2008. We salute you herr Davis, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>
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Brush It Off <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

PHILADELPHIA: It had to be to be the first time in history that a presidential candidate had a hip-hop moment. <P>

Barack Obama, who says he listens to Jay-Z along with his <I>"old school guy"</I> favorites like Earth, Wind & Fire and the Temptations, alluded to the rapper's 2003 hit "Dirt Off Your Shoulder" on Thursday to sweep away concerns about his pugnacity. <P>

After conceding that the Philly debate was tough, he brushed the imaginary lint of Hillary, George and Charlie from his shoulders, in a wordless reference to Jay-Z's lyrics in his anthem about not letting anyone crimp your ride as you cruise from the bottom to the top: <I>"Got some, dirt on my shoulder, could you brush it off for me."</I> <P>

There's no doubt the cat is cool. It's easy to imagine the wild reception many parts of the world would give a President Obama as he loped down the stairs of Air Force One in his aviator glasses, the chic and chiseled Michelle on his arm. <P>

The imagery of the 2008 race is all about cool and hot. <P>

Obama is cool in a good way. He continues to look to the stars as the Clintons drag him down to the gutter, even when Hillary suggests he should scamper out of the kitchen since he's so obviously sensitive to heat. <P>

The Clintons are still scalded over the cool new kid in school precociously usurping the dream of Hillary, granddaughter of a Scranton lace mill worker and wife of a man who thinks he owes her the presidency. <P>

This spurred the delicious spectacle of Bill Clinton, king of self-pity, suggesting that Obama was whining too much about the tone of the debate. <P>

Like Bill, John McCain has his hot-headed flashes and struggles to stay cool. <P>

But before it's signed, sealed and delivered, as his campaign song goes, Obama will have to balance his cool with some heat, as J.F.K. did. He seems too imperious about the power of hot-button values issues that have proved so potent for most of his lifetime. <P>

Sometimes when he answered questions at the ABC debate, you could see white letters on a black background scrawling across the screen of a Republican attack ad. <P>

He can create an uplifting new kind of politics if he becomes president, but first he's going to have to get past the shallow and vicious old politics he says he disdains (even if his campaign knows how to dip into the Clinton toolbox). <P>

The thorny questions Obama got in the debate were absolutely predictable, yet he seemed utterly unprepared and annoyed by them. He did not do well for the same reason he failed to outmaneuver Hillary in a year's worth of debates: he disdains the convention, the need for sound bites and witty flick-offs and game-changing jabs. <P>

He needs to be less philosophical and abstract, and more visceral and personal. Some of the topics he acted dismissive about are real things on the minds of many Americans. <P>

Obama does not need to wear a flag pin. By the time NBC colored its peacock logo with the Stars and Stripes after 9/11, it was clear that patriotism had been co-opted by commercialism. And he's right that W. and Cheney used patriotism in a corrosive way to goad Americans into going along with their trumped-up war. <P>

But when a voter from Latrobe asked in the debate why he doesn't wear a flag pin, he high-hatted it as a <I>"manufactured issue,"</I> then, backing in tepidly, added, <I>"I could not help but love this country for all that it's given me." </I> <P>

Asked about his friendly relationship with the former Weather Underground anarchist William Ayers - an association that The Wall Street Journal suggests could turn into the Swift Boat of 2008 given Ayers's statement that <I>"I don't regret setting bombs; I feel we didn't do enough"</I> - Obama defended him with a line that only the eggheads orbiting his campaign could appreciate. Ayers, he said, is <I>"a professor of English in Chicago."</I> <P>

Obama has to prove to Americans that, despite his exotic background and multicultural looks, he shares or at least respects their values and understands why they would be upset about his associations with the Rev. Wright and an ex-Weatherman. <P>

Even though his supporters raised Cain about ABC, Obama is smart enough to know he will need a better game against a canny war hero. Campaigning in Pennsylvania on Friday, he seemed eager to show he was not highfalutin. He said he and Michelle weren't born with silver spoons; he shared how <I>"burned up"</I> he was when his sick mother could not get health insurance; he hugged a disabled veteran who thanked him for getting into the race, and he left a rally with a lusty <I>"God Bless America."</I> <P>

He's trying, as Jay-Z says, to get flow.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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The Left Has Lost Its Way <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Hedges </font> <P>

The failure of the American left is a failure of nerve. It has been neutralized and rendered ineffectual as a political force because of its refusal to hold fast on core issues, from universal, single-payer, not-for-profit health care for all Americans, to the steadfast protection of workers' rights, to an immediate withdrawal from the failed occupation of Iraq to a fight against a militarized economy that is hollowing the country out from the inside. <P>

Let the politicians compromise. This is their job. It is not ours. If the left wants to regain influence in the nation's political life, it must be willing to walk away from the Democratic Party, even if Barack Obama is the nominee, and back progressive, third-party candidates until the Democrats feel enough heat to adopt our agenda. We must be willing to say no. If not, we become slaves. <P>

Political and social change, as the radical Christian right and the array of corporate-funded neocon think tanks have demonstrated, are created by the building of movements. This is a lesson American progressives have forgotten. The object of a movement is not to achieve political power at any price. It is to create pressure and mobilize citizens around core issues of justice. It is to force politicians and parties to respond to our demands. It is about rewarding, through support and votes, those who champion progressive ideals and punishing those who refuse. And the current Democratic Party, as any worker in a former manufacturing town in Pennsylvania can tell you, has betrayed us. <P> <I>

"The mistake of the former left-wingers, from Tom Hayden to Todd Gitlin, is that they want to be players in the Democratic Party and academia,"</I> said John R. MacArthur, the publisher of Harper's magazine, speaking of two prominent 1960s activists. <I>"This is not what the left is supposed to be. The left is supposed to be outside the system. The attempt by the left to take control of the Democratic Party failed with [Eugene] McCarthy and George McGovern. The left, at that point, should have gone back to organizing, street protests, building labor unions, and the mobilization of grassroots activists. Instead, it went for respectability." </I> <P>

The rise of a corporate state, and by that I mean a state that no longer works on behalf of its citizens but the corporations, is as much a part of the Democratic agenda as the Republican agenda. Sure, every four years Democratic candidates pay lip service to the old values of the party, but then they head off to Washington and do things such as ram NAFTA down our throats, throw 10 million people off welfare, and peddle health-care proposals acceptable to the HMOs, huge pharmaceutical giants, and for-profit health-care providers who are, after all, the very sources of our health-care crisis. What we as citizens need and work for in a corporate state is irrelevant. <P>

The working class has every right to be, to steal a line from Obama, bitter with liberal elites. I am bitter. I have seen what the loss of manufacturing jobs and the death of the labor movement did to my relatives in the former mill towns in Maine. Their story is the story of tens of millions of Americans who can no longer find a job that supports a family and provides basic benefits. Human beings are not, despite what the well-heeled Democratic and Republican apologists for the free market tell you, commodities. They are not goods. They grieve, and suffer and feel despair. They raise children and struggle to maintain communities. The growing class divide is not understood, despite the glibness of many in the media, by complicated sets of statistics or the absurd, utopian faith in unregulated globalization and complicated trade deals. It is understood in the eyes of a man or woman who is no longer making enough money to live with dignity and hope. <P> <I>

"The other side has religion, and we need some," </I>said the Rev. Susan B. Thistlethwaite, president of Chicago Theological Seminary. <I>"We need a more robust understanding of the role of religious values, values that prevent us from compromising the sanctity and dignity of human life. The left, because it is largely secular, did not do enough as the working class was finished off. And now the same thing is happening with the middle class. It is the loss of the left's spiritual resources that has crippled the movement. The left forgot that nations, like individuals, have souls. Once you sell your soul, it is hard to get it back. History is not linear. History is about constant struggle. It is the struggle, if you come out of faith, which matters."</I> <P>

The failure of the left is the failure of well-meaning people who kept compromising and compromising in the name of effectiveness and a few scraps of influence until they had neither. The condemnations progressives utter-about the abuse of working men and women, the rapacious cannibalization of the country by an unchecked arms industry, our disastrous foreign wars, and the collapse of basic services from education to welfare-are not backed by action. The left has been transformed into anguished apologists for corporate greed. They have become hypocrites. <P> <I>

"The loss of nerve by the left comes down to this lack of faith," </I>Thistlethwaite said. <I>"Having a soul means there is coherence between our actions and our values. The left can no longer claim this coherence. It has no moral compass. It does not know right from wrong. It has, in its confusion, lost the capacity to make moral judgments."</I> <P>

Hope, St. Augustine wrote, has two beautiful daughters. They are anger and courage. Anger at the way things are and the courage to see they do not remain the way they are. We stand at the verge of a massive economic dislocation, one forcing millions of families from their homes and into severe financial distress, one that threatens to rend the fabric of our society. If we do not become angry, if we do not muster within us the courage to challenge the corporate state that is destroying our nation, we will have squandered our credibility and integrity at the moment we need it most.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Chris Hedges, </font> the former Middle East bureau chief for The New York Times, spent seven years in the Middle East. He was part of the paper's team of reporters who won the 2002 Pulitzer Prize for coverage of global terrorism. He is the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=War+Is+a+Force+That+Gives+Us+Meaning&Go.x=12&Go.y=8&Go=Go">War Is a Force That Gives Us Meaning</A>. His latest book is <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=American+Fascists%3A+The+Christian+Right+and+the+War+on+America&Go.x=8&Go.y=13&Go=Go">American Fascists: The Christian Right and the War on America</A>.
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Jimmy Cliff <P>

Oh yeah, but oh yeah, oh yeah, alright <P>

Well they tell me of a pie up in the sky <br>

Waiting for me when I die <br>

But between the day you're born and when you die <br>

They never seem to hear even your cry <P>

So as sure as the sun will shine <br>

I'm gonna get my share now of what's mine <br>

And then the harder they come, the harder they'll fall, one and all <br>

Ooh, the harder they come, the harder they'll fall, one and all <P>

Well, the oppressors are tryin' to keep me down <br>

Tryin' to drive me underground <br>

And they think that they have got the battle won <br>

I say forgive them Lord, they know not what they've done <P>

'Cos as sure as the sun will shine <br>

I'm gonna get my share now of what's mine <br>

And then the harder they come, the harder they'll fall, one and all <br>

Ooh, the harder they come, harder they'll fall, one and all <P>

Oh yeah, well oh yeah, oh yeah, oh yeah <P>

But I'll keep on fighting for the things I want <br>

Though I know that when you're dead you can't <br>

But I'd rather be a free man in my grave <br>

Then living as a puppet or a slave <P>

So as sure as the sun will shine <br>

I'm gonna get my share right now of what's mine <br>

And then the harder they come, the harder they'll fall, one and all <br>

Ooh, the harder they come, harder they'll fall, one and all <br>

Yeah, the harder they come, the harder they'll fall, one and all <br>

(Wanna say now, wanna say now - oh <br>

Wanna say now, wanna say one more time) <br>

Yeah, the harder they come, harder they'll fall, one and all ..... <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1969/2008 Jimmy Cliff
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<font size="+3"> <font color=#0000FF> <P> <br> 

Nation Agrees Not To Talk About Politics <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

WASHINGTON-After months of fevered and contentious political discourse, the U.S. populace unanimously agreed Monday that, before somebody gets upset and things get out of hand, it would be better to just stop talking about politics altogether. <P>

Designed to reverse the trend of heated discussions on topics ranging from the Democrats' shifting stance on NAFTA to Sen. John McCain's support for the Iraq War, the nationwide change in subject is effective immediately. <P> <I>

"There's no point getting the country all riled up talking about politics, especially right before a big election like this,"</I> 43-year-old Pittsburgh resident Eric Daniels said. <I>"With terrorism and the economy and all these other problems on our minds, nobody wants to talk about which candidate can best restore faith in America both at home and abroad." </I> <P> <I>

"Baseball season just started,"</I> Daniels added. <I>"How about them Pirates?"</I>

The decision by all 301,139,947 U.S. citizens to talk about something else is expected to last the more than six months leading up to the presidential election on Nov. 4. During that time, the nation has agreed to supplant all lively debates and impassioned arguments about politics with topics such as movies, music, summertime, and, in some rare cases, personal matters like family, relationships, and feelings. <P>

Anything, Americans strongly reiterated, so long as it is not politics. <P>

A Zogby International poll conducted last week reflected the country's distaste for political debate. When asked if they preferred the Republican emphasis on national security or the more Democratic commitment to domestic issues, 73 percent of respondents agreed to disagree on the matter and just leave it at that; 16 percent called the topic of Obama versus Clinton "touchy" and not worth talking about if it could offend someone; and 11 percent said that for the sake of everyone having a good, hassle-free year, it is probably best to just let it go and not worry about who the 44th president will be. <P>

In addition, nine out of 10 Americans polled stressed that with the dollar's poor performance and record-high gas prices, this is neither the time nor the place to be talking about politics in the first place. <P> <I>

"If people need to talk about Hillary Clinton's health care proposal, I hope they have the decency to let me know so I can go somewhere else first,"</I> Jacksonville, FL resident Katherine Watson, 37, said. <I>"Or at least make the conversations more interesting. Maybe talk about Barack Obama's smile or John McCain's weird shoulder thing." </I> <P>

Citizens have also reportedly experienced much less tension in the nation since the ban was instated. Moreover, millions have expressed relief and enthusiasm that, given the backgrounds of the candidates in this election, the injunction has led to a drop in awkward discussions of race, gender, and age. <P> <I>

"Yesterday I had a wonderful, hour-long conversation about how crazy [contestant] Andrew [D'Ambrosi] on Top Chef is, but at least he adds an interesting dynamic to the show,"</I> Deirdre Miles, 26, of Sacramento said. <I>"It was such a relief to know that nobody would be bringing up superdelegates, the Pennsylvania primary, or John McCain's comment about having our troops in Iraq for the next 100 years. I've got two brothers fighting over there, so that is the last thing I want to think about right now." </I> <P>

Even as the country braces for a potential recession, a number of media outlets claim that the injunction on talking politics could be a boon to business. With television, newspapers, and radio stations all forced to cover only sports and entertainment, ad revenue and ratings are expected to soar in every major market nationwide. <P>

For their part, politicians have largely been supportive of the move. <P> <I>

"The president is proud that the American people have come together on such an important issue," </I>White House press secretary Dana Perino told reporters at a briefing Tuesday. <I>"He supports their decision wholeheartedly, and thinks U.S. citizens should focus on relaxing and having a good time in the upcoming months." </I> <P>

Added Perino, <I>"We'll take care of the politics for you."</I> <P>

Though the moratorium will likely be lifted after the election, the 1984 agreement between Americans to avoid discussing religion has been extended until 2024. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.theonion.com/content/index"> The Onion </A>
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<br> <center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000> 
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Find The Cost Of Freedom <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

Find the cost of freedom, buried in the ground <br>

Mother earth will swallow you, lay your body down <br>

Find The Cost Of Freedom ~~~ Crosby, Stills, Nash & Young <br> <br>

"Touring Can Make You Crazy!" ~~~ 200 Motels <br> <br>

Calling all cars. Calling all cars. ~~~ Calling All Cars ~ 1930's radio show <br> <br>

 </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

As I write this article the current National Debt, well at least the debt that they will cop to, is $9,340,373,691,889.00. Most economic types assure us that the actual National Debt is four or fives times that official figure. Noam Chomsky figured it at 50 trillion dollars and that was 2 1/2 years ago. <br> <br>

Even if we take the lower figure of <I>"just"</I> a $9 trillion dollar National Debt this means, with a current population of about 303,897,679, each man, woman and suckling-babe-in-arms' share of this outstanding bill comes to $30,735.26 and it's rising daily! Of course, this bill doesn't apply to the top 5% of us! <br><br>

This is about three times as much debt as old dementia head ran up back in the 80s. You may recall that before Raygun came to power we had managed to run up a one trillion dollar debt in about 200 years. Most of that came from <I>"Tricky Dick's"</I> extension of the Vietnam war and taking us off the gold standard. Our money has been pretty much worthless ever since! By the time Ronnie left office the national debt was approaching 4 trillion. Papa Smirk ran it up a bit more but Clinton managed to bring it down some by paying off 100's of billions of dollars of debt with budget surpluses. But since the Smirkster overthrew Al Gore's government, he, like Raygun, has managed to triple the National Debt! Furthermore, since September 29,2006 we average another $1.44 billion per day of debt and no end is in sight. <br> <br>

About half of this debt has been bought up by other countries like England, China and Saudi Arabia. Each of which could, with a simple maneuver, destroy what's left of our Depression riddled economy! <br> <br>

This is why that gas is four dollars a gallon and food and everything else is sharply increasing in price. Our money is becoming worthless. Couple this with the basic war based economy we've had since the turn of the twentieth century and it's no wonder we're going broke. Of course, being slaves of a corpo-rat state that controls everything, especially their bottom line and you have a growing depression the likes of which has never been seen in this country. <br> <br>

Of course, this is exactly what Capitalism is all about. Since WWII our corpo-rat masters have been doing everything they can to turn our three-class society into a two-class society. You know, like in olden daze when there was a King and his court and everybody else. Of course, today's modern Capitalists aren't satisfied with just doing that to America. They have their sights on a bigger target. <br> <br>

After the American economy is completely destroyed, they'll move on to the next economic Super Power and steal everything there until they've changed the entire world into a third-world world. Somewhere along the way, most of us will go bye-bye. They only need about half a billion slaves to run the world. They've already begun to eliminate sections of the population via starvation. The conversion to <I>"bio-fuels,"</I> which takes food off the table and converts it at an obscene cost to motor food, will certainly eventually kill at least a billion people in current third world countries. Look for outbreaks of "Bird Flu" to join AIDs and other CIA developed plagues. This means about 6 billion of us will soon be getting a <I>"pink slip!"</I> The trouble is, we'll be the lucky ones!  

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

I see that our national embarrassment <I>"der Smirk"</I> is going overseas again to spread hatred and disgust of America wherever he goes! He's off on a<I> "6 day trip,"</I> without the aid of the late Dr. Hoffman, May 13-18, to Saudi Arabia, occupied Palestine and Egypt. The good news is the war with Iran won't start until he comes back. The bad news is he'll be telling Israel to go ahead and bomb Iran! He's also letting our allies (you know the ones that supplied the 911 highjackers) that another war is in the making. He's letting them know that as soon as Iran responds to the Israeli attacks, we'll step in and bomb the Iranians back to the Stone Age and who knows, maybe the Syrians too! Which I'm sure you will agree, will make his Zionazi puppet masters as happy as can be! <br> <br>

Therefore, you might want to mark June 3rd on your calendar as the likely beginning of WW III! That's the next <I>"New Moon"</I> after der Fuhrer's trip. You might also want to take appropriate steps to secure your family's future! <br> <br>

Bush officially is off to force a <I>"peace treaty"</I> on the Palestinians. Bush will meet with Israeli President Shimon Peres and Prime Minister Ehud Olmert and speak to the Knesset, the Israeli parliament, which will be a first for Bush. If he can, while making the speech, string two coherent sentences together that, too, will be another first! <br> <br>

In Saudi Arabia, Bush will meet with King Abdullah to hold hands and watch some snuff movies of women who went outside without a male escort. <br> <br>

While in Egypt, Bush will visit Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak, Jordan's King Abdullah II and Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas. He'll explain to them Israel's final solution of the <I>"Palestinian Question"</I> if they don't sign ze papers!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

And finally, here's a little something for all you radio heads out there. You probably all ready know this but for those who don't you might want to copy this down. It just may come in handy some day... <br> <br> <B>

DEA FREQUENCIES </B> <br> <br>

CH.1 OPERATIONS RPT. 418.625/416.050 MHZ. CH.2 OPERATIONS RPT. 418.90/416.325 MHZ. CH.3 SURVEILLANCE/STRIKE FORCE 418.750 MHZ. CH.4 SURVEILLANCE/STRIKE FORCE 418.675 MHZ. CH.5 OPERATIONS RPT. 418.825/415.60 MHZ. CH.6 OPERATIONS RPT. 418.95/416.20 MHZ. CH.7 OPERATIONS RPT. 418.975/417.025 MHZ. CH.8 OPERATIONS SIMPLEX 418.975 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

UNITED STATES MARSHALS </B> <br> <br>

 CH.1 OPERATIONS RPT. 163.20/163.8125 MHZ. CH.2 OPERATIONS SIM. 163.20 MHZ. CH.3 OPER.RPTS.EXTENDERS 164.60/163.8125 MHZ. CH.4 OPER.SIMPLEX 164.60 MHZ. CH.? AIR/MOBILES 163.8125 MHZ. CH.? OPER.REPORTED 162.7125/170.80 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

BUREAU OF PRISONS </B> <br> <br>

CH.1 170.875 MHZ. CH.2 170.925 MHZ. CH.3 170.650 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE </B> <br> <br>

CH.1 CID OPER.RPT. 165.950/167.00 MHZ. "IRS" CH.2 CID OPER.DIRECT 167.000 MHZ. CH.3 CID OPER.DIRECT 165.950 MHZ. USDT COMMON 166.4625 MHZ. CH.1 IRS.INVESTIGATIONS 166.00/167.10 MHZ. CH.2 IRS.INVESTIGATIONS 166.00 MHZ. USDT COMMON FREQ. 165.4625/166.5875 CH.1 CID OPER.(UHF) 418.225/414.700 MHZ. CH.2 CID OPER.DIR 418.225 MHZ. CH.3 CID TACTICAL 418.175 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

FED. COMMUNICATION COMM. </B> <br> <br>

167.05 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

BUREAU OF ALCOHOL , TOBACCO & FIRE ARMS </B> <br> <br>

CH.1,3 OPERATIONS 165.2875/166.5375 MHZ. AND FIREARMS "BATF" CH.4 USDT COMMON 166.4625 MHZ. CH.5 OPERATIONS 165.9125 MHZ. USDT COMMON 165.4625/166.5875 MHZ. LOCAL OFFICES 165.35 MHZ. USDT COMMON 166.4625 MHZ. CH.2 TACTICAL 166.5375 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

U.S. CUSTOMS </B> <br> <br>

CH.1,2 OPERATIONS 165.2375/166.4375 MHZ. CH.3 USDT COMMON 166.4625 MHZ. CH.4 TACTICAL 165.7375 MHZ. CH.5 USDT COMMON 165.4625/166.5875 MHZ. OPERATIONS 162.825 MHZ. TACTICAL CAR-CAR 165.85 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

LOW POWER FEDERAL FREQS. </B> <br> <br>

UNDER 30 WATTS 163.10 , 418.050 , 418.575 MHZ. SOME USES ARE : EAR MICS, 5 WATTS 27.575 , 27.585 MHZ. SECRET COMM., SOME SURV. 166.75 , 166.875 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

SECRET SERVICE NATIONWIDE </B> <br> <br>

RPT. 165.375 MHZ. BAKER 165.7875 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

FEDERAL EMERGENCY AGENCY DC AREA  </B> <br> <br>

16.95 MHZ <br> <br> <B>

FEDERAL PROTECTION AGENCY </B> <br> <br>

415.20, 417.20 MHZ.</B> <br> <br>

FEDERAL DISASTER NETWORK </B> <br> <br>

170.20 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT SHARED </B> <br> <br>

408.40 MHZ. 418.075 MHZ. 165.85 MHZ. TACTICAL <br> <br> <B>

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIONS </B> <br> <br>

163.425/163.925 MHZ. "FBI" RPT. 163.725/163.775 MHZ. RPT. 163.80/164.55 MHZ.  RPT. 162.6375/162.7875 MHZ. RPT. 163.9375 MHZ. F5 RPT. 163.9125 MHZ. F1 RPT. 167.3125 MHZ. F2 SIM. 167.45 MHZ. F3 167.6125 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

ALSO SEARCH THROUGH THESE FREQUENCIES </B> <br> <br>

164.00 - 164.55 MHZ.  167.2375 - 167.80 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

U.S. DEPT. OF LABOR <Br> <br>

WV. </B> <br> <br>

168.35 MHZ.<br> <br> <B>

OHIO </B> <br> <br>

173.6125, 406.20 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

K.Y. </B> <br> <br>

164.70 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

ALL PORTABLES </B> <br> <br>

406.20 MHZ. <br> <br> <B>

TO FIND HIDDEN FREQUENCIES USED BY OUR FEDERAL GOVERNMENT SEARCH THRU THESE AREAS </B> <br> <br>

162.685 - 162.98 MHZ. 163.20 - 163.99 MHZ. 165.21 - 165.95 MHZ. 166.40 - 166.75 MHZ. 167.05 - 167.80 MHZ. 168.80 - 168.95 MHZ. 170.70 - 170.925 MHZ. 171.15 - 172.00 MHZ. 411.00 - 411.93 MHZ. 413.675 - 413.975 MHZ. 414.00 - 414.575 MHZ. 416.05 - 416.775 MHZ. 417.02 - 417.275 MHZ. 418.05 - 418.98 MHZ.

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. <br>Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists."<br> ~~~ Arundhati Roy ~~~</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

This week we'd like to thank Farmer Pete for his kind contribution to our efforts! <br> <br>

A few weeks ago we were once again forced to go to our readers and ask for money to keep publishing.  We are fundamentally unable and philosophically unwilling to devise catchy fundraising tactics. We aren't going to ask you to send $20.08 each or offer new cell phone plans or try to convince you a donation to Issues and Alibis will save the world from the scourge du jour. Everyone associated with this magazine is stubborn and pissed off and determined to continue fighting for the world that we want to leave our children-and they are all our children. We'll keep publishing as long as possible. But, as we've detailed below, we need money to go on.  It is the few dollars a week that makes a difference in our survival.  <br> <br>

Those of you who have responded since we first asked for help have not only been generous but you've also given us encouragement and strengthened our conviction that it is important to continue to speak truth, keep advertising to a bare minimum and provide a forum for other people to speak their truths, too. As more and more leftist publications are forced into oblivion or turned into tools of the power elite, your letters and messages are more important to us than ever. We appreciate the support. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. This old iBook is about to join the old Dell in the trash heap, when it does, we'll be gone! <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you! <br> <br>

Ernest & Victoria Stewart

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/destoniohoffman.jpg"> <br>

01-11-1906 ~ 04-29-2008 <br>

Good-bye Doctor Trips it was fun! </center>

<br> <br> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/vitter.jpg"> <br>

03-18-1956 ~ 05-01-2008 <br>

Suicide is painless, it brings on many changes... </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 

<br>

<center>
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</center> <p> <br> 

<center>

<table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>
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One Angry Man <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Should we worry about John McCain's temper?</font> <br>

By Christopher Hitchens <P>

So, a fresh and sly political subtext in a very bizarre campaign season. The two Democratic nominees remain icily calm when in each other's vicinity-plain as it is that they cordially loathe and despise one another-while huge shudders of molten rage continue to shake the ample and empurpled yet graying frame of Bill Clinton as he broods on the many injustices to which life has subjected him. What a good time to shift the subject to the temperament (or temper) of Sen. John McCain and to hint, as did Michael Leahy in a <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/04/19/AR2008041902224.html">major piece</A> in the April 20 Washington Post, that we should wonder whether the Republican nominee has his tray table in the fully locked and upright position, whether he lives happily or unhappily in his own ZIP code, whether there are kittens in his granary or bats in his belfry, and whether his elevator goes all the way to the top. <P> <I>

"Anger management"</I> is the euphemism that allows this awkward matter to be raised. In a solemn version of the old <I>"Whose finger on the trigger?"</I> question, Leahy was able to recruit the views of former Sen. <A HREF="http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Robert_C._Smith">Bob Smith</A>, R-N.H., who opined that McCain's rage quotient <I>"would place this country at risk in international affairs, and the world perhaps in danger."</I> I once went on a TV panel with Smith and passed some green-room time with him, and I can assure you that premature detonations of any kind would certainly not be his problem. He combines the body of an ox with the brains of a gnat. Indeed, if his brains were made of gunpowder and were to accidentally explode, the resulting bang would not even be enough to disarrange his hair. He moved from being the most right-wing Republican senator from New Hampshire, switching to the U.S. Taxpayers Party after a distinct absence of what we call <I>"traction"</I> in his presidential run of 2000, tried to rejoin the GOP when he saw a nice, fat chairmanship become vacant on the death of Sen. John Chafee, failed at that, lost the nomination in his own state, moved to Florida, endorsed John Kerry in 2004, endorsed Duncan Hunter for the Republican nomination in December last year, and was last <A HREF="http://www.constitutionparty.com/news.php?aid=716">spotted</A> on the Web page of the <A HREF="http://www.constitutionparty.com/">Constitution Party</A>: a Web page that's tons of fun to check out. And this cretinous dolt, who managed to do all the above without bringing out so much as a sweat on his massive and bovine frame, is the chief character witness against the impetuous McCain. Nice work. <P>

However, we are still obliged to ask ourselves whether the senior senator from Arizona is a brick short of a load or, as heartless people in England sometimes say, a sandwich or two short of a picnic. Because <I>"anger,"</I> make no mistake about it, is the innuendo for instability or inadequacy. What if McCain doesn't really have both oars in the water or is either too tightly wrapped or not tightly wrapped enough? <P>

The anecdotes are both reassuring and distressing, and the best and the worst both come from Arizona. About two decades ago, facing a group in his state GOP that resisted proclaiming a state holiday for Martin Luther King Jr., he shouted, <I>"You will damn well do this"</I> and rammed the idea home with other crisp and terse remarks. Fair enough. However, a bit later, in 1986, he was pursuing a Senate career and took extreme umbrage at an Arizona Young Republican who had given him too small a podium on which to stand before the cameras. It can be tough being 5 foot 9 (as I am here on tiptoe to tell you), but most of us got over it before we were out of our teens, let alone before donning the uniform of the U.S. armed forces. <P>

The podium example is the worrying one, because otherwise one could defend McCain by arguing that some things are worth becoming enraged about. Michael Gerson got this exactly wrong when he recently <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/04/22/AR2008042202523.html">indicted </A>McCain for denouncing the Christian right in 2000, calling them<I> "agents of intolerance,"</I> comparing them to Louis Farrakhan, and accusing them of being <I>"corrupting influences."</I> Who could possibly have looked at the Jerry Falwell-Pat Robertson riffraff and said anything less? There was nothing <I>"out of control"</I> about that address. The problem there was not the senator's rough speech but the way that he later sought accommodation with the same frauds and demagogues. <P>

One reason that I try never to wear a tie is the advantage that it so easily confers on anyone who goes berserk on you. There you are, with a ready-made noose already fastened around your neck. All the opponent needs to do is grab hold and haul. A quite senior Republican told me the other night that he'd often seen John McCain get attention on the Hill in just this way.    Not necessarily hauling, you understand, but grabbing. Again, one hopes that the nominee has been doing this for emphasis rather than as a sign that he is out of his pram, has lost his rag, has gone ballistic, has reported into the post office that he's feeling terminally disgruntled today. (Or, as P.G. Wodehouse immortally put it, if not quite disgruntled, not exactly gruntled, either.) <P>

Thomas Jefferson used to note of mild George Washington that there were moments of passionate rage in which <I>"he cannot govern himself."</I> We often forgive what we imagine, to use Orwell's words about Charles Dickens, are the moments when someone is <I>"generously angry."</I> Yet how are we to be sure that we can tell the hysterical tantrum from the decent man's wrath? The answer ought to be that we cannot know in advance of a presidency what causes people to become choleric, so anger management is yet another name-and yet another reason-for the separation of powers.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Christopher Hitchens</font> is a columnist for <A HREF="http://www.vanityfair.com/"> Vanity Fair</A> and the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-8510833-7521447?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=God+Is+Not+Great%3A+How+Religion+Poisons+Everything&x=0&y=0">God Is Not Great: How Religion Poisons Everything.</A>

 <P> <br> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<br>
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The Military Option <br> </font> </font><font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

WAR WITH Syria? Peace with Syria? <P>

A big military operation against Hamas in the Gaza strip? A cease-fire with Hamas? <P>

Our media discuss these questions dispassionately, as if they were equivalent options. Like a person in a showroom making a choice between two cars. This one is good, and so is the other one. So which should one buy? <P>

And nobody cries out: War is the height of stupidity! <P>

CARL VON CLAUSEWITZ, the renowned military theorist, famously said that war is nothing but the continuation of politics by other means. Meaning: war is there to serve policy and is useless when it does not. <P>

What policies did the wars in the last hundred years serve? <P>

Ninety-four years ago, World War I broke out. The immediate cause was the assassination of the Austrian heir apparent by a Serbian student. In Sarajevo they showed me how it happened: after a first attempt on the main street had failed, the assassins had already given up hope when one of them came across the victim again, by sheer accident, and killed him. After this almost accidental killing many millions of human beings lost their lives in the following four years. <P>

The assassination served, of course, only as a pretext. Every one of the belligerent nations had political and economic interests that pushed it into the war. But did the war really serve these interests? The results suggest the opposite: three mighty empires - the Russian, German and Austrian - collapsed; France lost its standing as a world power beyond all hope of recovery; the British Empire was mortally wounded. <P>

Military experts point to the shocking stupidity of almost all the generals, who threw their poor soldiers again and again into hopeless battles, which achieved nothing but slaughter. <P>

Were the statesmen any wiser? Not one of the politicians who started the war imagined that it would last so long and be so horrible. In early August 1914, when the soldiers of all the countries marched into the war with merry enthusiasm, they were promised that they would be home <I>"before Christmas."</I> <P>

No political aim was achieved in that war. The peace agreements that were imposed on the vanquished were monuments of unbridled imbecility. It can be argued that the main result of World War I was World War II. <P>

THE SECOND World War was, seemingly, more rational. The man who launched it practically single-handed, Adolf Hitler, knew exactly what he wanted. His opponents went to war because they had no choice, if they did not want to be overrun by a monstrous dictator. Most of the generals on both sides were far more intelligent than their predecessors. <P>

And in spite of this, it was a stupid war. <P>

Hitler was, basically, a primitive person who lived in the past and did not understand the Zeitgeist. He wanted to turn Germany into the leading world power - an aim that was wildly beyond its capabilities. He intended to conquer large parts of Eastern Europe and to empty them of their inhabitants, in order to settle Germans there. That was a hopelessly obsolete concept of power. Like all ideas of establishing settlements as a national instrument, it belonged to centuries past. Hitler did not understand the meaning of the technological revolution that was about to change the face of the world. It can be said: Hitler was not only an evil tyrant and a monumental war criminal, but ultimately also a thoroughly stupid person. <P>

The only aim that he almost achieved was the annihilation of the Jewish people. But even this mad endeavor failed in the end: Jews today have a strong influence on the most powerful country in the world, and the Holocaust played an important role in the establishment of the State of Israel. <P>

Hitler wanted to destroy the Soviet Union and reach a compromise with the British Empire. He belittled the United States and almost ignored it. The result of the war was that the Soviet Union took over a large part of Europe, America became the main world power and the British Empire disintegrated forever.  <P>

Indeed, the Nazi dictator proved, more than anybody else, the utter futility of war as a political instrument at this point in time. After the destruction of Hitler's Reich, Germany did achieve his goal. Germany is now the dominant economic and political power in a united Europe - but this was attained not with tanks and heavy guns, without war and military might, solely by diplomacy and exports. One generation after all the German cities had become heaps of ruins in the Nazi adventure, Germany was already flourishing as never before.   <P>

The same can be said about Japan, which was even more militaristic than Germany. It achieved by peaceful means what the generals and admirals had failed to achieve by war.  <P>

FROM TIME to time I read enthusiastic reports by American tourists about Vietnam. What a wonderful country! What a friendly people! What good business can be done there! <P>

Only a generation ago, a brutal war was running amok there. Masses of people were killed, hundreds of villages burned, forests and harvests destroyed by chemical agents, soldiers fell like flies. Why? Because of dominoes. <P>

The theory went like this: if all of Vietnam were to be taken over by the Communists, all the other countries of Southeast Asia would fall. Each one would bring down its neighbor, like a row of dominoes. Reality has shown that this was complete nonsense: the Communists took over all of Vietnam, without affecting the stability of Thailand, Malaysia and Singapore. When the war memories faded, Vietnam indeed followed the path of its northern neighbor, Red China, but in the meantime China has a flourishing capitalist economy. <P>

In the Vietnam War, the stupidity of the generals competed with that of the politicians. The champion was Henry Kissinger, a war criminal whose towering ego disguised his basic stupidity. At the height of the war he invaded the neighboring peaceful Cambodia and broke it into pieces. The result was a gruesome auto-genocide, when the Communists murdered their own people. Yet many still consider Kissinger a political genius.   <P>

THERE ARE those who maintain that for sheer futility, the invasion of Iraq takes the cake even in this fiercely competitive field. <P>

It seems that the political leadership in Washington foresaw the dramatic rise of the world-wide demand for oil. They decided, therefore, to strengthen their hold on the oil of the Persian Gulf and the Caspian Sea basin. The war was intended to turn Iraq into an American satellite and to station there, under a friendly regime, a permanent American garrison that would keep the whole area under control. <P>

The results, up to now, have been the opposite. Instead of consolidating Iraq as a united country under a stable pro-American regime, a civil war is raging, the state is tottering on the brink of disintegration, the population hates the Americans and considers them a foreign occupier. The output of oil is less than it was before the invasion, the immense costs of the war undermine the American economy, the price of oil is increasing incessantly, America's once elevated position in world public opinion has reached rock bottom and the American public is demanding that the soldiers be brought home. <P>

There is no doubt that American interests could have been safeguarded far better by diplomatic means, using the economic clout of the US. That would have saved thousands of American soldiers and ten times as many Iraqi civilians, and trillions of dollars. But the problematic ego of George Bush, who hides his hollowness and insecurity behind a bluster of noisy arrogance, caused him to prefer war. As to his cerebral prowess, a world-wide consensus has been achieved even before the end of his term in office.  <P>

IN THE 60 years of its existence, the State of Israel has fought six major wars and several "smaller" ones (the War of Attrition, the Grapes of Wrath, the two intifadas and more.) <P>

The 1948 confrontation was a war of<I> "no alternative,"</I> if one justifies the Jewish intrusion into Palestine by the fact that there was no other solution for the problem of their existence. But already the second round, the war of 1956, was an example of incredible short-sightedness. <P>

The French, who initiated the war, were in a state of denial: they could not admit to themselves that in Algeria a genuine war of liberation was taking place. Therefore, they convinced themselves that the Egyptian leader, Gamal Abd-al-Nasser, was the root of the problem. David Ben-Gurion and his aides (and particularly Shimon Peres) wanted to remove the <I>"Egyptian Tyrant"</I> (as he was then uniformly called in Israel) because he had raised the banner of Arab Unity, which they considered an existential threat to Israel. Britain, the third partner, was longing for the past glories of Empire. <P>

All these aims were totally negated by the war: France was expelled from Algeria, together with more than a million settlers; Britain was pushed to the margins of the Middle East; and the<I> "danger" </I>of Arab Unity proved to be a scarecrow. The price: a whole Arab generation was convinced that Israel was the ally of the nastiest colonial regimes, and the chances of peace were pushed back for many years. <P>

The 1967 war was intended at the beginning to break the siege on Israel. But in the course of the fighting, the war of defense became a war of conquest which drove Israel into a vertigo of intoxication from which it has not yet quite recovered. Since then we have been captives in a vicious circle of occupation, resistance, settlements and permanent war. <P>

One of the direct results was the 1973 war, which destroyed the myth of our army's invincibility. Yet without this being the intent of our government, this war had one positive result: three unusual personalities - Anwar Sadat, Menachem Begin and Jimmy Carter - succeeded in translating Egyptian pride over the successful crossing of the Suez Canal into a peace agreement. But the same peace could have been achieved a year earlier, without war and without the thousands of killed, if Golda Meir had not arrogantly rejected Sadat's proposal. <P>

The First Lebanon War was, perhaps, the most hopeless and dim-witted of Israel's wars, a cocktail of arrogance, ignorance and complete lack of understanding of the opponent. Ariel Sharon intended - as he told me in advance, to - (a) destroy the PLO, (b) cause the Palestinian refugees  to flee from Lebanon to Jordan, (c) drive the Syrians out of Lebanon, and (d) turn Lebanon into an Israeli protectorate. The results: (a) Arafat went to Tunis, and later, as the result of the First Intifada, returned to Palestine in triumph, (b) the Palestinian refugees remained in Lebanon, in spite of the Sabra and Shatila massacre that was intended to panic them into fleeing, (c) the Syrians remained in Lebanon for another twenty years, and (d) the Shiites, who had been downtrodden and beholden to Israel, became a powerful force in Lebanon and Israel's most determined foe. <P>

The less said about Lebanon War II the better - its true character was obvious right from the start. Its aims were not frustrated - simply because there were no clear aims at all. Today Hizbullah is where it was, stronger and better armed, shielded from Israeli attacks by the presence of an international force.<P>

After the First Intifada, Israel recognized the Palestinian Liberation Organization and brought Arafat back to the country. After the Second Intifada, Hamas won the Palestinian elections and later took over direct control of a part of the country. <P>

ALBERT EINSTEIN considered it a symptom of madness to repeat again and again doing something that has already failed and to expect a different result every time. <P>

Most politicians and generals conform to this formula. Again and again they try to achieve their aims by military means and obtain contrary results. We Israelis occupy an honorable place among these madmen. <P>

War is hell, as an American general pronounced. It also rarely achieves its aims.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Missing Marie Antoinette <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"You cannot have political stability based on empty stomachs and poverty. When I see food lines in developing countries, I know that those governments are under pressure and are in danger of falling." ~~~  Norman Borlaug, Winner of the 1970 Nobel Peace Prize for his development of wheat strains essential for the famed Green Revolution.

Time Magazine Monday November 11, 1974. </center> </I> <P> </font> <font size="+2">

A couple of weeks ago, when the world food crisis was circling through the story mills, I heard an interview with a food pantry director that disturbed me profoundly. Because of increased need and dwindling resources, the agency had to reduce the amount of food it was distributing. Instead of the three cans of baby formula that had been given out in the past, the pantry was now only able to provide one. Desperate parents were diluting the formula to make it last. <P>

When my daughter was an infant, the Nestle Corporation marketed formula to poor women in Africa, convincing them that Nestlé's formula was safer and healthier than breast milk. Poor and without resources to buy the necessary quantities of Nestle product, mothers diluted the formula to make it last. Untold numbers of children suffered from malnutrition because of corporate greed. <P>

The interview I heard and the memory it triggered haunted me. I read the news stories with increasing horror. I watched the nightly news on network television hoping for some glimmer of humanity among the newscasters.  <P>

And then it was over. A new week. New news. George Bush announced that the tax rebates were coming early to help offset the cost of gas and groceries. All was well.  Time to move on. <P>

The internet, of course, still carries the stories and even a few major newspapers are running series about food shortages. But it felt wrong, very wrong, that we moved so quickly away from a world in which children are starving. Our world. <P>

I wanted to write about world hunger, about the millions of people who are hungrier tonight than they were a year ago, about the unnecessary suffering of children. But as I began to do some research I founds an ugly face behind the food shortages. <P>

Using food to conquer and control populations is not a new phenomenon. The effort to consolidate control of the world's food supplies-from the ground on which the food is grown to the stores in which it is sold-is not new either. And the corporations seeking domination through food do not care about the people they maim and destroy. Those stories won't make the nightly news. <P>

And neither will the story of those who benefit from the hunger of children. <P>

The food shortages we are experiencing today have, in part, been forecast for some time.  <A HREF="http://www.ifpri.org">The International Food Policy Research Institute</A> published a paper, 2020 Global Food Outlook: Trends, Alternatives, and Choices, in August 2001. Using a substantial body of research and data, the authors discussed food supplies and production, options for meeting the growing demands on food resources and <I>"optimistic"</I> and <I>"pessimistic"</I> projections for the future of the world's food supply; <I>"trends, alternatives and choices" </I>determined in part by the actions of governments. As a partner country in the IFPRI, the U.S. certainly had access to this information. <P>

The reasons for the current food crisis have gotten a lot of attention. Ethanol. Oil prices.  Higher demand.  Global warming. War. (Iraq was part of the <I>"breadbasket of the Middle East."</I> That was before America brought democracy to the country and introduced Order 81, which states in part: <I>"Farmers shall be prohibited from re-using seeds of protected varieties or any variety mentioned in items 1 and 2 of paragraph [C] of Article 14 of this chapter."</I>) But in famine, like everything else, the question has to be who is making a profit.  And it is in Order 81 that we catch a glimpse of the truth. <P>

In early January of this year Donald Coxe, global portfolio strategist for BMO Financial Group, told investors that the credit crunch and soaring oil prices would <I>"pale in comparison to what is about to transpire."</I> Quoted in the Financial Post, Mr. Coxe went on to predict, <I>"It's not a matter of if, but when. It's going to hit this year hard."</I> He also handed out investment advice so his audience could protect themselves and invest in the most lucrative stocks. There are about two dozen stocks that are going to redefine the world's food supplies, according to Coxe, and <I>"those stocks will have a precious value as we move forward."</I> <P>

Mr. Coxe was not the only financial advisor counseling clients on starvation stocks. And it isn't just the wealthiest who are cashing in on hunger.  <P>

Where are the informed putting their money? Companies like Deere, Mosaic, Potash and 

Agrium show up on most lists. And Monsanto. Monsanto, the manufacturer of genetically modified seeds. Monsanto, the company that has been trying to make inroads into European markets for years. Monsanto, supplier of seeds to Iraq. Buy those stocks today. <P>

The current food crisis escalated quickly although it had been long in the making. The advantage of a crisis is that the need for immediate response does not provide time for adequate analysis. In the short term, governments will step in and provide relatively fast assistance. For the U.S. this gives opportunity for the further expansion of the Bush regime's policy of<I> "transformational diplomacy,"</I> the doublespeak term for the spread of empire, using food and aid as weapons. It also sets the stage for shaping the future of food production across the globe. We will, naturally, want to prevent such a crisis from happening again. <P>

On April 14 of this year Speigel on line international reported, <I>"The heads of research at agricultural conglomerates are convinced that genetic engineering could be the answer to the world's food problems."</I> And more and more investment counselors and financial analysts are insisting that its <A HREF="http://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2008/05/01/this-company-may-be-the-biggest-threat-to-your-future-health.aspx?source=nl">Monsanto</A> who is going to provide solutions for the world's food crisis. <P>

In John Brunner's 1972 scientifically sound and eerily prescient novel, The Sheep Look Up, the poor of the world were fed with an engineered substance that resembled food. It made a lot of money for the company that manufactured it. <P>

The food crisis-which is not based on an actual shortage of food but rather the cost of food-is not part of a conspiracy. It is part of a strategic business plan. It's about identifying a market, creating a need, selling product. It's not personal. It's business. <P>

And the threat of famine in America will make us, so the elite believe, more malleable, more willing to destroy the environment for oil and gas, more accepting of nuclear power, more amenable to war. Another set of  business plans. <P>

We, the great roiling mass of humanity from which these men are separate, are not without power. The billions of us can, in truth, bring empire down. Organizations around the world are working to stop the proliferation of genetically modified seeds. Experts and activists are striving to promote sustainable agriculture in developing countries. Even long slumbering Americans are beginning to demand justice. <P>

Marie Antoinette lived in an insular world. She did not understand privation. When one could not have bread, then <I>"Let them eat cake." </I>It was ignorance, not callousness, which motivated her infamous statement and symbolizes the cause of the French Revolution. Let us now see what happens to the corporate masters who, without the defense of ignorance, have said, <I>"Let them eat dirt,"</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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The White House Torture Team <p> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

This is one of those stories in the category of,<I> "We knew this before we knew it."</I>

When the shocking Abu Ghraib photos appeared in 2004, depicting U.S. soldiers abusing prisoners in Iraq, public revulsion and outrage swept the land. Yet, even as a few of the low-level participants were punished and called <I>"bad apples,"</I> most Americans knew at a gut level that this debased behavior had to flow downward from a much higher level. Now we know it for a fact. <P>

How high did the moral and legal corruption go? All the way to the very top. Reporters have confirmed that torture tactics were discussed, orchestrated, and approved in the White House Situation Room by the Bush inner circle. Cheney was there. So were Condoleezza Rice, Donnie Rumsfeld, Colin Powell, John Ashcroft, and George Tenet. <P>

It was not just one meeting, but dozens over many months, and the discussions were not idle chitchat, but detailed planning sessions to establish a brutal interrogation process. ABC news reports that methods of prisoner abuse<I> "were almost choreographed - down to the number of times CIA agents could use a specific tactic."</I> Indeed, CIA officers were brought in at times to demonstrate some of the tactics to the Bush Torture Team. <P>

Then, to give their depraved policy an Orwellian-Machiavellian twist, these highest-ranking American officials devised legal cover-ups to protect themselves and others from being prosecuted for violating our country's anti-torture laws. At least one member of the team, John Ashcroft, was antsy about what was going on: <I>"Why are we talking about this in the White House?"</I> he asked at one point.<I> "History will not judge this kindly."</I> <P>

Meanwhile, where was George? He was deliberately kept out of the meetings to insulate him from legal liability. But he now admits that he knew of the discussions and approved of the result.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Square Foot Gardening <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mel Bartholomew </font> <P> <B>

First the location </B> <P>

Pick an area that gets 6-8 hours of sunshine daily. <P>

Stay clear of trees and shrubs where roots and shade may interfere. <P>

Have it close to the house for convenience. <P>

Existing soil is not really important, since

you won't be using it. <P>

Area should not puddle after a heavy rain. <P> <B>                

Then the Ten Basics </B> <P> <B>

. LAYOUT -</B> Arrange your garden in squares, not rows. Lay it out in 4'x4' planting areas. <P> <B>

. BOXES -</B> Build boxes to hold a new soil mix above ground. <B> <P>

. AISLES -</B> Space boxes 3' apart to form walking aisles. <B> <P>

. SOIL - </B>  Fill boxes with Mel's special soil mix: 1/3 blended compost, 1/3 peat moss, and 1/3 coarse vermiculite. <B> <P>

. GRID -</B> Make a permanent square foot grid for the top of each box. A MUST! <b> <P>

. CARE - </B>NEVER WALK ON YOUR GROWING SOIL. Tend your garden from the aisles. <B> <P>

. SELECT -</B> Plant a different flower, vegetable, or herb crop in each square foot, using 1, 4, 9, or 16 plants per square foot. <B> <P>

. PLANT - </B> Conserve seeds. Plant only a pinch (2 or 3 seeds) per hole. Place transplants in a slight saucer-shaped depression. <B> <P>

. WATER -</B> Water by hand from a bucket of sun-warmed water. <B> <P>

. HARVEST - </B>When you finish harvesting a square foot, add compost and replant it with a new and different crop. <B> <P>

Now the details <P>

1 - LAYOUT.</B> Always think in squares: lay out 4 foot by 4 foot planting areas with wide walkways between them.<B> <P>

2 - BOXES.</B> Build garden box frames no wider than 4 feet, and 6 to 8 inches deep. The length is not as important, but a recommended size for your first time is one frame 4 foot by 4 foot. You can, of course, go smaller. A 2 foot by 2 foot works great on patios and 3 foot by 3 foot box is ideal for kids. Frames can be made from almost any material except treated wood, which has toxic chemicals that might leach into the soil. 1 by 6 or 2 by 6 lumber is ideal, and comes in 8-foot lengths. Most lumber yards will cut it in half at little or no cost. Exact dimensions are not critical. Deck screws work best to fasten the boards together. Rotate or alternate corners to end up with a square inside.

<B> <P>3 - AISLES.</B> If you plan to have more than one garden box, separate them by 2 or 3 feet to form walkways. <B> <P>

4 - SOIL. </B>Fill frame with Mel's Mix, a mixture of 1/3 compost, 1/3 peat moss, and 1/3 coarse vermiculite (no dirt needed). A blended compost made from many ingredients provides all the nutrients the plants require (no chemical fertilizers needed). Peat moss and vermiculite help hold moisture and keep the soil loose.   It's best to make your own compost from many ingredients but if you have to buy it, make sure it is truly compost. Some stores sell mulch or humus and other ground covers but call it compost. Most commercial compost is made from one or two ingredients so to be  safe, don't buy all of one kind but one of each kind until you have enough for your garden.

It's really best to make your own compost, then you know what goes in it. When buying vermiculite, be sure to get the coarse grade, and get the more economical 4 cubic foot size bags. <P>

If placing frames over grass you can dig out the grass or cover it with cardboard or landscape cloth to discourage grass and weeds from coming up through your new garden soil. <P> <B>

5 - GRID.</B> On top of each frame place a permanent grid that divides the box into one foot squares. The grid is the unique feature that makes the whole system work so well. To show you why the grid is so important, do this little demonstration: Look at your 4 foot by 4 foot box with the grid on and imagine up to 16 different crops. What you see before you is a neat and attractive, well organized garden, that will be easy to manage. <P>

Now remove the grid. Could you organize and manage this space without dividing it up into squares? Besides, without the grid you will be tempted to plant in rows, which is a poor use of space. <P>

Grids can be made from nearly any material; wood, plastic strips, old venetian blinds, etc. Use screws or rivets to attach them where they cross. On a 4 foot by 4 foot frame, the grid divides the frame into 16 easy-to-manage spaces, for up to 16 different crops. Leave the grid in place all season. The grid can be cut long enough to fit across the top of the box or cut shorter to lay on the soil inside the box.

<P> <B>

6 - CARE.</B> Since you will NEVER walk on or depress the growing soil, don't make the frames any wider than 4 feet (2 feet, if only one side is accessible). Any wider makes it too difficult to reach in to tend the plants.

<B><P>7 - SELECT.</B> Depending on the mature size of the plant, grow 1, 4, 9, or 16 equally spaced plants per square foot. If the seed packet recommends plant spacing be 12 inches apart, plant one plant per square foot. If 6 inch spacing; 4 per square foot. If 4 inch spacing; 9 per square foot. If 3 inch spacing; 16 per square foot.

<B> <P>8 - PLANT.</B> Plant one or two seeds in each spot by making a shallow hole with your finger. Cover, but do not pack the soil. Thinning is all but eliminated. Seeds are not wasted. Extra seeds can be stored cool and dry in your refrigerator.

<P>Don't over-plant. Plant only as much of any one crop as you will use. This 4 foot by 4 foot box will grow more than a conventional garden that is 8 foot by 10 foot.

<P> <B>9 - WATER. </B>Water only as much as each plant needs. Water often, especially at first, and on very hot dry days, If possible, water by hand ( uses a lot less water )with a cup from a sun-warmed bucket of water. Warm water helps the soil warm up in early and late season. <B> <P>

10 - HARVEST. </B>Harvest continually and when a crop in one square is gone, add some new compost and plant a new different crop in that square. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.squarefootgardening.com/"> Mel Bartholomew </A>
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Intensive Gardening <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Farmer Pete </font> <P>

I sent in links to teach you to <A HREF="http://search.yahoo.com/search?ei=UTF-8&y=Search&fr=ush1-mail&p=building+perfect+soil&SpellState=n-3513116481_q-NaoJziYPxp500uUnjmvGfAAAAA@@&fr2=sp-qrw-corr-top">build perfect soil</A> so you can now use your area for more <A HREF="http://search.yahoo.com/search?ei=UTF-8&fr=ush1-mail&p=intensive+gardening+plants&rs=1&fr2=rs-top">intensive gardening plants</A>, <A HREF="http://search.yahoo.com/search?ei=UTF-8&fr=ush1-mail&p=raised+beds&rs=2&fr2=rs-top">raised beds</A>, <A HREF="http://search.yahoo.com/search?ei=UTF-8&fr=ush1-mail&p=intensive+gardening">intensive gardening.</A> <P><center>  <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/000_1473.jpg"> </center> <P>

So if you're short on space, you can place plants closer or use off-set planting, simply placing 2 cabbage plants in a raised bed n the next row. Just place 1 plant in the center, then start another double row down the length of your raised bed. A raised bed of carrots, radish's, beets can be seeded almost solid then space them out a bit after they come up.  <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/000_1464.jpg"> </center> <P>

Be sure to eat them there or make up a salad, watch for young dandelion leaves & wild mustard, these make excellent salad.  <P>

To even extend your garden season to twice the amount of time, think of adding a greenhouse. Those garage building kits at Lowes, Menards etc. You can just buy the steel, add poly covering or use polycarbonate sheets, i.e.,  <A HREF="http://www.rhoderanch.com/">VersaTube building systems by J. Rhode building systems</A>. <P>

Watch out for CHEM FARMER's n rabbits, Pls enjoy, Pete.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>  (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto: petesfarms@yahoo.com">Farmer Pete </A> </font> farms in North Dakota and stands behind <A HREF=" http://www.bcsshop.com/"> BCS Gardening Equipment, </A> <I>"as they r gear drive, not belt that needs adjustment/replacement."</I>

</font>
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MAYDAY ALERT! -- Terror Drills Could Go Live! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Dr. James H. Fetzer <br>

Major William B. Fox <br>

Captain Eric H. May <br>

SFC Donald Buswell <P> </font> <I>

The name "false flag" comes from the old pirate's ruse of flying another country's flag during an attack, thereby shifting blame for the attack to a party that had nothing to do with it. Governments use false flag attacks to push their nations into dictatorship or war. As military experts, we fear that national terror drills, scheduled for May 1-8, could be used to camouflage a false flag attack in the United States. </I> <P> <B>

Strategic Signals </B> <P>

Yesterday an American-flagged ship fired on the Iranian Navy, and now Pentagon sources say that they have been ordered to prepare attack plans.  Admiral<I> "Fox"</I> Fallon, the Centcom commander who opposed war with Iran, has been ousted in favor of Bush loyalist General David Petraeus, who has spent the last month accusing Iran for our increasing problems with the Iraqi resistance. <P>

Saudi Arabia has been preparing for nuclear fallout from an attack on Iran since last month, when Dick Cheney paid a visit.  Israel has just finished its largest-ever domestic war drills. Israel and the Bush administration are insisting that Syria and North Korea are nuclear collaborators. Syria is preparing for the contingency of an Israeli attack. Iran is preparing for the contingency of a US attack. US government insiders speculate that Bush has promised Israel an expanded Middle East war before he leaves office. <P>

The Neo-Cons are pounding their war drums again, according to Dr. James H. Fetzer, the founder of Scholars for 9/11 Truth, and he believes that nothing would help them spread their imperial war in the Middle East as much as another 9/11. <P>

He has just published <A HREF="http://www.amfirstbooks.com/IntroPages/ToolBarTopics/Articles/Other_Topics/9-11_Anomalies/Dr._James_H._Fetzer_2008-04-22_9-11_and_the_Neo-Con_Agenda.html ">"9/11 and the Neo-Con Agenda." </A> The article is a must-read introduction for anyone wanting to understand the origins and aims of the<I> "global war on terror."</I> <B> <P>

Domestic Discord </B> <P>

Inside the US, Bush approval ratings are well below 30%, and approval ratings for the U.S. Congress and mainstream media are even lower. Over three quarters of the American people believe that the country is on the wrong track, and just as many want to end the quicksand war in the Middle East. The economy is crashing as fuel prices are skyrocketing. The Establishment is losing its grip on power. It would take another 9/11 to make the nation forget its domestic woes and resume its lost zeal for the Neo-Con <I>"new American century"</I> of foreign wars and a domestic police state. <P>

In his much-discussed February article, <A HREF="http://www.thepriceofliberty.org/08/02/25/may.htm">"False Flag Prospects, 2008,"</A> Captain Eric H. May documented the disturbing fact that military and police exercises were occurring at the same time as the 9/11 US attacks in 2001 and the 7/7 UK bombings in 2005. In that prescient article, he designated the Pacific Northwest as one of the top three target zones for the next US false flag attack, and the Pacific Northwest will be the target of terror drills May 1-8.<P>

Should a major event occur during the drills, the Bush administration is prepared to implement National Security Presidential Directive (NSPD) 51, which establishes dictatorship <I>"in the event of a man-made or natural catastrophe."</I> It is an extraordinary measure, and the White House has stonewalled Homeland Security Committee members from the House of Representatives who wanted to read it. One of those members, Oregon's Peter DeFazio summed up the feeling of many Americans about NSPD 51 when he said <I>"Maybe the people who think there's a conspiracy out there are right."</I> <P>

Fears that a false flag attack might result in martial law are nourished by last week's militaristic Operation Sudden Impact, reported by Infowars.net writer Steve Watson: <A HREF="http://www.infowars.net/articles/april2008/180408impact.htm">"Three States Subjected to Martial Law Sweeps"</A> <P> <B> 

National Level Exercise 8-02 </B> <P>

NLE 2-08 will involve the very highest levels of Homeland Security and the US Northern Command. Both "Homesec" and "Northcom" were established by the Bush administration in the wake of 9/11 to take control of the nation in the event of another terrorist attack. They will be joined by FEMA in the May 1-8 exercise, which is one of the two largest terror drills scheduled this year. <P>

On Thursday, May 1, the exercise begins in Washington, when an explosion collapses the Alaska Way viaduct in downtown Seattle and damages surrounding buildings. Twenty minutes later, terrorists explode a highjacked tanker ship filled with highly toxic chemicals at the Seattle Ferry Terminal.  Deadly gas soon permeates downtown Seattle. <P>

Emergency responders come in waves. Police and firemen, first to arrive, are quickly overwhelmed.  The state deploys its 22-member Civil Support Team, a National Guard unit, to assess the damage and coordinate support. Later, 100 soldiers from a chemical battalion based in Yakima arrive to rescue, decontaminate and treat survivors. Finally, 5,000 troops arrived to handle logistics and security. <P>

On Monday, May 5, the scenario shifts to Oregon where VX, the most toxic nerve agent ever synthesized, erupts from the Umatilla Army Depot. <P>

The next day, terrorists blow up a chemical tanker in Ferndale, Washington. The county sheriff requests national support, and a Marine Corps chemical warfare detachment from Ft. Lewis, Washington responds. <P>

According to sources at Northcom, NLE 2-08 will involve <I>"robust play,"</I> with <I>"surprise injects"</I> of unanticipated events in which participants are <I>"stretched to the limit"</I> and have <I>"everything thrown at them except the kitchen sink."</I> All of this makes it easier for the exercise to <I>"go live"</I> by having a real catastrophe occur. <P>

As the Pacific Northwest scenario is playing out, Washington, DC will be simulating a catastrophic hurricane as part of the same exercise. It wouldn't be much of a stretch to suggest that this puts Dick Cheney back in the bunker he occupied during 9/11. <P>

Citizens interested in understanding how local, state and national levels of the military can be manipulated into working against us should read <A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=2006&z=186">"The Real Drill"</A> by Major William B. Fox, about Portland area terror drills last year. <P> <B>

Mission of Conscience </B> <P>

Many American citizens are deeply concerned about police militarization, and about government and media preconditioning of our nation for future terror attacks and martial law. We recommend that they monitor NLE 2-08 closely.  Armed with cell phones, cameras and the Internet, they are the single greatest deterrent against false flag terror. <P>

If we, the co-authors of this alert, are in error about anything, then we invite reasonable officials to investigate us and our assertions at the very highest levels.  In the past we have too often met with hostility, evasion or deception by officials involved in terror drills.  We have been stonewalled when we have requested access to an extended schedule of unclassified military and police terror drills. <P>

We believe that there is a pattern of official retaliation against patriotic service members who ask questions about 9/11 and false flags. <P>

In 2006, Sergeant First Class Donald Buswell, an Army military intelligence NCO, suggested that 9/11 might have been a false flag operation. Within a month the decorated 40-year-old Iraq war veteran suffered a freak pulmonary embolism, which nearly killed him. After he was released from the hospital, his command accused him of disloyalty for his remarks, and subjected him to an extensive military investigation. Ultimately, he was fully exonerated, and the now-retired Buswell has become widely known on the Internet as the "9/11 NCO."  Stephen Webster, writing for The Lone Star Iconoclast, gained national attention with his story about Buswell, <A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=426&z=40">"Under Fire!  U.S. Army Intelligence Analyst Targeted for Suggesting New Independent 9/11 Investigation." </A> <P> 

The duty to keep the government honest isn't optional for those of us who have taken an oath to defend the Constitution against all enemies, foreign and domestic. It has always been difficult, and even dangerous, to serve the American people. We call on all active-duty soldiers, police and first responders to obey their oaths by asking questions that need to be asked, and by thinking twice before blindly carrying out orders that may result in an a false flag attack against their country. We urge leaders of those soldiers, police and first responders to explain that diligence is not disloyalty, and that no one ceases to be a free American citizen by putting on a uniform. <P>

Issuing an alert -- as we are doing now -- is not an instance of <I>"crying wolf,"</I> as Bush administration apologists often assert. As military-trained experts, we are convinced that the US 9/11 and UK 7/7 attacks were set up under the camouflage of terror drills. The existence of a wolf is not in question.  The wolf of false flag terror has killed our fellow citizens and frightened our country into needless wars. It's our mission of conscience to keep it from striking again. <P> <center> <B>

~~~ May 1 Update ~~~ </center> <P>

Situation <P> </B>

Disturbing nationwide terror drills began today, and will continue until May 8.  They involve simulated terrorism and catastrophe, then end in a rehearsal of martial law. Last weekend, we co-authored "MAYDAY ALERT! -- Terror Drills Could Go Live!" so that the American people would be aware of the danger inherent in such terror drills.  Bush administration officials could use them to set up actual terror events and bring about actual martial law. <P>

Bush administration war preparations have increased since the weekend.  It has sharply escalated its war rhetoric against Iran, and has maneuvered another aircraft carrier, the USS Abraham Lincoln, into the Persian Gulf.  Pentagon sources report that they are preparing to attack Iran, if ordered.  Admiral Mike Mullen, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, has said that a Navy/Air Force attack on Iran is quite possible. <P>

We believe that any attack against Iran will be preceded by a<I> "false flag"</I> attack against a US military or civilian target.  Afterwards, Iran or an Iran-linked group will be blamed in order to enrage the American people.  We do not assert that it is certain to occur in the next week, but neither can we deny that it is possible, especially in light of the situation we have described. <P>

Dr. James H. Fetzer and Major William B. Fox are former Marine Corps officers.  Captain Eric H. May and Sergeant First Class Donald Buswell are former members of Army intelligence.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is the intelligence correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>

* Editors Note: Actual death count just over 1.3 million dead Iraqis!

</font>
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The Torture Election <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Floyd  </font> <P>

As the presidential horse race grows more frenzied and absurd -- Flag pins!  Bowling! Obliteration!-- it is important to keep in mind what the election is really about: torture. <P>

Specifically, the use of torture as an openly admitted, formally recognized instrument of national policy, <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1478/1/">approved at the highest level of government</A>. The Bush Administration has now dropped all pretense that it is not engaging in interrogation techniques and incarceration practices long recognized by both international and U.S. law <A HREF="http://www.harpers.org/archive/2008/03/hbc-90002745">as blatantly criminal</A>. What's more, the Administration boldly asserts that the president can simply ignore laws prohibiting torture if he feels that circumstances warrant the use of "interrogation methods that might otherwise be prohibited under international law," the <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/27/washington/27intel.html?_r=2&hp=&adxnnl=1&oref=slogin&adxnnlx=1209395397-N4ajwhlAgq7dpAc4QebUcw">New York Times reported over the weekend</A> <P>. 

(The Washington Post <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/04/27/AR2008042700016.html">had a similar story</A> -- similarly buried deep inside the paper. A brazen declaration of presidential tyranny -- in the service of torture, no less -- was considered worth mentioning somewhere in the "papers of record," but obviously not worth making a big fuss about.) <P>

Torture is at <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1259/135/">the very heart of the Bush presidency</A>, the most quintessential manifestation of its governing philosophy: a <I>"Commander-in-Chief"</I> state, where presidential directives can override any law in the name of <I>"national security."</I> The use of torture demonstrates that not even the most heinous crimes -- including techniques used by Nazi sadists and KGB brutes -- are beyond the pale of the <I>"unitary executive's"</I> arbitrary will. On the basis of  this authoritarian power -- established through a series of presidential orders and <I>"legal"</I> opinions by appointed lackeys -- <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1272/135/">many other crimes</A> can be <I>"justified"</I>: aggressive war; kidnapping and rendition; indefinite detention; secret prisons; warrantless surveillance; <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=331&Itemid=1">even the "extrajudicial killing"</A> of people the president designates as terrorists or terrorist <I>"suspects."</I> <P>

The highest officials of the Bush Administration have gone to enormous lengths to twist, pervert and destroy legal precepts that have been in force in Anglo-American law for centuries -- precisely because they know that their policies are criminal under any reasonable understanding of the law. Bush, and the likely prime mover of the torture regime, longtime authoritarian Dick Cheney, were told at the very beginning that the policies they were instigating would leave them and their minions open to criminal charges. That's why the Administration's legal hacks have devoted so much relentless attention on subverting the Geneva Conventions, which are incorporated into and have the full force of American law. <P>

Bush and his minions know that if the rule of law is ever restored -- even partially and imperfectly -- they will be rightly be subject to prosecution, imprisonment and possibly even execution. <P>

And this is why torture is the core issue -- perhaps the only real issue -- in the presidential campaign. Iraq is not really an issue; whoever wins, the war will go on, in one form or another. Even under the so-called withdrawal plans of the <I>"progressive"</I> candidates, Americans will be killing and dying in Iraq for years to come. As for the economy, by their own admission none of the presidential aspirants will do anything more than tinker around the edges of the present rapacious system -- an unholy marriage of crony capitalism and corporate socialism that has devastated America's communities, left millions with harsher, diminished lives, corrupted civic society and degraded and homogenized American culture. For the elite factions that thrive on war profits and the brutal economic structure, none of the candidates represents a serious enough threat for any action -- beyond the usual lying, sabotage, vote-rigging and media manipulation to get their favorite into power, of course. <P>

But torture is a different matter. Consider how many very powerful people -- and hundreds of their minions -- face very serious charges if the next president decides to apply the law. Will they really allow this to happen? Or even risk allowing this to happen? <P>

Right now, the torturers control the military and the security apparatus, including many secret forces and units that we know little or nothing about. They have already used these assets to launch a war of aggression, to instigate a system of torture, to spy without restraint on the American people, and to imprison anyone in the world they claim is a terrorist. Why should we imagine that they will draw the line at using these assets to save themselves from prison -- or the poison needle? <P>

It would seem then that the Bush Administration has only two choices: cut a deal with the candidates on torture -- or eliminate them from the race, one way or another. It goes without saying that John McCain will do nothing but revel in the authoritarian powers brought into the open by Bush; certainly it is inconceivable that he would ever prosecute the instigators of the Bush torture regime. Thus the focus here falls on the winner of the Democratic nomination. <P>

It is Barack Obama or Hillary Clinton who will have to come to terms with the Bush team on torture. (If they have not already done so, that is. Given the intimate, growing personal ties <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1059/135/">between the Bushes and the Clintons</A>, one could plausibly surmise that Clinton at least has already signalled her benevolent intentions on this point. But perhaps not. The true relations of our ruling families remain forever obscured from the rabble. Meanwhile, Obama is clearly leaning in the <I>"right"</I> direction, <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1487/1/">as noted here</A>, although he retains a little wiggle room; perhaps he's not yet sealed the deal.) <P>

In the most benign scenario for these negotiations, perhaps some small fry will be offered up as a PR sop for the victor. Just as Scooter Libby took the fall for Karl Rove (in another obvious backroom deal), we might see John Yoo or that despised putz-for-all-seasons, Doug Feith, put on trial, while Bush, Cheney, Don Rumsfeld, Condi Rice and the other <I>"principals"</I> go free. <P>

But it is much more likely that any acknowledgement of criminality will be unacceptable to the torturers. It would establish a principle -- or rather, re-establish a principle -- that would forever leave them open to future prosecution. <P>

So again, we come down to a stark choice for the Democratic candidate: either agree to <I>"move on"</I> from <I>"bitter partisan rancor"</I> over <I>"enhanced interrogation techniques"</I>-- or else. There are of course several ways to eliminate someone from public life; the tools have been refined somewhat since the days when <I>"lone gunmen"</I> stalked the land, removing inconvenient figures. <P>

But given the proven nature of the Bush team -- and the dire consequences they face from any normal, rightful application of the law -- we should assume that they will do whatever it takes to escape those consequences. <P>

And that's why torture is the decisive issue of this campaign. But this decision will not be in the hands of the voters; it will be made -- as most of the decisions that govern our lives are made -- in the inner sanctums of elite power.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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How To Germinate Seed <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By David I. Theodoropoulos </font> <P>

Your best source of information on the germination of seeds is 'Seed Germination, Theory and Practice', available for $20.00 postpaid worldwide from: Dr. Norman C. Deno, 109 Lenor Dr., State College, PA 16801 U.S.A. It lists 4000 species and gives pretreatments if any, and detailed instructions on the use of GA-3. Two supplements listing additional species have been published, and are available for $15.00 each postpaid. This book will absolutely increase your success with seeds! NOTE: We do not sell Deno's book - you must order it directly from him. <P> <B>

GENERAL RULES of SEED SOWING </B> <P>

Seeds need water and oxygen to germinate, so are best started in a light, loose soil that will not compact, get soggy, or crust over. Free flow of water & air are a must. Cover seed with 2 - 4 times their thickness of soil, unless they require light to germinate. Sow shallowly in cold wet spring, more deeply in warm dry summer. Large seed can be soaked overnight and planted singly. Barely cover small seed, and sprinkle fine seed on the surface and water by misting. Plant flat seed edgewise and winged seed with wing uppermost or broken off. Sowing too thickly wastes seed and weakens the crowded seedlings, but some kinds sprout best if crowded. Lightly tamp soil to insure good contact with the seed, unless heavy. Keep soil moist, not soggy, and do not allow to dry out. <P>

Common causes of failure are soil too heavy, wet or cold, or allowed to dry out, not giving slow seeds long enough to come up, pests eating the seeds or seedlings, and not giving dormant seeds the proper pretreatment. Careful attention to the instructions in the catalog and on the packet will help insure good results. Common causes of seedling loss are damping off due to poor air circulation & overwatering, drying out or burning due to placing in full sun or outdoor conditions too quickly, transplanting shock (best done on a cool, moist day), and predation by insects, slugs and snails at night. <P> <B>

TEMPERATURE </B> <P>

Most seeds germinate best at warm (70°F) temperatures. Plants from temperate regions, the arctic, high mountains and high deserts often germinate best at cool temperatures. Plants from winter-rain areas like California, the Mediterranean, Chile, S. Africa and parts of Australia also like cool temperatures. Warm temperatures will often speed germination of these seeds, but lower vigor & survival. Warm desert plants and tropicals like warmth. Temperatures used in the catalog are: Cold (34 - 45°F), Cool (50 - 65°F), Warm (65 - 80°F) and Very Warm (80 - 100°F). When no temperature is given, warm (70°F average) is indicated. <P> <B>

TIME UNTIL GERMINATION </B> <P>

Average range of time to germinate is usually given in weeks. A seed that takes 2 - 3 weeks will usually come up fairly evenly; one that takes 1 - 12 weeks will tend to straggle in irregularly. Time varies with temperature, so expect considerable variation. Don't give up too soon - many who have given up and sown another seed in the pot end up with two types of plants in the same pot! <P> <B>

HARDY ANNUALS (HA) </B> <P>

These will stand some frost and can be sown direct to the garden as early as the ground can be worked, March to June. Prepare the soil until a smooth, fine surface is obtained. An attractive annual border can be had by planting in large, irregular drifts. <P> <B>

HALF HARDY ANNUALS (HHA) </B> <P>

These are killed by frost and should be sown in late spring after danger of frost. For early bloom, start early indoors & plant out after danger of frost. <P> <B>

TENDER ANNUALS (TA) </B> <P>

These need warmth and shelter and are best started in pots or flats and planted out in favored spots after the soil has warmed. <P> <B>

BIENNIALS and WINTER ANNUALS </B> <P>

Biennials are sown like half hardy annuals or perennials in spring or fall and planted out in September and October. Winter annuals such as some Californian and desert plants may be grown in summer, but are at their best sown in fall, even if grown in the greenhouse in cold winter areas. <P> <B>

HARDY PERENNIALS (HP) </B> <P>

Many of these germinate readily at warm temperatures, and can be sown direct to the garden or early in the greenhouse or cold frame. If started early, they often bloom the first year. Others germinate best at cool or cold temperatures and the seedlings need cool temperatures. Many have various dormancies & need the pretreatment indicated. <P> <B>

HARDY TREES & SHRUBS </B> <P>

Many will germinate readily if sown in spring. Others need cold or other pretreatment, and some are best sown in fall or winter and covered with a mulch or snow. The addition of some forest soil or litter from below both hardwoods and conifers is often very beneficial, greatly increasing seedling growth due to beneficial mycorrhizal inoculation. <P> <B>

TROPICAL & SUBTROPICAL PLANTS </B> <P>

These often need very warm temperatures. Bottom heat and constant moisture are often beneficial. Some take surprisingly long times to germinate. Many people think all tropical seeds are short-lived and perishable, but many of the longest-lived seeds are tropical, and some even need to be aged dry for a year before they will germinate! <P> <B>

AQUATIC PLANTS </B> <P>

We have had the best results with some of these by sowing in pots, pans, or petri dishes, and submerging so that the soil is under 1/4" of water. <P> <B>

FERN SPORES </B> <P>

Spores should be scattered thinly on the surface of a light, sterile, peaty mix which has been watered with clean sterile water about 4 hours before sowing. Cover pot with a pane of glass or enclose in a plastic bag and place out of direct sunlight. A light green film will form on the surface in 1 - 4 weeks or so, up to 6 months for slow species. Botrychiums may take up to 8 years, and one Equisetum takes 18 years! Small round or heart-shaped prothallia will then form. Begin to mist lightly with distilled water weekly to enable fertilization of the egg cells, until true fronds develop. Transplant sporelings when large enough to handle. Good ferns can usually be had in 8 - 12 months from spores. Ferns are hybridized by sowing 2 kinds of spores together. <P> <B>

SOIL MIXES </B> <P>

Many seeds do well sown direct to ordinary garden soil, but even good soil may be poor in pots or flats. These need a lighter, looser soil. Most commercial mixes are fine, but the addition of some garden soil and compost will often insure adequate beneficial micro-organisms & fungi, A good soil mix can be made at home from 1/3 garden loam, 1/3 peat or compost, and 1/3 gritty sand. Number 1 limestone chick-grit makes a good top dressing for many alpines or slow germinating seed to discourage algae growth. Crushed charcoal also helps. <P> <B>

HARD SHELLED SEED </B> <P>

These have hard impermeable shells and need nicking or scratching the coat to allow water to enter and the seed to germinate. The best results are from the least amount of nicking that will allow water to enter and the seed to swell. Many failures are due to over-nicking and damaging the seed. <P>

Different seeds need varying amounts of nicking. Most do best with lightly rubbing on sandpaper or a file until just the very outer coat is scratched. Often just scratching with a knife-point or scriber works. Others need serious nicking, sometimes with a hacksaw until the white interior shows. Nicking seed one by one can be tedious but is most effective. Larger lots can be rubbed between two boards covered with sandpaper, or shaken or tumbled in a can lined with sandpaper. Then soak the seed overnight and any that don't swell or soften should be re-nicked and soaked again until swollen. <P>

NICK & SOAK means nick first, then soak, and re-nick any hard (unswollen) ones.

SOAK & NICK UNSWOLLEN means the seed is usually only partly hard and many will swell without nicking. Soak first, nick only the hard ones. <P> <B>

OTHER METHODS for large lots include: </B> <P>

Hot Water Soak: The seeds are placed in a cup and not quite boiling (200°F) water is poured on them and allowed to cool & the seeds to swell. At least 4 - 5 times their volume of water is used. Or the seeds are dipped in boiling water for 10 seconds to 3 minutes. Produces erratic results, often killing many of the seeds and increasing fungal attack.

Dry Heat: The seeds are baked dry in an oven at 140° to 220°F for 4 - 10 hours, or are microwaved for 30 seconds to 4 minutes. Gives erratic results. <P>

Sulfuric acid or lye soaks work with some seeds. <P> <B>

COLD TREATMENT (Prechill) </B> <P>

Many seeds need a cold moist period before they will sprout. The essentials are moisture, air, cold and time. Dry cold (a packet in the refrigerator) won't work. Often the seed may be sown in fall or winter and allow natural cold & snow to work. <P>

1. Soak seed overnight until swollen or soft (up to four days for large hard nuts). Nick if needed. <P>

2. Mix seed with about 3 times its volume of damp peat moss or vermiculite and place in a plastic bag or pill bottle. Small amounts may be conveniently layered between damp paper towels or coffee filters. Remember, air is essential; avoid sogginess. Label the bag with the name of the seed and date to be removed from cold. Mark your calendar too! <P>

3. Store in the refrigerator (34 - 40°F) for the time specified in the catalog. Four to 12 weeks is usual. <P>

4. Remove the seed and sow. Seed is best kept cool (50°F or so) for a week after sowing, and gradually brought up to warm temperatures. Warming too quickly can be fatal for some seeds. <P>

'Cold germinators' only sprout at cold temperatures, and are most conveniently treated by layering in damp towels and pricked off as they germinate. <P>

If using outdoor treatment, hold pots at above freezing for a few weeks before putting outside. <P>

Snow cover is often highly beneficial. <P>

Dormancy is highly variable. Sometimes a seed collected in the warm lowlands will germinate readily, but the same species collected at a high elevation will need cold. Dormancy even varies between individual plants at the same site, and varies with weather before harvest and conditions of storage after harvest. <P> <B>

GIBBERELLIC ACID-3 (GA-3) </B> <P>

GA-3 is a naturally occurring plant growth regulator. Presoaking seeds in GA-3 will often cause rapid germination of many highly dormant seeds that would otherwise require cold, aging, light or other prolonged treatments. Many different types of dormancy are overcome. You may buy our 'GA-3 Primed' seed which are ready to plant, or the GA-3 powder or one of our kits. GA-3 is safe, easy to use, economical and rapidly becoming a standard tool for germinating seeds. For more information, see our 'Gibberellic Acid-3 Information Sheet', which gives full details of its use, or get Deno's books. <P> <B>

OTHER TREATMENTS </B> <P>

DRY STORAGE or AGEING: Many seeds will not germinate when freshly harvested, but are dormant until after a period of dry storage ranging from 1 - 12 months or up to 5 years. The time varies with temperature, humidity and oxygen. We try to supply aged seed whenever necessary. Often this type of dormancy can be broken with GA-3. <P>

WARM MOIST TREATMENT: Many seeds need 1 - 4 months of warm moist treatment, followed by cold treatment to sprout. In some, the root sprouts during the warm period, but the shoot does not sprout until after a cold period (epicotyl dormancy). Called 'two-step' germinators by Deno. Some of these have unformed embryos which must first develop at warm temperatures. Some seeds are '70 - 40' germinators, which need warm moist, then cold moist, and germinate at cold temperatures. Some tropicals which are slow to germinate (many palms and aralias) need prolonged warmth to first develop their embryos. Many seeds are 'multicycle' germinators, needing several cycles of cold and warm periods. <P>

SOAKING, WASHING or LEACHING: Many seeds contain germination inhibitors which in nature prevent the seed from germinating except during the wet season (tropicals) or only after sufficient rain has fallen (desert plants). Soaking the seed in shallow water and changing every day for several days will leach out inhibitors. Heavy daily watering of pots may work. Some have oily coats and need detergent or peroxide soaks. <P>

LIGHT or DARKNESS: Some seeds need light to germinate; others need darkness, and light prevents sprouting. If light is required, sow on the surface; if darkness is needed, cover seed well. <P>

OSCILLATING TEMPERATURES: Some seeds need the daily change from warm to cold that occurs in spring and fall, and they germinate best sown in pots and exposed to outdoor conditions. <P>

OTHER TREATMENTS: Soaking seed in potassium nitrate (KNO3), hydrogen peroxide, citric acid, sodium hypochlorite (bleach), smoke solution, charred wood leachate, or enzyme solutions have all been used to trigger germination of seeds. See our Gibberellic Acid-3 Information Sheet for brief tips on experimenting with these treatments. <P> <B>

SMOKE TREATMENT </B> <P>

Smoke treatment often helps germination of plants from fire-prone environments, particularly Mediterranean-climate plants such as many species from California, Chile, Australia, South Africa, and the Mediterranean region. For a list of genera that have responded to smoke treatment, click here: Smoke Genera. <P>

Prepare a dilute smoke solution by adding one part commercial smoke flavoring to nine parts water. Either soak the seeds in this solution overnight (or until they swell), or water the pot or flat once with this solution. Smoke flavoring is found in the spice and flavoring or barbecue section of the grocery store . It comes in small brown bottles of liquid, called "liquid smoke" or "hickory seasoning". Look for the "all natural" type that lists only water and natural smoke concentrate as ingredients. "Wright's" is the brand we find out here in California. <P>

Smoke treatment is still experimental, and you may have to try different dilutions. Let us know your results! Another method is to burn a layer of straw or pine needles on top of the flat. <P> <B>

PLASTIC BAG METHOD </B> <P>

Best for very slow to germinate seeds, very tiny dust-like seeds that can't be allowed to dry out, and very slow-growing seedlings. Small clean pots are filled with damp, sterile, soilless mix. Milled sphagnum or a light dusting with powdered charcoal discourage fungi & algae. Seeds are sown and the whole pot is sealed in a plastic bag and placed out of direct sunlight. This creates a mini greenhouse and the soil will not dry out and the seeds are protected from mice, etc. Pots can be left for years with no care other than regular checking for seedlings. As soon as seedlings appear, begin hardening off. Bagged pots may be kept under fluorescent lights without overheating. Don't forget to label! <P> <B>

HARDINESS ZONES </B> <P>

The rating of plants according to the hardiness zones in which they will grow has improved greatly over the last twenty years. They are fine for common, widely grown plants, but for most plants, our knowledge of their ecological limits is incomplete. Too often, the assignment of zones is merely educated guesswork. Many plants will do well far outside their usual ecological range, or seeds collected at the species northernmost limit will be much hardier than usual. Also, a heavy mulch, or planting by a south-facing wall, or other simple tricks can greatly extend a species range in cultivation. So don't rely too much on the zone numbers, or let them prevent you from experimenting! <P> <B>

THE LIMITS OF THE AVERAGE ANNUAL MINIMUM TEMPERATURES FOR EACH ZONE</B> <P> <I>

Zone 1: Below -50°F <br>

Zone 2: -50° to -40°F <br>

Zone 3: -40° to -30°F <br>

Zone 4: -30° to -20°F <br>

Zone 5: -20° to -10°F <br>

Zone 6: -10° to 0°F <br>

Zone 7: 0° to 10°F <br>

Zone 8: 10° to 20°F <br>

Zone 9: 20° to 30°F<br>

Zone 10: 30° to 40°F <P> </I> <B>

SEED LONGEVITY </B> <P>

Many people have the mistaken idea that seed must be very fresh to grow, and the occasional failure of a packet is blamed on 'old seed'. Properly stored, seed of most species is viable many more years than most people would expect, some giving high germination for decades. Though some species are short-lived, many others are dormant when freshly harvested, and actually need an aging period of weeks, months, or even years before reaching full germination. Therefore I am including information on the longevity of various seeds. As my long-time customers know, I have trouble obtaining enough of many scarce seeds to keep them in stock for a single season, much less have carryover from one year to the next! And all of my seeds are stored in glass jars in a low humidity atmosphere, ideal for preserving viability. Should you find you need to store some seed till next season, keep the packets in a well closed glass jar in a cool dry place. <P>

Seed half-life is frequently given in the catalog. This is the average number of years it takes for seed of that species to drop to half of maximum germination, when stored under ordinary conditions. <P>

"In several cases, maximum germinability was not attained until after some years of storage." -D. A. Priestly, in describing a longevity study of 36 species of common seeds. It was found that 14 of the 36 species retained half their viability for ten years or more of open storage.  <P> <B>

ABOUT DIFFICULT SEEDS </B> <P>

Over millions of years, wild plants have evolved germination strategies which ensure their survival, but which may not be convenient for the home gardener who wants a quick and even stand of plants from a packet of seed. Many seeds sprout irregularly, so that if the first flush of seedlings is killed by adverse weather, insect predation, etc., more will come along to take their place. In adaptation to various environments, some seeds need periods of cold, warmth, darkness or light, fire, etc. Some have seedcoats of varying hardness or impermeability, and others contain chemical germination inhibitors which must be leached from the seed before it can sprout. Some species disperse themselves over wide areas by being eaten by animals, the seed sprouting far from the mother plant, the seedcoat softened by digestive juices. Many seeds have internal clocks, and give much higher germination at certain times of the year, regardless of the treatment given. All seeds wait for the correct time and conditions before sprouting, and the gardener must mimic those conditions to ensure successful germination. <P>

We are continually testing seed for germination, and conduct research into improving methods of handling difficult species. For slow seeds, which take months or years, making a standard test impractical, we may use 2,3,5-triphenyltetrazolium chloride to test for hydrogenase enzyme activity, which quickly indicates whether there is a living embryo in the seed. It can take years of research to determine the best ways to germinate a specific species. Oryzopsis seed has been studied for over 50 years, yet we still do not fully understand its requirements. Even then, seed collected from one population may germinate readily, yet the same species gathered in a cold-winter area may need cold treatment. <P>

We offer many seeds which are easy, and sprout quickly and evenly. But with some you must be prepared to experiment, be patient, and use your initiative and intuition. Remember that with some rare species, you are venturing into unknown territory. Most corporate seed companies will not carry difficult seeds, only selling, easy, mass-produced varieties. We like to offer a more challenging alternative.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.jlhudsonseeds.net/index.htm"> David I. Theodoropoulos </A> </font>is an independent conservation biologist specializing in germplasm conservation, seed banking, the biology of anthropogenic dispersal, ethnobotany, scientific ethics, and issues concerning the biological commons, the cultural commons, belief-systems in science, intellectual property, centralization/control vs. decentralization/decontrol, and man-nature relationships.
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Blame Wright's Enablers <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Joe Conason </font> <P>

As the Rev. Jeremiah Wright gleefully tours the airwaves, inflicting severe political damage with almost every utterance, he is proving that racism isn't the only obstacle to a black president. That historic prize is almost within the grasp of one of the most talented politicians America has ever seen. Yet what seems most likely to frustrate Senator Barack Obama now is not white prejudice but the frivolity, egotism and pettiness of those who should be his most serious and dedicated supporters. <P>

To criticize Mr. Wright is not to reject the black church, the speaking styles of black preachers, the aspirations of black children or the rhythms and tonalities of black music, as he seemed to suggest in his address to the N.A.A.C.P. last weekend. To reject his ideas about the origins of AIDS or the causes of 9/11 is not, as he puts it, to confuse <I>"different"</I> with<I> "deficient."</I> <P>

Yet his self-serving formulations seem to be approved by black leaders, if the audience response in Detroit provides any measure. And apparent approval reinforces doubts raised by the televised remarks of Mr. Wright in the minds of many Americans who might well vote for Mr. Obama but now wonder whether they know him. <P>

Those Americans probably don't care about the Democratic front-runner's bowling skills, his dietary preferences or even his unusual name. What they do care about is his dedication to this nation's great promise and his capacity to transcend the old bigotries that have disfigured us. What matters is whether he shares their deepest values and loyalties-whether his vision of America resembles theirs or not. <P>

It was highly predictable that the most offensive quotations from Mr. Wright-selected and broadcast by the mass media-would be deployed to embarrass Mr. Obama as soon as he fulfilled his mission of derailing Senator Hillary Clinton. (It was, in fact, predicted in this space in January.) It was almost as predictable that when the moment arrived to choose between the aspirations of Mr. Obama and the bloviations of Mr. Wright, too many of America's black leaders and pundits would feel obliged to defend the latter-no matter how indefensible and no matter what the cost. <P>

So long as a religious or political leader sounds sufficiently <I>"militant"</I> and seems to outrage white people, he (or she) must be not only accepted and excused but celebrated. That is why Minister Louis Farrakhan-the Nation of Islam leader who shares responsibility for the conspiracy to murder Malcolm X and whose theology of hovering spaceships and evil big-headed scientists is highly eccentric, to be polite-enjoys fulsome admiration from the likes of Mr. Wright. That is why the Rev. Al Sharpton-who was paid and financed by Republican dirty tricksters in 2004-still somehow wields influence in the media and politics. And that is why Mr. Wright himself can insinuate that the government purposely invented AIDS, and claim that the brains of white and black children function differently (a notion that would rightly be dismissed as racist idiocy coming from a white academic or preacher). <P>

Far more challenging, for any black statesman or minister, is being the leader who at his best hopes to lift America above racial, religious and ethnic paranoia on all sides-that is, to be Barack Obama. <P>

Perhaps the most repulsive aspect of Mr. Wright's sudden celebrity is that he has elevated himself by stepping on the head of his former parishioner. Charismatic and clever as he may be, his theories would not command two minutes of national airtime except for the remarkable rise of the Obama campaign. That he would not hesitate to ruin a young man who loved him like a father shows a deep flaw in his character, unredeemed by religious cant. <P>

How Mr. Obama can escape his toxic mentor is not clear. His remarkable speech on our persistent racial divisions necessarily pierced the illusion of transcendence raised by his campaign, but then resurrected the possibility of perfecting our union. Recognizing the fallible humanity in Mr. Wright as in himself and the rest of us, he hesitated to enunciate a complete rejection. Now it may be too late. <P>

But responsibility for the ruin of the Obama promise will not fall upon the Illinois senator alone. The enablers of Jeremiah Wright should ask themselves why they have collaborated in his self-promotion. If he truly wanted change, as he told the N.A.A.C.P., he would have maintained a wise silence, and they would not have offered him a platform. There is nothing new in this dispiriting display of bogus defiance. We've seen this show too many times already.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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Transgenic Seed Companies Lie And Bribe <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Interview with Goldman Prize winner Jesus Leon Santos </font> <br>

By Diego Cevallos <P>

(IPS) - Biotech corporations that developed genetically modified seeds are bribing authorities and carrying out costly advertising campaigns <I>"plagued with lies in order to create monsters that attack life,"</I> says Jesús León Santos, an indigenous man who is one of this year's winners of the Goldman Environmental Prize. <I>"We showed them that the cultivation techniques of our ancestors are the best and that they represent life. We are on the right path,"</I> León Santos said in an interview with Tierramérica correspondent Diego Cevallos. <P>

The 42-year-old Mexican farmer, who has led land recovery projects since he was 18, inspired by traditional indigenous knowledge, was awarded the annual prize given by the U.S.-based Goldman Environmental Foundation, known widely as the <I>"Green Nobel,"</I> on Apr. 14. <P>

León Santos's program is active in an impoverished Mixteca indigenous region of the southern Mexican state of Oaxaca, one of the most badly eroded areas of the world, according to the United Nations. The region also spews out large numbers of migrants. <P>

The Mixteca Small Farmer Integral Development Centre, headed by León Santos, has planted about four million trees in the area, while developing rainwater collection systems and promoting traditional crops. Some 400 indigenous families have benefited directly from the projects, in which many local residents actively participate. <P>

Most important, they have revived the tradition of the <I>"milpa,"</I> a style of agriculture developed by the pre-Hispanic cultures of southern Mexico and Central America, which helps keep soils fertile. <P>

The Mixteca region covers parts of the states of Guerrero, Oaxaca and Puebla, in southern Mexico, and is home to Mixteca or Ñuu savi Indians (<I>"people of the rains"</I> or clouds). In Oaxaca it extends across 16,000 square kilometers. <P>

León Santos, who received an award of 150,000 dollars with the Goldman Prize, was this year's representative for the North American region. The other regional winners were Pablo Fajardo and Luis Yanza of Ecuador, Feliciano dos Santos of Mozambique, Rosa Hilda Ramos of Puerto Rico, Marina Rikhvanova of Russia and Ignace Schops of Belgium. <P>

TIERRAMÉRICA: What does it mean to you and your organization to win the Goldman Prize? <P>

JESÚS LEÓN SANTOS: It is the most important thing that has happened to me in a long time. This strengthens ties between us and other people working to conserve the environment, and makes us stronger. The 150,000 dollars will go to a fund in my organization to continue developing our work. Imagine that! It represents the budget of an entire year. We manage some 100,000 dollars that come from European organizations. <P>

TA: To come up with and develop projects like yours in a poor area, with degraded land and high rates of emigration, is an uphill battle. How did you begin?<P>

JLS: I became involved in this because when I was a boy I saw that we faced many difficulties. My parents sent me to look for firewood and I had to walk for hours and hours because it was very scarce. The trees had disappeared. <P>

We wanted the Mixteca region to be green again, like it was in the past, but those were just words because we didn't know what to do. Then things became more clear, and 25 years later we see that we have achieved what we never imagined possible. <P>

TA: What are the most evident changes? <P>

JLS: Many people who come to the area where we work say that it's a paradise, but I point out to them that it is a paradise that has been created little by little. Today we enjoy the woods and the birds that for years we didn't hear singing because there were no trees. The soil is beginning to change. When one walks among the trees, the sound made by our feet on the leaves was something we had never heard before. <P>

TA: What role did the pre-Hispanic techniques for cultivation and land conservation play in these achievements? <P>

JLS: In addition to planting trees and creating ditches to collect rainwater, we pushed the recovery of traditional farming systems, the <I>"milpa,"</I> which consists of planting maize, squash, beans and others on the same plot of land, using seeds from our own harvests, without buying anything. This improves fertility and keeps the soil from deteriorating. <P>

Unlike monoculture planting, these systems not only provide a balanced diet, but also conserve soil fertility. In the 1970s and 1980s, when fertilizers and improved seeds began to be used here, this traditional indigenous knowledge was left behind. But we have recovered it. <P>

TA: The companies that produce genetically modified (GM) seeds are asking Mexico to allow its maize varieties to be planted here because they say they are much more productive. What do you think? <P>

JLS: GM seeds can be monsters in comparison to what nature has created. We can't fool around with what is natural, and those companies are truly creating monsters that attack life, not just the native seeds but also ourselves. What I'd tell the seed companies is that they carry out campaigns that are not ethical, because they lie and bribe governments. <P>

TA: But each year there are more and more GM crops in the world and their promoters argue that this technology has come to stay. <P>

JLS: To everyone who thinks that our ancient systems are just a matter of romantic ideals, we say that we are on the right path. What they are proposing is a disaster. When those modified seeds can no longer be controlled, they could cause a global catastrophe. <P>

TA: How should this danger that you see be dealt with? <P>

JLS: We have to do what they do: carry out campaigns. They have an incredible amount of money and can make their million-dollar propaganda, and at times even buy off the authorities to allow them to plant their crops. We have to work in a different way: convince the public and show them that what we are doing is producing and protecting life itself. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http:mailto:dcevallos@ipslatam.ne"> Diego Cevallos</A> </font> was born in Ecuador in 1965, and began working as a contributor for IPS in 1989. In 1992 he was appointed Correspondent in Quito and two years later he relocated to Mexico. He has been representing IPS in Mexico since 1997. Cevallos specializes in coverage of international meetings and of indigenous issues, during which he has traveled many times to the southern Mexican state of Chiapas, stronghold of the Zapatista guerrillas, as well as to many other places in Latin America. Diego holds a Bachelor's degree in Journalism from the Central University of Ecuador and a Postgraduate degree in Strategic Political Analysis from the Economic Research and Teaching Centre in Mexico. He also studied Law at the Catholic University of Ecuador and has worked in TV and other media.
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Arrest Bush <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"><font color=#0000FF>

Bush Confesses to Waterboarding. Call D.C. Cops! </font> <br>

By Ted Rall <P>

NEW YORK--<I>"Why are we talking about this in the White House?"</I> John Ashcroft nervously asked his fellow members of the National Security Council's Principals Committee. (The Principals were Vice President Dick Cheney, National Security Adviser Condoleezza Rice, Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld and Secretary of State Colin Powell, CIA Director George Tenet and Attorney General Ashcroft.) <P> <I>

"History will not judge this kindly,"</I> Ashcroft predicted. <P>

<I>"This"</I> is torture. Against innocent people. Conducted by CIA agents and American soldiers and marines. Sanctioned by legal opinions issued by Ashcroft's Justice Department. Directly ordered by George W. Bush. <P>

An April 11th report by ABC News describes how CIA agents, asked by previous presidents to carry out illegal <I>"black ops"</I> actions (torture and killings), had become tired of getting hung out to dry whenever their dirty deeds were revealed by the press. When the Bush Administration asked the CIA to work over prisoners captured in Afghanistan, Pakistan and elsewhere, Director George Tenet demanded legal cover. The Justice Department complied by issuing a classified 2002 memo, the so-called <I>"Golden Shield," </I>authored by Office of Legal Counsel Jay Bybee. <I>"Enhanced interrogation techniques"</I>--i.e., torture--were legal, Bybee assured the CIA. <P>

Tenet was a good boss, a CYA type. He wanted to protect his agents. So he got the Principals to personally sign off on each act of torture. <P> <I>

"According to a former CIA official involved in the process,"</I> ABC reported, <I>"CIA headquarters would receive cables from operatives in the field asking for authorization for specific techniques."</I> Can we beat up this guy? Can we waterboard him? <P>

The Bushies weren't otherwise known for dwelling on details. Osama was in Pakistan; they invaded Afghanistan instead. Two years later, he was still in Pakistan. They invaded Iraq. Bush and his top officials still found time to walk through every step of torment a detainee would suffer in some CIA dungeon halfway around the world. <P> <I>

"The high-level discussions about these 'enhanced interrogation techniques' were so detailed, [Bush Administration] sources said, some of the interrogation sessions were almost choreographed--down to the number of times CIA agents could use a specific tactic. These top advisers signed off on how the CIA would interrogate top Al Qaeda suspects--whether they would be slapped, pushed, deprived of sleep or subjected to simulated drowning, called waterboarding, sources told ABC news."</I> <P>

Bush knew. <P>

Not only did he know, he personally approved it. <B>He likes torture.</B> <P>

<I>"Yes, I'm aware our national security team met on this issue,"</I> he confirmed. <I>"And I approved."</I> <P>

When the U.S. signs a treaty, its provisions carry the full force of U.S. law. One such treaty is the U.N. Convention Against Torture, of which the U.S. is a core signatory. As Philippe Sands writes in his new book <I>"Torture Team:" Parties to the... Convention are required to investigate any person who is alleged to have committed torture. If appropriate, they must then prosecute--or extradite the person to a place where he will be prosecuted. The Torture Convention... criminalizes any act that constitutes complicity or participation in torture. Complicity or participation could certainly be extended not only to the politicians and but also the lawyers involved..."</I> <P>

George W. Bush has publicly confessed that he ordered torture, thus violating the Convention Against Torture. He, Cheney, Rumseld, Rice and the other Principals must therefore be arrested and, unlike the thousands of detainees kidnapped by the U.S. since 9/11, arraigned and placed on trial. <P>

Because the torture ordered by Bush and his cabinet directly resulted in death, they must additionally be charged with several counts of murder. Fifteen U.S. soldiers have been charged with the murders of two detainees at the U.S. airbase at Bagram, Afghanistan in 2002. They were following orders issued by their Commander-in-Chief and his Principals.

One of the Bagram victims was Dilawar, a 22-year-old Afghan taxi driver. <I>"On the day of his death,"</I> reported The New York Times on May 22, 2005, <I>"Dilawar had been chained by the wrists to the top of his cell for much of the previous four days. A guard tried to force the young man to his knees. But his legs, which had been pummeled by guards for several days, could no longer bend... Several hours passed before an emergency room doctor finally saw Mr. Dilawar. By then he was dead, his body beginning to stiffen. It would be many months before Army investigators learned a final horrific detail: Most of the interrogators had believed Mr. Dilawar was an innocent man who simply drove his taxi past the American base at the wrong time."</I> <P>

At least four detainees have committed suicide at the torture camp created by George W. Bush after 9/11 at Guantánamo Bay. Twenty-five more made 41 unsuccessful attempts to kill themselves. The conditions of their confinement--ordered by Bush and his Principals--constitutes torture. It no doubt prompted their deaths. <P>

If George W. Bush were an ordinary citizen, there can be little doubt that he would face a long prison sentence for the scores of acts of torture he authorized both specifically and generally. Four of the seven white hillbillies charged with the kidnap-torture of a black woman in Logan County, West Virginia are now in jail for at least the next ten years.

If Bush weren't president, he would face murder charges. The maximum sentence in a federal murder case is death. <P>

If Bush and his co-conspirators are not above the law, if the United States remains a nation where all citizens are equal, they must be arrested and indicted. But by whom? <P>

The Supreme Court has never resolved the question of whether a sitting president can be arrested by civilian authorities. Even if he were charged and convicted, many legal experts say he could issue himself a pardon.

However, leaving the presidency in the hands of an self-admitted torture killer is unacceptable. Congress could ask a U.S. Marshal to arrest Bush as part of impeachment charges. But the ultimate outcome--removing him from office a few months before the end of his term--seems woefully inadequate given the nature of the charges. In any case, Democrats have already said that impeachment is <I>"off the table."</I> <P>

Bush could be extradited to one of the countries where the torture and murders were committed--such as Afghanistan or Cuba. But he could claim immunity as a head of state.

There is, however, a person who could begin holding Bush and the others accountable for their crimes. <P>

She is Cathy L. Lanier, the 39-year-old chief of D.C.'s Metropolitan Police Department. Chief Lanier, take note: you have probable cause to arrest a self-confessed serial torturer and mass murderer within the borders of the District of Columbia. He resides at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue. Go get him. <P>

History is calling, Chief Lanier. Your city, and your country, needs you.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear ehemalig Verwalter Doan, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your giving government contracts only to companies that support Republican causes, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with saphire clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 05-25-2008. We salute you frau Doan, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>
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Desperately Seeking Street Cred <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

WASHINGTON: Maybe I've been reading too many stories about the fad of teenage vampire chick lit, worlds filled with parasitic aliens and demi-human creatures, but there's something eerie going on in this race. <P>

Hillary grows more and more glowy as Obama grows more and more wan. <P>

Is she draining him of his precious bodily fluids? Leeching his magic? Siphoning off his aura? <P>

It used to be that he was incandescent and she was merely inveterate. Now she's bristling with life force, and he looks like he wants to run away somewhere for three months by himself and smoke. <P>

Hillary is not getting much sleep or exercise, and doesn't, like the ascetic Obama, abstain from junk food and coffee and get up at dawn to work out on the road. She's still a long shot and she's 14 years older than her rival. <P>

Yet she's the one who is more energetic and focused and beaming, and he's the one who seems uneven and gauzy, often fatigued and unable to disguise being fed up with the slog. Even his speeches don't have the same pizazz. <P>

A man at a sports bar in Latrobe, Pa., advised Obama, <I>"Get some sleep, Barack, you look like you're tired, man."</I> <P>

When the candidate noted he's been running for president for 15 months, the guy offered another tip: <I>"You need a drink."</I> <P>

Obama disdains convention and touts his new politics, but on Friday, he had a news conference in an uninspired setting - a gas station emptied out by his Secret Service detail. <P>

He doesn't emulate Bobby Kennedy, who defied political tropes and underscored his concern about the poor by taking reporters on treks to rural Appalachia or odysseys to roiling inner cities for speeches on street corners. <P>

With Indiana polls showing the Democratic combatants in a dead heat, and 21 percent of Democrats undecided, this is a perilous time for Obama to lose his fizz. He tried to recapture the magic - and erase the bowling debacle - by shooting hoops with kids in Kokomo on Friday night. <P>

As a basketball player, he should know he's in overtime in his race with Hillary - and overtime is not the period to indulge in whining. <P>

Instead of jokingly complaining that babies have learned to walk and talk since he first got in the race, he should remind voters that, if Hillary prevails, some people will slouch toward middle age having never known a White House without a Bush or a Clinton. <P>

Even some Obama fans find Hillary's toughness and shameless shape-shifting compelling. Having lost the White House twice to brass-knuckled pols, the Dems may be drawn to a woman who thinks like Karl Rove. <P>

James Clyburn, the influential black congressman from South Carolina, says that some blacks are buying into the 2012 Tonya Harding conspiracy theory: that the Clintons know they can't beat Obama this time, so they are <I>"hell-bound,"</I> as Clyburn put it, to shred him so he'll lose to McCain and Hillary will be able to try again in 2012 - when McCain is 76. <P>

In interviews, Clyburn called the tactics of the Clintons and their henchmen <I>"bizarre," "disingenuous"</I> and <I>"scurrilous."</I> <P>

Obama is burdened by Jeremiah Wright's inflammatory remarks on race and his comment to Bill Moyers that Obama <I>"does what politicians do."</I> And Hillary is burdened by her husband's inflammatory remarks on race and her own willingness to burn the party to save the party. <P>

The Nixonian Hillary has a ravenous hunger that Obama lacks. Literally - at a birthday party in Philly for her photographer, she was devouring the chips and dip with two hands - and viscerally. <P>

At Joe's Junction gas station in Indianapolis, Obama did his best to shoo away the pesky elitist label. Accused by an Indianapolis reporter of looking like a GQ cover, he said he has only four pairs of shoes and buys <I>"five of the same suit and then I patch them up and wear them repeatedly."</I> But his campaign refused to reveal the brand, presumably because it's not J. C. Penney. <P>

He dutifully enthused about carbs, assuring reporters that when he had dinner as a child with his Kansas grandparents, the food <I>"would have been very familiar to anybody here in Indiana. A lot of pot roast, potatoes and Jell-O molds."</I> <P>

But then he resumed wry whingeing about his 37 bowling score, explaining that he finished only seven frames, including two that<I> "were bowled by a 10-year-old"</I> and another by a 3-year-old. <P>

<I>"I don't want to go out of my way to sort of prove my street cred as a down-to-earth guy,"</I> he said, after going out of his way. <I>"People know me."</I> <P>

Not yet, but we will, one of these years.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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A Liberal View Of The News <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

Liberals, can you read the writing on the wall? The American people are being set up again. Hillary Clinton, with the assistance of the same old political tactics and the same old political mainstream media pundits has become the Come-Back Kid! Watch her march to the White House in triumph as she and her husband retaliate for the humiliation of having left it in shame. She will persuade the super-delegates of her party to end the Obama challenge and then walk all over poor old John McCain to once again take control of the government. And, once again, we will see the famous Clinton <I>"compromise and coalition."</I> <P>

But Hillary is not Bill. We must bear in mind the Republican roots of Senator Clinton. She still carries the thought processes of the Goldwater Girl of the 1960's and she easily slides into compliance with the Republican mindset. Early in the campaign, when the true Liberals were discussing the health crisis and pushing for universal single-payer health care, Ms. Clinton offered her proposal for mandatory insurance, (a Romney program), which is nothing more nor less than the same kind of insurance company rip-off as is Medicare Part D. When others were demanding withdrawal from Iraq, she was saying that we will have to stay indefinitely <I>"in order to protect our Embassy."</I> <P>

Since the Reagan years Americans have been pummeled by wars, threats, and mental abuse by successive administrations until we want only to make it stop. Many voters look back on the 'nineties with nostalgia as a time of relative peace and prosperity. In that light, another Clinton presidency looks like Valhalla. However, one has to wonder whether they or Ms. Clinton even understand the extent of the damage that has been wrought by the <I>"executive orders"</I> and the <I>"signing exceptions"</I> of our current President. Nobody has asked her or Obama how they would countermand those actions and restore daylight to the machinations of the White House. Could this be corrected only by order of the president, as they were established, would they require action by Congress or would review by the Supreme Court be necessary to open the records which would expose the cronyism and payoffs by this administration? <P>

On this, the morning after, one might suffer vertigo from watching the pundits spin! The Republicans appear elated that Clinton won Pennsylvania and are engaged in an orgy of devouring Senator Obama and his wife. They adopt the Clinton charge of <I>"elitism"</I> and accuse them of <I>"being out of touch with the American people."</I> Listening to MSNBC's Joe, Mika, and Tucker as they claim that the Obamas do not have the <I>"common touch"</I> is another instance of walking through the looking glass. For these privileged people to complain that a black American couple who have, through education, become sufficiently successful and articulate to become potential occupants of the White House appears beyond their comprehension. Strange that this mindset did not afflict them when Condaleezza Rice, who is truly from a wealthy family, assumed her position in the Bush administration. <P>

There is a message connected to this event and that is that no radical improvement in our state of governance is likely. Even if Obama should win the nomination, the scurrilous charges by Senator Clinton will be adopted by the Republicans as their own spin machine propels John McCain into the leadership and the Neo-Cons continue to operate under his cover. If Senator Clinton should continue her recovery and reach the White House, it will be little better as she can be expected to deal <I>"across the aisle"</I> and gain a half a loaf. <P>

Truly, these are depressing times for the Liberal Populist as the goal of a truly democratic society fade into memory with no sign of restoration. The Way We Have Always Done It, wins again.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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Joe Hill <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Phil Ochs <P>

Joe Hill come over from Sweden shores <br>

Looking for some work to do <br>

And the Statue of Liberty waved him by <br>

As Joe come a sailing through, <br>

As Joe come a sailing through. <P>

Oh his clothes were coarse and his hopes were high <br>

As he headed for the promised land <br>

And it took a few weeks on the out-of-work streets <br>

Before he began to understand <br>

Before he began to understand <P>

And Joe got hired by a bowery bar <br>

sweeping up the saloon <br>

As his rag would sail over the barroom rail <br>

Sounded like he whistled on a tune <br>

You could almost hear him whistling on a tune <P>

And Joe rolled on from job to job <br>

From the docks to the railroad line <br>

And no matter how hungry the hand that wrote <br>

In his letters he was always doing fine <br>

In his letters he was always doing fine <P>

Oh, the years went by like the sun goin' down <br>

slowly turn the page <br>

And when Joe looked back at the sweat upon his tracks <br>

He had nothing to show but his age <br>

He had nothing to show but his age <P>

So he headed out for the California shore <br>

There things were just as bad <br>

So he joined the Industrial Workers of the World <br>

'Cause, The union was the only friend he had <br>

'Cause, The union was the only friend he had <P>

Now the strikes were bloody and the strikes were black <br>

as hard as they were long <br>

In the dark of night Joe would stay awake and write <br>

In the morning he would raise them with a song <br>

In the morning he would raise them with a song <P>

And he wrote his words to the tunes of the day <br>

To be passed along the union vine <br>

And the strikes were led and the songs were spread <br>

And Joe Hill was always on the line <br>

Yes Joe Hill was always on the line <P>

Now in Salt Lake City a murder was made <br>

There was hardly a clue to find <br>

Oh, the proof was poor, but the sheriff was sure <br>

Joe was the killer of the crime <br>

That Joe was the killer of the crime <P>

Joe raised his hands but they shot him down <br>

he had nothing but guilt to give <br>

It's a doctor I need and they left him to bleed <br>

He made it 'cause he had the will to live <br>

Yes, He made it 'cause he had the will to live <P>

Then the trial was held in a building of wood <br>

And there the killer would be named <br>

And the days weighed more than the cold copper ore <br>

Cause he feared that he was being framed <br>

Cause he found out that he was being framed <P>

Oh, strange are the ways of western law <br>

Strange are the ways of fate <br>

For the government crawled to the mine owner's call <br>

That the judge was appointed by the state<br>

Yes, The judge was appointed by the state <P>

Oh, Utah justice can be had <br>

But not for a union man <br>

And Joe was warned by summer early morn <br>

That there'd be one less singer in the land <br>

There'd be one less singer in the land <P>

Now William Spry was Governor Spry <br>

And a life was his to hold <br>

On the last appeal, fell a governor's tear <br>

May the lord have mercy on your soul <br>

May the lord have mercy on your soul <P>

Even President Wilson held up the day <br>

But even he would fail <br>

For nobody heard the soul searching words <br>

Of the soul in the Salt Lake City jail <br>

Of the soul in the Salt Lake City jail <P>

For 36 years he lived out his days <br>

And he more than played his part <br>

For his songs that he made, he was carefully paid <br>

With a rifle bullet buried in his heart <br>

With a rifle bullet buried in his heart <P>

Yes, they lined Joe Hill up against the wall <br>

Blindfold over his eyes <br>

It's the life of a rebel that he chose to live <br>

It's the death of a rebel that he died <br>

It's the death of a rebel that he died <P>

Now some say Joe was guilty as charged <br>

And some say he wasn't even there <br>

And I guess nobody will ever know <br>

'Cause the court records all disappeared <br>

'Cause the court records all disappeared <P>

Say wherever you go in this fair land <br>

In every union hall <br>

In the dusty dark these words are marked <br>

In between all the cracks upon the wall <br>

In between all the cracks upon the wall <P>

It's the very last line that Joe Will wrote <br>

When he knew that his days were through <br>

<I>"Boys, this is my last and final will <br>

Good luck to all of you <br>

Good luck to all of you."</I><br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1965/2008 Phil Ochs
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<br> The Shock Doctrine by Alfonso Cuarón and Naomi Klein
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<I>Dear Mrs. Bowers, <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

For many years now I have worn a gold crucifix around my neck, and it is a source of constant inspiration and strength for me and those who see it. It is a simple, plain cross, but recently I have been thinking of changing to one featuring the body of Christ Crucified on it. Is this vanity, or is it the Lord suggesting that I should upgrade my cross for the sake of myself and others?<P>

Yours sincerely, <br>

Adrian Barnett <P> </I>

Dear Mr. Barnett: <P>

The ineffable nuances that separate jewelry that most woman wear from what Mrs. Bowers would be seen with is a subject almost as close to me as Jesus. Indeed, if you ever hear me refer to being <I>"stoned to death,"</I> I have usually just returned from a joyous afternoon in the private viewing room at Cartier. <P>

One of the great lessons of life is that if one is resourceful enough, everything can be parlayed into a reason for quality jewelry. Religion is certainly no exception. Regrettably, the focal design of our particular religion happens to be a device of state-sanctioned human execution. Not what I would have chosen, but we are left by God to work with it. It does, however, give me some pause for relief that Jesus did not wait until 20th Century America to visit, as electric chairs and lethal injection apparatus are rather difficult to evoke with any elegance -- even set in platinum. <P>

Now, to your question. Should one wear a lavaliere that depicts a human body in the process of being tortured to death? The answer would appear self-evident to all but Marilyn Manson fans and Catholics. For my taste, while a simple cross coyly alludes to torture, anything more graphic seems to morbidly delight in the specifics and generally ruin the geometric pleasures of the unadorned cross. In any event, jewelry that depicts anyone in the act of actually dying an agonizing death would seem incontrovertibly too gothic to be worn by anyone other than Cher before 5pm. <P>

So Close to Jesus, He Uses My Birthday When He Buys Lotto Tickets, <P> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/signature.gif"> <br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.bettybowers.com/"> Mrs. Betty Bowers
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In This Edition </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <p>

Sam Harris with a absolute must read, "Losing Our Spines To Save Our Necks." <br> <br>

Uri Avnery in a state of denial, "...Namely The State Of Israel." <br> <br>

Victoria Stewart says, "Shine On." <br> <br>

Jim Hightower with some advice about, "Spending Your Stimulus Check." <br> <br>

Mel Bartholomew wonders, "Hydroponics? Yes!!" <br> <br>

Tom Harris explains, "How Freeze-Drying Works." <br> <br>

Captain Eric H. May gives a, "Mayday Alert - Texas Update." <br> <br>

Chris Floyd with a must read, "The Terror Master." <br> <br>

Scott Ritter compares, "The Pentagon Vs. America." <br> <br>

Joe Conason reports, "Hillary Plays The Crazy Card." <br> <br>

Eric Alterman covers the, "Mickey Mouse Media." <br> <br>

Ted Rall asks what's for dinner, "Obama: The Other White Meat." <br> <br>

EPA administrator Stephen Johnson wins the coveted "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd passes the bong in, "This Bud's For You." <br>  <br>

Mary Pitt exclaims, "My Pastor Is Holier Than Yours!" <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department Will Durst returns with, "Welcome To The Nomination Race That Will Not Die" but first Uncle Ernie explores, "Hypocrisy Democracies."  <br> <br>

This week we spotlight the cartoons of Paul Combs with additional cartoons and photos from Ruben Bolling, Micah Wright, Destonio, Cox & Forkum, Steve Bradenton, Steve Sack, Undo Eddie, Symbol Man, Daryl Cagle, Pink Floyd, Issues & Alibis and Pink & Blue Films. <br> <br>

Plus we have all of your favorite Departments...  <br> <br>

<A HREF="#TheQuotableQuote..."> The Quotable Quote... </a> <br>

<A HREF="#TheDeadLetterOffice..."> The Dead Letter Office... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#TheCartoonCorner..."> The Cartoon Corner... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#ToEndOnAHappyNote..."> To End On A Happy Note... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#HaveYouSeenThis..."> Have You Seen This... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#PartingShots..."> Parting Shots... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#ZeitgeistTheMovie..."> Zeitgeist The Movie... </A> <P> 

Welcome one and all to "Uncle Ernie's Issues & Alibis." 

<p> <br> 
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Hypocrisy Democracies <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

This land is mine, God gave this land to me. This brave and ancient land to me.  <br>

The Exodus Song ~ Pat Boone <br> <br>

Tin soldiers and Nixon coming, <br>

We're finally on our own. <br>

This summer I hear the drumming, <br>

Four dead in Ohio. <br>

Ohio ~~~ Neil Young <BR> <BR>

"I believe that the Hurricane Katrina was, in fact, the judgment of God against the city of New Orleans." ~~~ 'Reverend' John Hagee

<br> <br>

 </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

While the Zionazis in occupied Palestine celebrate their 60th <I>"Independence Day,"</I>the Palestinians' lament Naqba or <I>"Catastrophe Day."</I> A day that will surely live in infamy in the history of the United Nations. You may recall that 60 years ago the fascists at the UN decided to steal some land in Arabia and give it to the Jews. With this act Europe and the rest of the world could be divested of Jews and send them as a plague to the people of Palestine. Thanks to the capitalistic United States, whose money has long been controlled by Jewish bankers, this festering cancer has been allowed to multiply itself a source of worldwide terrorism and has come to control most of the world's monetary systems, and hence, most of the world. <br> <br>

Occupied Palestine, called by the Zionazis <I>"Israel,"</I> has been in a state of war for 60 years. It didn't have to be this way but that's the way the Zionazi power structure wants it. Their entire economy is based around a constant state of war. Without a constant war, it would fold up like a house of cards in a slight breeze. If peace actually came to <I>"Israel,"</I> they wouldn't know what to do or how to act. Most would certainly leave the country and go back to whence they came, ergo the support we give to keep them in a state of perpetual war. <br> <br>

As you have no doubt seen, each and every political candidate, no matter what their stripe, shows universal support for their puppet masters in Tel Aviv. Hillary went so far as to pledge the total destruction of anyone who would stand in the way of <I>"Israel's"</I> design for some <I>"lebensraum."</I> If Iran attacked Israel, even if it did so after being attacked by Israel, Hillary said, <br> <br>

<I>"I want the Iranians to know that if I'm the president we will attack Iran. In the next 10 years, during which they might foolishly consider launching an attack on Israel, we would be able to totally obliterate them."</I> <br> <br>

Do you wonder why Iran wants a bomb? <br> <br>

Of course, Barry and Johnny, who are both Israeli 5th columnists, will do the same thing. However, with Smirky way ahead of them, at least they won't have to instigate a new war. They will inherit one in Iran, if they are allowed to take office. Barry, however, favors attacking Pakistan, too and Johnny wants to conquer the world! <br> <br>

Therefore, as <I>"Israel" </I>celebrates the 60th anniversary of mass murder and theft, we find those chickens coming home to roost, America in the beginnings of WWIII. As my old mentor Tom Lehrer once said in the song <A HREF="http://members.aol.com/quentncree/lehrer/natbroth.htm">National Brotherhood Week," </A> <br> <br>

<I>"Oh, the Protestants hate the Catholics <br> 

And the Catholics hate the Protestants, <br>

And the Hindus hate the Moslems, <br>

And everybody hates the Jews"</I> and with good reasons too I might add! 

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

And while we're on the subject of anniversaries, May 4th marked the 38th anniversary of the massacre at Kent State. You may recall how the cowards of the Ohio Nation Guard slaughtered a group of defenseless, unarmed students protesting the war. All much to the glee of the "Trick" and Ohio governor Hitler er, Rhodes. <br> <br>

The 77 National Guard troops from A Company and Troop G began to advance on the hundreds of protesters with bayonets fixed on their weapons, charging them several times. After the demonstration had all but broken up, they opened fire on everyone on campus. The murdering guardsmen, for the most part, didn't fire on the protestors but at students who were far away walking to class. When the rifle smoked cleared, four lay dead, nine wounded and one paralyzed. No one was ever punished or even tried for this mass murder. <br> <br>

The result, however, was that over 4 million students protested and over 900 American colleges and universities closed during the student strikes that followed. Nixon ran off and hid at Camp David while a quarter million protestors descended upon Washington D.C. in a rage. The 82nd Airborne was called but not used. We were, at that moment, just a few missteps away from the anarchy and the second civil war. It's seems a pity, as bringing the war back home to <I>"Foggy Bottom"</I> was exactly what was needed, and still is, for that matter! I'm having a déjà vu all over again! <br> <br>

As Neil Young said in <A HREF="http://www.lyricsdomain.com/14/neil_young/ohio.html">"Ohio"</A>...  <br> <br> <I>

"What if you knew her, <br>

And found her dead on the ground? <br>

How can you run, when you know?"</I>

<br> <br> <B>

And Finally

</B> <br> <br> 

There has been a lot said of late, about how the MSM favors this candidate or that candidate over the others. The mainstream media is, of course, for John McCain on the far right and for Barrack Obama on the near right. Ever since Slick Willy set back by eight years, the Crime Family Bush's plans to rule the world, the Clintons have been personae non gratae in their eyes. <br> <br>

They do this because in part they fear Slick Willie's revenge but mostly to get Bush's toady McCain under the puppet masters' strings. Have no doubt that all the fascist pundits who have been pitching Obama underhanded softballs will start throwing hardballs at his head as soon as he's the official Demoncratic candidate. They picked Obama to win because they fear their archenemy Hillary could beat Johnny by a margin so big that their electronic voting machine stooges couldn't steal it. <br> <br>

If you want to see how this works, consider the candidates <I>'god'</I> connections. Barry and his <I>"reverend"</I> have been tarred and feathered because Wright had the balls to tell the truth. Everything Fox Spews, the Corporate News Network went on and on about, and will be brought back at a drop of the hat, was the truth and Zeus knows we can't have the truth in politics! What a crazy idea. And for daring to say so, Barry and Jerry caught corporate hell! You may recall... <br> <br> <B>

Jerry said:</B> <br> <br> <I>

"We have supported state terrorism against the Palestinians and black South Africans, and now we are indignant because the stuff we have done overseas is now brought right back to our own front yards. America's chickens are coming home to roost." </I> <br> <br> <B>

And... </B> <br> <br> <I>

"The Israelis have illegally occupied Palestinian territories for over 40 years now. Divestment has now hit the table again as a strategy to wake the business community and wake up Americans concerning the injustice and the racism under which the Palestinians have lived because of Zionism." </I> <br> <br> <B>

And... </B> <br> <br> <I>

"Racism is how this country was founded and how this country is still run! We [in the U.S.] believe in white supremacy and black inferiority and believe it more than we believe in God."</I> <br> <br>

If you deny any of those statements then you are denying the truth!<br> <br> 

Now let's compare and contrast the statements from the reverend John Hagee one of Johnny's <I>'god'</I> connections of whom Johnny said... <br> <br> <I>

"All I can tell you is I'm very proud to have Pastor Hagee's support."</I> <br> <br>

Here's some quotes from Hagee which explain why Johnny is so proud... <br> <br> <B>

John said: </B> <I> <br> <br>

"God caused Hurricane Katrina to wipe out New Orleans because it had a gay pride parade the week before and was filled with sexual sin." </I><br> <br> <B>

And... </B> <br> <br> <I>

"Gay marriage will open the door to incest, to polygamy, and every conceivable marriage arrangement demented minds can possibly conceive. If God does not then punish America, He will have to apologize to Sodom and Gomorrah." </I> <br> <br> <B>

And... </B> <br> <br> <I>

"Do you know the difference between a woman with PMS and a snarling Doberman pinscher? The answer is lipstick. Do you know the difference between a terrorist and a woman with PMS? You can negotiate with a terrorist." </I> <br> <br>

Another <I>"sky pilot"</I> who supports McCain and who Johnny and the MSM speak highly of and defend is the <I>"reverend"</I> Rod Parsley. Here are some of Rod's thoughts... <br> <br> <B>

Rod said: </B> <br> <br> <I>

"Americans must be "Christocrats" And that is not a democracy; that is a theocracy. That means God is in control, and you are not." </I> <br> <br> <B>

And... </B> <br> <br> <I>

"Only 1 percent of the homosexual population in America will die of old age. The average life expectancy for a homosexual in the United States of America is 43 years of age. A lesbian can only expect to live to be 45 years of age. Homosexuals represent 2 percent of the population, yet today they're carrying 60 percent of the known cases of syphilis." </I> <br> <br> <B>

And... </B> <br> <br> <I>

"I cannot tell you how important it is that we understand the true nature of Islam, that we see it for what it really is. In fact, I will tell you this: I do not believe our country can truly fulfill its divine purpose until we understand our historical conflict with Islam. I know that this statement sounds extreme, but I do not shrink from its implications. The fact is that America was founded, in part, with the intention of seeing this false religion destroyed, and I believe September 11, 2001, was a generational call to arms that we can no longer ignore." </I> <br> <br>

See what I mean, America? Barry is about to find out what Presidents Carter and Clinton, Vice Presidents Mondale and Gore and Senator Kerry found out about the media. Trouble is, it's <I>"we the people"</I> who will once again suffer for it!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. <br>Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists."<br> ~~~ Arundhati Roy ~~~</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

This week the cupboard was bare. We have some serious bills coming due next month and in July and we are nowhere near having the money to pay them. HELP!<br> <br>

A few weeks ago we were once again forced to go to our readers and ask for money to keep publishing.  We are fundamentally unable and philosophically unwilling to devise catchy fundraising tactics. We aren't going to ask you to send $20.08 each or offer new cell phone plans or try to convince you a donation to Issues and Alibis will save the world from the scourge du jour. Everyone associated with this magazine is stubborn and pissed off and determined to continue fighting for the world that we want to leave our children-and they are all our children. We'll keep publishing as long as possible. But, as we've detailed below, we need money to go on.  It is the few dollars a week that makes a difference in our survival.  <br> <br>

Those of you who have responded since we first asked for help have not only been generous but you've also given us encouragement and strengthened our conviction that it is important to continue to speak truth, keep advertising to a bare minimum and provide a forum for other people to speak their truths, too. As more and more leftist publications are forced into oblivion or turned into tools of the power elite, your letters and messages are more important to us than ever. We appreciate the support. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. This old iBook is about to join the old Dell in the trash heap, when it does, we'll be gone! <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you! <br> <br>

Ernest & Victoria Stewart

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/jimhager.jpg"> <br>

08-30-1946 ~ 05-01-2008 <br>

Now here's Roy... </center> <br> <br>

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/eddyarnold.jpg"> <br>

05-15-1918 ~ 05-08-2008 <br>

The world went away! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 
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Losing Our Spines To Save Our Necks <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Sam Harris </font> <P>

Geert Wilders, conservative Dutch politician and provocateur, has become the latest projectile in the world's most important culture war: the zero-sum conflict between civil society and traditional Islam. Wilders, who lives under perpetual armed guard due to death threats, recently released a 15 minute film entitled <A HREF="http://video.google.com/videoplay?docid=3369102968312745410">Fitna</A> ("strife" in Arabic) over the internet. The film has been deemed offensive because it juxtaposes images of Muslim violence with passages from the Qur'an. Given that the perpetrators of such violence regularly cite these same passages as justification for their actions, merely depicting this connection in a film would seem uncontroversial. Controversial or not, one surely would expect politicians and journalists in every free society to strenuously defend Wilders' right to make such a film. But then one would be living on another planet, a planet where people do not happily repudiate their most basic freedoms in the name of <I>"religious sensitivity."</I> <P>

Witness the free world's response to Fitna: The Dutch government sought to ban the film outright, and European Union foreign ministers publicly condemned it, as did UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon. Dutch television refused to air Fitna unedited. When Wilders declared his intention to release the film over the internet, his U.S. web-host, Network Solutions, took his website offline. <P>

Into the breach stepped Liveleak, a British video-sharing website, which finally aired the film on March 27th. It received over 3 million views in the first 24 hours. The next day, however, Liveleak removed Fitna from its servers, having been terrorized into self-censorship by threats to its staff. But the film had spread too far on the internet to be suppressed (and Liveleak, after taking further security measures, has since reinstated it on its site as well). <P>

Of course, there were immediate calls for a boycott of Dutch products throughout the Muslim world. In response, Dutch corporations placed ads in countries like Indonesia, denouncing the film in self-defense. Several Muslim countries blocked YouTube and other video-sharing sites in an effort to keep Wilders' blasphemy from penetrating the minds of their citizens. There have also been isolated protests and attacks on embassies, and ubiquitous demands for Wilders' murder. In Afghanistan, women in burqas could be seen burning the Dutch flag; the Taliban carried out at least two revenge attacks on Dutch troops, resulting in five Dutch casualties; and security concerns have caused the Netherlands to close its embassy in Kabul. It must be said, however, that nothing has yet occurred to rival the ferocious response to the Danish cartoons. <P>

Meanwhile Kurt Westergaard, one of the Danish cartoonists, threatened to sue Wilders for copyright infringement, as Wilders used his drawing of a bomb-laden Muhammad without permission. Westergaard has lived in hiding since 2006 due to death threats of his own, so the Danish Union of Journalists volunteered to file this lawsuit on his behalf. Admittedly, there is something amusing about one hunted man, unable to venture out in public for fear of being killed by religious lunatics, threatening to sue another man in the same predicament over a copyright violation. But it is understandable that Westergaard wouldn't want to be repeatedly hurled at the enemy without his consent. Westergaard is an extraordinarily courageous man whose life has been ruined both by religious fanaticism and the free world's submission to it. In February, the Danish government arrested three Muslims who seemed poised to murder him. Other Danes unfortunate enough to have been born with the name<I> "Kurt Westergaard"</I> have had to take steps to escape being murdered in his place. (Wilder's has since removed the cartoon from the official version of Fitna.) <P>

Wilders, like Westergaard and the other Danish cartoonists, has been widely vilified for <I>"seeking to inflame"</I> the Muslim community. Even if this had been his intention, this criticism represents an almost supernatural coincidence of moral blindness and political imprudence. The point is not (and will never be) that some free person spoke, or wrote, or illustrated in such a manner as to inflame the Muslim community. The point is that only the Muslim community is combustible in this way. The controversy over Fitna, like all such controversies, renders one fact about our world especially salient: Muslims appear to be far more concerned about perceived slights to their religion than about the atrocities committed daily in its name. Our accommodation of this psychopathic skewing of priorities has, more and more, taken the form of craven and blinkered acquiescence. <P>

There is an uncanny irony here that many have noticed. The position of the Muslim community in the face of all provocations seems to be: Islam is a religion of peace, and if you say that it isn't, we will kill you. Of course, the truth is often more nuanced, but this is about as nuanced as it ever gets: Islam is a religion of peace, and if you say that it isn't, we peaceful Muslims cannot be held responsible for what our less peaceful brothers and sisters do. When they burn your embassies or kidnap and slaughter your journalists, know that we will hold you primarily responsible and will spend the bulk of our energies criticizing you for <I>"racism"</I> and <I>"Islamophobia."</I> <P>

Our capitulations in the face of these threats have had what is often called<I> "a chilling effect"</I> on our exercise of free speech. I have, in my own small way, experienced this chill first hand. First, and most important, my friend and colleague Ayaan Hirsi Ali happens to be among the hunted. Because of the failure of Western governments to make it safe for people to speak openly about the problem of Islam, I and others must raise a mountain of private funds to help pay for her <A HREF="http://www.samharris.org/site/security_trust/">round-the-clock protection</A>. The problem is not, as is often alleged, that governments cannot afford to protect every person who speaks out against Muslim intolerance. The problem is that so few people do speak out. If there were ten thousand Ayaan Hirsi Ali's, the risk to each would be radically reduced. <P>

As for infringements of my own speech, my first book, The End of Faith, almost did not get published for fear of offending the sensibilities of (probably non-reading) religious fanatics. W.W. Norton, which did publish the book, was widely seen as taking a risk--one probably attenuated by the fact that I am an equal-opportunity offender critical of all religious faith. However, when it came time to make final edits to the galleys of The End of Faith, many of the people I had thanked by name in my acknowledgments (including my agent at the time and my editor at Norton) independently asked to have their names removed from the book. Their concerns were explicitly for their personal safety. Given our shamefully ineffectual response to the fatwa against Salman Rushdie, their concerns were perfectly understandable. <P>

Nature, arguably the most influential scientific journal on the planet, recently published a lengthy whitewash of Islam (Z. Sardar <I>"Beyond the troubled relationship."</I> Nature 448, 131-133; 2007). The author began, as though atop a minaret, by simply declaring the religion of Islam to be <I>"intrinsically rational."</I> He then went on to argue, amid a highly idiosyncratic reading of history and theology, that this rational religion's current wallowing in the violent depths of unreason can be fully ascribed to the legacy of colonialism. After some negotiation, Nature also agreed to publish a brief response from me. What readers of my letter to the editor could not know, however, was that it was only published after perfectly factual sentences deemed offensive to Islam were expunged. I understood the editors' concerns at the time: not only did they have Britain's suffocating libel laws to worry about, but Muslim physicians and engineers in the UK had just revealed a penchant for suicide bombing. I was grateful that Nature published my letter at all. <P>

In a thrillingly ironic turn of events, a shorter version of the very essay you are now reading was originally commissioned by the opinion page of Washington Post and then rejected because it was deemed too critical of Islam. Please note, this essay was destined for the opinion page of the paper, which had solicited my response to the controversy over Wilders' film. The irony of its rejection seemed entirely lost on the Post, which responded to my subsequent expression of amazement by offering to pay me a <I>"kill fee."</I> I declined. <P>

I could list other examples of encounters with editors and publishers, as can many writers, all illustrating a single fact: While it remains taboo to criticize religious faith in general, it is considered especially unwise to criticize Islam. Only Muslims hound and hunt and murder their apostates, infidels, and critics in the 21st century. There are, to be sure, reasons why this is so. Some of these reasons have to do with accidents of history and geopolitics, but others can be directly traced to doctrines sanctifying violence which are unique to Islam. <P>

A point of comparison: The controversy of over Fitna was immediately followed by ubiquitous media coverage of a scandal involving the Fundamentalist Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints (FLDS). In Texas, police raided an FLDS compound and took hundreds of women and underage girls into custody to spare them the continued, sacramental predations of their menfolk. While mainstream Mormonism is now granted the deference accorded to all major religions in the United States, its fundamentalist branch, with its commitment to polygamy, spousal abuse, forced marriage, child brides (and, therefore, child rape) is often portrayed in the press as a depraved cult. But one could easily argue that Islam, considered both in the aggregate and in terms of its most negative instances, is far more despicable than fundamentalist Mormonism. The Muslim world can match the FLDS sin for sin--Muslims commonly practice polygamy, forced-marriage (often between underage girls and older men), and wife-beating--but add to these indiscretions the surpassing evils of honor killing, female<I> "circumcision,"</I> widespread support for terrorism, a pornographic fascination with videos showing the butchery of infidels and apostates, a vibrant form of anti-semitism that is explicitly genocidal in its aspirations, and an aptitude for producing children's books and television programs which exalt suicide-bombing and depict Jews as "apes and pigs." <P>

Any honest comparison between these two faiths reveals a bizarre double standard in our treatment of religion. We can openly celebrate the marginalization of FLDS men and the rescue of their women and children. But, leaving aside the practical and political impossibility of doing so, could we even allow ourselves to contemplate liberating the women and children of traditional Islam? <P>

What about all the civil, freedom-loving, moderate Muslims who are just as appalled by Muslim intolerance as I am? No doubt millions of men and women fit this description, but vocal moderates are very difficult to find. Wherever <I>"moderate Islam"</I> does announce itself, one often discovers frank Islamism lurking just a euphemism or two beneath the surface. The subterfuge is rendered all but invisible to the general public by political correctness, wishful thinking, and <I>"white guilt."</I> This is where we find sinister people successfully posing as <I>"moderates"</I>--people like Tariq Ramadan who, while lionized by liberal Europeans as the epitome of cosmopolitan Islam, cannot bring himself to actually condemn honor killing in round terms (he recommends that the practice be suspended, pending further study). Moderation is also attributed to groups like the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR), an Islamist public relations firm posing as a civil-rights lobby. <P>

Even when one finds a true voice of Muslim moderation, it often seems distinguished by a lack of candor above all things. Take someone like Reza Aslan, author of No God But God: I debated Aslan for Book TV on the general subject of religion and modernity. During the course of our debate, I had a few unkind words to say about the Muslim Brotherhood. While admitting that there is a difference between the Brotherhood and a full-blown jihadist organization like al Qaeda, I said that their ideology was "close enough" to be of concern. Aslan responded with a grandiose, ad hominem attack saying, "that indicates the profound unsophistication that you have about this region. You could not be more wrong" and claiming that I'd taken my view of Islam from <I>"Fox News."</I> Such maneuvers, coming from a polished, Iranian-born scholar of Islam carry the weight of authority, especially in front of an audience of people who are desperate to believe the threat of Islam has been grossly exaggerated. The problem, however, is that the credo of the Muslim Brotherhood actually happens to be <I>"Allah is our objective. The Prophet is our leader. The Qur'an is our law. Jihad is our way. Dying in the way of Allah is our highest hope."</I> <P>

The connection between the doctrine of Islam and Islamist violence is simply not open to dispute. It's not that critics of religion like myself speculate that such a connection might exist: the point is that Islamists themselves acknowledge and demonstrate this connection at every opportunity and to deny it is to retreat within a fantasy world of political correctness and religious apology. Many western scholars, like the much admired Karen Armstrong, appear to live in just such a place. All of their talk about how benign Islam <I>"really" </I>is, and about how the problem of fundamentalism exists in all religions, only obfuscates what may be the most pressing issue of our time: Islam, as it is currently understood and practiced by vast numbers of the world's Muslims, is antithetical to civil society. A recent poll showed that thirty-six percent of British Muslims (ages 16-24) believe that a person should be killed for leaving the faith. Sixty-eight percent of British Muslims feel that their neighbors who insult Islam should be arrested and prosecuted, and seventy-eight percent think that the Danish cartoonists should have been brought to justice. And these are British Muslims. <P>

Occasionally, however, a lone voice can be heard acknowledging the obvious. Hassan Butt wrote in the <A HREF="http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2007/jul/01/comment.religion1">Guardian</A>: <I> <P>

When I was still a member of what is probably best termed the British Jihadi Network, a series of semi-autonomous British Muslim terrorist groups linked by a single ideology, I remember how we used to laugh in celebration whenever people on TV proclaimed that the sole cause for Islamic acts of terror like 9/11, the Madrid bombings and 7/7 was Western foreign policy. By blaming the government for our actions, those who pushed the 'Blair's bombs' line did our propaganda work for us. More important, they also helped to draw away any critical examination from the real engine of our violence: Islamic theology. </I> <P>

It is astounding how infrequently one hears such candor among the public voices of <I>"moderate"</I> Islam. This is what we owe the true moderates of the Muslim world: we must hold their co-religionists to the same standards of civility and reasonableness that we take for granted in all other people. Only our willingness to openly criticize Islam for its all-too-obvious failings can make it safe for Muslim moderates, secularists, apostates--and, indeed, women--to rise up and reform their faith. <P>

And if anyone in this debate can be credibly accused of racism, it is the western apologists and <I>"multiculturalists"</I> who deem Arabs and Muslims too immature to shoulder the responsibilities of civil discourse. As Ayaan Hirsi Ali has pointed out, there is a calamitous form of "affirmative action" at work, especially in western Europe, where Muslim immigrants are systematically exempted from western standards of moral order in the name of paying <I>"respect"</I> to the glaring pathologies in their culture. Hirsi Ali has also observed that there is a quasi-racist double-think on display whenever western powers trumpet that <I>"Islam is peace," </I>all the while taking heroic measures to guard against the next occasion when the barbarians run amok in response to a film, cartoon, opera, novel, beauty pageant--or the mere naming of a teddy bear. <P>

Have you seen the Danish cartoons that so roiled the Muslim world? Probably not, as their publication was suppressed by almost every newspaper, magazine, and television station in the United States. Given their volcanic reception--hundreds of thousands of Muslims rioted, hundreds of people were killed--their sheer banality should have rendered these drawings extraordinarily newsworthy. One magazine which did print them, Free Inquiry (for which I am proud to have written), had its stock banned from every Borders and Waldenbooks in the country. These are precisely the sorts of capitulations that we must avoid in the future. <P>

The lesson we should draw from the Fitna controversy is that we need more criticism of Islam, not less. Let it come down in such torrents that not even the most deluded Islamist could conceive of containing it. As Ibn Warraq, author of the revelatory Why I Am Not a Muslim, said in response to recent events: <P> <I>

It is perverse for the western media to lament the lack of an Islamic reformation and willfully ignore works such as Wilders' film, Fitna. How do they think reformation will come about if not with criticism? There is no such right as 'the right not to be offended; indeed, I am deeply offended by the contents of the Koran, with its overt hatred of Christians, Jews, apostates, non-believers, homosexuals but cannot demand its suppression. </I> <P>

It is time we recognized that those who claim the<I> "right not to be offended"</I> have also announced their hatred of civil society.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008  <A HREF="http://www.samharris.org"> Sam Harris </A></font> is the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=The+End+Of+Faith%3A+Religion%2C+Terror%2C+and+the+Future+of+Reason.++&Go.x=14&Go.y=8&Go=Go"> "The End Of Faith: Religion, Terror, and the Future of Reason"</A> and <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/002-9366309-8647263?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Letter+to+a+Christian+Nation&x=0&y=0">"Letter to a Christian Nation." </A> <P>
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"...Namely The State Of Israel" <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

EVERY TIME I hear the voice of David Ben-Gurion uttering the words <I>"Therefore we are gathered here..."</I>  I think of Issar Barsky, a charming youngster, the little brother of a girl-friend of mine. <P>

The last time we met was in front of the dining hall of Kibbutz Hulda, on Friday, May 14, 1948. <P>

In the coming night my company was to attack al-Qubab, an Arab village on the road to Jerusalem, east of Ramle. We were busy with preparations. I was cleaning my Czech-made rifle, when somebody came and told us that Ben-Gurion was just making a speech about the founding of the state. <P>

Frankly, none of us was very interested in speeches by politicians in Tel Aviv. The city seemed so far away. The state, we knew, was here with us. If the Arabs were to win, there would be no state and no us. If we won, there would be a state. We were young and self-confident, and did not doubt for a moment that we would win. <P>

But there was one detail that I was really curious about: what was the new state to be called? Judea? Zion? The Jewish State? <P>

So I hastened to the dining hall. Ben-Gurion's unmistakable voice  was blaring from the radio. When he reached the words <I>"...namely the State of Israel"</I> I had had enough and left. <P>

Outside I came across Issar. He was in another company, which was to attack another village that night. I told him about the name of the state and said <I>"take care of yourself!" </I> <P>

Some days later he was killed. So I remember him as he was then: a boy of 19, a smiling, tall Sabra full of joie de vivre and innocence. <P>

THE CLOSER  we come to the grandiose 60th anniversary festivities, the more I am troubled by the question: if Issar were to open his eyes and see us, still a boy of 19, what would he think of the state that was officially established on that day? <P>

He would see a state that has developed beyond his wildest dreams. From a small community of 635,000 souls (more than 6000 of whom would die with him in that war) we have grown to more than seven million. The two great miracles we have wrought - the revival of the Hebrew language and the institution of Israeli democracy - continue to be a reality. Our economy is strong and in some fields - such a hi-tech - we are in the world super-league. Issar would be excited and proud. <P>

But he would also feel that something had gone wrong in our society. The Kibbutz where we put up our little bivouac tents that day has become an economic enterprise, like any other. The social solidarity, of which we were so proud, has collapsed. Masses of adults and children live below the poverty line, old people, the sick and the unemployed are left to fend for themselves. The gap between rich and poor is one of the widest in the developed world. And our society, that once raised the banner of equality and justice, just clucks its collective tongue and moves on to other matters. <P>

Most of all he would be shocked to discover that the brutal war, which killed him and wounded me, together with thousands of others, is still going on at full blast. It determines the entire life of the nation. It fills the first pages of the newspapers and heads the news bulletins. <P>

That our army, the army that really was <I>"we,"</I> has become something quite different, an army whose main occupation us to oppress another people. <P>

THAT NIGHT we indeed attacked al-Qubab. When we entered the village, it was already deserted. I broke into one of the homes. The pot was still warm, food was on the table. On one of the shelves I found some photos: a man who had obviously just combed his hair, a village woman, two small children. I still have them with me. <P>

I assume that the village which was attacked by Issar that night presented a similar picture. The villagers - men, women, children - fled at the last moment, leaving their whole life behind them. <P>

There is no escape from the historic fact: Israel's Independence Day and the Palestinians' Naqba (Catastrophe) Day are two sides of the same coin. In 60 years we have not succeeded - and actually have not even tried - to untie this knot by creating another reality. <P>

And so the war goes on. <P>

 WITH THE 60th Independence Day approaching, a committee sat down to choose an emblem for the event. The one they came up with looks like something for Coca Cola or the Eurovision song contest. <P>

The real emblem of the state is quite different, and no committee of bureaucrats has had to invent it. It is fixed to the ground and can be seen from afar: The Wall. The Separation Wall. <P>

Separation between whom, between what? <P>

Apparently between Israeli Kfar Sava and neighboring Palestinian Qalqiliyah, between Modi'in Illit and Bil'in. Between the State of Israel (and some more grabbed land) and the Occupied Palestinian Territories. But in reality, between two worlds. <P>

In the fevered imagination of those who believe in the <I>"clash of civilizations,"</I> whether George Bush or Osama Bin-Laden - the Wall is the border between the two titans of history, Western civilization and Islamic civilization, two mortal enemies fighting a war of Gog and Magog. <P>

Our Wall has become the front-line between these two worlds. <P>

The wall is not just a structure of concrete and wire. More than anything else, the wall - like every such wall - is an ideological statement, a declaration of intent, a mental reality. The builders declare that they belong, body and soul, to one camp, the Western one, and that on the other side of the wall there begins the opposing world, the enemy, the masses of Arabs and other Muslims. <P>

When was that decided? Who made the decision? How? <P>

102 years ago, Theodor Herzl wrote in his ground-breaking oeuvre, Der Judenstaat, which gave birth to the Zionist movement, a sentence fraught with significance: <I>"For Europe we shall constitute there [in Palestine] a sector of the wall against Asia, we shall serve as the vanguard of culture against barbarism." </I> <P>

Thus, in 22 German words, the world-view of Zionism, and our place in it, was laid down. And now, after a delay of four generations, the physical wall is following the path of the mental one. <P>

The picture is bright and clear: We are essentially a part of Europe (like North America), a part of culture, which is entirely European. On the other side: Asia, a barbaric continent, empty of culture, including the Muslim and Arab world. <P>

One can understand Herzl's world view. He was a man of the 19th century, and he wrote his treatise when white Imperialism was at its zenith. He admired it with all his soul. He endeavored (in vain) to arrange a meeting with Cecil Rhodes, the man who symbolized British colonialism. He approached Joseph Chamberlain, the British Colonial Secretary, who offered him Uganda, then a British colony. At the same time, he also admired the German Kaiser and his so well-ordered Reich, which carried out a horrible genocide in South-West Africa in the year of Herzl's death. <P>

Herzl's maxim did not remain an abstract thought. The Zionist movement followed it from the first moment on, and the State of Israel continues to do so to this very day. <P>

COULD IT have been different? Could we have become a part of the region? Could we have become a kind of cultural Switzerland, an independent island between East and West, bridging and mediating between the two? <P>

One month before the outbreak of the 1948 war, seven months before the State of Israel was officially founded, I published a booklet entitled <I>"War or Peace in the Semitic Region."</I> It began with the words: <P>

"When our Zionist fathers decided to set up a "safe haven" in Palestine, they had the choice between two paths: <P>

"They could appear in West Asia as a European conqueror, who sees himself as a bridgehead of the 'white' race and master of the 'natives', like the Spanish conquistadores and the Anglo-Saxon colonialists in America. Like, in their time, the Crusaders in Palestine.  <P>

"The other path was to see themselves as an Asian people returning to its homeland - seeing themselves as an heir to the political and cultural tradition of the Semitic region." <P>

The history of this country has seen dozens of invasions. They can be divided into two main categories. <P> </I>

There were the invaders who came from the West, such as the Philistines, the Greeks, the Romans, the Crusaders, Napoleon and the British. Such an invasion establishes a bridgehead, and its mental outlook is that of a bridgehead. The region beyond is hostile territory, its inhabitants enemies who have to be oppressed or destroyed. In the end, all of these invaders were expelled.  <P>

And there were the invaders who came from the East, such as the Emorites, the Assyrians, the Babylonians, the Persians and the Arabs. They conquered the land and became part of it, influenced its culture and were influenced by it, and in the end struck roots. <P>

The ancient Israelites were of the second category. Even if there is some doubt about the Exodus from Egypt as described in the Books of Moses, or the Conquest of Canaan as described in the Book of Joshua, it is reasonable to assume that they were tribes that came in from the desert and infiltrated between the fortified Canaanite towns, which they could not conquer, as indeed described in Judges 1.    <P>

The Zionists, on the other hand, were of the first category. They brought with them the world-view of a bridgehead, a vanguard of Europe. This world-view gave birth to the Wall as a national symbol. It has to be changed entirely. <P>

ONE OF our national peculiarities is a form of discussion where all the participants, whether from the Left or from the Right, use the clinching argument: <I>"If we don't do this and this, the state will cease to exist!"</I> Can one imagine such an argument in France, Britain or the USA? <P>

This is a symptom of <I>"Crusader"</I> anxiety. Even though the Crusaders stayed in this country for almost 200 years and produced eight generations of <I>"natives,"</I> they were never really sure of their continued existence here.  <P>

I am not worried about the existence of the State of Israel. It will exist as long as states exist. The question is:  What kind of state will it be? <P>

A state of permanent war, the terror of its neighbors, where violence pervades all spheres of life, where the rich flourish and the poor live in misery; a state that will be deserted by the best of its children? <P>

Or a state that lives in peace with its neighbors, to their mutual benefit; a modern society with equal rights for all its citizens and without poverty; a state that invests its resources in science and culture, industry and the environment; where future generations will want to live; a source of pride for all its citizens? <P>

That can be our objective for the next 60 years. I think this is what Issar would have wanted, too.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Shine On<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> <font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"Come on you raver, you seer of visions, <br> 

Come on you painter, you piper, you prisoner, and shine!"<br>

~~~ Roger Waters ~~~ <P>

"Why in the world are we here? <br>

Surely not to live in pain and fear." <br>

~~~ John Lennon ~~~ <P>

"She had an everlasting notion_<br>

The wise and holy woman had a neverending dream_<br>

As she called out to the stars glistening on the ocean_<br>

Shine a light , shine a light on me."  <br>

~~~ Christy Moore ~ Wally Page ~~~ <P> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

It is hard to witness the politics and policies of hate without falling into hatred oneself. <P>

The other night I saw interviews with people whose electricity had been shut off; people whose children did their homework in the car in order to have light; people who could not cook or keep milk cold; people who wept in their shame. <P>

It was the same shame I have seen on the faces of people who lost their homes and jobs. It is the shame poor people in this country feel every day. The shame of being poor in a rich society. A society that makes poverty not only the fault of the poor but a personal and moral failing as well.  <P>

That night, as I watched a mother wipe tears off her face and say, <I>"I am just so ashamed,"</I<> I hated George Bush with a white-hot intensity. I had an instantaneous flash of the millions of shattered lives, the broken bodies, the corpses and poisoned earth, the death and mayhem and destruction this one man has generated and I realized I could devise no system of justice, no method of punishment, no judgment or curse equal to the crimes he has committed. And none of the disciplines I have practiced in my life, not meditation or yoga or poetry, could deliver me from my hatred of this one man. <P>

The people I have admired in history, however, even the warrior queens and mystics, did not advocate hatred, nor have the great leaders of our age. And hatred doesn't seem particularly effective in producing change.  <P>

George Bush, the people who surround him and the people who control him, do not hate.  It might seem as if they bear enormous animosity for almost everyone in the world but the truth is infinitely more disturbing. These people (although it comforts me to think they are actually another species and not carriers of the same DNA as the rest of us) are completely indifferent to any and every thing save their own desires. They do not care, do not even think, about the suffering and death they cause. It is beyond the scope of their emotional range. And it is difficult to conceive, much less understand, because such indifference is aberrant and psychopathic behavior. It was George Bernard Shaw, who observed,<I> "The worst sin toward our fellow creatures is not to hate them, but to be indifferent to them; that's the essence of inhumanity." </I> <P>

Love is offered as the antidote for hatred.  Love and compassion. All the people I admire, living and dead, agree that love is the answer. <P>

But I cannot bring myself to love George Bush. <P>

I don't like hatred, however.  It makes me uncomfortable physically. It distorts my thoughts. It robs me of peace. I understand what Booker T. Washington meant when he said that hatred narrows and degrades the soul.  I feel fouled by my own emotions.  And so, unable to find even a speck of compassion for this American president but equally unable to continue my bondage to that hatred, I turned, as all the sages advised, to love. <P>

Love seems an unlikely component of the political process.  Aggressive rhetoric, personal attacks, strategy, manipulation and, of course, lies are what move the wheels of power.  And politics is about power.  But when I think about the love I know--the fierce, determined love for my children, the soft and comforting love for my family elders and friends, the sweet, piercing love for my husband-and expand the reach of that love into the public arena, I begin to see new possibilities for change. <P>

We exhaust ourselves slamming against the walls of indifference.  Instead, we must begin to direct that energy toward lifting up the victims of poverty and violence-including ourselves. I don't know exactly how we will do this but we can begin by caring for the children. We can act as if that starving child in Indonesia, the terrified child in Baghdad, the homeless child in Minnesota, is our child. And we must let ourselves be infused with the strength and purpose and generosity of love.  <P>

Love, as a friend used to say, is a way of acting as well as a feeling. I cannot love George Bush and all he represents but I can make my opposition an act of love.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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Spending Your Stimulus Check <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

I'm totally excited that our tax rebate checks are coming! Washington has turned into Santa Claus, the Easter Bunny, and the Tooth Fairy, all rolled into one, now delivering $300 to $600 checks to nearly every one of us. <P>

The idea is that we'll all rush out and buy, buy, buy - thus stimulating the economy, creating jobs, and causing bluebirds of happiness to trill with delight. Wal-Mart is ready for you, offering to cash your government checks for free and tempting you with special price promotions. Indeed, every big retailer is running shopper specials in May. <P>

But, wait - most of the stuff sold in those stores isn't made in America. So those sounds of economic stimulation we're hearing - from factory machinery to bluebirds - are coming from China, Singapore, and other low-wage nations where U.S. corporations have moved production. Spending at the Wal-Marts won't create new production or new jobs in your town or mine. <P>

That's why I have a different plan for my $600 check. I'm setting $400 of it aside to spend at farmers markets, artisan shops, and hometown businesses that sell goods produced locally, or at least produced in America. This way, our tax dollars can circulate here at home, genuinely benefiting our grass roots economy. <P>

Then, I'm going to donate the other $200 to public interest groups or progressive candidates who are pushing for real economic reform, not made-in-China consumerism. In particular, my small donations will support those working for a massive public investment in repairing and extending America's deteriorating infrastructure - including water systems, bridges, schools, parks, public transportation, and a state-of-the-art internet system. <P>

Instead of a shopping stimulus, we should be employing millions of Americans at good wages to do the good grassroots work that needs to be done.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Hydroponics? Yes!!<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

GARDENING HYDROPONICALLY THE SQUARE FOOT WAY IS HERE </font> <br>

By Mel Bartholomew <P>

     While filming one of our PBS-TV Shows at Disney World in Orlando , Florida , we were invited to tour and subsequently film several shows at the Land Pavilion where they were exhibiting several new methods of growing vegetables - some even suited for the moon! One demonstration was the standard hydroponic method where plants are grown, not in dirt or soil, but in water. <P>

     Another method (but this is for another time) was airoponics where the roots hung down in a closed, lightless area where they were sprayed with a fine water spray and the plant top grew up a string in the sunlight - very similar to our SFG vertical method. <P>

     But - back at the ranch. At the hydroponic display, they had large shallow pools of water with 4'x8' sheets of Styrofoam floating on the surface. The actual plants were started in little cups filled with a soil mix much like Mel's Mix. Holes were drilled at uniform spacing in the Styrofoam and the cups fit tightly into those holes. When the seeds sprouted the roots grew down right into the water. <P>

     Apparently a plant can have two kinds of roots - normal air roots for growing in soil and also water roots. Remember, the <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/002-3574637-2778409?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Square+Foot+gardening&x=0&y=0">SFG </A>book tells you how the roots do not actually grow in the soil particles, but meander their way through the air spaces between those particles. In addition, a plant has the ability to grow a slightly different type of root that will grow in nothing but water. The water roots can take up the oxygen and nutrients in the water solution and, believe it or not, provide the plant with all the energy it needs. Liquid fertilizer was being added to the water which was continuously circulated to keep it fresh and moving. The top of the plant had plenty of room to spread out on the Styrofoam surface just as if it were planted in a garden. If it was a vine crop and hanging support strings were provided, the plant would just climb up the string or could be attached to it very easily by gently twisting it around the string once or twice a week. <P>

     I was so amazed and enthralled with this method, that when we came home I decided to see if we could make Square Foot Gardening do the hydroponic thing. After all, the only thing needed is a pool of water which could be provided with our standard 6 inch deep 4 ft by 4 ft box with a plywood bottom and lined with heavy duty six-mil plastic so the box doesn't leak. It would be just like a square 6-inch deep wading pool. The box could sit on the ground in the garden, patio, or even the deck. Or it could be raised up to sit on a tabletop, sawhorses or even on legs made out of wood or stacks of cement blocks. There is no end to the location and setting. And for the surface, I thought, why not cut out twelve inch by twelve inch pieces of half to one inch thick Styrofoam and cut holes at either the one, four, nine, or sixteen spacing, the standard spacing for Square Foot Gardening. After building a sample box, I set it on sawhorses out in the yard to get maximum sunlight. Having it up higher meant no bending over to garden. <P>

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ Hydroponics1.jpg"> <font size="+1"> <Br>

The 4 ft by 4 ft box with a plywood bottom, no holes for drainage, set up on two saw horses. Notice the vertical pipe legs which will become the vertical frame for the vine crops to grow on. </font> </center> <P>

    Next, I added the plastic liner, filled it with water, let the sun warm the water and then added the Square Foot Styrofoam pieces. It looked great - so far so good! <P>

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ Hydroponics2.jpg"> <font size="+1"> <br>

Notice the clear plastic has been installed as a lining and the box filled with water. Rather than using thin sheets of 12 inch by 12 inch Styrofoam I started by floating standard commercial seed starter boxes in the water. This worked so well as the plant roots grew down into the water that I later started using the square foot Styrofoam as explained in the above article.  <P> </font> </center> 

     I first experimented with standard commercial Styrofoam seedling boxes I had which were a no-work start to the experiment. They just floated in the water and the seeds were planted in the individual cells which I filled with Mel's Mix. That stuff works everywhere and for every purpose. (Make sure you have some extra mix around for other purposes later after you make the mix for your regular Square Foot Garden . <P>

     Later, I had obtained some standard small cups at the deli and made sure the cups fit tightly in the holes I cut in the flat Styrofoam 12"x12" squares. Then I planted some seeds and some transplanted seedlings. I planted each square foot with a different crop until the entire 4x4 was filled with a variety of lettuces, beets, Swiss chard, scallions, peppers, radishes, and spinach. I located the other trial hydroponic box in a patio space out in full sun so it made a very interesting addition. As I sat there watching the plants grow, I thought of all the different possibilities. <P>

     One idea I thought of was to leave one or two of the Styrofoam squares empty and to plant water lilies in that square. They are usually grown in a clay flower pot in soil and then just set down in the water so everything except the leaves are below the water surface. Of course, another idea would be to put in a water fountain that would create a miniature garden landscape. Disney never thought of these things. Their ideas were to try out ways that would be adaptable in many locations around the world and perhaps even in space. <P>

     Now one problem came to mind. If we had an open-water surface out in the garden, what would be sure to find it? Mosquitoes lay their eggs in water and the nymph grows in that water. Surely mosquitoes would find this pool of water and find it a charming place to lay their eggs (which, by the way, look like little black rafts - the eggs are glued together turned straight up). Once they hatch, the larvae go to the bottom of the water to look for food. As they develop and grow larger they then turn into the next stage of development where they must wiggle to the surface and poke their tubes through the water surface to breathe air. <P>

     The well-known treatment for standing water is to cover the surface with a very thin film of oil that makes the surface tension so tough that the larvae cannot poke through it; thus they suffocate by not being able to breathe any air. However, there is another unique way to get rid of the mosquito larvae and that is to introduce something that will eat them. That would be - a little drum roll please - FISH. So, I could have cute little tropical fish swimming around beneath my plants, eating all the mosquito larvae and getting large enough to go into my indoor aquarium for the winter. What do you think of that idea? <P>

     But how would the SFG plants get their nutrients? Fertilizers come in both organic and chemical forms as well as dry powders or liquids and for this operation it was easiest to add a liquid to the 4x4 box of water. This could be done, perhaps, on a weekly basis, but as I experimented more and more I found that unless you were after very vigorous and rapid growth, the plants seemed to do quite well in just plain water. Hence we could have an Organic Hydroponic Garden . Who else on your block could say that? <P>

     Another idea was to attach a SFG vertical frame and grow vine crops. It was very easy to install the typical SFG vertical frame as described in my book. I made it out of the same electrical metal conduit but instead of driving steel rods into the ground to hold up the pipe legs, I used metal clamps that held the legs tightly to the outside of the box yet in an upright position as seen in the first photo. Or, four legs could even be placed, one in each inside corner of the box resting on the inside bottom. I could envision an entire arbor placed over the hydroponic box and planting vine crops all around the outer 4 sides with shade crops in the interior squares. <P>

     The next idea would be to take this whole contraption indoors and grow under lights in the basement or on an enclosed porch all winter. If necessary, we could add an aquarium tank water heater because it was obvious the plants would grow quicker and better the warmer the water was up to a point of about 80 ° F. That worked also, so there seemed to be no limit to this idea, only the imagination of the grower. Did we grow more this way than in a conventional SFG outside? No!  Could we grow things that we could not grow in a regular SFG? No!    Did we have a lot of fun? Yes! <P>

     In fact, this would make a particularly challenging science project for a student of any age. I hope you'll give it a try and send us pictures and share your experiences. <P>

     You might ask what made me think of all this hydroponic growing and experimenting I did 20 years ago. I was recently screening all of our original PBS-TV shows in order to reproduce them and issue DVD's of some of the most interesting and still pertinent episodes. <P>

     There were several trips we made to Florida and Disney World was in several of them. We also did segments on their behind-the-scenes planting, growing and shearing of all their hanging baskets, topiary figures, as well as several parts of the Land pavilion. Another interesting area we filmed was a tour through all the different country's gardens at the Epcot Center . (Watch our catalog page to see when we have those DVDs as products you can order.) <P>

     Next question - are we going to design, build and sell a SFG Hydroponic kit with all the parts I mentioned above? Yes, if we get enough interest. Let us know with an e-mail - or just go build one yourself and give it a try. It's a lot of fun. And, don't forget those guppies and swordtails.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.squarefootgardening.com/"> Mel Bartholomew </A>

</font>
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How Freeze-Drying Works <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

by Tom Harris </font> <P> <B>

Introduction to How Freeze-Drying Works </B> <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/freeze-drying-intro.jpg"> <br> <font size="+1">

"Astronaut ice cream," the classic freeze-dried treat for kids

</font> </center> <P>

Freeze-drying, or <B>lyophilization</B>, is like <I>"suspended animation"</I> for food. You can store a freeze-dried meal for years and years, and then, when you're finally ready to eat it, you can completely revitalize it with a little hot water. Even after all those years, the taste and texture will be pretty much the same. That's some trick! <P>

In this article, we'll explore the basic idea behind freeze-drying, and we'll look at the different steps involved in the process. We'll also see how freeze drying is different from ordinary dehydration, and we'll find out about some of its important applications. <P> <B>

Why Freeze-Dry? </B>

The basic idea of freeze-drying is to completely remove water from some material, such as food, while leaving the basic structure and composition of the material intact. There are two reasons someone might want to do this with food: <P> <B>

. Removing water keeps food from spoiling for a long period of time.</B> Food spoils when microorganisms, such as bacteria, feed on the matter and decompose it. Bacteria may release chemicals that cause disease, or they may just release chemicals that make food taste bad. Additionally, naturally occurring <A HREF=" http://www.howstuffworks.com/question168.htm">enzymes in food</A> can react with oxygen to cause spoiling and ripening. <P>

. 

. Like people, microorganisms need water to survive, so if you remove water from food, it won't spoil. Enzymes also need water to react with food, so dehydrating food will also stop ripening. <P> <B>

. 

. Freeze-drying significantly reduces the total weight of the food.</B> Most food is largely made up of water (many fruits are more than 80 to 90 percent water, in fact). Removing this water makes the food a lot lighter, which means it's easier to transport. The military and camping supply companies freeze-dry foods to make them easier for one person to carry. NASA has also freeze-dried foods for the cramped quarters onboard spacecraft. <P> <center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/freeze-drying-spaghetti.jpg"> <br> <font size="+1">

A freeze-dried meal of spaghetti and meatballs, designed for campers:<br> On the left is the dried version; on the right is the rehydrated version.

</font> <P> </center>

People also use freeze-drying to preserve other sorts of material, such as pharmaceuticals. Many pharmaceuticals will degrade pretty quickly when exposed to water and air, for the same basic reason that food degrades. Chemists can greatly extend pharmaceutical shelf life by freeze-drying the material and storing it in a container free of oxygen and water. Similarly, research scientists may use freeze-drying to preserve biological samples for long periods of time. Freeze-dried biological samples are also big in the florist world, oddly enough. Freeze-dried roses are growing in popularity as wedding decorations. The freeze-drying process has also been used to restore water-damaged materials, such as rare and valuable manuscripts. <P> <center> <font size="+1"> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/freeze-drying-astronaut.jpg"> <br> 

Freeze-dried foods have been a staple<br> onboard many of NASA's space missions.

<P> </font> </center>

It's pretty simple to dry food, drugs and just about any other biological material. Set it out in a hot, arid area, and the liquid water inside will <B>evaporate</B>: The heat gives the water molecules enough energy to <I>"break free"</I> of the liquid and become gas particles. Then you seal it in a container, and it stays dry. This is how manufacturers make dehydrated meals like powdered soup and baking mixes. <P>

There are two big problems with this approach. First, it's difficult to remove water completely using evaporation because most of the water isn't directly exposed to air. Generally, dehydrating food in this way only removes 90 to 95 percent of the water, which will certainly slow down bacteria and enzyme activity, but won't stop it completely. <P>

Secondly, the heat involved in the evaporation process significantly changes the shape, texture and composition of the material, in the same way that heat in an oven changes food. Heat energy facilitates chemical reactions in the food that change its overall form, taste, smell or appearance. This is the fundamental purpose of cooking. These changes can be good, if they make the food taste better (or taste good in a different way), but if you're drying something so you can revitalize it later, the process compromises quality somewhat. <P>

The basic idea of freeze-drying is to <I>"lock in"</I> the composition and structure of the material by drying it without applying the heat necessary for the evaporation process. Instead, the freeze-drying process converts solid water -- ice -- directly into water vapor, skipping the liquid phase entirely. In the next section, we'll find out how freeze-drying machines pull this off. <P> <B>

The Low-Tech Version</B> <P>

Freeze-drying, as a general concept, has actually been around for centuries. The ancient Incas of Peru used mountain peaks along the Andes as natural food preservers. The extremely cold temperatures and low pressure at those high altitudes prevented food from spoiling in the same basic way as a modern freeze-drying machine and a refrigerator freezer. <P> <B>

The Process </B> <P>

The fundamental principle in freeze-drying is<B> sublimation</B>, the shift from a solid directly into a gas. Just like evaporation, sublimation occurs when a molecule gains enough energy to break free from the molecules around it. Water will sublime from a solid (ice) to a gas (vapor) when the molecules have enough energy to break free but the conditions aren't right for a liquid to form. <P>

There are two major factors that determine what <B>phase</B> (solid, liquid or gas) a substance will take: heat and atmospheric pressure. For a substance to take any particular phase, the temperature and pressure must be within a certain range. Without these conditions, that phase of the substance can't exist. The chart below shows the necessary pressure and temperature values of different phases of water. <P> <center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/freeze-drying-graph.gif"> </center> <P>

You can see from the chart that water can take a liquid form at sea level (where pressure is equal to 1 atm) if the temperature is in between the sea level freezing point (32 degrees Fahrenheit or 0 degrees Celsius) and the sea level boiling point (212 F or 100 C). But if you increase the temperature above 32 F while keeping the atmospheric pressure below .06 atmospheres (ATM), the water is warm enough to thaw, but there isn't enough pressure for a liquid to form. It becomes a gas. <P>

This is exactly what a freeze-drying machine does. A typical machine consists of a freeze-drying chamber with several shelves attached to heating units, a freezing coil connected to a refrigerator compressor, and a vacuum pump. <P> <center> <font size="+1"><img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/freeze-drying-machine.gif"> <br>

A simplified freeze-drying machine <P> </font> </center>

With most machines, you place the material to be preserved onto the shelves when it is still unfrozen. When you seal the chamber and begin the process, the machine runs the compressors to lower the temperature in the chamber. The material is frozen solid, which separates the water from everything around it, on a molecular level, even though the water is still present. <P>

Next, the machine turns on the vacuum pump to force air out of the chamber, lowering the atmospheric pressure below .06 ATM. The heating units apply a small amount of heat to the shelves, causing the ice to change phase. Since the pressure is so low, the ice turns directly into water vapor. The water vapor flows out of the freeze-drying chamber, past the freezing coil. The water vapor condenses onto the freezing coil in solid ice form, in the same way water condenses as frost on a cold day.  <P>

This continues for many hours (even days) while the material gradually dries out. The process takes so long because overheating the material can significantly change the composition and structure. Additionally, accelerating the sublimation process could produce more water vapor in a period of time then the pumping system can remove from the chamber. This could rehydrate the material somewhat, degrading its quality. <P>

Once the material is dried sufficiently, it's sealed in a moisture-free package, often with an oxygen-absorbing material. As long as the package is secure, the material can sit on a shelf for years and years without degrading, until it's restored to its original form with a bit of water (a very small amount of moisture remains, so the material will eventually spoil). If everything works correctly, the material will go through the entire process almost completely unscathed! <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Tom Harris</font> holds a B.A. in English from the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill.
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Mayday Alert - Texas Update <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Dr. James H. Fetzer <br>

Major William B. Fox <br>

Captain Eric H. May <br>

SFC Donald Buswell <P> </font>

May 4 -- Last weekend we co-authored <A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=2758&z=243">"MAYDAY ALERT! -- Terror Drills Could Go Live!" </A>In it we urged the American people to be aware of the dangers inherent in National Level Exercise 2-08.  NLE 2-08 began May 1 and will continue until May 8. In it, Bush administration officials are simulating WMD attacks in the Pacific Northwest and a natural catastrophe in Washington, DC.  NLE 2-08 will culminate with a rehearsal of martial law. <P>

We are humbled by the efforts others have made to get the word out.  According to Google, there are now 6,500 postings of the Mayday Alert on the Internet.  That's reassuring, since it means that countless Americans are discussing the possibility of military exercises being used as camouflage for <I>"false flag" </I>attacks against them by the Bush administration. <P>

Seattle, the city most affected by the exercise scenario, has been well served by its Seattle Times, which published a much-needed validation of local patriots' concerns with the Mayday article by reporter Haley Edwards, <A HREF="http://seattletimes.nwsource.com/cgi-bin/PrintStory.pl?document_id=2004384752&zsection_id=2003925728&slug=terrordrill01m&date=20080501">"Federal government's 8-day terror drill to test disaster preparedness"</A> The article presents the case that the US 9/11 and UK 7/7 terror attacks were actually false flag operations disguised as terror drills, and were carried out by the US and UK governments. <P>

At critical junctures in the past, newspapers have shirked their duty to investigate and report stories of vital interest to the public. <P>

In the summer and fall of 2007, Portland's <B>The Oregonian</B> ignored widespread public distress about Noble Resolve and TOPOFF, a pair of terror exercises simulating nuclear attacks on their city.  At the time, Oregon Congressman Peter DeFazio, refused access to Bush administration martial law plans, was making the sobering comment that maybe the public was right in thinking there was a conspiracy.  After public fears grew to a fever pitch, <B>The Oregonian</B> ridiculed its readers for being afraid. <P>

In January 2006, Captain Eric H. May led a widespread Internet public affairs campaigns to alert Houston area oil town Texas City to a false flag nuclear attempt against their BP refinery. At the time nuclear exercises being carried out at Ft. Monroe, Virginia.  On February 1, the day after the nuke drills started, a federal nuke team mysteriously appeared outside Texas City.  Their appearance was not part of the exercise scenario, and corroborated the allegations made on the Internet. <B>Galveston County Daily News</B> reporter TJ Aulds tried to explain it all away with <A HREF="http://news.galvestondailynews.com/story.lasso?ewcd=f9c4071e30759dda">

"Nuclear attack warning story dismissed"</A> Afterward Aulds and his newspaper refused to discuss or develop the story further. <P>

The perils in the Southeast Texas oil patch may not be over.  Alarmingly, this week Houston police gunned down Ronald Vincent Carnaby, a mysterious intelligence operative with connections to the FBI, CIA and Homeland Security.  Today we read Internet reports, as yet uncorroborated, at his death may be connected to a pending false flag attempt against the BP refinery in Texas City.  Too many Texans, like too many Americans, are living in dread of their government. <P>

A month ago W. Leon Smith, publisher of <B>The Lone Star Iconoclast</B>, called for a Congressional investigation of the substantial evidence -- much of it published in his newspaper -- that repeated Houston-area petrochemicals explosions are not coincidental.  They suggested the disturbing possibility that they were caused by the Bush administration and its Big Oil allies to boost the price of petroleum in his editorial <A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=2525&z=226">"Time to Investigate Houston Is Now"</A>  <P>

We emphatically endorse Mr. Smith's message to Congress. Investigating possible executive branch abuses is not optional for American legislators -- it is their constitutionally mandated duty. Reporting the news is not optional for American journalists -- it is an ethical imperative. It is long past time for serious questions to be asked, answered and acted upon. <P> <B>

Dr. James H. Fetzer and Major William B. Fox are former Marine Corps officers.  Captain Eric H. May and SFC Donald Buswell are former members of Army intelligence. </B>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is the intelligence correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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The Terror Master <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Bush Orders Covert 'Surge' Against Iran, with Dem Support </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

The world's most dangerous terrorist, who has already slaughtered hundreds of thousands of innocent people, has launched yet another campaign of murder and destruction. <P>

A few days ago, we wrote that the Bush Administration has <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1498/135/">systematically removed the last remaining barriers</A> for a military attack on Iran. Now <A HREF="http://www.counterpunch.org/andrew05022008.html">Andrew Cockburn reveals in Counterpunch</A> that George W. Bush has ordered a major escalation of the long-running covert war the United States has already been waging inside Iran itself. <P>

With the approval of top Democrats, Bush has ordered vast new support for extremist terrorist groups operating inside Iran, and has okayed the assassination of Iranian officials. Here's Cockburn: <P> <I>

Six weeks ago, President Bush signed a secret finding authorizing a covert offensive against the Iranian regime that, according to those familiar with its contents, <I>"unprecedented in its scope."<P>

Bush's secret directive covers actions across a huge geographic area - from Lebanon to Afghanistan - but is also far more sweeping in the type of actions permitted under its guidelines - up to and including the assassination of targeted officials.  This widened scope clears the way, for example, for full support for the military arm of Mujahedin-e Khalq, the cultish Iranian opposition group, despite its enduring position on the State Department's list of terrorist groups. <P>

Similarly, covert funds can now flow without restriction to Jundullah, or<I> "army of god," </I>the militant Sunni group in Iranian Baluchistan - just across the Afghan border -- whose leader was featured not long ago on Dan Rather Reports cutting his brother in law's throat. <P>

 Other elements that will benefit from U.S. largesse and advice include Iranian Kurdish nationalists, as well the Ahwazi arabs of south west Iran.  Further afield, operations against Iran's Hezbollah allies in Lebanon will be stepped up, along with efforts to destabilize the Syrian regime. <P> </I>

MEK, as you'll recall, is the strange quasi-religious, quasi-Marxist cult of Iranian exiles who were cultivated for years by Saddam Hussein, and used by him as vicious enforcers against his internal enemies. They were warmly embraced by the Bushists after the invasion of Iran, and are now serving Bush as they once served Saddam. <P>

Bush's directive represents an intensification of the drive for open war with Iran, but it is not a new development; rather, it is a major <I>"surge"</I> in a state terror campaign the Administration has been waging against Iran (among others) for years. As I wrote <A HREF="http://empireburlesquenow.blogspot.com/2005/03/cry-havoc-bushs-own-personal-janjaweed.html">as along ago as August 2004,</A> the Bushists have openly sought, and received, big budgets and bipartisan support for terrorist groups and extremist militias all over the world. Here's an excerpt from that 2004 report: <P> <I>

If you would know the hell that awaits us - and not far off - there's no need to consult ancient prophecies, or the intricate coils of hidden conspiracies, or the tortured arcana of high-credentialed experts. You need only read the public words, sworn before God, of top public officials, the great lords of state, the defenders of civilization, as they explain - clearly, openly, with confidence and pride - their plans to foment terror, rape, war and repression across the face of the earth. <P>

Last month, in little-noticed testimony before Congress, the Bush Regime unveiled its plans to raise a host of warlord armies in the most volatile areas in the world, Agence France-Presse reports. Bush wants $500 million in seed money to arm and train non-governmental "local militias" - i.e., bands of lawless freebooters - to serve as Washington's proxy killers in the so-called "arc of crisis" that just happens to stretch across the oil-bearing lands and strategic pipeline routes of Africa, the Middle East, Central Asia and South America. <P>

Flanked by a gaggle of military brass, Pentagon deputy honcho Paul Wolfowitz told a rapt panel of Congressional rubber-stamps that Bush wants big bucks to run "counter-insurgency" and "counter-terrorist" operations in "ungoverned areas" of the world - and in the hinterlands of nations providing "sanctuary" for terrorists. Making copious citations from Bush's 2002 "National Security Strategy" of unprovoked aggressive war against "potential" enemies, Howlin' Wolf proposed expanding the definition of "terrorist sanctuary" to any nation that allows clerics and other rabble-rousers to offer even verbal encouragement to America's designated enemies du jour.... <P>

There's nothing really new in Bush's murder-by-proxy scheme, of course; America has a long, bipartisan tradition of paying local thugs to do Washington's bloodwork. For example, late last month, Guatemala was forced to pay $420 million in extortion to veterans of the U.S.-backed "paramilitaries" who helped Ronald Reagan's favorite dictator, right-wing Christian coupster Efrain Rios Montt, kill 100,000 innocent people during his reign, the BBC reports. The paramilitaries, whose well-documented war crimes include rape, murder and torture, had threatened to shut down the country if they weren't given some belated booty for their yeoman service in the Reagan-Bush cause. <P> <I>

But Wolfowitz did reveal one original twist in Bush's plan: targeting the Homeland itself as a <I>"terrorist sanctuary."</I> In addition to loosing his own personal Janjaweed on global hotspots, Bush is also seeking new powers to prevent anyone he designates a <I>"terrorist"</I> from<I> "abusing the freedom of democratic societies"</I> or <I>"exploiting the technologies of communication"</I> - i.e., defending themselves in court or logging on to the Internet. As AFP notes, Wolfowitz tactfully refrained from detailing just how the Regime intends to curb the dangerous use of American freedom, but he did allow that<I> "difficult decisions"</I> would be required.

Wolfowitz himself is gone, but this program has continued to grow over the years. <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1048/135/">In February 2007</A>, we examined the implications of <A HREF="http://www.newyorker.com/reporting/2007/03/05/070305fa_fact_hersh?printable=true">Sy Hersh's report in the New Yorker</A> about an earlier <I>"surge"</I> in the wide-ranging state terror operation that Cockburn describe: <P> <I>

There are really no words to describe how morally depraved and monumentally stupid this policy is. It is of course not all that surprising that it springs from a family whose political fortunes are founded, at least in part, from the financial fortunes it reaped from <A HREF="http://clamormagazine.org/issues/14/feature3.php">helping build the Nazi military-industrial complex; a family that continued trading with the Nazis</I> even after Americans were in battle against Hitler's forces. <A HREF="http://context.themoscowtimes.com/stories/2004/08/20/120.html">The Bushes</A> and their outriders have always been attuned to the kind of brutal realpolitik that is willing -- at times eager -- to see American blood shed in order to advance their elitist agenda. (Which they have of course internalized as being identical with the <I>"national interest."</I>) <P>

But as we've also noted many times, this political <I>"philosophy"</I> is by no means unique to the Bush Family faction. It is resolutely bipartisan, and deeply embedded in the mindset of the American Establishment. The Bushes are nothing but second-rate camp followers, empty shells and non-entities, originating nothing, ignorant and cynical in equal measure, their only unusual trait being how open they are in their scorn for the worthless rabble and the bullshit Constitution that the crypto-Commies like Madison and Jefferson foisted on the proper rulers of the country. Otherwise, they simply regurgitate the unprocessed prejudices, unexamined assumptions and vulgar ambitions of the clique that spawned them. <P>

Of course, at times the idiot George W. Bush and the criminally ignorant crew that surrounds him have brought the inherent lawlessness, greed, brutality and incompetence of the American elite to what seem like new heights -- although even the sick-making murder of the Iraq campaign has still not approached the genocidal fury of, say, the bipartisan bombing of Indochina, and the millions of dead that the <I>"best and the brightest"</I> left behind there. Nor have Bush's domestic repression and flagrant abuse of authority -- as bad as they are -- yet approached the toxic and all-pervasive level of the <I>"Red Scares"</I> launched by Democratic icons Woodrow Wilson and Harry Truman. (Joe McCarthy merely took the ball that Truman put into play and ran with it.)  And sufficient unto the day is the trouble thereof; the crimes of the Bush Administration are not any less heinous -- and the people they have murdered are not any less dead -- just because these crimes are not some aberration of the idiot and his crew but are instead continuations and at times accelerations of long-standing Establishment thinking and policy. <P>

But with each passing decade, the technological tools of repression and militarism grow more overpowering and far-reaching. With each passing decade, the pernicious aftereffects and blowback from past depredations build up and compound, breeding new evils. With each passing decade, the societal rot engendered by the rapacity of the elite spreads deeper, eating away at the foundation of the Republic and the fabric of our communities, and weakening or destroying the social and institutional counterbalances to unchecked greed and ambition. <P>

Thus in one sense it doesn't matter if the Bush Faction is any more or less criminal and destructive than other administrations. The world in which they are blundering around killing people is far more unstable and dangerous than before, because it is filled with the compounded evil and folly of previous times. <P>

But back to the present danger. As Cockburn notes, the Democrats are fully on board with the new state terror campaign, laying out big bucks to grease the killing machine:

All this costs money, which in turn must be authorized by Congress, or at least a by few witting members of the intelligence committees.  That has not proved a problem.  An initial outlay of $300 million to finance implementation of the finding has been swiftly approved with bipartisan support, apparently regardless of the unpopularity of the current war and the perilous condition of the U.S. economy. <P>

He also notes the acceleration toward war now that Bush factotum (and future Caesar?) David Petraeus is now in charge of the region: <P>

Though Petraeus is not due to take formal command at Centcom until late summer,  there are abundant signs that something may happen before then.  A Marine amphibious force, originally due to leave San Diego for the Persian Gulf in mid June, has had its sailing date abruptly moved up to May 4.  A scheduled meeting in Europe between French diplomats acting as intermediaries for the U.S. and Iranian representatives has been abruptly cancelled in the last two weeks.  Petraeus is said to be at work on a master briefing for congress to demonstrate conclusively that the Iranians are the source of our current troubles in Iraq, thanks to their support for the Shia militia currently under attack by U.S. forces in Baghdad. <P>

Interestingly, despite the bellicose complaints, Petraeus has made little effort to seal the Iran-Iraq border, and in any case two thirds of U.S. casualties still come from Sunni insurgents.  <I>"The Shia account for less than one third,"</I> a recently returned member of the command staff in Baghdad familiar with the relevant intelligence  told me, <I>"but if you want a war you have to sell it."</I> <P>

And as we noted the other day, the hard sell is definitely on now. Many people comfort themselves with the idea that the Bush Regime won't really pull the trigger on Iran; that, somehow, reason and good sense will convince them of the monumental folly of this course. But as we have noted over and over here, the fomenting of constant war, bloodshed, chaos -- and crippling domestic debt -- is not folly to the Bushists and the elite interests they represent. It is pure profit, and the game is always worth the candle -- because they never, ever have to face the consequences of their filthy ambitions. It is always others who pay, in rivers of blood and mountains of treasure. <P>

But by all means, take whatever comfort you can now from hopes that there will be no war on Iran. God knows there will be little comfort to be had afterward.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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By Scott Ritter </font> <P>

I recently heard from an anti-war student I met while I was speaking at a college in northern Vermont. The e-mail included the following query: <P> <I>

"I told you about how I wanted to build a career around social activism and making a difference. You told me that one of the most important things was to make myself reputable and give people a reason to listen to you. I think this is some of the best advice I've received. My issue however is that you mentioned joining the military as a way to do this and mentioned how that is how you fell into it. ... We talked extensively about all of our criticisms of the military currently and our foreign policy. ... What I don't understand is, how can you [advise] someone who wants to make a difference with the flawed system, to join that flawed system?" </I> <P>

The question is a valid one. Throughout my travels in the United States, where I interact with people from progressive anti-war groups, I am often confronted with the seeming contradiction of my position. I rail against the war in Iraq (and the potential of war with Iran) and yet embrace, at times enthusiastically, the notion of military service. It gets even more difficult to absorb, at least on the surface, when I simultaneously advocate counter-recruitment as well as support for those who seek to join the armed services. <P>

The notion that the military and citizens of conscience should be at odds is a critical problem for our nation. That confrontation only exacerbates the problems of the soldier and the citizen, and must be properly understood if it is to be defeated. Let us start by constructing a framework in which my positions can be better assessed. <P>

First and foremost, I do not view military service as an obligation of citizenship. I do view military service as an act of good citizenship, but it can under no circumstance be used as a litmus test for patriotism. There are many ways in which one can serve his or her nation; the military is but one. I am a big believer in the all-volunteer military. For one thing, the professional fighting force is far more effective and efficient than any conscript force could ever be. <P>

There are those who argue that a draft would level the playing field, spreading the burdens and responsibilities associated with a standing military force more evenly among the population.  Those citizens whose lives would be impacted through war (namely those of draft age and their immediate relatives) would presumably be less inclined to support war. <P>

Conversely, the argument goes, with an all-volunteer professional force, the burden of sacrifice is limited to that segment of society which is engaged in the fighting, real or potential. Two points emerge: First, the majority of society not immediately impacted by the sacrifices of conflict will remain distant from the reality of war. Second, even when the costs of conflict become discernable to the withdrawn population, the fact that the sacrifice is being absorbed by those who willingly volunteered somehow lessens any moral outcry. <P>

I will submit that these are valid observations, and indeed have been borne out in America's response to the Iraq war tragedy. However, simply because something exists doesn't make it right. The collective response to the Iraq war on the part of the American people is not a result of there not being a draft, but rather poor citizenship. An engaged citizenry would not only find sufficient qualified volunteers to fill the ranks of our military, but would also personally identify with all those who served so that the loss of one was felt by all. The fact that many Americans today view the all-volunteer force not so much as an extension of themselves, but more along the lines of a "legion" of professionals removed from society, illustrates the yawning gap that exists between we the people and those we ask to defend us.  <P>

Narrowing this gap is not something that can be accomplished simply through legislation. Reinstating the draft is illusory in this regard. There is a more fundamental obstacle to the reunion of our society and those who take an oath in the military to uphold and defend the Constitution. Void of this bond, the inherent differences of civilian and military life will serve to drive a wedge between the two, regardless of whether the military force is drafted or volunteer. <P>

Lacking a common understanding of the foundational principles upon which the nation was built, a citizenry will grow to view military service as an imposition, as opposed to an obligation. Simply put, one cannot willingly defend that which one does not know and understand. The fundamental ignorance that exists in America today about the Constitution creates the conditions which foster the divide between citizen and soldier that permeates society today. America must take ownership of its military, not simply by footing the bill, but by assuming a moral responsibility for every aspect of military service. The vehicle for doing this has been well established through the Constitution: the legislative branch of government, the Congress, which serves to represent the will of the people. <P>

Congress, especially the House of Representatives, was never conceived of as separate and distinct from the people, but rather as one with the people, directly derived from their collective will via the electoral process. Unfortunately today, few Americans identify with Congress. An <I>"us versus them"</I> mentality pervades. This mentality creates the crack in the moral and social contract which exists regarding a citizenry and its military. Congress is responsible for maintaining the military. Congress is the branch of government mandated with the responsibility for declaring war. When the bond is strained between the people and Congress, the bond between citizen and soldier is broken. Congress, left to its own devices, will begin to view the military not as an extension of its constituents, but rather as a commodity to be traded and used in a highly politicized fashion. <P>

This is the reality we find ourselves in today (and indeed which has existed for some time). The 2006 midterm elections highlight this reality, where a strong anti-war sentiment upon the part of the voters resulted in a Democratic majority in both the House of Representatives and the Senate. Having assumed the mantle of legislative power, however, those who were elected on the coattails of anti-war sentiment were able to shun their anti-war constituents. They did so by taking full advantage of the reality that the anti-war movement was in fact not a movement at all, but rather a concept pushed forward by a disparate mass without much political viability. <P>

Where anti-war sentiment did in fact cross over from the ranks of the progressive left and into the mainstream of American society, it was quickly quashed through the dishonest logic that if one truly supported the troops (as most red-blooded Americans swear they do), then one must by extension support the mission. This flawed connectivity empowered Congress to sidestep the issue of withdrawing American forces from Iraq, and enabled it to continue rubber-stamping funding for a war which long ago lost any connection, perceived or otherwise, to the general security of the American people. <P>

And so U.S. service members continue to fight and die in Iraq, a conflict which grows more unpopular with the American people each passing day. The question thus emerges: What is the appropriate response on the part of the American citizenry? While we insulate ourselves from political duplicity, the soldiers ultimately pay the price for the cowardice of those whom we elect to represent us in higher office. This seems to be the path taken by most Americans, who have grown numbly indifferent to the incessant stream of disappointment over the continued failure of Congress to truly represent the will of the people. We have therefore built a wall which separates we the people from the one aspect of republican governance which is, by design, supposed to give us voice. <P>

In doing so, we likewise create a buffer between citizen and soldier, as those who are constitutionally mandated to fund the care, equipping and utilization of the military now operate in ambiguity created by the vacuum of citizen apathy. Thus liberated from the moral compass provided by the people, Congress has lost its ability to defend its own role in governance, and over time has demeaned its constitutional mandate by transferring powers inherent to the legislative branch to an executive branch which has assumed the role of caretaker of the military. By vesting absolute power in the hands of the executive, Congress has all but assured that America has become a nation no longer governed by the rule of law, but rather the rule of man. This sort of tyranny is what Americans fought a revolution to free themselves from 233 years ago. <P>

An executive that operates in accordance with a unitary theory of governance is one that views the capacity to defend the state as being in fact the capacity to defend the realm. As such, one sees a gravitation of emphasis: Rather than focusing on external threats to the collective, the realm becomes obsessed with internal threats to its ability to retain power. The Patriot Act is a clear-cut example of how a unitary executive has undermined and corrupted the legitimate law enforcement mechanisms of the land by vesting the executive with powers normally associated solely with the legislative branch.  In this regard, we see the armed forces similarly abused, with the creation of military command structures (namely U.S. Northern Command) which exist not to protect the people, but rather protect the realm from the people. This is not a stated objective, but rather one inferred from the fact that, for the first time since the imposition of posse comitatus in 1876, the United States has positioned its armed forces so that they can participate in normal state law enforcement. In short, instead of serving as a force of protection for the American people from external threats, the military views the American people as the threat, "targets" which need to be investigated as potential threats to the military. <P>

An example of just how far off track the executive branch, facilitated by an all too complicit legislative branch, has strayed when it comes to the common defense is the Pentagon's controversial Counterintelligence Field Activity, ostensibly created in a post-9/11 world to <I>"... protect the [Defense] department by supporting the detection and neutralization of foreign espionage."</I> The CFA operates under the umbrella of U.S. Northern Command, created in the aftermath of the Sept. 11, 2001, terror attacks to ostensibly safeguard the American homeland. A major aspect of the CFA's work is something known as the Joint Protection Enterprise Network, or JPEN. <P>

The JPEN network enables the Defense Department to share unverified information with civilian police departments, the FBI and other government agencies such as the National Security Agency (NSA). Originally dubbed Project Protect America, the JPEN system came into being in July 2003 with the full support of then-Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld. The heart and soul of the JPEN system is the<P> "Threat and Local Observation Notice,"</I> or TALON report, the brainchild of then-Deputy Secretary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz. In the conduct of its work, the CFA created and distributed thousands of TALON reports via the JPEN system on the activities of private U.S. citizens, with a particular focus of those engaged in anti-war protests. <P>

The CFA is slated in the near future to be morphed into a larger Defense Intelligence Agency-run Counterintelligence and Human Intelligence activity. Far from limiting the scope and scale of the activities currently undertaken by the CFA, this new organization will simply increase the level of illegal and unconstitutional activities currently undertaken by the CFA against the American <I>"target."</I> The fact that the U.S. military now views the American citizenry as its target, as opposed to the object of its defense, shows just how broken the circle of trust is between citizen and soldier. Additional TALON reports are being assembled on anyone deemed to be a potential threat to the U.S. military, including all who are involved in "counter-recruitment" activities designed to provide alternatives to military service for today's youths. This myopic approach toward installation and facility security undertaken by the Pentagon is not only intellectually weak but constitutionally prohibited. The legislative branch, operating amid constituent apathy, continues to fail in its mission of upholding the rule of law. <P>

In similarly deplorable fashion, the Pentagon has allowed itself to be hijacked by the radical right wing of the Republican Party. The fact that Fox News has become the channel of choice for the U.S. military speaks volumes about the mind-set which has gripped those who lead it. The military has always been a conservative institution. Yet when wearing the uniform of the United States serves more as a front for defending a political ideology (a rabid one at that) rather than upholding and defending the Constitution, the military does itself a disservice. The disconnect between those who serve in the military and those whom they are sworn to protect can be fatal when one realizes the recruiting pool no longer identifies with the military as a legitimate expression of patriotism and citizenship. <P>

The scope of this ideological hijacking is broad, yet barely recognized. One can glimpse just how deep and nefarious this ideological shift is when one considers the extent to which evangelical Christians have infiltrated the U.S. Air Force Academy, proselytizing their heavily politicized religion to the future officers and leaders of that service. The past comments of Lt. Gen. William Boykin, a decorated Army Special Operations veteran who described America's post-9/11<I> "war on terror"</I> as a conflict between <I>"Christian" </I>America and <I>"radical Islam,"</I> are widely embraced within the U.S. military. President Bush has echoed Boykin in his speeches and statements, and the military's favorite presidential candidate, Republican Sen. John McCain, has become the embodiment of Boykin's philosophy. The Constitution prohibits the notion that America be defined as a Christian nation.  To allow the military, sworn as it is to uphold and defend that document, to posture itself as Christian, becoming in effect the <I>"sword of God,"</I> is unthinkable and unforgivable. <P>

The implications of such posturing are far-reaching, especially from the military recruitment standpoint. The all-volunteer military succeeds when it attracts to its ranks those who have a sincere desire to serve their nation. It succeeds greatly when those it attracts come from the broadest possible cross section of the American demographic. There has always been an economic aspect to the all-volunteer force; service is not slavery, and the military has always promised the security of a middle-class lifestyle to those who choose to enlist. But military service, properly motivated, has never been solely about the money. It is about defending a greater good, the people of the United States of America and their values and ideals as defined by the Constitution. <P>

It has become increasingly difficult to motivate enough of today's youths to serve in the armed services based upon the call of duty alone. One of the primary reasons for this shortfall is the unfortunate perception, not improperly derived, that military service is not in keeping with the concept of <I>"doing the right thing."</I> This perception, born of an unpopular war and the dishonest foreign policies of successive administrations, is further exaggerated by the reality that the military not only operates as a separate and distinct part of American society (this has always been the case) but, due in large part to post-9/11 hysteria, has been positioned to view the American people as a threat. The inherent problems of the military trying to recruit from a population base which is under attack from the military are self-evident. Genuine patriotism was once a viable recruitment pitch. Now, economic incentives, false promises and pseudo-patriotism are used as the bait to lure the youths of today into America's legions. Like the legions of the past, these new warriors march not on behalf of the citizens they are sworn to protect, but rather the emperor who commands them. This may be viewed as an overly harsh statement, but there is no other way to describe the abuses of a unitary executive who positions himself above the Constitution and Congress in a time of war. <P>

Having described the current state of the military and military service in this manner, why would I ever encourage a citizen of military age to consider service in the armed forces? First and foremost, one needs to understand that the entire military system has not been corrupted. There are still men and women of honor who serve with dedication and pride. They are, in fact, in the majority. It takes only a few bad apples to spoil the lot, however, and our military today, thanks to a nebulous mission and lower recruiting standards, is full of bad apples. Likewise, to quote a Russian general, <I>"a fish stinks from its head,"</I> and nothing smells worse today than the <I>"head"</I> of the United States. Our commander in chief has disgraced the office he was entrusted with, and in doing so has severely damaged the foundation of American civil society as well as the institutions sworn to uphold and defend it. <P>

The solution, however, cannot be <I>"cut and run."</I> Simply identifying the problem and pointing a finger at the perpetrators will do nothing to resolve these critical issues. Our military cannot change unless we the people re-establish the link between ourselves and the legislative branch of government and rebuild the bond of trust between citizen and soldier. This cannot happen in stages, but rather must occur simultaneously. While the vast majority of America struggles to regain its moral and ethical compass through the re-establishment of the rule of law as set forth by the Constitution, we need to continue to maintain a military which is capable of defending us. <P>

This requires good people to serve, even if the conditions of their service are not ideal. Do I want to have an intelligent, morally grounded soldier on the front line in Iraq, making the decisions about the use of force in the framework of an illegal and unjust occupation, or do I want to relinquish that job to a former felon lacking even a high school diploma? Do I want the troops of today led by Bible-wielding zealots or Constitution-wielding patriots? While we struggle to re-establish the bond between citizen and soldier, we have an absolute requirement to ensure we continue to field a military composed of citizen soldiers. The only way to prevent our military from becoming the new Roman Legion is to staff it with citizens of principle who reject such an abominable label. We are a nation at war, not just abroad, but with ourselves. Now, more than ever, we need citizens of standing to answer the call to service, not in the name of a criminal president or an illegal war, but rather in defense of the Constitution and all that it stands for, against all enemies, foreign and domestic. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Scott Ritter</font> a former Marine Corps intelligence officer, was a chief inspector for the United Nations Special Commission in Iraq from 1991 until 1998. He is the author of several books; <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/104-6025813-8319912?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Target+Iran&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go">"Target Iran,"</A> with a new afterword by the author, was recently released in paperback by Nation Books.
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By Joe Conason </font> <P>

In this protracted and often dispiriting prelude to the general election, few remarks have been as poorly chosen as Senator Hillary Clinton's threat to <I>"totally obliterate"</I> Iran. What she obliterated with just those two words were her own boasts of superior diplomatic experience-and she managed at the same time to tar America's international image with all the subtlety of the man she hopes to replace. <P>

Context cannot excuse her, even though she uttered that gaffe in response to an intentionally provocative question: What would she do, as president, if the Iranian regime ever strikes Israel with nuclear weapons? First she could have noted that the question's premise is wrong, at least according to the most recent National Intelligence Estimate, which found that Iran neither possesses nuclear arms nor is likely to acquire them anytime soon. Then she might have answered as all presidents (or aspiring presidents) should when asked about such hypothetical military scenarios: <I>"Our adversaries know very well that we have the power and the resolve to respond if one of our closest allies is attacked."</I> <P>

Alluding to the potential use of justified force is far smarter than blustering about an act of genocidal brutality. So why wasn't that distinction obvious to Mrs. Clinton? There are only two likely reasons, neither of which reflects well on her. <P>

It is possible that she believes martial bluster will make her sound more like John McCain, the Republican presidential candidate whose macabre refrain of <I>"bomb, bomb Iran" </I>still echoes around the world. It is also possible that she truly believes threats of genocide are the best deterrent to Iranian misbehavior, as she told George Stephanopoulos last Sunday on ABC's This Week. <P>

Instead of clarifying or muting her aggressive blunder, she reiterated it, leaving transcripts that can be stripped of all qualification to make her sound still more bloodthirsty. <I>"I want the Iranians to know that if I'm the president, we will attack Iran. And I want them to understand that. ... I think we have to be very clear about what we would do." </I> <P>

Of course, opportunism is the political offense Mrs. Clinton is most often charged with. Should she ever return to the White House, we will probably be more secure and prosperous, if her belligerence toward Iran is mere campaign posturing. On other occasions she has advocated greater engagement with Iran, and that is certainly the view of her wisest advisers, so perhaps this is all wind without substance. <P>

But that again raises the question of how far she will go to win, regardless of the damage she inflicts upon herself, her party and even her nation's interests. Her remarks gave Tehran an easy chance to seize the moral initiative, which they instantly exploited by denouncing Mrs. Clinton's comments in a public letter to U.N. Secretary General Ban Ki-Moon as <I>"provocative, unwarranted and irresponsible"</I> and a violation of the U.N. Charter. <P>

Evidently, the Iranian complaint won at least a modicum of sympathy, because the secretary general's spokesman later said that if Mrs. Clinton <I>"becomes president and she keeps saying that, then we'll have to react."</I> <P>

Were we not so inured to the most savage rhetoric by now, it might be considered ironic for a presidential candidate to endorse such a monumental crime against humanity in defense of the Jewish state. Does Mrs. Clinton not understand the difference between the mullahs' regime and the people of Iran? Does her notion of military strategy contemplate the incineration of millions of innocents? <P>

And most pertinently, does she think her threats will convince the Iranians to empower the liberal reformers in Tehran rather than the reactionary extremists? <P>

The Iran experts chosen by Mrs. Clinton to counsel her campaign think not. Their well-informed and not terribly surprising assessment is that when we talk about wiping out Iran, the mullahs feel a more urgent need for nuclear weapons (and a stronger impulse to drive us out of the region). She has brushed off their analysis, just as she disdains the consensus of economists against the gas-tax holiday advocated by her and Mr. McCain.

Voters who might consider supporting her have confronted this Clinton conundrum more than once this year. Does she believe what she is saying, or is she saying what she believes we want to hear? <P>

Which is worse?

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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By Eric Alterman </font> <P>

It has become a truth, all but universally acknowledged, that the final Democratic presidential debate, broadcast on the Disney-owned ABC network, was a journalistic disgrace and a political disaster. George Stephanopoulos and Charles Gibson alternated between the incomprehensibly trivial and the demonstrably false, giving the two-hour session the feel of a two-hour Republican infomercial, but with breaks for genuine corporate sponsors. <P>

Stephanopoulos appeared to have allowed himself to be scripted by Sean Hannity, who earlier that day suggested the scurrilous line of inquiry that sought to tie Barack Obama to terrorist acts of the Weather Underground that took place when the candidate was 8 years old. It was hardly an improvement when, after almost an hour of smarmy and substanceless insinuation, the debate finally turned to real issues. Remarkably, the moderators--each of whom enjoys compensation in the millions--chose to berate both candidates for talking too tough to rich folk. <I>"Can you make an absolute, read-my-lips pledge that there will be no tax increases of any kind for anyone earning under $200,000 a year?" </I>Stephanopoulos demanded, this time sounding as if he was scripted by anti-tax evangelist Grover Norquist. Gibson, who had embarrassed himself at an earlier debate with the comically misinformed assertion that two University of New Hampshire faculty members could expect to enjoy an income of $200,000, also went to bat for Republican-style voodoo economics, insisting that the candidates pledge not to raise capital gains taxes. According to the most recent Census data, median income for an American family was $58,526. Just 5 percent of families enjoy annual incomes over $191,060. The average salary for a history professor, according to the American Historical Association, is $76,145. Remember, moreover, that this debate was occurring at a moment when, according to the Pew Research Center and the Gallup organization, <I>"fewer Americans now than at any time in the past half century believe they're moving forward in life." </I>It is, they say, the nation's <I>"most downbeat short-term assessment of personal progress in nearly half a century of polling." </I> <P>

And no wonder. For working people, wages and salaries now make up the lowest share of the nation's gross domestic product since these data began to be collected more than sixty years ago. In 2005 the wealthiest 1 percent of the country earned 21.2 percent of all income, according to IRS data, while the bottom 50 percent of all Americans earned just 12.8 percent of all income, down from 13.4 percent a year earlier. That the two anchors felt it necessary to focus their questions for the candidates on lifting a tax that hits only the wealthiest 3 or 4 percent of Americans speaks volumes about the detachment of our plutocratic political class. It is perhaps no coincidence that the only support voiced for the wealthy anchors' line of questioning has come from such noted defenders of working-class interests as David Brooks, John Fund, Dorothy Rabinowitz and Lawrence Kudlow. <P>

Of course, the shrinking state of working people's paychecks is not the only issue the networks and their cable affiliates have ignored during the debating season. As Media Matters' Jamison Foser has observed, <I>"Through 17 debates this year, roughly 1,500 questions have been asked of the two parties' presidential candidates. But only a small handful of questions have touched on the candidates' views on executive power, the Constitution, torture, wiretapping, or other civil liberties concerns.... Only one question about wiretapping. Not a single question about FISA.... Not one question about renditions. The words 'habeas corpus' have not once been spoken by a debate moderator. Candidates have not been asked about telecom liability.... No moderator has asked a single question of a single candidate about whether the president should be able to order the indefinite detention of an American citizen, without charging the prisoner with any crime."</I> (And remember, Disney/ABC used as its backdrop Philadelphia's National Constitution Center.)

What other topics might have proved illuminating in helping voters cast intelligent and informed votes for their next President? I'm sure we can all think of a few. Leaving aside the ones that are already dominating our headlines--if not our debates--any number of alarming problems in our society are going entirely unaddressed in this campaign and hence will likely remain so on Inauguration Day 2009. What, for instance, about the crisis in our criminal justice system? The United States jails roughly six times as many of its citizens as do most nations and nearly ten times that of comparable democracies. Do both candidates support the harsh sentencing guidelines and punitive drug laws that lie at the root of this disturbing trend? <P>

And what of the fact that for first time since the flu epidemic of 1918, life expectancy is falling for many women in America, particularly in the Deep South, Appalachia, the Midwest, even parts of Maine? Simultaneously, the World Food Program explains that the worst food crisis since the end of World War II threatens the lives of 20 million of the world's poorest children. Food prices have risen 83 percent in three years, and the price of rice has more than doubled in just the past five weeks. Do the candidates wish to explain what they see as the root of these problems and the scope of responsibilities of the government in seeking to sustain human life here and abroad? Is, for instance, ethanol really the most efficacious use of corn, given its increasing scarcity where it is needed most? <P>

Of course, the very idea of so sober and serious a televised debate in the current corporate media landscape puts one in mind of a feel-good fairy tale. And unfortunately, it's not the kind they specialize in at Disney.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Eric Alterman </font>is a senior fellow at the Center for American Progress and the author of six books, including <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=When+Presidents+Lie%3A+A+History+of+Official+Deception+and+Its+Consequences.&Go.x=13&Go.y=9&Go=Go"> "When Presidents Lie: A History of Official Deception and Its Consequences." </A>
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Obama: The Other White Meat <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ted Rall </font> <P>

NEW YORK--I argue with my friends. Some of them thought invading Iraq was a good idea. Almost all believed that Afghanistan was <I>"the good war,"</I> the one from which Iraq distracted us. (They're starting to come around.) A few are even bigots. We disagree about these issues, often vehemently. But we're still friends. I would never diss a friend in public (or, in politicalese, <I>"distance myself"</I>). Even a former friend deserves respect. <P>

Crisis reveals character. In politics, it reveals judgment. <P>

Barack <I>"Uniter Not Divider, This Time We Really Mean It"</I> Obama was praised for dumping (<I>"distancing himself from"</I>) Reverend Jeremiah Wright. (<I>"What Barack Obama did was a profile in courage,"</I> said the Reverend Al Sharpton.) But the McCain campaign's silence indicates that it is quietly editing its fall attack ads. Obama's apology, they'll say, came too little, too late. Obama has fallen for one of the hoariest old tricks in the political playbook: guilt by association. <P>

Republicans are smart. They close ranks behind a senator caught trolling for gay sex in an airport restroom, ignoring the homophobic platform of their own party. Mr. Wide Stance keeps his job; they keep his vote. In contrast, when New York's governor hooks up with a prostitute, the Dems--whose politics, after all, are sex-positive--sell one of their brightest lights down the river. <P>

You'd think Democrats would have learned a big lesson in 1972. It seems quaint in this age of Zoloft, but when it came out that vice presidential nominee Thomas Eagleton had been treated for depression (with electroshock treatment, standard care at the time), the media went nuts. If George McGovern had stood by his running mate, the issue would soon have died. There were, after all, plenty of other stories to talk about--say, Vietnam and Watergate. But McGovern got spooked. He dumped Eagleton. Voters asked themselves: If a guy throws his own running mate under the bus, how will he defend the United States? McGovern lost by a landslide. <P>

Rule One of political survival: Never, ever apologize. Even when you're wrong. Especially when you're wrong. Rule Two: Don't comment. Defending yourself keeps the story going. Corollary One to Rule One: Stand up for your friends. Especially when they're wrong.

But what if they're right? <P> <I>

"You cannot do terrorism on other people and expect it never to come back on you,"</I> Reverend Wright said in his appearance at the National Press Club. <P>

Pronouncing himself <I>"offended"</I> by such <I>"ridiculous propositions"</I> as <I>"when [Wright] equates the United States' wartime efforts with terrorism--there are no excuses,"</I> Obama said the next day. <P>

What is truly ridiculous is that, six and a half years after 9/11, many Americans still think the attacks were motivated by crazy freedom-haters out to forcibly convert them to Islam. The rise of radical Islam resulted from what Chalmers Johnson termed <I>"Blowback"</I>--CIA jargon for the unintended consequences, in this case of arming and funding Islamist fighters against the Soviet Union. But Wright was right. <I>"America's chickens are coming home to roost,"</I> the Reverend said after 9/11. <P>

It wasn't an original thought. Ward Churchill said the same thing. So have countless analysts in other countries. Only in the U.S. is it prohibited to say something so obvious--particularly in a public forum. <P>

Osama bin Laden and the 19 hijackers didn't think flying planes into buildings would make Americans join the local mosque. They were motivated by a desire to bring America's wars home to its people, to ensure that it would suffer the consequences for having <I>"supported state terrorism against the Palestinians and black South Africans,"</I> as Wright said. Like Wright, bin Laden has referenced these issues. <P>

The Al Qaeda founder has also talked about the atomic bombs dropped on Japan, one of the greatest war crimes in history. <P> <I>

"Bin Laden has said several times that he is seeking to acquire and use nuclear weapons not only because it is God's will, but because he wants to do to American foreign policy what the United States did to Japanese imperial surrender policy,"</I> the Washington Post noted in 2005. <P>

One of Wright's most bizarre statements concerns his<I> "suggestion that the United States might have invented H.I.V., the virus that causes AIDS,"</I> in the words of The New York Times. There is no evidence to support this accusation. Yet paranoia can reveal truth. <P> <I>

"Based on this Tuskegee experiment and based on what has happened to Africans in this country, I believe our government is capable of doing anything," </I>Wright told the NAACP last week. (In Tuskegee from 1932 to 1972, illiterate sharecroppers with syphilis were left untreated so that white doctors could observe the progress of the disease.) <I>"In fact, one of the responses to what Saddam Hussein had in terms of biological warfare was a non-question, because all we had to do was check the sales records. We sold him those biological weapons that he was using against his own people. So any time a government can put together biological warfare to kill people, and then get angry when those people use what we sold them, yes, I believe we are capable." </I><P>

It shouldn't come as any surprise, given what the U.S. government has done and continues to do to African-Americans--a recent study shows, for example, that blacks are 12 times more likely than whites to be sent to prison for the same drug offenses as whites--that many of them consider it <I>"capable of doing anything."</I> What is surprising is that African-Americans--or anyone else--still believes the government. <P>

The Wright controversy offered us an opportunity to talk about the need to create a government that tells the truth, that doesn't torture or kidnap or wage unjustifiable wars--a government worthy of its people and its trust. What we got instead, courtesy of Mr. Change We Can Believe In, was the usual pablum. <I>"They offend me,"</I> Obama said of Wright's comments.<I> "They rightly offend all Americans."</I> <P>

Let us all hold hands and be offended. Whatever it takes to stop us from thinking.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear EPA Verwalter Johnson, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your cover-up of Dow's dioxin contamination by firing Mary Gade before she could prosecute Dow, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Republican Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with saphire clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 05-25-2008. We salute you Herr Johnson, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 
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This Bud's For You <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Barack Obama is going to get down if it kills him. </font> <br>

By Maureen Dowd <P>

Bleeding white voters in North Carolina and Indiana, the Illinois senator headed Thursday evening to V.F.W. Post 1954 in North Liberty, Ind., consisting of a bar, a pool table, a Coors Light clock and a couple of dozen curious white guys. <P>

Checking out what the vets were drinking, he announced, <I>"I'm going to have a Bud."</I> Then, showing he's a smart guy who can learn and assimilate, he took big swigs from his beer can, a marked improvement on the delicate sip he took at a brewery in Bethlehem, Pa. <P>

Obama is also doing his best to impress hoop-crazed Hoosiers with his passion for basketball. On Thursday night, in shirt and tie, he took on an eighth grader named Aaron at a backyard picnic in Union Mills in an impromptu game of P-I-G. <I>"You know, he's tough,"</I> Obama laughed about his 14-year-old opponent. <I>"He's like Hillary Clinton." </I> <P>

The lioness of Chappaqua is hot on the trail of the Chicago gazelle, eager to gnaw him to pieces, like a harrowing scene out of a George Stubbs painting. <P>

Proclaiming that the upcoming elections in Indiana and North Carolina would be <I>"a game changer,"</I> Hillary and her posse pressed hard on their noble twin themes of emasculation and elitism. <P>

Cherry-bombing the word <I>"pansy"</I> into the discourse, Gov. Mike Easley of North Carolina said Hillary made "<I>Rocky Balboa look like a pansy."</I> <P>

Paul Gipson, president of a steelworkers local in Portage, Ind., hailed her <I>"testicular fortitude,"</I> before ripping into <I>"Gucci-wearing, latte-drinking, self-centered, egotistical people that have damaged our lifestyle."</I> <P>

James Carville helpfully told Eleanor Clift of Newsweek that if Hillary gave Obama one of her vehicles of testicular fortitude, <I>"they'd both have two."</I> <P>

Then came the Big Dog, crazy like a fox, for the coup de graceless. Campaigning in Clarksburg, W. Va., he said that his scrappy wife can win working-class voters, as compared with Obama's Viognier-and-Volvo set. <P>

<I>"The great divide in this country is not by race or even income, it's by those who think they are better than everyone else and think they should play by a different set of rules,"</I> the former president said. <I>"In West Virginia and Arkansas, we know that when we see it." </I> <P>

Oh, well, at least Bill didn't use the word uppity. And don't you love this paean to rules coming from a man so tethered and humbled by rules that he invented an entirely new sexual etiquette to suit his needs in the Oval Office? <P>

Why does Obama, the one with the bumpy background and mixed racial heritage, the one raised by a single mother who was on food stamps, seem so forced when he mingles with the common folk? <P>

Karl Rove and other Republicans say he comes across as the snooty product of a Hawaiian prep school, Cambridge, Columbia and Hyde Park, and that is what led to the damaging anthropological <I>"bitter"</I> disquisition. Yet George H. W. Bush's attempts to paint over his patrician style with a cowboy veneer was a silly sort of masquerade, obviously engineered by Lee Atwater, who brought the props of pork rinds and country music. <P>

Voters also don't seem to mind Hillary, with her $109 million bank account, selling herself as the champion of the little people. The blue-collar queen shared her thoughts about the <I>"outrageous"</I> Rev. Wright with the blue-collar king, Bill O'Reilly, last week. In reality, as first lady, Hillary was renowned for her upstairs-downstairs tussles in the White House, and her high-handed treatment of the little people in the travel office, on the switchboard and on the residence staff. The reports were legend about the Clintons' problems with the Secret Service, and I once saw Bill dress down an agent in a humiliating way over a couple of autograph seekers who got past a rope line in Orange County, Calif. <P>

Obama, on the other hand, may seem esoteric, and sometimes looks haughty or put-upon when he should merely offer that ensorcelling smile. But he is very well liked by his Secret Service agents, and shoots hoops with them. And I watched him take the time one night after a long day of campaigning to stand and take individual pictures with a squadron of Dallas motorcycle police officers on the tarmac. <P>

It must be hard for Obama, having applied all his energy over the years to rising above the rough spots in his background, making whites comfortable with him, striving to become the sophisticated, silky political star who looks supremely comfortable in a tux. Now he must go into reverse and stoop to conquer with cornball photo ops. <P>

<I>"I do think that one of the ironies of the last two or three weeks was this idea that somehow Michelle and I are elitist, pointy-headed intellectual types,"</I> he said, adding sincerely,<I> "I filled up my own gas tanks."</I> <P>

It's hard not to be who you are, but it's doubly hard to be who you've strived not to be. Obama not only has to figure out how to unwind with a Bud. He has to rewind his life.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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My Pastor Is Holier Than Yours <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

I am constantly amazed at the obscure details that politicians will dig up to cast aspersions upon the personal lives of their opponents in order to keep the people from looking at the issues. Lately we are being exposed to the <I>"Preacher Scandal"</I> where each candidate is expected to tell their pastor to just shut up! <P>

The good Rev. Wright is drawing fire, much of which is singeing Senator Barack Obama, because he is a prime example of what a black pastor is expected to be, an oratorial firebrand who inspires his people to hope for freedom and equality. In return, people are looking askance at Senator John McCain for accepting the endorsement of the radical fundamentalist ministers who are cheering on our wasteful Middle East war in the hope for Armageddon <P>

The mainstream media is having a field day with this minutia while parading <I>"experts" </I>on both politics and religion across our screen. Hours of air time are spent on this trivia while the soldiers keep dying in Iraq, the criminality of the Pentagon policies, the brutal treatment, not only of our prisoners, but of our "all-volunteer" servicewomen, is conveniently swept under the rug and onto the back pages of the newspapers. <P>

Meanwhile, back at the ranch, homes are being foreclosed by predatory lenders, gasoline prices are in the stratosphere, and the cost of even food has become prohibitive. Meanwhile, the small amount of money that is left in the pockets of the working class is being rooted out to pay for health care, medications, and the very basics of life in order to enrich still further the corporate thieves in the board rooms. Those scoundrels are aware that their time is short and they must gouge all they can from the working class before the current administration leaves office and their gravy train ends. <P>

What will stop this debacle of democracy when the new administration leaves office? It is almost impossible to find out, since nobody is talking about the issues. We know that Senator Hillary Clinton can put on a phony rural accent on command and that Senator Barack Obama is an accomplished wordsmith, but what will they DO to correct the course of our nation? Both have tiptoed around the health issues, speaking of <I>"tax credits" "help with paying insurance premiums,"</I> but it is indefinite and brings to mind comments about "treating the symptoms while ignoring the disease."<P>

None of them have even mentioned the Presidential signing statements and executive exceptions which have slammed the door to <I>"open government" </I>and effectively neutered the Congress and the courts. Would any of the candidates continue that policy? Who knows? <P>

Plans to leave Iraq are <I>"off the table"</I> for McCain and amorphous in the proposals from the Democratic candidates. McCain wants to ameliorate the pain of gas prices by suspending the taxes paid at the pump at the risk of further deteriorating highways. Hillary Clinton suggests a "windfall profits" tax on corporations but Barack Obama is too busy defending himself from the charges against Pastor Wright to develop any plan at all that we have heard. <P>

It would seem that the American voter would have the discernment to realize which way the smoke is blowing and to shout, <I>"Enough!"</I> This whole tragicomedy of a political campaign has descended into farce as the the <I>"pundits"</I> mis-speak and mis-quote. The speeches in question were not<I> "sermons"</I> delivered in his Chicago church as depicted by Chris Mattews and others, but speeches delivered at conferences and meetings of black leaders. If Obama had been sitting in that pew for every Sunday of his twenty-year membership, he would have heard none of them! <P>

But we have all heard Jerry Falwell and John Hagee and their pronouncements about the wrath of God as the reasons for each of the disasters that have befallen our country as well as the other calls from the Fundamentalist pastors of divine retaliation for our failure to embrace their faith. They do not ask for God to damn America but tell us that He already has! We should pay no more attention to the professional rantings of Pastor Wright than we do to those of the Fundamentlists and get on with the process of choosing the next leader of out nation. If we must pray for something, let it be that we still have a nation to govern in January, 2009.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>

</font> </font> <P> <br> <br>

<font size="+4"> <font color=#FF0000> <a name="TheCartoonCorner..."> The Cartoon Corner... </a> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#000000> <p> <center> 

This edition we're proud to showcase the cartoons of <br> 

<A HREF="http://www.artstudioseven.com/editorial_page.htm#"> ~~~ Paul Combs ~~~ </A> <br> 

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/combsmug.gif"> <br> </center> </font> </td> </tr> </table>  <br> <p> <center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/combs81.gif"> <p>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/combs82.gif"> <p>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/combs83.gif"> <p>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/combs84.gif"> <P>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/combs85.gif"> <P> <br> <br>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/rule08.gif"> <P>

<br> <br> 

<object width="850" height="746"><param name="movie" value="http://www.youtube.com/v/BU6Pi1D85us&hl=en&color1=0x006699&color2=0x54abd6&border=1"></param><param name="wmode" value="transparent"></param><embed src="http://www.youtube.com/v/BU6Pi1D85us&hl=en&color1=0x006699&color2=0x54abd6&border=1" type="application/x-shockwave-flash" wmode="transparent" width="850" height="746"></embed></object>

<br> <font size="+2"> W The Movie_teaser1 </font> <br> <br>

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com">

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/wthemoviepa30.jpg" BORDER="0"> </a> 

<P> <br> <br>

<table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td> </center> <p> <br> <br>

<font size="+4"> <font color=#FF0000> <a name="ToEndOnAHappyNote..."> To End On A Happy Note... </a> </font> </font> <font size="+3"> <font color=#0000FF> <P> <br> <center>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/music.gif">

</center> <P> <br>

Monster <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Steppenwolf <P>

Once the religious, the hunted and weary <br>

Chasing the promise of freedom and hope <br>

Came to this country to build a new vision <br>

Far from the reaches of kingdom and pope <br>

Like good Christians, some would burn the witches <br>

Later some got slaves to gather riches <P>

But still from near and far to seek America <br>

They came by thousands to court the wild <br>

And she just patiently smiled and bore a child <br>

To be their spirit and guiding light <P>

And once the ties with the crown had been broken <br>

Westward in saddle and wagon it went <br>

And 'til the railroad linked ocean to ocean <br>

Many the lives which had come to an end <br>

While we bullied, stole and bought our a homeland <br>

We began the slaughter of the red man <P>

But still from near and far to seek America <br>

They came by thousands to court the wild <br>

And she just patiently smiled and bore a child <br>

To be their spirit and guiding light <P>

The blue and grey they stomped it <br>

They kicked it just like a dog <br>

And when the war over <br>

They stuffed it just like a hog <br>

And though the past has it's share of injustice <br>

Kind was the spirit in many a way <br>

But it's protectors and friends have been sleeping <br>

Now it's a monster and will not obey <P>

(Suicide) <br>

The spirit was freedom and justice <br>

And it's keepers seem generous and kind <br>

It's leaders were supposed to serve the country <br>

But now they won't pay it no mind <br>

'Cause the people grew fat and got lazy <br>

And now their vote is a meaningless joke <br>

They babble about law and order <br>

But it's all just an echo of what they've been told <br>

Yeah, there's a monster on the loose <br>

It's got our heads into a noose <br>

And it just sits there watchin' <P>

Our cities have turned into jungles <br>

And corruption is stranglin' the land <br>

The police force is watching the people <br>

And the people just can't understand <br>

We don't know how to mind our own business <br>

'Cause the whole worlds got to be just like us <br.

Now we are fighting a war over there <br>

No matter who's the winner <br>

We can't pay the cost <br>

'Cause there's a monster on the loose <br>

It's got our heads into a noose <br>

And it just sits there watching <P>

(America) <br>

America where are you now? <br>

Don't you care about your sons and daughters? <br>

Don't you know we need you now <br>

We can't fight alone against the monster <br> <font color=#0000FF> 1970/2008 Steppenwolf
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<br> Stolen Elections Unit: Belzer and Palast on Air America Radio
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Welcome To The Nomination Race That Will Not Die <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

By Will Durst  <P>

Order another bag of peanuts, pass the cotton candy and get used to the smell of sawdust, because the circus tour has been extended. Yes, my friends, welcome to the primary that will not die. You'd think that after 6 thrill-filled weeks of hosting this sideshow competition of rival ring-masters outdoing each other in the Like A Normal Human Animal Act, the State of Pennsylvania would selflessly provide the rest of the country with a semblance of closure by permanently pulling up the stakes of this traveling Big Top. But no. They got addicted to the sound of calliope music and don't want the spectacle to end. <P> <B>

Selfish bastards. </B> <P>

While we watched over their shoulders, the residents of the Keystone State had a front row bench seat view of the wacky zany antics of two of America's finest moral contortionists variously indulging in comedic bowling, throwing back shots with beers (performed a little too expertly, if you ask me) imaginary sniper fire dodging and way more information about spiritual advisors than we needed. All the while we oohed and aaahed and shoveled handfuls of funnel cake into our mouths, then stood up to put on our coats ready to head home and pore over the handbill for the Circus Maximus about to parade into town, but while we were digging for our keys, Pennsylvania wiped some peanut shells off the bench and sat back down. <P>

All that was left was to light the ceremonial fuse to fire the shot that announced the ending of this historic freak show media encampment. But something happened. The human cannonball got stuck. Or the sword swallower sneezed. Or the clowns got lost in the basement of the car. Or they needed to reduce their inventory of corn dogs. Or maybe the problem was Hill and Bare themselves. Perhaps their prop masters didn't trust them to execute the tightrope shootout which explains why instead of exploding, their guns just popped out sticks that said <I>"Bang."</I> <P>

Hillary Clinton didn't win Pennsylvania, she survived. Long enough for another attempt to nail that elusive quadruple on the flying trapeze. But the net is gone and the clock is ticking. The Junior Senator from New York may have bested the Junior Senator from Illinois by nearly ten percentage points but at the rate she cut into his delegate lead, she's on pace to overtake him sometime during the middle of his second term. <P>

To the elders of the Democratic Party, this is Worst-Case Scenario City: harmless carnival attraction twists into a grisly horror movie in the middle of the final reel. The political variation of Saw V. Two people. Locked inside of a single country. Each with a war chest of souped up power tools. And this time, the electricity is on. <P>

The answer to the double billing conundrum is obvious; Unfortunately, there are only two Democrats in America who aren't salivating like trained dogs at the idea of the Obama and Clinton Dream Ticket and those two Democrats are Obama and Clinton. Meanwhile, John McCain is free to stumble around the country frightening children. <P>

So, go ahead, re-inflate those mylar balloons, but keep them out of reach of the candidates because at this point, their first inclination will be to strangle each other with them. And someone warn Indiana and North Carolina that the circus is coming to town, and the acrobats are brandishing chain saws.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 </font> <A HREF="http://www.willdurst.com"> Will Durst, </A> is an actor, comic, writer, former radio talk show host and defense liability.
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Issues & Alibis is published in America every Friday. We are not affiliated with, nor do we accept funds from any political party. We are a non-profit group that is dedicated to the restoration of the American Republic. All views expressed are those of the authors and not necessarily the views of Issues & Alibis.Org. </font> <font color=#FF0000>  <P>

In regards to copying anything from this site remember that everything here is copyrighted. Issues & Alibis has been given permission to publish everything on this site. When this isn't possible we rely on the "Fair Use" copyright law provisions. If you copy anything from this site to reprint make sure that you do too. We ask that you get our permission to reprint anything from this site and that you provide a link back to us. Here is the "Fair Use" provision.
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"Notwithstanding the provisions of sections 106 and 106A, the fair use of a

copyrighted work, including such use by

reproduction in copies or phonorecords or by any other means specified by

that section, for purposes such as criticism,

comment, news reporting, teaching (including multiple copies for classroom

use), scholarship, or research, is not an

infringement of copyright.<p> In determining whether the use made of a work in

any particular case is a fair use the factors to

be considered shall include:   </center> <P>

(1) the purpose and character of the use, including whether

such use is of a commercial nature or is for nonprofit

educational purposes;<br>

(2) the nature of the copyrighted work; <br>

(3) the amount and substantiality of the portion used in

relation to the copyrighted work as a whole; and <br>

(4) the effect of the use upon the potential market for or

value of the copyrighted work. The fact that a work is unpublished shall

not itself bar a finding of fair use if such

finding is made upon consideration of all the above factors." <P> <br> <P> <br> <P>
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In This Edition </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <p>

Jason Miller declares, "Gravediggers Of The World Unite! Capitalism Must Die." <br> <br>

Uri Avnery recalls the 'ethnic cleansing' of, "1948." <br> <br>

Victoria Stewart sings, "Happy Birthday, Jesus." <br> <br>

Jim Hightower comments on, "Bush's Recession." <br> <br>

Mel Bartholomew covers, "Global Warming." <br> <br>

Farmer Pete lays out an, "Intensive Gardening Chart." <br> <br>

Captain Eric H. May wonders, "Will King George NUKE Ron Paul's Revolution?" <br> <br>

Chris Floyd is having a deja vu in, "Fallujah Revisited." <br> <br>

Scott Ritter is, "Taking A Stand Against War." <br> <br>

Joe Conason demands, "Show Us Your 1040, Mrs. McCain!" <br> <br>

Stephen C. Webster with a must read, "Free At Last - Army Intelligence Analyst Buswell, 'The 9/11 NCO,' Speaks Out." <br> <br>

Ted Rall finds, "The Silver Lining Of Economic Collapse." <br> <br>

Department of Transportation Secretary Mary Peters wins the coveted "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd mentally masturbates about Barry in, "Is She A Trojan Rabbit?" <br>  <br>

Mary Pitt considers, "The Goldwater Girl And Other Changelings." <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department 'The Onion' reports "Pope Returns To Vatican With Comprehensive Plan To Blow Up United States" but first Uncle Ernie explores, "Treason Inc." <br> <br>

This week we spotlight the cartoons of Matt Davies with additional cartoons and photos from Keith Tucker, Micah Wright, Vic Harville, Freaking News, Bart, Internet Weekly.Org, Farmer Pete, Square Foot Gardener, South Park, Issues & Alibis and Pink & Blue Films. <br> <br>
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Treason Inc. <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

"The Patriot Act followed 9-11 as smoothly as the suspension of the Weimar constitution followed the Reichstag fire." ~~~ Srdja Trifkovic <br> <br>

I exploit you; still you love me <br>

I tell you one and one makes three <br>

I'm the Cult of Personality <br>

Like Joseph Stalin and Gandhi <br>

I'm the Cult of Personality <br>

The Cult of Personality ~~~ Living Color <br> <br>

We're going to war, on the backs of the poor. <br> 

We're going to war, on the backs of the poor. <br>

It's a 3rd world war, take it to the 3rd world. <br>

3rd World War ~~~ DJ Monkey

<br> <br>

 </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

After the 12-12-2000 coup d'etat we began counting overt acts of treason by the Junta and by December 2002, we had counted over 500. We gave up at that point. We had better things to do and it took most of our time just to keep track of Bush, Cheney Rumsfeld, Powell, Rice, the Extreme Court and the many others in the Junta committing daily acts of treason. Since then these acts of treason and sedition, I might add, have grown exponentially until, by now, they're off the charts! <br> <br>

The interesting part of all this is that these many acts of treason were openly committed by the Junta with their hands in their ears and their tongues stuck out, daring us all to do something about it. This is what's always scared me about them, their openness. Sure, every Junta from Washington's on down has done pretty much the same things but it was always done behind closed doors, out of sight. Also in the past had any dared to do what Bush & Company have done the Congress would have made short shift of them but not any more! The perpetual fix is in, America! <br> <br>

You'll recall that in 2006 the American electorate sent a message to Washington, a message, with which the candidates agreed. <I>"End the War and Impeach Bush and Cheney." </I>The candidates swore they'd do it up until the day they were elected and then we heard that, <I>"Impeachment was off the table!"</I> because the Junta's many acts of treason, sedition, war crimes, crimes against humanity, mass murder, theft of trillions, concentration camps, torture and crimes against the Constitution and the Bill of Rights didn't equate to a presidential blow job! We heard that we couldn't leave Iraq until all the Oil was gone, oops until they could defend themselves. Not only did the swine not do the people's bidding about these traitors, they became traitors themselves by not enforcing the Constitution of the United States.  Something that they all swore to do when they took their Oath of Office! Democrats and Republicans alike began one of the greatest <I>"tap dances"</I> ever seen in <I>"Foggy Bottom"</I> and that, my friends, is saying something! <br> <br>

For years we've heard the Democrats moan about how the 2000 election was stolen in Florida by not counting all the votes but here it is 2008 and the Democrats refuse to count the votes in Florida themselves. I'm guessing it's because if they did then our corpo-rat masters candidate Obama couldn't win, which is, of course, the reasoning we were given by Tony (light-fingers) and his gang of five in the 12-12-2000 act of sedition. The one where they said if all the votes were counted in Florida then Bush wouldn't win? There's that fiendish <I> "History repeating itself again"</I> thingy that I'm often on about! In both instances, the will of the American people was thwarted once again by acts of treason and sedition committed by our elected/selected political masters. <br> <br>

Which is why I say, <I>"Election day is near. Go to the polls and vote. Vote for the fascist traitor of your choice, but vote!"</I>

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

I keep hearing about the fanatical fans of Obama. Everywhere you turn, you hear about how his speeches are pep rallies, with rally being the key word. You often hear words like cult or cult of personality being used like it is a good thing. Say what? <br> <br>

I'm of the age where we were taught to beware of cults, be they religious or political. We were warned with good reason, too. Some of the biggest war criminals/mass murders of the 20th century had their own cult of personality behind them. You may recall the cults behind Hitler and Mussolini. Without these cults, the horrors and war crimes committed by this dynamic duo would have been confined to their countries and certainly not have caused the mass murder and torture of some 60 million people! <br> <br>

If you've ever seen an Obama rally you know what I'm talking about. I'm just surprised that they haven't started screaming sieg heil, sieg heil, sieg heil yet! You may recall the various cults that ended in death, murder and worse in America. Cults like Jim Jones, the Branch Davidians, Heaven's Gate and the most recent group of rape gangs down in Texas at the "Fundamentalist Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints." You might also recall Darth Nader in the 2000 election. <br> <br>

Yes, I know in Obama's case it's blacks and kids that don't know any better. (Yes if I were black I'd vote for Barry and if I were a women I'd vote for Hillary but being a white male radical I can vote for neither.) Children are kept stupid by the education system in this country on purpose, as you can plainly see in this case. Yes, I, too, want a change. I, too, have hope for America. I, too, want an America that we can all be proud of but Barry certainly won't bring it. Barry, like Hillary and Johnny, are all members of the system and the system is all about keeping us slaves while the politicians cater to the richest 4%. <br> <br>

Eisenhower and Lincoln are just two of a very few voices who warned us about capitalism but not a single president, including them, has ever tried to get rid of it. They have all endorsed it as one can not be elected without doing so. Ever since our corporations rebelled against the British corporations in 1776, we've been at the mercy of our corpo-rat masters. Until we have a French styled revolution with thousands of heads merrily rolling into baskets there will be no change for the better and, with the youth of America staging rallies in support of Barry, the future looks bleak indeed! 

<br> <br> <B>

And Finally

</B> <br> <br> <center>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/corpcovers.jpg"> </center> <br> <br> 

My good friends DJ Monkey have a new album coming out <A HREF="http://www.squidmusic.com/corporateoilwar.html">"Corporate Oil War"</A> on the Squid Music label. It's an election year compilation from their first two award winning albums, <I>"Another Evolution"</I> and <I>"3rd World War,"</I> with an un-released alternate version of their hit, <I>"God Is An Underachiever."</I> The new album will be available for your listening and dancing pleasure on May 19th through Squid Music for the righteous price of $5 plus shipping but do get it while you can as this price won't last long! In addition you'll be able to download the song <I>"Big Oil"</I> as a free MP3 from the site. Plus, there are direct links to their videos <I>"U Boat"</I> and <I>"God Is An Underachiever"</I> from the site as well as purchase links to the other two albums. <br> <br>

As you may know, we're using three songs from those albums in the new movie, <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com">"W,"</A> which is coming soon to a theatre near you. Yes, I know, believe me our next film won't have 1353 green screen scenes to render and send production costs and timetables through the roof! <br> <br>

If you're not hip to DJ Monkey, you should be. As a DJ myself for some 30 years I can tell you their music is incredibly kewl! Their music goes from Hard Rock to Rap with combinations of both to Spoken Word, very beatnik, to Be-bop Jazz and beyond! I can pretty much guarantee you've never heard the likes of DJ Monkey and, needless to say, I'm a fan of theirs and, strangely enough, they're fans of mine! If you're a liberal, radical, or anarchist this should be the background music of your life. When you get there, tell'em Uncle Ernie sent you!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. <br>Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists."<br> ~~~ Arundhati Roy ~~~</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

This week the cupboard was bare again. We have some serious bills coming due next month and in July and we are nowhere near having the money to pay them. HELP!<br> <br>

A few weeks ago we were once again forced to go to our readers and ask for money to keep publishing.  We are fundamentally unable and philosophically unwilling to devise catchy fundraising tactics. We aren't going to ask you to send $20.08 each or offer new cell phone plans or try to convince you a donation to Issues and Alibis will save the world from the scourge du jour. Everyone associated with this magazine is stubborn and pissed off and determined to continue fighting for the world that we want to leave our children-and they are all our children. We'll keep publishing as long as possible. But, as we've detailed below, we need money to go on.  It is the few dollars a week that makes a difference in our survival.  <br> <br>

Those of you who have responded since we first asked for help have not only been generous but you've also given us encouragement and strengthened our conviction that it is important to continue to speak truth, keep advertising to a bare minimum and provide a forum for other people to speak their truths, too. As more and more leftist publications are forced into oblivion or turned into tools of the power elite, your letters and messages are more important to us than ever. We appreciate the support. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. This old iBook is about to join the old Dell in the trash heap, when it does, we'll be gone! <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you! <br> <br>

Ernest & Victoria Stewart

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 
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05-08-1928 ~ 05-08-2008 <br>

He's a Rebel! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>
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</td> </tr> </table> 
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Gravediggers Of The World Unite! Capitalism Must Die.... <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Jason Miller </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P>  <I> <center>

"What this means is that corporations and those who run them cannot stop exploiting resources and amassing wealth until they have... .I cannot finish this sentence, because the truth is that can never stop; like cancer, they can only continue to expand until they kill the host." ~~~ Derrick Jensen </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <P>

 (Perhaps my profane words will offend, but in light of the fact that we are in a race to eradicate capitalism before it renders the Earth uninhabitable, I don't give a fuck). <P>

Yes. It's another anti-capitalist rant by Jason Miller. Big surprise! I'm the associate editor for Cyrano's Journal Online, the anti-capitalist tool. We're not big fans of free market ideology and its tacit socioeconomic license to rape, pillage and plunder. <P>

Here's a novel idea-if you don't like my diatribes against the predominatingly rotten-to the-core system that ensures the most despicable human beings wield the most power, don't read them! And you relentless <I>"keepers of the faith,"</I> dazzle us with more of your intellectually dishonest arguments supporting capitalism. I'm quite familiar with the mental gymnastics you do to buttress a heinous system that rationalizes and <I>"legitimizes" </I>your greed, ruthlessness, selfishness, speciesism, hyper-individualism, exploitative and abusive tendencies, and the wholesale commodification of the Earth and its sentient inhabitants. It is obvious to all but the most self-deluded that capitalism is destroying the planet and us. So go ahead and jerk us off with your inane apologetics<I> "validating" </I>capitalism. And then go fuck yourselves! <P>

Fortunately, there are those with the will, conscience, and intellectual capacity to wrench their minds free from the mental shackles of capitalist indoctrination. Yet like the seemingly endless drip, drip, drip of Chinese water torture, the Bernays-crafted inculcation keeps many amongst the poor and working class singing the praises of the free markets that are robbing them blind and drives a fair number of good little Proletarians to the cruel madness of libertarianism. Visions of benevolent Invisible Hands gently guiding them to the promised land of free markets (where liberty and fairness rain down from the sky as manna from heaven) dance through their impaired cerebral tissue, a tissue ossified to the extent that most driven to the feverish state of libertarianism are more resistant to reason than the most dedicated of religious zealots. <P>

Those whose minds remain supple and open refuse to accept the idiotic Panglossian view that a slightly evolved and cleverly disguised form of feudalism is <I>"the best of all possible worlds."</I> They embrace the possibility of humanity evolving socio-economically to a much more egalitarian, just, humane, and sustainable system without attempting to create an unattainable<I> "utopia." </I>And they recognize that the short-comings (many of which were imposed or caused by the United States, capitalism's chief defender) of Maoism, Stalinism, and a number of other anti-capitalist revolutions and systems are not valid reasons to summarily reject and dismiss the notion of putting capitalism out of our misery and replacing it with a system that promotes the greater good rather than the <I>"success"</I> and comfort of a few individuals. <P>

Consider but a few examples of the contradictions, perversions, crises, and abominations which are the inevitable consequences of the systematized greed and selfishness of capitalism, a highly contagious and lethal virus that is plaguing the world-to the extent that it has even infected those bastions of <I>"communist evil,"</I> Russia and China: <P>

Food riots are occurring with increasing frequency around the world, food prices in the US are soaring, and 35,000 human beings starve to death each day. Yet instead of pursuing legitimate alternatives to the Peak Oil crisis, we divert significant volumes of precious sugar and corn to the manufacture of biofuels. Meanwhile, the sector of the power elite that <I>"represents"</I> We the People in Congress allows the major oil companies to keep record profits derived by exploiting their oligopoly on a commodity as essential to human survival as food in an industrialized society. <I>"Our"</I> Congress lacks the spine (or is it the will?) to compel rapacious corporate bastards like Chevron to employ reasonable portions of their staggering profits to innovate alternative energy sources. <I>"Big Oil"</I> has been raping the people and the planet far too long in its relentless pursuit of obscene profits. <P>

When CNN recently ran an editorial by Glenn Beck (its resident pig-of-a-man apologist for free market economic slavery, proud ignorance, and ugly Americanism) thanking Big Oil for <I>"providing"</I> us with the fuel we need to make our economy run, that was a clear indication that nationalization of these parasitic entities is long over-due. (But then again so is Beck's removal from the human race, a punishment he richly deserves for using virtually every breath he draws to help ensure the hellish reign of capitalism does not end). <P>

With television providing the seductively addictive medium for the cult of consumerism, far too many of us have been sucked into the spiritually comatose state of blind pursuit of life at the expense of the rest of Earth's sentient beings, the liberty to run over, fuck over, and slaughter as many human and non-human animals as we see fit, and happiness derived from instantly gratifying ourselves with as much stuff and pleasure as we can jam into our over-flowing basements and eerily vacuous inner selves. We are becoming all id and no superego. Fuck conscience. Unabashed political sociopaths like Bush and Cheney reflect the depraved perversity of our collective inner selves. Lurking beneath their smirking cynical<I> "adult"</I> veneers are depraved children whose intellectual and moral aspects were quick frozen just before they reached their third birthdays. <P>

The truly scary part is that there is a little Cheney in all of us. (Fortunately there is a lot more in some than in others). But take heart. You can minimize the damage your inner Cheney does. When he steps to the forefront of your psyche, simply envision your superego quail hunting with him, shooting him as he did his <I>"friend,"</I> and unceremoniously stuffing him and his badly mutilated face back into the inner recesses of your unconscious. <P>

Driven by emotion and humanity's most repulsive qualities, capitalism is intrinsically unstable. All the Fed intervention, Keynesianism, dog and pony <I>"economic stimuli,"</I> and liberal band-aids (i.e. our myriad half measure <I>"social welfare"</I> programs and business regulatory laws) cannot prevent the inevitable crises of capitalism (i.e. recessions, depressions, massive unemployment, homelessness, severe environmental damage....). FDR,<I>" radical communist"</I> that he was (according to the craven parasites hoarding most of the nation's wealth), may have had good intentions when he crafted the New Deal, but ultimately the crumbs he threw the poor and working class to avert a revolution served the long-term interests of the power elite by prolonging capitalism's inevitable demise. <P>

Today capitalism's grave diggers stand poised to shovel with a vengeance. Besides the aforementioned food shortages, sky-rocketing fuel and gasoline prices are finally putting a potentially lethal economic bite on the US American middle class, a group of people who have served as the buffers and unwitting foot-soldiers for the malevolent swine comprising the power elite. (Marxist sociologist C. Wright Mills provided us with masterful analyses of the power elite and the middle class in The Power Elite and White Collar). <P>

War criminals guilty of Nuremberg-class crimes perpetuate a genocide that has resulted in the slaughter of two million Iraqis and the creation of 4 million Iraqi refugees. And that doesn't count the millions of Iraqis who died in Gulf War I and as a result of Clinton's barbaric economic sanctions. Rather than dangling lifelessly from the end of a rope (like the Nazi war criminals and Saddam Hussein), Bush, Cheney, et al continue perpetrating crimes of equal or greater magnitude while holding onto the most powerful positions in the world. Seventy percent of the US population is opposed to this capitalist-driven imperial invasion launched to secure a stranglehold on the rapidly dwindling supply of precious petroleum. Yet instead of getting the withdrawal Democrats promised when they retook Congress, we got a <I>"surge."</I> <P>

In our bourgeois democracy and ostensible <I>"republic,"</I> we have the illusion of choice between two supposedly different parties. But, as almost every social and political analyst worth his salt has concluded, ultimately the Republicans and Democrats serve the same class interests. Those of the rich and powerful. The rhetoric (and some of the actions) of the Democrats serve to create a façade of pseudo-humanity which <I>"softens"</I> the appearance of the empathy-deficient sociopaths who conduct US foreign policy in a brutal, murderous fashion and who allow an intolerable degree of economic suffering at home (given the extent of the wealth of this nation). Yes, Derrick Jensen nailed it when he suggested we have a one-party system. Barring a VERY limited number of exceptions, our <I>"elected" </I>officials are members of the Capitalist Party. <P>

Even something as mundane as a trip to the post office serves as a poignant reminder of the extent to which our system is turned upside down. The US Postal Service, a government entity for many years, is still a quasi-public entity. Yet we leave something as <I>"trivial" </I>as health care in the hands of private enterprise and the Invisible Hand of the<I> "free market"</I> gives many of us the finger. And despite the fact that polls dating back to the 1970's have consistently shown that over 70% of US Americans want universal health care, the power elite has leveraged its formidable economic influence to perpetuate a private health care system that ranks at the bottom of the industrialized world. Some <I>"developing"</I> countries actually rank above the <I>"almighty"</I> United States in key indicators of the health of their population. We may have the most the latest and greatest medical technologies, but what good are they if large numbers of people can't access them? <P>

Yet in the twisted mind and blackened heart of the capitalist, these arrangements are ideal. Mail delivery is essential to conducting commerce. <I>"The mail must go through"</I> and having a powerful and ubiquitous entity like the USPS ensures that businesses get the mail that is critical to maintaining the flow of their sacred profits. Health care is another matter. The power elite have access to the best medical attention known to man. What the hell do they care if a significant percentage of the poor and working class suffers through their illnesses and pain, goes bankrupt trying to get healing and relief or simply dies? As long as our economic lords and masters have enough wage and debt slaves from whom they can exploit their surplus labor and interest AND there are no riots or major social upheavals, they're happy. Besides, Big Pharma and other elements within the health industrial complex make money by the truckload--and that, my friends, is the essence of capitalism. Even if it means wringing profits out of the elderly, weak and infirm. <P>

Yes, capitalism is the bane of the Earth. It is a linear system premised on infinite growth. Corporate media whores love to crow about <I>"the growth of the economy"</I> as if the further expansion of our highly toxic, industrialized, and consumption obsessed society on a planet that is already on life support is a <I>"good thing." </I>Let's celebrate! We drove another 100 species to extinction, increased the toxicity of the air and water, and eliminated 5% more of the rain forests! <P>

Not unlike the Church in the Middle Ages, the infrastructures of capitalism, both physical and socioeconomic, pervade nearly every aspect of our being. Corporate media, industrialized education, inculcation, peer pressure, and Madison Avenue ensure that nearly all of us spend at least part of our lives as dogmatic adherents to the <I>"faith."</I> Here are some of their soul and planet murdering lies: <P> <I>

1. Profits and property are valuable and inviolable. People are disposable._2. It's all about me. (Hyper-individualism and narcissism)_3. Capitalism and democracy are inextricably linked and one is not possible without the other. (The reality is that capitalism is a hierarchal form of economic tyranny that is antithetical to democracy)._4. The world and the human and non-human animals around us are objects to be exploited for our personal gain._5. Public monies must go to military and law enforcement to protect our precious possessions and enforce our right to fuck others. Any attempt to spend public monies for humane purposes is a form of socialism and is a threat to our "liberty." (We will NOT surrender that right to sleep under a bridge, by God)._6. Our economy functions most effectively when it works on the premise of the law of the jungle. If you are fit (and lucky), you prosper. Otherwise, fuck you. Have a good day!_7. Success (even spiritual success in our perverse Calvinistic form of Christianity) is measured by our accumulation of wealth._8. Consuming with gluttonous abandon is our "Godgiven right" and sacred responsibility (remember our morally retarded president urging us to shop and spend money to counter the "terrorist" attacks on 9/11)? </I> <P>

These beliefs are driven into our minds with sledge-hammer blows from the moment we emerge from the birth canal. And not only do they set us up to be moral abominations (at the very least by participating in the evils of our capitalist empire in banal ways) but from a pragmatic standpoint, our perverse and distorted <I>"faith"</I> has plunged us into global instability: politically, economically, socially and environmentally. <P>

The silver lining to this frighteningly ominous cloud is that collapse or revolution is coming. Neither Mother Nature nor the oppressed will tolerate abject abuse and exploitation indefinitely. Egalitarianism, democracy, social justice, sustainability, communalism, and respect for the Earth clash violently with the essence of capitalism, but no intellectually honest person can dismiss them as socialist dogma, the <I>"backward"</I> ways of <I>"primitive indigenous populations,"</I> or utopian impossibilities. We must embrace and implement these principles if we are to ensure the continued existence of human animals, non-human animals and the Earth itself. <P>

Meanwhile, once the grave diggers have completed their task and chaos ensues, Derrick Jensen will be able to blow up all the dams he wants and the Second Amendment will prove to be the anti-capitalists' best friend. <P>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://civillibertarian.blogspot.com/"> Jason Miller </A></font> is a recovering US American middle class suburbanite who strives to remain intellectually free. His essays have been widely published, he is an associate editor for <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/"> Cyrano's Journal Online, </A> and publishes <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/THOMASPAINE/"> Thomas Paine's Corner </A> within Cyrano's. He welcomes your <A HREF="http://mailto:JMiller@bestcyrano.org"> constructive correspondence.</A>

<P> <B>

OF INTEREST TO READERS <P>

The "Building A New World Conference" will be held May 22 through 25 at Radford University in Virginia. In addition to this writer and Garda Ghista herself, other speakers include: Anti-war leader Cindy Sheehan, US foreign policy critic and historian William Blum, peace activist Kathy Kelly, economist Mike Whitney, USSF organizer and poet Alice Lovelace, impeachment and anti-war leader David Swanson, professor Robert Jensen, Senate candidate Kevin Zeese, SOA Watch founder Father Roy Bourgeois, IVAW and "Winter Soldier" co-leader Adam Kokesh, Iranian blogger Kianoosh Sanjari, radio broadcaster Meria Heller, "After Capitalism" author and professor David Schweickart, Iraqi MD and anti-war activist Dahlia Wasfi, Tony Award-winning "Rescue Me" star Daniel Sunjata, World Can't Wait leader Sunsara Taylor, poet and essayist Gary Corseri (representing Cyrano's Journal) and many more leaders and luminaries will join thousands of people from across the country for a conference that will lay down the foundations for building a new world now.

 <P> <br> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>
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1948 <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

ONE DAY, I hope, a<I> "Truth and Reconciliation Commission,"</I> on the South African model, will be set up here. It should be composed of Israeli, Palestinian and international historians, whose job will be to establish what really happened in this country in 1948. <P>

In the 60 years that have passed since then, the events of the war have been buried under layer upon layer of Israeli and Palestinian, Jewish and Arab propaganda. A quasi-archeological excavation is needed in order to expose the bottom layer. Even the eye-witnesses who are still alive sometimes have problems distinguishing between what they actually saw and the myths that have twisted and falsified the events almost beyond recognition. <P>

I am one of the eye-witnesses. In the last few days, on the occasion of the 60th anniversary, dozens of radio and television interviewers from all over the world have been asking me to describe what actually happened. Here are some of these questions and my answers to them. (If I repeat things I have already written about, I apologize.) <P> <B>

- How was this war different from others?</B> <P>

First of all, it was not one war but two, which followed one another without a break. <P>

The first war was fought between the Jews and the Arabs in the country. It started on the morrow of the UN General Assembly resolution of November 29, 1947, which decreed the partition of Palestine between a Jewish and an Arab state. It lasted until the proclamation of the State of Israel on May 14, 1948. That day marked the start of the second war - the one between the State of Israel and the neighboring countries, which threw their armies into the battle. <P>

This was not a war between two countries for a piece of land between them, like the wars between Germany and France over Alsace. Neither was it a fratricidal struggle, like the American Civil War, where both sides belonged to the same nation. I categorize it as an <I>"ethnic war."</I> <P>

Such a war is fought out between two different peoples who live in the same country, each of which claims the whole country for itself. In such a war, the aim is not only to achieve a military victory, but also to take possession of as much of the country as possible without the population of the other side. That is what happened when Yugoslavia broke up and when, not by accident, the odious term <I>"ethnic cleansing"</I> was born. <P> <B>

- Was the war inevitable?</B> <P>

- 

At the time, I hoped until the last moment that it could be avoided (about that, later.) In retrospect it is clear to me that it was already too late. <P>

The Jewish side was determined to establish a state of its own. This was one of the fundamental aims of the Zionist movement, founded 50 years earlier, and was strengthened a hundredfold after the Holocaust, which had come to an end only two and a half years before. <P>

The Arab side was determined to prevent the establishment of a Jewish state in the country which they (rightly) considered an Arab country. That's why the Arabs started the war. <P> <B>

- What did you, the Jews, think when you went to war? </B> <P>

- 

When I enlisted at the beginning of the war, we were totally convinced that we were faced with the danger of annihilation and that we were defending ourselves, our families and the entire Hebrew community. The phrase <I>"There Is No Alternative"</I> was not just a slogan, but a deeply felt conviction. (When I say<I> "we,"</I> I mean the community in general and the soldiers in particular.) I don't think that the Arab side was imbued with quite the same conviction. That was their undoing. <P>

This explains why the Jewish community was totally mobilized from the first moment on. We had a unified leadership (even The Irgun and the Stern Group accepted its authority) and a unified military force, which rapidly assumed the character of a regular army. <P>

Nothing like this happened on the Arab side. They had no unified leadership, and no unified Arab-Palestinian army, which meant they could not concentrate their forces at the crucial points. But we learned this only after the war. <P> <B>

- Did you think that you were the stronger side? </B> <P>

- 

Not at all. At the time, the Jews constituted only a third of the population. The hundreds of Arab villages throughout the country dominated the main arteries that were crucial to our survival. We suffered heavy casualties in our efforts to open them, especially the road to Jerusalem. We honestly felt that we were<I> "the few against the many."</I> <P>

Slowly, the balance of power shifted. Our army became more organized and learned from its experience, while the Arab side still depended on <I>"faz'ah"</I> - the one-time mobilization of local villagers equipped with their own old weapons. From April 1948 on, we started to receive large quantities of light weapons from Czechoslovakia, which were sent to us on Stalin's orders. In the middle of May, when the expected intervention of the Arab armies was approaching, we were already in possession of a contiguous territory. <P> <B>

- In other words, you drove the Arabs out?</B> <P>

- 

This was not yet <I>"ethnic cleansing"</I> but a by-product of the war. Our side was preparing for the massive attack of the Arab armies and we could not possibly leave a large hostile population at our rear. This military necessity was, of course, intertwined with the more or less conscious desire to create a homogeneous Jewish territory. <P>

In the course of the years, opponents of Israel have created a conspiracy myth about <I>"Plan D,"</I> as if it had been the mother of ethnic cleansing. In reality that was a military plan for creating a contiguous territory under our control in preparation for the crucial confrontation with the Arab armies. <P> <B>

- Do you say that at this stage there was not yet a basic decision to drive all the Arabs out? </B> <P>

- 

One has to remember the political situation: according to the UN resolution, the <I>"Jewish state" </I>was to include more than half of Palestine (as it existed in 1947 under the British Mandate). In this territory, more than 40% of the population was Arab. The Arab spokesmen argued that it was impossible to set up a Jewish state in which almost half the population was Arab and demanded the withdrawal of the partition resolution. The Jewish side, which stuck to the partition resolution, wanted to prove that it was possible. So there were some efforts (in Haifa, for example) to convince the Arabs not to leave their homes. But the reality of the war itself caused the mass exodus. <P>

It must be understood that at no stage did the Arabs <I>"flee the country."</I> In general, things happened this way: in the course of the fighting, an Arab village came under heavy fire. Its inhabitants - men, women and children - fled, of course, to the next village. Then we fired on the next village, and they fled to the next one, and so forth, until the armistice came into force and suddenly there was a border (the Green Line) between them and their homes. The Deir Yassin massacre gave another powerful push to the flight. <P>

Even the inhabitants of Jaffa did not leave the country - after all, Gaza, where they fled, is also a part of Palestine. <P> <B>

- In that case, when was the start of the "ethnic cleansing" you spoke about?</B> <P>

- 

In the second half of the war, after the advance of the Arab armies was halted, a deliberate policy of expelling the Arabs became a war aim on its own. <P>

For truth's sake, it must be remembered that this was not one-sided. Not many Arabs remained in the territories that were conquered by our side, but, also, no Jew remained in the territories that were conquered by the Arabs, such as the Etzion Bloc kibbutzim and the Jewish Quarter in the Old City of Jerusalem. The Jewish inhabitants were killed or expelled. The difference was quantitative: while the Jewish side conquered large stretches of land, the Arab side succeeded only in conquering small areas. <P>

The real decision was taken after the war: not to allow the 750 thousand Arab refugees to return to their homes. <P> <B>

- What happened when the Arab armies entered the battle?</B> <P>

- 

At the beginning, our situation looked desperate. The Arab armies were regular troops, well trained (mostly by the British), and equipped with heavy arms: warplanes, tanks and artillery, while we had only light weapons - rifles, machine guns, light mortars and some ineffective anti-tank weapons. Only in June did heavy arms start to reach us. <P>

I myself took part in the unloading of the first fighter planes that reached us from Czechoslovakia. They had been produced for the German Wehrmacht. Over our heads <I>"German"</I> planes on our side (Messerschmitts) were fighting <I>"British"</I> planes flown by Egyptians (Spitfires). <P> <B>

- Why did Stalin support the Jewish side?</B> <P>

- 

On the eve of the UN resolution, the Soviet representative, Andrei Gromyko, gave a passionately Zionist speech. Stalin's immediate aim was to get the British out of Palestine, where they might otherwise allow the stationing of American missiles. A sometimes forgotten fact should be mentioned here: the Soviet Union was the first state to recognize Israel de jure, immediately after the declaration of independence. The US recognized Israel at the time only de facto. <P>

Stalin did not turn his back on Israel till some years later, when Israel openly joined the American bloc. At that time, Stalin's anti-Semitic paranoia also became apparent. The policy-makers in Moscow were then of the opinion that the rising tide of Arab nationalism was a better bet. <P> <B>

- What did you personally feel during the war? </B> <P>

- 

On the eve of the war, I still believed in a <I>"Semitic"</I> partnership of all the inhabitants of the country. One month before the outbreak of war I published the booklet <I>"War or Peace in the Semitic Region,"</I> in which I propounded this idea. In retrospect it is clear to me that this was far too late. <P>

When the war broke out, I immediately joined a combat brigade (Givati). In the last days before I was called up I managed - together with a group of friends - to publish another booklet, entitled<I> "From Defense to War,"</I> in which I proposed conducting the war with a view to the nature of the subsequent peace. (I was much influenced by the British military commentator Basil Liddell Hart, who advocated such a course during World War II.) <P>

My friends at the time tried very strongly to convince me not to enlist, so I could remain free for the much more important task of voicing my opinions throughout the war. I felt that that they were quite wrong - that the place of every decent and fit young man at such a time was in the combat units. How could I stay at home when thousands of my age-group were risking their lives day and night? And besides, who would ever listen to my voice again if at the crucial moment of our national existence I did not fulfill my duty? <P>

At the beginning of the war I was a private soldier in the infantry and fought around the road to Jerusalem, and in the second half I served in the Samson's Foxes motorized commando unit on the Egyptian front. That allowed me to see the war from dozens of different vantage points. <P>

Throughout the war I wrote up my experiences. My reports appeared in the newspapers at the time and were later collected in a book entitled <I>"In the Fields of the Philistines, 1948"</I> (which will soon appear in English). The military censors did not allow me to dwell on the negative sides, so immediately after the war I wrote a second book called <I>"The Other Side of the Coin,"</I> disguised as a literary work, so I did not have to submit it to censorship. There I reported, inter alia, that we had received orders to kill every Arab who tried to return home. <P> <B>

- What did the war teach you?</B> <P>

- 

The atrocities I witnessed turned me into a convinced peace activist. The war taught me that there is a Palestinian people, and that we shall never achieve peace if a Palestinian state does not come into being side by side with our state. That this has not yet happened is one of the reasons why the 1948 war is still going on to this very day.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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Happy Birthday, Jesus <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <center> <I>

"The change, it had to come <br>

We knew it all along <br>

We were liberated from the fold, that's all <br>

And the world looks just the same <br>

And history ain't changed <br>

'Cause the banners, they are flown in the next war" <br>

Won't Get Fooled Again ~~~ Pete Townshend <P> </I> </center></font> <font size="+2">

I must confess that I had not entered the date of Israel's formation into my calendar. I would have missed the celebrations altogether-as I have obviously missed past commemorations-had this particular one not come at such a dangerous time in our world. History and experience have proved that the <I>"creation"</I> of the nation of Israel was not only morally reprehensible but also politically disastrous. The U.S. government's unquestioning support of Israeli policy, which perpetuates turmoil and conflict in the region, is old hat. Standard operating procedure.  Government as usual.  And yet...<P>

A few days ago, I heard a snippet from Barack Obama's speech on Israel's 60th anniversary. And then I went to his website just to make sure. Any doubts that might have lingered about his integrity were laid to rest. Barack Obama is not just a politician. He has shown himself to be a man who lacks both honesty and courage. <P>

I would not expect any American presidential candidate to denounce Israel. And I certainly wouldn't expect it of Obama. His denouncements are reserved for spiritual leaders who hold the U.S. government accountable for its actions. What I hadn't quite anticipated, however, was his obsequious and shameful oath of allegiance to a country many in the world consider <I>"the greatest threat to world peace."</I> Barack Obama pledged his support not to peace, not to justice, not to the enforcement of the law but to this: <P> <I>

"Israelis can always count on the United States to stand with them against any threat, from as close as Gaza or as far as Tehran, and to ensure that Israel has the means to defend itself. Israel has real enemies, and we will face them together." </I> <P>

This does not sound like change to me. Of course, maybe I should just believe in it anyway and then it won't matter if it actually happens or not. <P>

In fairness, he did go on to say, <I>"But standing with Israel also requires America to do everything it can to reduce and ease the conflict with the Arab neighbors. To do any less would be to prevent Israel from achieving its full, extraordinary potential." </I> <P>

Of course, he didn't explain quite how we would help<I> "reduce and ease"</I> the conflict but were I a Palestinian, I wouldn't be counting on positive intervention.  <P>

Israel's policy toward the Palestinians is not ambiguous. It is not, as Israeli branding and marketing teams would have us believe, about defense. It is an all-out, well-organized offensive that is as deplorable as any other genocide. Moshe Dayan, in an address to the Technion Haifa and quoted in Ha'aretz on April 4, 1969, said this about the settlement of Israel. <P> <I>

"Jewish villages were built in the place of Arab villages. You do not even know the names of these Arab villages, and I do not blame you because geography books no longer exist, not only do the books not exist, the Arab villages are not there either Nahlal arose in the place of Mahlul; Kibbbutz Gvat in the place of Jibta; Kibbutz Sarid in the place of Huneifis; and Kefar Yehushu'a in the place of Tal al- Shuman. There is not one single place built in this country that did not have a former Arab Population." </I> <P>

Israel's treatment of Palestinians is so blatantly inhumane and unjust that the World YWCA has joined calls to end the occupation and to enforce <A HREF="http://www.peacewomen.org/un/sc/1325.html">UN Resolution 1325.</A> <P>

Barack Obama is most certainly aware of the terrorism the state of Israel has committed and continues to commit against Palestinians--mostly women and children. He could have fulfilled his political agenda without demeaning the Palestinian people but his speech, both in tone and content, placed him squarely on the side of oppression. And, once again, placed the U.S. in the untenable position of defending Israel's illegal occupation of Palestine. <P>

Senator Obama has promised change for this country. He offers hope and a different way of going about the business of government. He is counting up delegates and superdelegates. People are joining his campaign efforts with an almost giddy sense of belonging to the winning team. And the media loves him. He is not held accountable.<P>

But his reaction to the criticism of Jeremiah Wright and his war-mongering, party line speech about Israel tell us several things about our future president. Barack Obama is not a strong man. He is not governed by scruples but by expediency. He is more concerned with gaining the support of a particular voting block than speaking the truth. He is more focused on the needs of Barack Obama than on the welfare of this country. <P>

In a race where all the candidates are tripping over their feet to be the most Christian, it is too bad Senator Obama did not remember these words. <A HREF="http://skepticsannotatedbible.com/mt/25.html">"Inasmuch as ye have done it unto one of the least of these my brethren, ye have done it unto me."</A> 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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Bush's Recession <p> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

George W's mouth just can't seem to say the R-word. Rrr...rrr...rrr, he begins, but the word "recession" simply will not escape his lips. One wonders if it's even in his vocabulary. <P>

As the workaday majority of Americans continue to be squeezed by stagnant wages and relentlessly rising prices for everything from gasoline to milk, Bush finds soft euphemisms to describe the economic pain folks are experiencing. <I>"Period of uncertainty,"</I> he calls it. <I>"A slowdown,"</I> is another of his genteel phrases for the smackdown of the middle class under his rule. Also, employing one of his favorite big words, the economist-in-chief has admitted that the economy is not as "robust" as people would like. <P>

This is the guy who said he was surprised to learn last month that gasoline is headed to four dollars a gallon. And even as wages are not keeping up with inflation, as unemployment rises, as more and more Americans are reduced to part-time employment, President Clueless has trotted out his PR flack, Tony Fratto, to deny that the R-word can be applied to the Bush economy. Technically, declared Fratto with a straight face, the numbers are<I> "not in recessionary territory."</I> <P>

Of course, Fratto is making about $140,000 a year, has full health-care coverage paid for by us taxpayers, and has a government chauffer taking care of his commute to the office - so what the hell does he know about economic reality? Americans are not waiting breathlessly for numbercrunchers to declare an <I>"official"</I> recession - folks are looking at their own real-life indicators of falling income and rising prices. <P>

Meanwhile, George is not lifting a finger to help American hard-hit families. What a shame that those families aren't oil corporations or Wall Street banks - then Bush would be rushing to the rescue quicker than Carrie Nation.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Global Warming <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mel Bartholomew </font> <P>

Everyone agrees that  global warming is coming. Did we cause it? Who knows? Some   say, <I>"Yes-we better change our ways."</I> Others say-<I>"No, it's a natural phenomenon and there is little we can do."</I> Who is right and who is wrong, and mostly who cares at this point? <P>

Global warming is no ordinary problem. It's the problem of our times-and our children's times. Solving it will require the efforts of the best minds of our generation.   It might just be a wakeup call for humanity. It's an excellent reason to change our ways. Stop polluting our earth. Stop wasting our water and our energy! <P> <B>

 (1)</B> However, There is something we all can do, and it's so simple and easy that it's ridiculous. We can all start just one small<I> "Square Foot Garden,"</I> right in our back or front yard, patio, deck, or even balcony or porch. <P>

What good is that going to do you ask? Keep in mind SFG uses no polluting fertilizers, insecticides or pesticides. No big noisy smelly roto-tiller. No gas, oil or grease will be used. You won't have to drive to the store continually to buy more seeds, then some more heavy and expensive tools. All you need is a one dollar trowel. You'll only need 10 % of the normal water. The list goes on and on. Eliminating all those things that no longer are needed means they don't have to be manufactured. No need for raw materials to be transported across the country polluting the air and the quiet of the country side, then products transported back again, causing more traffic congestion which results in constant replacement of roads and bridges. <P>

How could a small garden do all that you ask? Well check the numbers... <P>

If there are 302 million people in the USA , divide that by 2 (two) for couples and families and we have 151 million households, all of which have room for at least one 4'x4' SFG. A balcony does it with a 2'x 8' SFG and still gives you 16 sq. feet. Planting each sq. foot with a different crop and rotating crops every season, you will harvest at least 3 crops every year. Let's say for easy calculating, each crop produces 1 lb. of food per square foot, per season. <P>

We now have the astronomical figure of 7,248 million pounds of food every year that doesn't have to be transported, refrigerated, stored, boxed, handled, wasted and RECALLED. Add another zillion pounds of food that states like, Florida, Texas, California, and Hawaii will add to their total because they have four seasons to grow in. . . . Are you impressed yet? You should be and the most exciting part is-this can all be done all over the world. Do you like big numbers? <I>"Do the math"</I> for China. <P>

One of the biggest advantages of SFG is that it can be done all over the world the same way using nothing but compost for the <I>"Mel's Mix."</I> Making compost cleans up the neighborhood, protects the environment and will help produce the <I>"Green Earth"</I> we all want! At a cost of zero dollars of government money. No increase    of your taxes folks. Could you just imagine the cost if we had the government do all this? <P>

Back to the solution to pollution and global warming... <P> <B>

(2)</B> Here's why a Square Foot Garden could be one of the best things to have in 2007 and beyond: <P>

• The method is irrefutable. <br>

• The solution is clear. <br>

• Something must be done NOW, and every day there is a more critical need for solutions that will fight global warming. <P>

<center>

Advantages of Square Foot Gardening <P> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ clip_image002_005.jpg"> <P> </center> <B>

(3)</B> Everyone is flocking to so-called clean, or green technologies that cut down on green house gas emissions, notably carbon dioxide, reduce non-renewable fossil fuel and conserve water resources. But it's going to cost a bundle of money. Why not start with something that is practically free and has no side effects? <P> <B>

(4)</B> We need a clean and green revolution striking at the heart of the global warming problem. <P> <B>

(5)</B> SFG is uniquely positioned to help serve that mission with a gardening method that eliminates carbon dioxide emissions, reduces dirty energy uses, and conserves water everywhere in the world. <P> <B>

(6)</B> The problem is real. The solution is here. The time is now. <P>

What could be easier than this? Build a box. Fill with Mel's Mix. Add a grid. And start planting! <P>

If you agree, please copy this article and send to everyone you know. It's their problem too. If you don't agree, write me and tell me why. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.squarefootgardening.com/"> Mel Bartholomew </A> </font>is an inventor, author, and founder of the Square Foot Gardening Foundation. 
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Intensive Gardening Chart <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Farmer Pete </font> <P> <B>

Planting a 60' x 60' = 3,600 sq ft garden will produce $2,042 worth of harvest... </B> <P>

1. 6' of Chives, 6' of Parsley, 6' of Shallots, 6' of Garlic. <br>

2. 6' of each variety of Cherry Tomatoes. <br>

3. 15' of Carrots & Radish's, 15' of Red & Golden Beets. <br>

4. 30' of Red, White & Yellow Onion sets. <br>

5. 30' of Red & Green Cabbage, 15' of Brussel Sprouts. <br>

6. 30' of Caulifower. <br>

7. 10' of Spinach. <br>

8. 30' of Sweet Pepers & 10' of Hot Peppers. <br>

9. 5' of Kohlrabi, 10' of Swiss Chard, 15' of Egg Plant. <br>

10. 20' of Green Beans, 10' of Yellow Beans. <br>

11. 10' of Celery, 5' of Basil, 10' of Turnips, 5' of Dill. <br>

12. 5' of Kale, 5' of Endive, 20' of Broccoli. <br>

13. 30' of Sweet Peas. <Br>

14. 30' of Pole Beans.  <br>

15. 5' of pole Beans, 15' Turnips, 10' Loose Head Lettuce. <br>

16. 30' of White Potato.  <br> 

17. 30' of Gold Potato. <br> 

18. 30' of Blue/Purple Peruvian Potato. <P> <B>

DO NOT BUY from Irish Eyes Seed Potato's their seed is bad & NO WARRANTY! </B> <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/000_0347.jpg"> </center> <P>

This is 1/2, be sure to leave enough area for a good walk way, use a wheel barrow-for your Grrl to haul in fill, compost & to harvest veggies! <P> 

19. 30' of Red Potato. <br> 

20. 30' of Gold Potato. <br> 

21. 30' of Blue Potato.  <br> 

22. 15' of Yellow Squash, 15' Zucchini  Space for more Sweet Peas, Beans. <br> 

23. 30' of Sweet Corn - Early Variety. <br>  

24. 30' of Sweet Corn - Early Variety.  <br>

25. 30' of Sweet Corn - Mid Season Variety.  <br>

26. 30' of Sweet Corn - Mid Season.   <br>

27. 30' of Sweet Corn - Late Season. <br>

28. 30' of Sweet Corn - Late Season. <br>

29. 30' of Sweet Corn - Late Season.  <br>

30. 30' of Sweet Corn - Late Season.  <br>

31. 30' of Tomato. <br>  

32. 30' of Tomato. <br>   

33. 30' of Cukes. <br>

34. 15' of Acorn Squash, 15' Hubbard Squash. <br>

35. 30' of Butter Cup Squash. <br>

36. 30' of Pumpkins. <P>

Plant Marigold Flowers around the perimter to keep out BAD BUGS & use Bacillus Thurgiennsis (BT) spray for chewing insects - potato bugs, catepillars, flea beetles. Be sure to mulch heavily & water at least 1" - one inch a week.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>  (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto: petesfarms@yahoo.com">Farmer Pete </A> </font> farms in North Dakota and is seeking a "business partner/Grrl." If interested inquire at (petesfarms@yahoo.com). <I>

</font>
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Will King George NUKE Ron Paul's Revolution? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P>

Military Correspondent <P> <B>

Monarchy and Mayhem </B> <P>

HOUSTON, May 10 -- In Dr. Ron Paul's 14th Congressional District, just south of Houston, Texas City residents are living in fear.  It's not because their BP refinery, the nation's most polluted plant, is earning them the unenviable nickname of <I>"Toxic City."</I> It's not because BP is far and away the most deadly industrial site in the nation. It's because they are afraid that BP is the target for a king-sized plan to explode a nuke on US soil.<P>

Federal authorities and national media have been hinting for years that<I> "terrorists"</I> want to nuke Texas City, and they regularly insinuate it on the nightly news.  The programming has been effective, and each time the BP refinery has exploded in recent years locals have instantly thought of Al Qaeda.  They are already halfway convinced that it's only a matter of time before Texas City, Texas joins Oklahoma City, Oklahoma and New York City, New York on the US<I> "greatest hits list."</I> <P>

Their popular Dr. Paul has become a big thorn in the side of a Bush administration that has become famous for getting even with its enemies. In 2002 Senator Paul Wellstone opposed Bush on the Iraqi War Resolution -- and died in a mysterious plane crash after voting the wrong way.  In 2007 Minnesota's Congressman Keith Ellison dared to accuse Bush of using 9/11 the way Hitler used the Reichstag fire -- and soon afterwards the Interstate 35 bridge running through his Minneapolis home district collapsed into the Mississippi River. <P>

Dr. Paul has probably roused more White House ire than either of them ever did.  He has consistently voted against the creation of post-9/11 federal powers, and has decried Bush foreign-policy as predatory, voting against pro-war legislation favored by US and Israeli hawks.  He has even gone so far as to express his fears that the Bush administration might stage a fake incident against the United States to trick the nation into a war with Iran.  Now he has added insult to injury with his just published blockbuster <I>"The Revolution: A Manifesto."</I>  The book's very title is a Declaration of Independence against our new King George -- whom supporters prefer to call the unitary executive.  No matter which term you choose, he is a dynastic dwarf spawned and installed by the quasi-monarchial Bush Family, which transferred rulership from Daddy George 41 to Boy George 43 with a bit of arm-twisting by Brother Jeb in Florida. <P>

With <I>"The Revolution" </I>storming to top place in both the Amazon.com and New York Times bestseller lists, Dr. Paul is a gadfly buzzing unpleasantly in powerful ears with his thesis that the federal government has become an oppressive force, especially since 9/11.  In effect -- and by design -- we have lost the fruits of the American Revolution and now ingest the poison of the un-American Counterrevolution.  The only answer possible for a Pauline patriot is the Ron Paul Revolution.  <P> <B>

Revolution and Reality </B> <P>

Dr. Paul's motley crew of radical supporters, whom neocon pundits have labeled "Paulestinians," believe that their man is truly a <I>"Revolutionary Ron,"</I> who is laying a superbly subversive message between the lines every time he speaks or writes.  They are convinced that he, like them, understands that reality is far more revolutionary than his book.  In their world view: <P>

A <I>"Bush League"</I> Anglo-Judeo cabal seized control the nation with a <I>"false flag"</I> 9/11 attack that they carried out themselves, then blamed on Middle Eastern countries.  Al Qaeda is really <I>"Al CIA-duh"</I> and Bin Laden is really <I>"Bush Laden."</I>  The <I>"Global War"</I> was a cute neocon trick for saying<I> "World War Three"</I> without having to say it.  Left unchecked, the cabal will soon have us at war with Iran, even if it means setting up another 9/11-style false flag attack against us -- this one blamed on Iran itself or proxies like Hezbollah or Hamas. <P>

This may seem like a long stretch from a long way off, but it becomes increasingly feasible as you draw near the BP refinery in Texas City.  Locals are always aware of the unsettling fact that BP has suffered major explosions on 3/30/04, 3/23/05 and 7/28/05 -- all of which suspiciously resulted in world record profits for Big Oil.  The 3/23/05 explosion was the most deadly petrochemicals event in decades, and insiders suggest that the official investigation labeling it an accident was fixed by Big Oil.  The 3/30/04 and 7/28/05 incidents were smaller in scope, but larger in implication, since both of them were predicted weeks in advance by an ad hoc Internet posse of Houston area military and police figures.  <P>

Texas City residents also remember the two weeks of warnings that they were going to be set up for a small nuke on 1/31/06, because nuclear assets from the US government showed up on their beaches as predicted, unconvincingly insisting that their appearance there was only a matter of coincidence.  Readers wanting to get the true story behind the official boilerplate should refer to my January article, still much discussed in Paulestinians articles, <A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=2369&z=163">The 1/31 Nuke: Proof for Ron Paul.</A> <P> 

Although the local mainstream media has adopted a don't-ask-don't-tell approach to the perils of Texas City, The Lone Star Iconoclast, deep in the heart of Texas and overlooking the Bush ranch in Crawford, has publicly demanded an official investigation.  The newspaper that developed a worldwide reputation for principled independence by opposing Bush's re-election in 2004 has become the radical resource of record four years later.  Publisher W. Leon Smith has set up a much-needed standard for American journalism with his March 3 editorial, <A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=2525&z=226 ">"Time To Investigate Houston Is Now."</A> Last week a distinguished group of 9/11 Truth Movement military experts added their voices to Mr. Smith's in a widely read op-ed, <A HREF="http://www.thepriceofliberty.org/08/05/05/may.htm">"Mayday Alert -- Texas Update." </A> <P> <B>

Investigation and Infowar </B> <P>

More and more concerned American citizens are becoming aware that the Bush administration is without scruples.  Eight years ago few of us would have dreamed that the resident of our White House would have committed and commuted felonies, or started an illegal war and inhuman torture.  Nowadays a lot of us have nagging questions about 9/11, and a nagging suspicion that another 9/11 -- perhaps a punitive one against Texas City and Ron Paul -- is not so out of the question as it once seemed to be. <P>

Three months ago Commander Brian Klock, a Bush League mystery man with connections to Naval intelligence and undisclosed foreign governments, ran a political campaign in Congressional District 22, the next-door neighbor to Ron Paul's District 14.  He posted a campaign sign on the Houston freeway showing the downtown area being engulfed by a nuclear fireball. <P> 

Last month military insiders sent documents to Iconoclast writers detailing Southwest Region Civil Air Patrol exercises conducted April 10-13 in Texas.  Their mission of responding to a terrorist 10-kiloton nuclear device was supplied by Homeland Security. <P>

Last week Houston police officers gunned down mystery man Roland Vincent Carnaby, an intelligence officer with connections to Houston's FBI and Homeland Security, as well as to CIA.  Carnaby's lawyer is using the word <A HREF="http://www.chron.com/disp/story.mpl/metropolitan/5741363.html">"assassination"</A> to describe the suspicious killing. <P>

In light of all this, it comes as no surprise that the Internet is buzzing again with rumors and reports that Texas City is the target for a nuclear false flag plan. It's a conspiratorial world out there, one where King George W. Bush may well have it in for Revolutionary Ron Paul.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is the intelligence correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm"> refer to.</A>
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Fallujah Revisited <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Bush, Petraeus Prepare 'Cleansing' of Sadr City </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P> <B>

I.</B> <P>

George W. Bush and David Petraeus are preparing to make <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1358/135/">a new Fallujah</A> in Sadr City, home to two million Shiites in Baghdad. Thousands of people are already fleeing the area before the full-scale slaughter and destruction begin. <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=294&Itemid=1">As in Fallujah</A>, the multitudes who cannot escape will be trapped in a <I>"free fire zone,"</I>subjected to ruthless bombardment and ground assault. Thousands -- perhaps tens of thousands -- of innocent civilians stand in the shadow of imminent death. <P>

The assault is part of the run-up to the coming attack on Iran -- an attempt to secure the rear of that new front by destroying Iraq's Shiite nationalist forces. It is also part of an on-going effort to eliminate the strongest rival to the Shiite extremists that Bush has installed in office in Iraq, before the conquered land's fall elections. <P>

The preliminary assault on Sadr City has already begun, of course. <A HREF="http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/middle_east/7387960.stm">As the BBC notes</A>, in the last seven weeks around 1,000 people -- most of them civilians -- have already been killed by the Bush-Petraeus "surge" into the area. Petraeus is frantically building high-walled ghettos in Sadr City, slicing neighborhoods in half, sundering families, destroying communities and livelihoods. Meanwhile, the Iraqi government is circulating leaflets in Sadr City districts, warning the people to leave -- or else. <P>

This, you understand, is liberation. This is freedom. This is the glorious<I> "surge"</I> to victory. As Tacitus noted: <P><I>

A rich enemy excites their cupidity; a poor one, their lust for power. East and West alike have failed to satisfy them.... To robbery, butchery, and rapine, they give the lying name of "government"; they create a desolation and call it peace. </I> <P>

That translation of the quote was taken from a remarkable article by David Bromwich in the New York Review of Books, a shattering analysis of the nation's hideous and horrifying moral decay in the Terror War. The title says it all: <A HREF="http://www.nybooks.com/articles/21199">Euphemism and American Violence</A>. You should read the whole thing, but the conclusion is most apt to our immediate subject here: <P> <I>

"History begins today" was a saying in the Bush White House on September 12, 2001-repeated with menace by Deputy Secretary of State Richard Armitage to the director of Pakistani intelligence Mahmoud Ahmad-a statement that on its face exhibits a totalitarian presumption. Yet nothing so much as language supplies our memory of things that came before today; and, to an astounding degree, the Bush and Cheney administration has succeeded in persuading the most powerful and (at one time) the best-informed country in the world that history began on September 12, 2001. The effect has been to tranquilize our self-doubts and externalize all the evils we dare to think of. In this sense, the changes of usage and the corruptions of sense that have followed the global war on terrorism are inseparable from the destructive acts of that war. </I> <P>

In the name of tranquilized American people, a new evil is about to externalized upon the bodies of the women and children, the old and sick, the innocent and vulnerable in Sadr City. As the BBC reports: <P> <I>

The authorities in Baghdad say they are preparing for an exodus of thousands of people from eastern parts of the city. Fighting between government and US troops on one side, and Shia militia on the other, has intensified recently. Two football stadiums are on stand-by to receive residents from two neighbourhoods in the Sadr City area... <P>

In the last seven weeks around 1,000 people have died, and more than 2,500 others have been injured, most of them civilians. The fighting so far in Sadr City has been fierce - street to street, and house to house. <P>

Iraqi Prime Minister Nouri Maliki is showing a determination to disarm the country's Shia militia groups - particularly the Mehdi Army - that he has never displayed before. However, Iraqi army operations, backed by US ground and air support, have so far failed to overwhelm the Shia militiamen, who are still responding with roadside bombs, sniper fire, mortars and rockets. <P>

The government has distributed leaflets in two key districts of Sadr City, warning people to leave.The speculation is that government forces are preparing for a big push into eastern Baghdad to end the current fighting once and for all. Shortages of water and medical supplies have already made life inside Sadr City extremely difficult. <P> </I>

And this is just the beginning.<P> <B>

II. </B> <P>

The story of Fallujah's destruction at Bush's order in mid-November 2004  -- a burnt offering to celebrate his renewal of power -- gives us an intimation of what is about to happen in Sadr City. <A HREF=" http://empireburlesquenow.blogspot.com/2005/03/ring-of-fire-fallujah-inferno.html">This is what I wrote,</A> in the Moscow Times, about that assault while it was still going on: <P> <I> <B>

Ring of Fire: The Fallujah Inferno </B> <P>

"The inferno...is what is already here, the inferno where we live every day, that we form by being together. There are two ways to escape suffering it. The first is easy for many: accept the inferno and become such a part of it that you can no longer see it. The second is risky and demands constant vigilance and apprehension: seek and learn to recognize who and what, in the midst of the inferno, are not inferno, then make them endure, give them space." ~~~  Italo Calvino, Invisible Cities. <P>

There is of course no space, nowhere to move or breathe in the sealed chamber of the American Infoglomerate - the vast entanglement of corporate media and government propaganda that smothers the body politic with hysterical outpourings of diversion, drivel and deadening white noise. Here, events occur in a total vacuum: they have no history, no context, no consequences. Stripped of the heft and scope of reality, they can easily be molded and distorted to fit the prevailing political and business agendas. Amnesia, ignorance, confusion and fear are left to rule the day: excellent fuel for the stokers of the inferno, who use the heat to work their alchemical magic - transforming human blood into gold. <P> <B>

"There are more and more dead bodies on the streets and the stench is unbearable. Smoke is everywhere. It's hard to know how much people outside Fallujah are aware of what is going on here. There are dead women and children lying on the streets. People are getting weaker from hunger. Many are dying are from their injuries because there is no medical help left in the city whatsoever. Some families have started burying their dead in their gardens." </B> <P>

This was a voice from the depths of the inferno: Fadhil Badrani, reporter for the BBC and Reuters, trapped in the iron encirclement along with tens of thousands of civilians. It was a rare breath of truth. The reality of a major city being ground into rubble was meant to be obscured by the Infoglomerate's wall of noise: murder trials, state visits, Cabinet shuffles, celebrity weddings - and, above all, the reports of "embedded" journalists shaping the "narrative" into its proper form: a magnificent feat of arms carried out with surgical precision against an enemy openly identified by American commanders as "Satan," the Associated Press reports. <P>

One of the first moves in this magnificent feat was the destruction and capture of medical centers. Twenty doctors - and their patients, including women and children - were killed in an airstrike on one major clinic, the UN Information Service reports, while the city's main hospital was seized in the early hours of the ground assault. Why? Because these places of healing could be used as "propaganda centers," the Pentagon's "information warfare" specialists told the NY Times. Unlike the first attack on Fallujah last spring, there was to be no unseemly footage of gutted children bleeding to death on hospital beds. This time - except for NBC's brief, heavily-edited, quickly-buried clip of the usual lone "bad apple" shooting a wounded Iraqi prisoner - the visuals were rigorously scrubbed. <P>

So while Americans saw stories of rugged "Marlboro Men" winning the day against Satan, they were spared shots of engineers cutting off water and electricity to the city - a flagrant war crime under the Geneva Conventions, as CounterPunch notes, but standard practice throughout the occupation. Nor did pictures of attack helicopters gunning down civilians trying to escape across the Euphrates River - including a family of five - make the TV news, despite the eyewitness account of an AP journalist. Nor were tender American sensibilities subjected to the sight of phosphorous shells bathing enemy fighters - and nearby civilians - with unquenchable chemical fire, literally melting their skin, as the Washington Post reports. Nor did they see the fetus being blown out of the body of Artica Salim when her home was bombed during the "softening-up attacks" that raged relentlessly - and unnoticed - in the closing days of George W. Bush's presidential campaign, the Scotland Sunday Herald reports. <P>

What they saw instead were two loudly devout Christians, Bush and Tony Blair, clasping hands and proclaiming that Artica Salim had been torn to shreds in order to fight terrorism - specifically, the terrorism of Jordanian thug Abu Musab al-Zarqawi. The city's alleged refusal to turn over Zarqawi was the ostensible reason for the attack; yet halfway through the assault, with dead civilian bodies already stinking in the streets, Coalition commanders finally admitted the truth: Zarqawi wasn't in Fallujah - and hadn't been there for weeks, perhaps months. <P>

But then, Zarqawi leads a peculiarly charmed life. Three times before the war, U.S. forces were set to kill him and destroy his organization. It wasn't that difficult; after all, he was operating in Kurdish-held Iraqi territory, where the U.S. military had free rein. Yet each time, Bush called off the strike, the Wall Street Journal reports. He needed Zarqawi for his pre-war propaganda, so he could point to an "al Qaeda ally in Iraq" - even though Zarqawi was on Bush's Iraqi turf, not Saddam's. And Bush still needs Zarqawi, or someone like him - a killer whose lurid malefactions obscure the even larger crime that set all these atrocities in motion: an unprovoked aggressive war based on lies, whose only goal is the imposition of a regime that will enrich Bush's cronies while advancing American dominance of the world's resources. <P>

Bush and Zarqawi are mirror-image enemies: foreign terrorists breaking into Iraq to spread indiscriminate death and ruin in pursuit of their brutal visions. Everywhere they go, everything they touch, everyone they draw to their cause becomes inferno.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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Taking A Stand Against War <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Scott Ritter </font> <P>

As someone who has been urging focused citizen activism for some time now, I find it heartening that there are those in the United States who put action to words and seek to lead by example. This is the case with Chicago Alderman Joe Moore, who, together with seven of his 49 colleagues (Toni Preckwinkle, Sandi Jackson, Eugene Schulter, Robert Fioretti, Freddrenna Lyle, Ricardo Munoz and Mary Ann Smith), has prepared a resolution for the Chicago City Council opposing war on Iran. By itself, this resolution most probably will not serve to alter the policies currently being pursued by the Bush administration. But when a great American city such as Chicago takes the lead in expressing its rejection of irresponsible national policy, other cities should, and will, take notice. <P>

I have been asked to be a <A HREF="http://www.payvand.com/news/08/may/1087.html">witness</A>, together with other experts on Iran and U.S. Middle East policy, before the City Council as it considers this resolution. I think it is of great importance that the representatives of the people of Chicago vote to adopt it in its entirety. I would also encourage other municipalities to consider similar resolutions opposing war on Iran, and to express their concern through the adoption of resolutions which, collectively, might serve as a notice to the United States Congress, as well as the administration of President Bush, that a war with Iran would not be supported by the citizens of this land. <P>

In preparing for my role as witness, I carefully considered the Chicago resolution in its entirety, and offer my analysis of its content as a primer for interested parties. I sincerely hope that the leadership and courage exhibited by the Chicago council members can be replicated across America in a timely fashion, and that the resultant will of the people is recognized by the Congress in time for effective legislation to be drafted and passed which reduces the threat of U.S.-Iranian conflict. <P> <I>

"WHEREAS, The Bush Administration and its Congressional allies are engaging in a systematic campaign to convince the American people that the Islamic Republic of Iran poses an imminent threat to the American nation, American troops in the Middle East and U.S. allies."</I><P>

The propaganda war being waged by the Bush administration in this regard has been as intense and relentless as any in recent memory. Either directly or through proxy, the administration has painted a one-sided portrait of Iran which is inaccurate and misleading in the extreme. To have a nation of nearly 80 million people, possessing a history and culture several thousands of years old, suddenly personified in the image of a single individual, Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, is a gross misrepresentation. Imagine if one tried to characterize the entire American people in the form of George W. Bush. Iran is a diverse nation, with numerous political and social constituencies which compete across a broad spectrum of forums, governmental and nongovernmental alike. To take the words and deeds of one man, out of context in some cases and inaccurately in others, and use them to paint a picture of national policy is as wrong as it is deceitful. <P>

Iran today poses no threat to the American nation, its allies (including Israel) or American troops in the region. To the extent that U.S. service members are threatened in Iraq, one must consider the reality of a genuine popular resistance by Iraqis to a brutal and illegitimate occupation. It should also be noted that Iran is primarily interested in securing a stable Iraq in the post-Saddam period, a policy requiring Iran to back the current Iraqi government, a Shiite-dominated government which the United States helped empower and which the United States currently supports. <P>

The fact that the current Iraqi government is drawn primarily from two political entities (the Da'wa Party and the Supreme Council for the Islamic Revolution in Iraq) that are closely allied with the Iranians not only belies the U.S. claim that Iran seeks to undermine security in Iraq (since to accept this proposition one would have to embrace the premise that Iran is fighting itself), but also illustrates the inherent inconsistency of the U.S. position in Iraq, which is to oppose the one regional power which supports the stated U.S. objective of empowering the Shiite-dominated government in Baghdad. The reality is that it is bad U.S. policy, not any concerted action on the part of Iran, which serves as the greatest threat to U.S. forces in the Middle East. <P> <I>

"WHEREAS, This campaign bears a strong resemblance to that waged during the lead-up to the Iraq War and occupation, with the use of unreliable sources, exaggerated threat assessments, the selective use of information, unsubstantiated accusations about Iran's nuclear program and its supply of weapons to Iraqi forces as centerpieces of their case to the American people for aggressive action against Iran."<P></I>

If the current war in Iraq has taught the American people anything, it is that we can never again have our nation led to war based upon unsubstantiated data, rumor and speculation. Effective congressional oversight could have retarded the Bush propaganda on Iraq, especially concerning the WMD issue and the allegations of ties between Saddam's regime and al-Qaida. The fact that Congress accepted, without question, every negative story produced by the Bush administration, and that the product of this abrogation of constitutional mandate was parroted as fact by a too-compliant media, should serve as a wake-up call that past patterns of behavior are repeating themselves today, this time in the case of Iran.  <P>

If one replaces Ahmed Chalabi and the Iraqi National Congress with Alireza Jafazadeh and the Mujahedeen Khalq, and <I>"Curveball" </I>(the disgraced INC-planted intelligence source cited by then-Secretary of State Colin Powell in his infamous February 2003 presentation before the U.N. Security Council) with the <I>"magic laptop computer"</I> (provided by the MEK to U.S. intelligence, and cited by the U.S.  as the sole source for many of its claims concerning an ongoing Iranian nuclear weapons program), it is clear that there is much to be suspicious of regarding the Bush administration case against Iran.  <P>

When the United States cites the capture of alleged Iranian<I> "Quds Force" </I>officials as proof of Iranian perfidy inside Iraq, and then releases these same individuals months later, citing a lack of intelligence value and the fact that these prisoners pose no security threat, it becomes clear that the U.S. case against Iran is built primarily upon ideologically motivated smoke and mirrors. The Congress must never again allow itself to be used as a rubber stamp for unnecessary war, but it will act only when pushed to do so by an alarmed and awakened constituency. <P><I>

"WHEREAS, Iran has not threatened to attack the United States, and no compelling evidence has been presented that Iran poses a real and imminent threat to the security and safety of the United States that would justify an unprovoked unilateral pre-emptive military attack."</I> <P>

In fact, there is overwhelming evidence that Iran, rather than conspiring against the U.S. in the Middle East, has actively reached out to Washington in an effort to normalize relations. Iran was the first Islamic nation to condemn the Sept. 11, 2001, terror attack on the United States, and Iran coordinated with the U.S. military on certain aspects of the American military response in Afghanistan. Likewise, Iran was supportive of the U.S. drive to remove Saddam Hussein from power. <P>

In May of 2003, Iran made a bold diplomatic approach to the United States which sought to resolve outstanding issues such as the Iranian nuclear program, Iranian support for Hamas and Hezbollah, and Iran's relationship with Israel. It was the United States which rejected this outreach, not Iran. The fact is that it is the unilateral policy objectives of the Bush administration, which revolve around regime change in Iran, which serve as the principal threat to regional peace and security in the Middle East today. Iran poses a threat to no nation, least of all the United States. <P><I>

"WHEREAS, We support the people of Iran who are struggling for freedom and democracy, and nothing herein should be construed as supportive of their government, the Islamic Republic of Iran, but a unilateral, pre-emptive U.S. military attack on Iran could well prove counterproductive to the cause of promoting freedom and democracy in that country."</I> <P>

We should never forget that while Iran functions as a theocracy in terms of ultimate constitutional authority, both its legislative and executive branches are a product of democratic processes. The best course of action American policy could take would be to create the conditions inside Iran where the genuine will of the people can be expressed through the existing democratic structures. This is best accomplished by creating increased opportunities for interaction between Iran and the rest of the world. Such interaction would go far to moderate the theocratic structures inside Iran. The current policies of economic sanctions and political isolation of Iran are counterproductive in this regard, and serve to strengthen the political power of those conservative institutions that Americans hope would be undermined by an Iranian population moderated by international interaction. <P> <I>

"WHEREAS, A 2007 National Intelligence Estimate (NIE), representing the consensus view [of] all 16 U.S. intelligence agencies, concluded that Iran froze its nuclear weapons program in 2003, and an earlier NIE concluded that Iran's involvement in Iraq "is not likely to be a major driver of violence there."</I> <P>

While the United States has been plagued by the increasing politicization of intelligence-prime examples being the October 2002 National Intelligence Estimate on Iraq and the creation within the Pentagon of a special intelligence entity (the Office of Special Programs, under the guidance of Douglas Feith) whose sole purpose was to introduce into the policymaking body data and information which had been rejected by the intelligence community as unfounded-the entire work of the intelligence community cannot be dismissed out of hand, especially when it publishes a major finding which clashes with the position held by an activist administration. The fact that the U.S. intelligence community and the Bush administration do not agree on the specifics of how Iran constitutes a threat to America in and of itself begs intervention in the form of congressional oversight. It is not unpatriotic for Congress to hold hearings for the purpose of discerning the facts surrounding a given policy. When such policies involve war or the threat of war, the need is even more imperative, and the failure of Congress to act accordingly represents a dereliction of duty which must not be ignored by the American people, whom Congress purports to represent. <P> <I>

"WHEREAS, an attack on Iran is likely to cause untold thousands of American and Iranian casualties, lead to major economic dislocations, and threaten a much wider and more disastrous war in the Middle East." </I> <P>

While it is currently in vogue for ideologues and proponents of neoconservative ideology to promote a <I>"limited airstrike"</I> against Iran, anyone with any military experience will point out that no plan survives initial contact with the enemy. The Iranian government will have a say in how it will choose to respond in case of an unprovoked American military strike, however limited it might be. Any Iranian retaliation might prompt an American counter-retaliation, and one might find a limited strike quickly spiraling out of control and threatening full-scale conflagration. The American economy has been bankrupted by the war in Iraq, and the American military, especially the Army and Marines, is stretched to its breaking point. While an argument can be made that any limited strike would rely primarily on the resources of the Air Force and Navy, if the conflict escalates, this will no longer be the case. Given the fact that any attack on Iran would represent an elective war rather than a war of national security, there is no compelling reasoning which cites the so-called national interest for the United States to consider any military action against Iran, either now or in the future. <P> <I>

"WHEREAS, a pre-emptive U.S. military attack on Iran would violate international law and our commitments under the U.N. Charter and further isolate the U.S. from the rest of the world." </I> <P>

Most Americans remain ignorant of the laws which govern our nation, and the document which serves as the foundation of these laws. The United States Constitution, in Article 6, declares that international treaties and agreements ratified by a two-thirds vote in the Senate become the supreme law of the land. The United States is a signatory to the charter of the United Nations, and the charter has been ratified by the U.S. Senate. As such, the United States is bound by international law and its own Constitution to not only reject pre-emptive warfare (a notion cited by the Nuremburg tribunals as the greatest of all war crimes, since it is from pre-emptive war of aggression that all other war crimes are born), but note that the United States can justify going to war only as a result of legitimate self-defense (i.e., in response to an attack), per Article 51 of the U.N. charter, or as a result of a Chapter VII resolution of the United Nations Security Council authorizing the use of military force. <P>

The Bush administration violated every legal principle the United States claims to represent, internationally and domestically, when it pre-emptively invaded Iraq in 2003, without provocation and void of any Chapter VII authorization. Two wrongs do not make a right, and it is imperative that the Congress take action to make sure that the administration is not permitted to embark on a similarly illegal and illegitimate course of action regarding Iran. <P> <I>

"WHEREAS, An attack on Iran is likely to inflame hatred for the U.S. in the Middle East and elsewhere, inspire terrorism, and lessen the security of Americans in Chicago and worldwide."</I> <P>

The reputation of the United States has been severely harmed by the irresponsible actions of the Bush administration in Iraq. Without condoning the actions of groups such as al-Qaida, it is important to understand that irresponsible American action abroad does manifest itself in a backlash, and that often this backlash comes in the form of terrorism. Any U.S. attack on Iran would only reinforce the opinions of those in the world already disposed against the United States, and draw many more into their ranks. The only way to truly win the war on terror is to identify the point at which an individual decides to embrace terror as a means of achieving an objective, along with the means for which such a decision was made, and then to take actions to prevent that point from ever being reached. To operate as if American policy and actions in Iraq, and the potential of similar actions and activities in Iran, do not influence this equation is simply to ignore reality and embrace ignorance. <P> <I>

"WHEREAS, The Iraq war and occupation has already cost the lives of over 4,000 American soldiers, the maiming and wounding of over 38,000 American soldiers, the death and maiming of over one million Iraqi civilians."</I> <P>

The war in Iraq has already killed far too many people, American and Iraqi alike. This war is widely recognized as being unsustainable. The key question that must be answered by those who champion a <I>"stay the course"</I> approach is, <I>"How big do you want the Iraqi War Memorial to be?"<I> It is already 4,070-plus names too big. Expanding the conflict to include Iran would not only extend this unwinnable (and unjustified) war, but it would also expand the size of whatever memorial is eventually built to commemorate this national folly. And while America will probably never construct a memorial to the Iraqi people we are responsible for killing and wounding, it should be understood that these people will never be forgotten by their fellow Iraqis, and indeed the rest of the world. To extend this human suffering and tragedy into Iran would be to create a level of suffering for which America can never, and should never, be forgiven. <P> <I>

"WHEREAS, According to the nonpartisan National Priorities Project, the Iraq War and occupation has cost American taxpayers more than $500 billion, the citizens of Chicago nearly $5.2 billion, and the citizens of each of Chicago's 50 wards an average of $104 million, and <P>

"WHEREAS, Any conflict with Iran is likely to incur far greater costs and divert more precious national resources away from critical human needs in Chicago and its 50 wards." </I> <P>

As the American economy continues to suffer under the strains of the second most expensive war in U.S. history (after World War II), and as the Pentagon continues to consume national treasure which is sorely needed for domestic programs involving the health, education and general welfare of the people, it must be recognized that, in going to war against Iraq, President Bush actually declared war on the American people. Any military action against Iran would only magnify the economic consequences of this criminal folly. <P> <I>

"BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Chicago does hereby urge the Illinois Congressional delegation to clearly express the will of the people of Chicago in opposing any U.S. attack on Iran, and urging the Bush Administration to pursue diplomatic engagement with that nation, and __"BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That suitable copies of the resolution be forwarded to President George W. Bush and all members of the Chicago Congressional delegation." </I> <P>

America claims to be the greatest functioning democracy in the world today. While our system is in reality a democratic republic, the will of the people is in fact expressed through those whom they elect to represent them in higher office. The resolution of the Chicago City Council opposing war on Iran is as strong a statement as can be made by a free people outside of an election. For this resolution to have any real meaning, it must be made clear to those in the Illinois congressional delegation, especially those representing the people of Chicago, that this resolution is not simply a collection of words, but rather a collection of political will, and that any representative who fails to act in a manner reflective of the serious intent of this resolution will be held to account. Such accountability is what completes the cycle of representative democracy, and if those whom the citizens of Chicago elect to represent them in Congress fail to respond to the collective resolve of their constituencies, then they must do so at their own political peril if this resolution is to have any meaning. <P>

I am proud of the City Council members for standing up in defense of the ideals and values of not only the citizens of the great city of Chicago but also for setting an example that all cities, towns and villages across America should follow in the coming weeks so that the collective will of the people can resonate within the halls of Congress, and a senseless and illegal war with Iran can be averted. I have always believed that the true strength of America is best measured by the principled action of its people. Chicago is leading the way by taking a principled stand. It is now up to the rest of America to follow suit.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Scott Ritter</font> a former Marine Corps intelligence officer, was a chief inspector for the United Nations Special Commission in Iraq from 1991 until 1998. He is the author of several books; <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/104-6025813-8319912?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Target+Iran&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go">"Target Iran,"</A> with a new afterword by the author, was recently released in paperback by Nation Books.
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Show Us Your 1040, Mrs. McCain! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

BY Joe Conason </font> <P>

Double standards are endemic in American journalism. But Cindy McCain, wife of the Republican presidential candidate, displayed poor taste in flaunting her family's special immunity from press scrutiny. Declaring on NBC's Today that she would <I>"never"</I> release her income tax returns even if she becomes first lady, the Arizona beer heiress showed no concern that she and her husband will have to meet the same tests as other would-be White House occupants-ever. <P>

Unfortunately, the arrogance of Mrs. McCain is probably well founded. <P>

While her personal net worth is estimated somewhere north of $50 million, she can surely rely upon the discretion of right-wing media organizations and commentators, which so far have given her and her husband a free pass on the income tax question. In contrast to their unrelenting demands for absolutely complete disclosure by Bill and Hillary Clinton over alleged or suspected conflicts of interest, the so-called conservative media have remained mum about Mrs. McCain. <P>

That silence similarly contrasts with the hell raised four years ago over Teresa Heinz Kerry's reluctance to reveal her tax returns alongside those of her spouse, the Democratic presidential nominee and senator, John Kerry. Back then The Weekly Standard ran a smirking headline calling her Mr. Kerry's <I>"sugar mommy" </I>for a column that salivated over the <I>"lavish lifestyle"</I> and <I>"vacation homes"</I> to which her tax returns would draw attention. The Standard editors didn't even pretend to any substantive concern. They just wanted to play the politics of envy and elitism. <P>

But the National Review's editors cited weightier reasons for curiosity, including the very size of the Heinz Kerry holdings and the use of her money to finance her husband's presidential campaign, <I>"at least in its bleaker moments," </I>as well as the <I>"potential ... for conflicts (or the perception of conflicts) of interest."</I> So did The Wall Street Journal, in an editorial that said the Kerrys would be <I>"the richest couple ever to live in the White House. ... Their assets should be disclosed to the voters so that they can assess whether there are any potential conflicts of interest."</I> The same editorial noted that since Senator Kerry was proposing to raise taxes on higher income brackets, <I>"most people would probably like to know whether the Kerry household uses tax-avoidance techniques to avoid paying its 'fair share.'"</I> <P>

These partisan sleuths could scarcely contain their outrage when Mrs. Kerry, who had inherited the ketchup fortune of her late husband, John Heinz, cited the privacy of her children as an excuse to resist disclosure. <I>"Privacy? Oh, come off it," </I>scoffed the Review. <I>"How can disclosure of any part of Mrs. Kerry's personal 1040 relate to her children, all of whom are now in their thirties?"</I> <P>

Now comes Mrs. McCain, whose case suspiciously resembles that of Mrs. Kerry. Although she and her straight-talking husband keep their finances separate for tax purposes, her company plane has been flying him and his entourage of lobbyists around the country at bargain rates, a particular boon during the many months when his campaign was out of cash. As for conflicts of interest, the patina of reform has long rubbed off of Senator McCain, whose penchant for using his office to assist donors with federal land swaps and other sweetheart deals should surprise no one paying close attention to his career. <P>

Is there further revealing information to be found in Mrs. McCain's tax returns? Nobody knows except Cindy, but the clues provided in her husband's returns would certainly tantalize those busybodies on the right, if only the McCains were Democrats. For instance, they appear to have used their charitable foundation, in part, to ensure that their children attended elite schools, by strategically donating very large sums to those institutions. They also appear likely to have benefited very handsomely from the Bush tax cuts, which Senator McCain formerly opposed but whose extension he now supports in perpetuity. <P>

Yet Mrs. McCain is getting away with stonewalling on her taxes. <I>"This is a privacy issue,"</I> she said, and nobody has responded with the mockery directed at Mrs. Kerry. (Imagine the gale-force media uproar if the Clintons had refused to release their returns because they claimed to be protecting Chelsea.) Indeed, the deputy editorial page editor of The Journal, who oversaw those august columns when they howled for disclosure from Mrs. Kerry in 2004, dismissed any concern over Mrs. McCain's tax returns as <I>"a fairly marginal issue."</I> <P>

The question that remains is whether other major media outlets-including newspapers, such as The Washington Post, that have urged full disclosure from the Clintons and Kerrys-will challenge the McCains to live up to that same standard. So far, the record is not encouraging.

<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 You may reach Joe via email at:<a href="mailto:jconason@observer.com"> Joe Conason </a>
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"The illegal we do immediately. The unconstitutional takes a little longer."</font> <font color=#000000> ~~~ Henry Kissinger ~ Oct. 28, 1973
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Free At Last - Army Intelligence Analyst Buswell, 'The 9/11 NCO,' Speaks Out_<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Stephen C. Webster, Austin Bureau Chief </font> <P>

AUSTIN, Texas - On Aug. 2, 2006, Sergeant First Class Donald Buswell had his life forever changed by an e-mail. <P>

During his 21 years in the Army, SFC Buswell served in both Iraq conflicts, Bosnia, Rwanda, and Korea. In 2004, Buswell sustained numerous shrapnel injuries from a rocket attack, after attempting to save two Iraqis who were left burning from explosions on a dirt road adjacent Saddam's palace. <P>

SFC Buswell, a decorated soldier, is by numerous measures a patriot who willingly and regularly risked his life in service to the United States. Unfortunately, the United States Army did not see it that way. <P>

On that August day in 2006, Buswell received an e-mail which claimed to refute the<I> "liberal"</I> idea that a jet aircraft cannot vaporize. The e-mail's author intended to support the 9/11 Commission's claim that the plane which hit the Pentagon on 9/11/2001 literally atomized. It was sent to 34 people in the compartmentalized information facility at Ft. Sam Houston. Its allegation was not one Buswell could let pass unanswered. <P>

His response, found in The Iconoclast's first story about SFC Buswell - published Aug. 21, 2006 - refuted the allegation that airplanes can vaporize, and urged his fellow soldiers to support a new investigation into the attacks; to question the official story and <I>"demand answers."</I> <P>

The next day, he was denied entry into his place of work. Soon thereafter, the Army informed him that he was under investigation. In the following days, he was fired from his job, demoted, ordered to undergo a mental health examination, and accused by Col. Luke S. Green, chief of staff at US Army North (Fifth Army), of <I>"making statements disloyal to the United States."</I> <P>

Though under direct orders to avoid speaking to the media, Buswell's story got out via his friends, family, and associates. The Iconoclast has since published three installations of his tale, and this reporter was contracted to retell the tale for Fort Worth Weekly, an alternative paper in North Texas, in May 2007. None of these articles quoted Buswell, as he was still in the military and still under orders of silence. <P>

In April 2008, SFC Buswell became a civilian. It is now his intent, he said during a lengthy interview, to become an advocate for the 9/11 Truth Movement. That discussion follows...<P> <I> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "Thank you for agreeing to your first on-record interview. I'd like to start on the day, Sept. 11, 2001. Tell us the story of how you came to understand what had happened." <P> <B>

BUSWELL:</B> "First, let me say that I'm just a regular guy. I'm not seeking fame or anything like this. But there comes a time when you have to do things - your duty, what is morally correct and right - to say something, or maybe do something, and push the envelope. That's where I see myself. I'm not a radical, one way or another. <P>

"On Sept. 11, 2001, I was in Korea. At around 4:30 in the afternoon Korea time, I noticed there was a slight commotion at the main gates. They had barricades in the corners of the parking lots. Looked like they were getting ready for an exercise. I didn't think much of it. I was just, 'Oh, okay, moving barricades in, they'll check IDs a bit more vigorously, whatever.' <P>

"Well, we all know what happened that night. About 10:30 p.m. Korea time, I turn on the TV and boom ... A friend of mine, a German girl, came down and we were watching TV. We just couldn't believe what we were seeing. It was the business channel, and they had video of New York, with one of the towers burning. We were like, 'What are we looking at? Is this a movie?' <P>

"We watched it and slowly began to realize that it was genuine. And when we saw the other plane hit, I said that it was deliberate. Completely intentional. She was shocked, and I immediately called up work and asked, 'Do I need to come in?' But I was told no, just come in in the morning. <P>

"When I came back, on the morning of the 12th, the barricades were in place to secure traffic. The roads were backed up for miles and miles. I walked there, so it was no problem. But that's when it started ... Months and months - years and years - of just thinking about it, studying it. I kept asking myself, who benefited? Who benefited immediately? Who benefited long term? <P>

"When the stuff about [WTC complex owner] Larry Silverstein came up, when he said on TV to 'pull' WTC 7, then seeing building seven falling in on itself with no apparent motivation to fall down ... You know, I used to be an EOD [Explosive Ordinance Disposal] in the Army, so I know a bit about how explosives blow up - you know, fast burn explosives, slow burn explosives, I know what the yields are, went through the Army's training on it - and that building was demolished. It was intentional, the middle caved in first, then the whole thing fell in on itself. <P>

"And with the twin towers, well, when I first saw it on TV, live of course, and again and again on video over the years, I at first resisted my instinct that there were bombs in the buildings. I was like, 'That's too much for me to handle. I don't want to believe that, because it would mean that possibly people in my government did that, or high up corporations, or organized criminals, or ... Someone on the inside.' <P>

"And if they did put the bombs in the buildings and they were razed from inside, then what about the passenger manifests from those four planes? And what about the video tapes? And what about the perfect passport of Mohammed Atta flying out of the burning building and landing in the rubble? That's just unbelievable ... Doesn't make sense. But this information is coming from my government, so it has to have been spun. <P>

"Professionally, at work, I remember bringing this up four or five times to different Army units. In Korea, I worked in the Information Operations (IO) cell at 8th US Army in Seoul. I brought it up to my boss, said it was kinda fishy, and he gave me the north-south nod, kinda like, 'Yeah, it is crazy, but be careful what you say.' <P>

"When I was at Ft. Hood, I told my boss there, 'This just doesn't add up.' He goes, 'Yeah, well, you have some good points, but you're buying into conspiracy theories, and I just don't believe it.' And I've found that a lot of people in the military intelligence community have ignored their thoughts; they're putting aside their own ability to think rationally, and they're doing what they are told. Their bosses, and their bosses' bosses, are not thinking on their own, and following a very narrow road with no deviating. They are telling them what to look for in the professional actions we Intelligence Analysts use, the tools we use; Priority Intelligence Requirements (PIR) are sets of priorities. Local commands determine where and what tools to use to solve these questions. <P>

"Me...I was all over the place all the time. I was always bumping into the walls, asking 'Why can't we explore over here? Why can't we follow this lead?' Eventually I started saying to people, 'Look, 9/11 is the main thing. We're going to war over this stuff, and it needs to be reexamined." <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "So when you received the e-mail with the F4 slamming into a concrete wall, with the author claiming that the jet was atomized, just like the alleged jet that hit the Pentagon, that was just something you couldn't let slip past without a response?" <P> <B>

BUSWELL:</B> "That e-mail was unsolicited, so I replied back to everybody. I said, 'Look, this is the problem, it doesn't make sense, the answers given to us by the government don't make sense, and we're all being lied to. We need a new investigation. We must demand it, period.' And that was it. Now, here we are. <P>

"Almost eight years after that all happened, the same people are still in power, the same questions are still unanswered, and our problems are getting worse. Gas prices are going through the roof, and the war is unending. People are very distracted from what is actually causing their problems. I think we need to back up and look at that event. The world has been divided into pre-9/11 and post-9/11." <P>

"When all that happened, I was honestly scared. I didn't know what would happen to me or my career. But, thank God for the Iconoclast. After the first story hit, they backed off. By the time that Fort Worth paper picked up on it, I was totally exonerated." <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST: </B>"You served in the military for 21 years. Why did you join? Where were you in life at that point?" <B> <P>

BUSWELL: </B>"I was born and raised in New Hampshire. I went to Gilford High School, graduated in 1983. Kind of an average student - I was on the ski team, did some weightlifting, track and field, shot-put, discus, javelin, stuff like that. It is a rural community, lots of pretty trees, really cold winters, but beautiful summers. <P>

"I always wanted to go into the Army. I looked at it as a ticket out, as a way to go different places, see a thing or two in my life. But before I did that, I was very mindful of punching tickets on the way up. I was obligated by a sense of duty to fulfill the two-year Mormon mission for The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints. <P>

"So, I did. My mission was to the West Indies. I have lived in Barbados, Saint Martin N.A., Antigua, and St. Vincent. It wasn't too long after the invasion of Grenada; when President Reagan sent U.S. soldiers in there - in the very black and white rationalization I made at that time, it was, 'Well, gee, you know, we couldn't be here doing this kind of work if the soldiers didn't come in a year or two before to clean up the radical communist elements to allow us to walk around in the streets eating mangos and looking very out of place doing, or pretending to be doing, missionary work. <P>

"So, I was with one of the first groups of missionaries to go down there in the mid-80s to open up those islands, and I really learned a lot. It was a lot of hard work, but it was a very good experience. Set me up to be a more mature person in life, or at least I like to think so. Seeing that we could do our work because of the military, I decided I would get involved with it. <P>

"My first job was with EOD [explosive ordinance disposal], and after I got out of that I went into metalworking. I like working with my hands, and I did that for three years. When it was time to reenlist, they gave me a bonus and a military intelligence analyst job. This was 1990. Right before I was supposed to ship out to Germany, Saddam invaded Kuwait, so we got all geared up to deploy. <P>

"When I came back from Desert Storm in 1991, they announced the first of the big draw down plans. I wanted to stay in, so I moved around to a couple places in Germany, and eventually got transferred to Ft. Hood. I must have been there 12 years before getting a transfer to Ft. Sam Houston's intelligence facility. <P>

"Finally, after I'd gotten married and bought a house, I decided that I really didn't want to move around much anymore. And all this ... All this crap with me getting in trouble with Fifth Army for that e-mail - I wanted to stay in the military for probably another five years, even with all of what is going on. But what they did was too much, and I decided it was time to retire from the Army." <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "You'd been questioning the official story on the 9/11 attacks almost since the day it happened, but you kept it quiet for some time. When did you first start speaking out on your doubts?"<B> <P>

BUSWELL:</B> "When I was with Fifth Army, I told our Intelligence Chief, CW3 Mario Torres, that I never wanted to be assigned to anything that has to do with 9/11. I told him, 'If you put me on 9/11 stuff, you're going to have a huge conflict, 'cause I'm not going to tow the line.' <P>

"He said, 'Okay, thanks for telling me. I don't agree with that, but it's fine for you to have those views. You like beer and I like wine.' That's what he said, so I was like, 'Okay, so long as we understand each other.' I didn't want to do that everywhere else I went in the military. I didn't want to tell all my commanding officers every time I had a new assignment." <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "So, it didn't surface as an issue, at least initially, and you let it slide. But the day you received that e-mail, what was different?" <B> <P>

BUSWELL: </B>"I had received many unsolicited e-mail forwards from this person before. I didn't know him, because I was part of the intel network on Ft. Sam Houston. They showed me a courtesy by including me in the sharing of their unclassified e-mails. I might have read 10 or 15 percent of them, 'cause I always had more important things to do. <P>

"This one, though, caught my attention because it had to do with 9/11. It was a photograph of an F4 Phantom, attached to a sled on the ground, accelerated to nearly 600 miles per hour, smashing into a hardened concrete barrier. The author said that all these conspiracy kooks - which I took to mean everyone outside of this e-mail network - are totally wrong, and we're the ones that are holding the line of truth. He included me into that, and I said no, I'm not part of the group of people who believe this. <P>

"He was saying that anybody that says a plane did not hit the Pentagon just needs to look at this photograph and see that they're full of shit. And I can understand that someone could believe him, following this weak logic, if they look at the world as black and white. So I deleted the e-mail. <P>

"When I came back from lunch, about an hour and a half later, it really started to bug me. I said, you know, 'I've seen this stuff happen a lot, and I've turned away from it, and not spoken out about it.' So, I undeleted the message, hit reply all, and said what I said. I do not regret it one bit. Not one bit at all. <P>

"My logic and reasoning on this matter is sound. I've been looking at this thing for years, and there's just no possible way the official story is accurate. The Pentagon is not a hardened structure; it was built during World War II. It is a weak structure. So linking the alleged plane at the Pentagon with this F4 jet angered me. It was insulting to me. <P>

"I didn't tailor the response in an offensive way. I simply said, 'If the Pentagon were hit by a plane, there would be a 190-foot wingspan impact on the building, which there was not. There would be two large engine holes in the building, which there was not. There'd be tail wreckage, bodies and debris everywhere, but there wasn't. <P>

"Compare the impact hole at either World Trade Center tower to the impact hole at the Pentagon. At the WTC, it looked like a silhouette of a plane, right through steel. If a plane hit the Pentagon, there would be a similar silhouette, a plane punching through concrete. But there wasn't. It was just a 16-foot hole. That just doesn't add up. <P>

"When you study this subject like I have, you uncover things from time to time that make you say, 'wow.' You find things that just add fuel to the fire. When I wrote that e-mail, I didn't know this at the time, but on Sept. 10, 2001, SECDEF Rumsfeld said in a press conference, 'Hey, we've lost $2.3 trillion dollars.' <P>

"Two point three trillion dollars?!? Most of us can't even imagine that sort of money. So then I started thinking, 'What part of the Pentagon was hit?' Turns out, it was the comptroller, the accounting department. That part of the Pentagon. I mean, I'm not making this up! This is genuine. We keep finding new things about 9/11 that weakens the government's story. And each time it gets weakened, every three or four months or so, I'm just stunned that we, as a Republic, aren't doing something about this. Where is the outrage? At the gas pump?" <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "So, on that day in August, 2006, you decided it was your time to act, and you send this e-mail to some 34 people on a government network. You didn't think it would cause trouble?" <B> <P>

BUSWELL:</B> "Well, actually avoiding trouble was not on my radar screen, I had to act, out of my sense of duty; responding was the right thing, the correct thing to do. <P>

"I sent the e-mail after lunch, and around 3:30 p.m. I sensed something was wrong. The next morning, I came in to work about five minutes early. The G2, Mr. Douglas Raymond, Fifth Army, was talking to CW3 Mario Torres, right there in the door that leads into SCIF. They saw me coming and both immediately went outside and told me to not go in. <P>

"Then the security manager came in with a folder in his hand with my name on it. We went in the back and he asked me, 'What did you do?' I'm looking at him like, 'What do you mean?' He tells me, 'That e-mail you sent got a lot of attention. The chief of staff is pissed off.' <P>

"He said, 'My role in all of this is that your security clearance has been suspended locally, so you can't work here anymore.' And I understood that. I know security clearance procedure. I asked, 'What do I do now?' and he told me to report to the supply room, basically a non-entity, to hang out with some of the other soldiers who were in trouble. Nobody told me anything for a while after that. <P>

"The whole next week was just full of rumors. I spent a lot of time talking to my father about this case. Then, on Wednesday, they put a clamp on me, told me that I was not to talk about this anymore, gave me 15-6 papers, and formally launched the investigation. <P>

[A 15-6 is a formal investigation the US Army uses when it investigates itself or one of its members. It is the same classification of investigation employed during the Abu Ghraib torture scandal.] <P>

"I asked them what the charges were, and they said there were none, 'But what we're looking for is that you made statements disloyal to the United States in that e-mail.' I'm like, 'Okay, whatever, colonel. I acknowledge what you're saying, so let me get out of here.' <P>

"I took my 15-6 papers, took the e-mails, and said to myself, 'I'm not going to let them Jessica Lynch me. I'm not going to let them tell the first story, because the first story is not going to be correct. I am going to tell my story first, and it will be 100 percent correct, which it is. My story, the correct story, the True story, is the only one that you'll read. <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "And how did you go about reaching out to The Iconoclast when you were under orders to avoid speaking with the press?" <B> <P>

BUSWELL:</B> "Captain Eric May directed me to The Iconoclast, but more on that later. I knew that with Jessica Lynch, with that BS story they told about her, how she single-handedly shot all these Iraqi's and saved her convoy ... Then she goes on TV and says, 'I never fired my rifle.' So, who do you believe? The spinsters, or the actual soldier? I refused to let the military turn this to make me look bad as they invariably would try. <P>

"Captain Eric May told me that I needed to do that. He suggested that a good defense is a strong offense, and that it could give me protection, and I believed him. I knew I wasn't disloyal, I knew I wasn't unpatriotic, and I knew that they were full of shit when they were doing this. I was thinking, 'How dare they do this to me! How dare they! Because 9/11 was mentioned, they have to do this to me? Who wrote this script? What manual are they operating out of to get instructions on how to deal with this situation? And make no mistake, this sort of situation, with 9/11 questioners in the military, is coming up a lot recently. <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "Captain Eric May is a writer with The Iconoclast and a known figure in the 9/11 Truth Movement. He and his on-line group, Ghost Troop, have the stated intent of preventing another potential 9/11-like attack in the United States, from the vantage point of people who believe the first series of attacks were orchestrated by the U.S. Government. When did you first encounter him?" <B> <P>

BUSWELL:</B> "The Fall of 2005, I was in 3rd Signal Brigade at Ft. Hood. I was running the INTEL shop for the entire brigade. I was looking on InfoWars.com, and I read this article Alex Jones had published about this guy in Houston named Eric May, a former Army officer. There were pictures of Captain May in his uniform ... <P>

"What he was saying was that there was a nuclear response team in Houston doing a terror drill, and he believed it had a possibility of going live, like the terror drills on 9/11 that were simulating the things that actually happened that day. I hadn't been exposed to this, and I had no idea what he were talking about. Personally, I wanted to see if this guy was for real, so I sent him an e-mail. <P>

"Within a day he wrote back with a detailed history of his military experience. I did some more research and found out that he's a very intelligent guy who writes very well. I kept an eye on this guy, reading his stories, just observing the e-mails passed through Ghost Troop, which is just a Yahoo Group. When I got to Ft. Sam Houston in April of 2006, I joined the e-mail group. I clicked on a link that allowed me to read bulletin board messages. <P>

"I had a lot of free time on my hands then. My family had not moved down to Ft. Sam just yet, so I figured I'd read what this group was talking about, maybe I'll post some questions to see what comes up. I may have posted 20 or 30 messages in total, but didn't dwell on it because I had other things to do. Then, this e-mail thing came up. <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "Was there any discussion within Fifth Army as to your association with Ghost Troop?" <B> <P>

BUSWELL:</B> "When they put me in a classified environment at Fifth Army, I sought legal advice with the G2 Legal advisor, Mr. Kevin Kapitan about my views concerning 9/11, and my involvement with a cyber intelligence group that was interested in preventing another 9/11-style event in the United States. <P>

"He and I had been talking for perhaps six weeks, in great detail about 9/11. He shared with me how he thought the official story was a bunch of BS, and he told me about how former SECDEF Rumsfeld told him and his associates in a meeting shortly after 9-11, 'You guys will do what we tell you to do.' Mr. Kapitan said he was never comfortable with that, and he made me feel like I could speak openly with him and bounce my opinions off him. <P>

"So I said to him, 'I might be involved in a conflict of interest, and I need your professional opinion. I'm involved with a group on-line, 300 or so people from all over the world, that sends messages back and forward with really no coordination. But the bottom line is, this group wants to prevent another 9/11-style event here in the United States.' <P>

"When I told him that, his jaw dropped. I don't know if it was shock in what I was telling him, or shock in that I had the balls to tell him all of this. But, he told me what I knew he would say - 'It's a good idea to disassociate with that group. It could be construed that you are actually working for this group, and you are in an environment where you could be exposed to top secret material.' <P>

"I'm thinking, 'Okay, Ghost Troop doesn't pay my bills, the Army does.' My loyalties are with the military, so I promptly quit. Resigned. Captain May did not like that one bit. He saw me as his INTEL guy on the inside. <P>

"Captain May told me, at first, he thought I was a disinformation agent, and that he thought I was investigating him, especially when I asked him for his social security number. I just wanted to check on his former clearances. And when I checked it, I found the record to be archived. I usually have access to pull that stuff up, but there was no further information available aside from the archive. <P>

"I realized that I was in a position where I could not just click the un-subscribe link to this Yahoo Group and be done with it. So, I wrote a little paragraph explaining my resignation thinking that's the end of it.* Captain May thought it was contrived, thought I had my arm twisted. And it was after that when the whole e-mail thing blew up." <P>

[*SFC Buswell's further dealings with Ghost Troop will be detailed in a future edition of The Lone Star Iconoclast.] <P> <B>

BUSWELL:</B> "Between those two things happening, I had a pulmonary embolism. That did happen. A blood clot came out of my left leg, lodged in my lung and got caught. They put me immediately in a CAT scan and found the scar on my lung. Laying in the scan, the pain was so bad, later, in researching this Pulmonary Embolism situation, I found out that I almost died. Seventy-five percent of people who go to the ER for a pulmonary embolism die. They're dead. I was lucky, and only stayed in the hospital for three days. <P>

"Soon afterward, what Captain May had done was, well, he published an article claiming my embolism was a botched assassination attempt against me. I'll tell you, right up front, that bothered me greatly. It bothered me that I would be manipulated, or my position could be manipulated that way, and I didn't want that to happen, or that my story would be told with no permission from me, or authorization from me. I do admit that it is very convenient to have this embolism at this time, and what a good cover it could have been for an assassination attempt - but I don't know, so I will leave it at that. <P>

"Things were written after that which I am not proud of or happy with, but that's how it is. I don't think my involvement with Ghost Troop was illegal or immoral in any way. Things happen and you move on. But, Captain May is determined to fight the information war, and I'm supportive of his efforts. <P>

"There is a rat's nest of people out there trying to drag our country into another war, more war, more chaos. I'm not pretending to know who those people are or how they operate. But if there's something I can do to stop them, then I want to know about it. Whether Captain May is right or wrong doesn't matter. He is fulfilling what he believes to be the remainder of his military oath, to protect and defend the constitution against enemies foreign and domestic. Believe him or not, he's sincere, and there's no harm in it if he's wrong." <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "But Ghost Troop didn't end up playing a role in the untimely end of your military career?" <B> <P>

BUSWELL:</B> "No, it did not. It was never mentioned in any documentation by the US Army as charging me that being part of this group was part of, or the reason for, this 15-6. But, it was all too convenient to have me involved with Ghost Troop as something for the investigating officer to chew on, though when US Army North found out I had already discussed and disclosed this to the Legal office, it really took the wind out of their sails. <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "So, you're under investigation, you've been fired, had your security clearance revoked, accused of disloyalty to your country ... What does the Army do with you?" <B> <P>

BUSWELL: </B>I requested from Sergeant Major Nieves, the CSM for US Army North that since the 15-6 went nowhere, and nothing was to be done, either put me back to work in the INTEL shop or let me find a good, meaningful job to complete my time in the Army. So, I went to the medical holding company on base. They need a lot of help, and I became a medical hold platoon sergeant. I did that for my last year in the military, and I loved it: best job I've ever had, helping guys who are seriously wounded. <P>

"I remember my first day. I had a list of names and no idea where they all were. One of my soldiers was in intensive care. I will call him 'Sergeant Nick' to protect his identity. I went into his room and this guy, he's all banged up, missing his legs and bandages all over his hands. I was deeply moved, so much that I almost had to turn away for fear of me tearing up, especially since I had been in Iraq. <P>

"So, I say, 'Hey, Sergeant Nick, I'm your new platoon sergeant. Just call me Sergeant First Class Buswell.' <P>

"Sergeant Nick looked at me, smiled, and said, 'Oh, hey Sergeant Buswell, hopefully I'll be back to work soon.' <P>

"But ... I don't think he fully realized that both of his legs were gone below his knees, or the reality had set-in yet. He was shrinking away at about 105 lbs. - a guy in his mid-20s. There were pictures of him on the wall, before he got blown up by an IED in Iraq. Those were good for him to see, to help him remember what he was like before. <P>

"One day I asked if I could get anything for him. He didn't want anything to drink, and instead asked for ice cream. So, I got him some ice cream, but his hands were all bandaged and burned up, and he was, basically, helpless. I spoon fed him this ice cream, and I was nearly in tears because I was in Iraq, I saw my friends get killed. I was wounded, too, and I saw it happen all the time. I could empathize. And here I am, feeding this young hero ice cream. <P>

"I was so humbled by the assignment, helping these guys. I went and told my wife about it, and she told her mother. They went and made 40 of these wonderful Easter baskets for my guys at the medical facility. ... To me, that was the best job ever, being able to serve these people, all of them scarred physically, emotionally ... But, the whole time I was worried that the Army would try to screw 'em. <P>

"And that happens, you know. They'll come to a wounded soldier and say, 'Okay, you can take $100,000 right now. Sign this paper and you'll forgo any further claims.' The soldiers just want to get well, be treated normally, and go back to their lives, so they go for it, sometimes. Years down the road, it's a tragedy. It's the government forgoing its moral obligation to them, and that's inexcusable. <P>

"I still get calls to this day, from guys who are over there, like, 'Hey Sergeant Buswell, I wish you were back here, man. Things were so much better when you were here because I could just come talk to you about stuff.' <P>

"I miss that. I mean, I really miss that kind of work. But, all things come to pass. I'd do it again if I could. Sergeant Nick is still at Brook Army Medical Center, but I haven't talked to him in a few months. Hopefully, he's getting his prosthetic legs about now." <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "And seeing the situation these guys are in, being there in the Army hospital just compounded your determination to push for the end of the war? 9/11 Truth? How did this affect your continuing mission?"<B> <P>

BUSWELL:</B> "It's very clear: go right at the source of all this. I've seen pictures of Saddam Hussein shaking hands with Rumsfeld. Saddam was our friend. He attacked Iran when we told him to. He gassed the Kurds with our weapons. He invaded Kuwait when Ambassador April Gillespie, who Saddam asked about what the United States' position is on Kuwait stealing Iraq's territorial oil, gave him the wink and nod. <P>

"Saddam Hussein said in ... I think it was 2000, 'Let me stay in power and I'll sell you all the oil you want, cheaply.' <P>

"Well, they didn't do that, so he started selling Iraq's oil in Euros. He was the first one to do that, before the Euro was even a tangible currency, when the Euro was just a symbol yet to be printed on keyboards. He was selling his oil in Euros to piss us off, very effectively. <P>

"And look what is happening now: many countries are trading in Euros, the dollar is being devalued, and Saddam started all of it. So, I don't know ... Saddam was a bad guy, he was a gangster, but we did business with him. What does that make us? The weapons of mass destruction thing, that was a farce. If we want truth, we've got to go to the genesis of today's problems: 9/11. <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST:</B> "What do you want to see happen?" <B> <P>

BUSWELL:</B> "I'd like to see a real investigation into 9/11. Every possibility looked at, nothing overlooked. Everything examined. I don't know if it can be done internally, such as the last one. We have laws on our books to support that type of investigation, but I think it can be ultimately corrupted like the first one was. I think the US military is going to have to do it. <P>

"The United States military is the only group that can effectively and objectively get to the bottom of 9/11. Military trained interrogators are the ones who will have to put these gangsters in a room and get the information out of them; not through torture. <P>

"I don't believe you get right answers through that - no Rumsfeld, Jack Bauer tactics. '24' is just some crazy [television] show, not reality. I'm not talking about operations like we have at Guantanamo Bay now with US military interrogations of farmers and hapless inductees into the Taliban Army. I'm talking about who is benefiting and has benefited from 9/11. That's where we start. <P>

"My whole point is to get a message to members of the military: 'Obey your oath, do what you feel is right.' I've made decisions that I felt were right and caught heat for it. I call on all the military: 'If you see something wrong, question it. If you see something that's not right, illegal, question it. Get out of that box you're in. If you follow that path, if you take the road of least resistance, people will die. People have died. I want you think for yourself. I want the military to think independently.' <P>

"Sadly, we recently saw Admiral Fallon, an independent thinker who was standing against the administration's plans to attack Iran, routed from command. I have effectively been routed from command as well. It is going to take hundreds more to be routed before this takes hold. <P>

"Right now, in the INTEL sections of the Army, the Navy, Air Force, Marines ... everywhere, in Homeland Security, the defense department, state department, they are beginning to question. It will take more people going through what I experienced to really shake things up, however. <P>

"My message to the military is this: 'Question everything. Be a student of history. Stay on top of current events. Remember your oath. And defend the constitution at all costs. It is the ultimate requirement of your service, all else fail.' <P>

"Solving 9/11 is going to require our military. I don't think we need an investigation with European influence, or Japanese influence. I think they all have noble intentions, but we've got laws on our books for terrorism, treason, and murder. All, it appears likely, were committed on 9/11. We have rules on our books to solve this. <P>

"If it ultimately comes down to it, we may have to round up these thugs and have them all shot in the internal courtyard section of the Pentagon. After a trial, of course - punishment carried out right where it all began. <P>

"Now, I'm not saying who should be shot. I don't know. But the military needs to uncover this, but they won't. Not yet, anyway, because they have to obey the civilian leaders. Thank God we all swear to uphold the constitution. That, right there, is the basic gospel of the soldier and serviceman. If they don't know what to do, they should read the constitution. <P>

"Yes, the oath does say, 'I will obey the orders of the president of the United States.' But the constitution is supreme. Presidents come and go, constitution remains. It is not a living document; it is not open to interpretation. We can all discuss it, but it's plain and simple. We as soldiers need to obey it. And when we as a Republic get around to enforcing the supreme law, it must be a concerted effort, a coordinated effort, and it must be handled internally. <P>

"My mission is to speak with the military and encourage them to do the right thing. When you see something not right, like what I saw, and you bring it up to command but they leave you with no options, you have to reach out there and send that mortar over the wall. I want an investigation. 9/11 must be solved. Put the mess behind us and move on. <P>

"I mean, Iraq. Almost six years now. What for? The goal posts keep changing, the objectives keep changing. Even the definition of victory is unclear. Sadly, the American people have such a short attention span because of our media, with its drive-by information tactics, that we just don't remember, or it doesn't sink in. <P>

"If anything I've said sinks in with anyone, I hope it is this: 'We must go back to the source. We must solve this 9/11 crime, or we risk losing our country and our freedom.'" <P> <B>

ICONOCLAST: </B>"Thank you for speaking with us." <B> <P>

BUSWELL:</B> "Oh no, thank you. I'm not sure where I'd be today without The Iconoclast. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto: stephencwebster@gmail.com">Stephen C. Webster</A> </font>
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The Silver Lining Of Economic Collapse <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Student Loans Crunch Starves Greedy Colleges </font> <br>

By Ted Rall <P>

NEW YORK--First came school vouchers, subsidizing private schools with public money. Now, as the economy contracts, the government faces mounting pressure to pour increasing amounts of our tax dollars into private colleges and universities as well. <P>

The push comes from two fronts: a desire to make sure that student loans keep flowing in spite of the credit crunch, and to raise benefits for veterans returning from Iraq and Afghanistan who are guaranteed an education under the GI Bill. <P>

Student loans are a big segment of the banking industry, amounting to about $85 billion last year. Until recently, they were also hugely profitable. But the credit crunch has caused some lenders to pull out of the federal program. As a result, the pool of money for college loans available has fallen 13 percent. <P>

Congress is considering various ways to make sure students can continue to borrow the money they need. The Ensuring Continued Access to Student Loans Act of 2008 (ECASLA) would increase the amount lent directly by the government. Another Senate bill, supported by Bush, would let the government buy student loans from banks to free up capital for additional loans. <P>

Other bills seek to make college more affordable for veterans, many of whom say they are getting screwed. <I>"They were rather good at saying, 'Join the Marines and get an education; you'll have an opportunity to go to college,'" </I>recalls Kevin Grafeld, 23, a part-time student from Long Island, New York. Despite serving five years in Iraq, he gets a mere $875 per month--not even enough to pay for the community college he attends as a part-time student. <I>"I was 18 and a little naïve,"</I> Grafeld told Newsday. A bill sponsored by Jim Webb of Virginia, a Democrat, would pay for tuition up to the cost of the most expensive public university in a veteran's home state, plus room and board. <P>

How much would these bills cost? It's like Iraq: no one knows. Sponsors say the feds would actually come out ahead on ECASLA, earning a cool $450 million a year in interest and fees on the backs of college kids. <P>

I have a better idea. Do nothing. <P>

The economy may suck, but the last thing the nation's colleges and universities need is more money. There are exceptions, but most are awash in cash. <P>

It's easy to see why: since 1980, tuition at private institutions has gone up at triple the rate of inflation, and twice the rate of people's salaries. As Timothy Egan noted in The Times, <I>"If the cost of milk had risen as fast as college since 1980...a gallon would be $15."</I> <P>

Private schools, especially the elite, are getting an enviable return on their misbegotten windfall profits. Seventy-six colleges hold endowments over $1 billion. Harvard has $35 billion--more than the GDP of 100 of the world's 179 nations. <P>

Nationally, colleges got a 17.2 percent return on their investments in 2007--while spending a mere 4.6 percent of that tsunami of cash on their students. <P>

Public schools are nearly as greedy. Over the last five years, they've hiked tuition 31 percent faster than inflation. According to the AP, it's <I>"the worst record on college prices of any five-year period covered by the survey dating back 30 years." </I> <P>

Why do colleges raise tuition so much faster than the inflation rate? Because they can. <P>

Since 1981, when President Reagan got rid of a financial aid system mostly based on grants (which don't have to be repaid), easy credit on student loans has made it possible for any student to borrow as much as he or she needs--or, to put it another way, however much a college decides to charge. It's simple supply and demand; with no downward pressure on tuition, the warlords of college have an overwhelming temptation to gouge. <P>

And gouge they do. <P>

No one seems to question the wisdom of lending tens of thousands of dollars at above-market compound interest rates to children whose employment history amounts to, at most, a year at Burger King. 17-year-old borrowers have no idea what they're getting into; parents imagine (usually wrongly) that kids' college degree will guarantee them high enough wages to pay it all off and then some. <P>

The average college graduate comes out owing $24,200 in student loans. And that's an average. Many owe more--much more--in a non-existent job market. Saddled with crushing monthly payments as high as a home mortgage in some areas, millions of young people are forced to move back home. According to a 2002 study for the student lender Nellie Mae, student loan debt forced 38 percent of college graduates to delay buying their first house, 14 percent to get married later, and 21 percent to wait until they're older to have children. <P>

Bankruptcy rates among young adults in their 20s are soaring, but default rates on student loans remain relatively low, under five percent. (Laws have been changed so that bankruptcy doesn't relieve your obligation to repay student loans). <P>

Students and taxpayers get poorer. Colleges get richer. <P>

But what if the worst fears of the credit crunch worrywarts came to pass? What if the student loan system collapsed entirely? <P>

For several years, few poor and middle-class kids would be able to afford college. To be sure, it would be a painful transition. Millions of kids would drop out, forced to defer their dreams. But it would be good in the long run--for the country and even for them. <P>

College CEOs (let's not call the heads of these mega-for-profit vampire capitalism firms mere <I>"presidents"</I>) who wanted their companies to survive would be forced to recognize the new market reality. They would streamline their operations and reduce wasteful spending so they could cut tuition and other expenses. As Harvard and other Ivy League schools have already begun to do, they'd dip into the hundreds of billions of dollars currently sitting idly and uselessly in endowment investment accounts. And tuition would drop. <P>

The collapse of the student loan racket--banning them entirely would be ideal--could be one of the best results of the recession. But only if we let it happen.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear DOT Sekretariat Peters, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your constant violation of federals laws to keep Mexican trucks off American highways so our corpo-rat masters can make a buck even if it kills American families by the score, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Junta Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with saphire clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 05-25-2008. We salute you Frau Peters, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 
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Is She A Trojan Rabbit? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

WASHINGTON: Now Barack Obama faces a true dilemma: how best to punish Hillary Clinton. <P>

After 15 months of fighting her off, as she veered wildly from bully to victim, as she brandished any ice pick at hand, whether racial, sexual, mathematical or marital (in the form of her Vesuvian husband), Obama must decide the most efficacious means of doing to Hillary what she has been trying to do to him: putting her in her place. <P>

Her last resort is to continue to press the <I>"Psssst - he's a black man"</I> tactic. She insisted to USAToday, after the North Carolina and Indiana slide, that she has a broader base, citing an Associated Press article <I>"that found how Senator Obama's support among working, hard-working Americans, white Americans, is weakening again, and how whites in both states who had not completed college were supporting me."</I>

So how does Obama repay Hillary for running a campaign designed both to unman him and brand him as an unelectable black? Is the most ingenious way to turn the screw by not choosing her as his running mate, or by choosing her? <P>

It is, verily, a sticky wicket. <P>

One top Hillary supporter who is black warns that, despite the giddy dreams of some punch-drunk Democrats, a fusion ticket could backfire because <I>"Americans can't handle too much change at once."</I> <P>

But should Obama ignore that caution and appease Hillary fans by putting her on the ticket? <P>

As president, he could announce that, because Dick Cheney abused the powers of his office so grievously, taking the title <I>"Vice"</I> literally, he intends to shrink the vice presidency back to its <I>"bucket of warm spit"</I> Constitutional prerogatives - presiding over the Senate and taking over if the president goes under anesthesia. <P>

He might also neglect to give Bill (whose acronym would be SLOTUS, Second Lad of the United States) full White House access. <P>

Aside from the delight Bill would get from living at the Naval Observatory and having a huge telescope to window-peep with, there wouldn't be much joy in Hillaryland. <P>

The lady-in-waiting would be surrounded by Obama disciples who disdained her for fighting dirty. And she would be miserable holding up the train of the young prince who usurped her dream, derailing the post-nup she had with Bill to trade places. <P>

As de facto veep for Bill, she had enough leverage over him, due to his shenanigans, to co-opt huge chunks of policy and personnel decisions. <P>

But in a return engagement with Obama at the top, could she really wake up every day in the back seat and wish him well, or would she just be plotting? (Fourteen vice presidents have ascended, after all.) Wouldn't she be, in Monty Python parlance, the Trojan Rabbit behind the gates? <P>

On a positive note, maybe she could bring back all that stuff she pilfered on her way out. <P>

Obama's other option, laid out by Teddy Kennedy on Friday, is to go with someone who wouldn't be a big dark cloud over his sunshiny new politics. <P>

Teddy told Bloomberg's Al Hunt that Obama should choose a partner <I>"in tune with his appeal for the nobler aspirations of the American people."</I> <P>

That would be smart for another reason: Hillary has a strange, unnerving effect on Obama, and whenever he is around her, he's unable to do his best. Probably, it's because she's furious, always shaking his hand off her arm, ignoring him, giving him the evil eye and emasculating him, and the Golden One is not used to such rough treatment. <P>

In the last few days, as Hillary has deflated and Obama and the Democrats have dashed for daylight, he has been more like his old self, flashing his all-is-right-with-the-world smile on the cover of Time, joshing and charming Democrats and Republicans as he wooed superdelegates on the House floor, taking on James Carville for insulting his manhood. <P> <I>

"James Carville is well known for spouting off his mouth without always knowing what he's talking about,"</I> he told Terry Moran on <I>"Nightline."</I> <P>

Obama will never be at his best around Hillary; she drains him of his magical powers. She's Jane Jinx to him. It's a similar syndrome to the one Katharine Hepburn's star athlete and her supercilious fiancé have in <I>"Pat and Mike."</I> <P>

The fiancé is always belittling Hepburn, so whenever he's in the stands, her tennis and golf go kerflooey. Finally, her manager, played by Spencer Tracy, asks the fiancé to stay away from big matches, explaining, <I>"You are the wrong jockey for this chick."<P>

"You know, except when you're around, we got a very valuable piece of property here,"</I> he says, later adding, <I>"When you're around, she's no good, she's dead, see?"</I> <P>

The best way Obama can punish Hillary is to reward himself. He's no good around her, see?

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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The Goldwater Girl And Other Changelings <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

In this life there is one immutable truth. It is that there will be change, whether or not we may approve or desire that change. At this time, there is no place where this is more true than in the battle for the presidency of the United States. The people whom we thought we knew now appear to us as something different than we ever expected from their past performances. <P>

We hear of concerns about the possibility of a <I>"split"</I> in the Democratic party as the result of the no-holds-barred contest between Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama for the Democratic nomination. If this is true, it is not necessarily the fault of the people involved but may be due to the failure of the American public to recognize how severely bifurcated the party has become as the result of the tension created between the desire to consider the welfare of the working class and the desire to win dominance in the halls of government. <P>

As the Democrats continue to jockey for power and privilege they find the voters to be less than compliant with their carefully-laid plans. Most apparent of this syndrome is the campaign of Senator Clinton. Being distrustful of her party's ability to prevail over the opposition, she determined to attempt to appeal to their base in order to beef up her own support. This has been simple for her, inasmuch as her internship in the political field was in the camp of former Republican conservative, Barry Goldwater. Actually, she boasts of her days as a Goldwater Girl. <P>

However, her political leanings were challenged by her relationship with a certain up-and-coming young man named Bill Clinton, who later served two terms as an acceptable Democratic governor and President. Once the White House days were over, she determined to pursue her own political career and availed herself of her husband's support within his party. But some of us wonder, as she makes her appeal to the Reagan Democrats if her indoctrination under the master conservative might still be directing her thinking as to policy as well as to talking points. One might also speculate as to whether her husband's firm friendship with the senior President Bush has any bearing on her political changes. <P>

As Senator Obama trudged along in the path of a traditional Democrat in pursuit of the impossible dream, the improbable candidate found himself being damned by association with one of the heroes of the civil rights movement, one who is known to have associated with and to still be fond of those social warriors from that struggle. These connections are to really scary people, such as the Rev. Martin Luther King, jr, Al Sharpton, Louis Farakhan, the Black Panthers, and the Weather Underground, et al. All of these people and the events in which they participated, by the way, are largely responsible for the fact that we not only got out of Vietnam but have reached the point where a man of color can actually have a chance of becoming our President. <P>

However, even with the <I>"radical preacher"</I> tied about his neck like an albatross, Obama labors on, reaching out to the working class and the poor who are struggling greatly in this time of Bush-o-nomics. We will soon know whether he can reach enough of them with his understanding and care to get them to swallow the last of their inbred racism and support him in his contest or whether the old instincts will compel them to swing to the right and vote Republican-lite due to the racial animus aroused by the words of somebody else. <P>

In any event, the winner of this contest will face another race against another <I>"changeling"</I> whose ambition has wreaked horrendous changes in him. A man who cherished his reputation as a maverick, who had steadfastly refused to march in lockstep with the Neo-Cons and the religious right has courted both factions and adopted the attitude of the Bush administration as well as the no-taxes-no-welfare program of the super-right and the continuation of the war in the Middle East into the future without foreseeable end. To listen to Senator John McCain parrot the words of Karl Rove and Dick Cheney is to wonder whther he has lost his mind or whether we have. Or perhaps this change is prompted by the fact that his previous positions have been co-opted by Senator Clinton in her effort to capture <I>"the middle of the road."</I> <P>

In any event, to paraphrase Rev. Jeremiah Wright, <I>"It's not God bless America, it's God SAVE America!"</I> 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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Support The Troops <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Country Joe McDonald <P>

Beat the drum, wave the flag, <br>

For those who won't be coming back. <br>

Numbers rising, build another Wall <br>

For those who answered the Country's call. <P>

Support the troops <br>

Support the troops <P>

Gold Star Mothers, Gold Star Dads <br>

Left with nothing but a folded flag. <br>

Gold Star Brothers, Sisters too <br>

Feel their pain, it could be you! <P>

Support the troops <br>

Support the troops <P>

Chicken hawk, draft dodging, son Of A Bush <br>

Look at all the damage you did! <br>

American war in the Holy Land <br>

Blood for oil, not in my name! <br>

Oh, not in my name <br>

Oh, not in my name <br>

Oh, not in my name <P>

Some day soon, don't know when <br>

We'll see the wounded women and men <br>

Lining the walls of American streets <br>

Hands out begging for something to eat. <P>

Support the troops <br>

Support the troops <P>

Forgotten heroes from a forgotten war <br>

Wondering "What were we fighting for?<P>

World War III around the bend <br>

That's what we get with the George Bush Plan. <P>

Support the troops <br>

Support the troops <P>

Chicken hawk, draft dodging, son Of A Bush <br>

Look at all the damage you did! <br>

American war in the Holy Land <br>

Blood for oil, not in my name! <br>

Oh, not in my name <br>

Oh, not in my name <br>

Oh, not in my name <br>

Not in my name <br>

American shame <br>

Not in my name <br>

American shame. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c)2005/2008 Joe McDonald
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If I Were A Terrorist
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</center>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#0000FF> <P> <br> 

Pope Returns To Vatican With Comprehensive Plan To Blow Up United States <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

WASHINGTON-In an unprecedented breach of national security, Pope Benedict XVI, leader of the international organization known as "the Roman Catholic Church," has infiltrated the highest levels of the U.S. government and devised a wide-ranging plan to destroy the entire country. <P> <center> <IMG SRC=http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Pope-Returns-article.jpg"> <br> <font size="+1">

The White House, Yankee Stadium, <br>and Ground Zero are likely targets. </font> <P> </center>

Using recently uncovered information, shocked intelligence analysts have determined that the religious extremist's recent tour of the nation was in fact a reconnaissance mission designed to exploit essential weaknesses in our country's defenses and expose them to mass destruction. <P> <I>

"He had full access to everything-the White House, the National Cathedral, everything,"</I> said CIA director Michael Hayden, who reportedly has already tendered his resignation over the massive security failure. <I>"By carrying out this espionage under the subterfuge of a goodwill mission of Christian charity, the pope was able to gain access to sensitive information never before obtained by a hostile foreign power. The president himself shook his hand, prayed with him." <P>

"This is the most devastating failure of American intelligence imaginable,"</I> Hayden added. <I>"We are completely helpless."</I> <P> <center> <IMG SRC=http://www.issuesandalibis.org/hayden_article.jpg"> <font size="+1"> <br>

'The religious extremist was even observed <br>

walking through the halls of the White House. <br>It's a terrifying breach in security.' <br> ~~~ CIA Director, Michael Hayden ~~~ <P> </font> </center>

Twenty-seven separate federal, state, and local law enforcement agencies participated in security measures for His Holiness' visit to Washington and New York. All are now considered compromised. <P>

According to event coordinators, the pope made repeated inquiries about areas of vulnerability during his tour, asking about the seating capacity and locations of emergency exits at Yankee Stadium, the civilian populations of the Washington, D.C. metro area, and the water-supply system of the Eastern Seaboard. <P>

And in what many believe to be a related incident, a blueprint of New York's proposed Freedom Tower was reported missing the day after the pope's visit. <P>

The CIA briefing details how a number of officials-including President George W. Bush-unwittingly gave up classified documents and information to the visiting pope, simply because he asked politely. During these seemingly benign conversations, officials said, the pontiff listened carefully, took notes, and was seen tapping on walls during tours of historic sites as if checking for structural weaknesses. <P> <center> <B>

The Papacy - A Look Back </B></center> <P> <I>

"We normally do not allow anyone to view top secret documents, but with the miter and the robe and everything, it was difficult to say no,"</I> said one Department of Energy official, who allowed Benedict to view plans for a proposed warhead delivery system, and detailed maps of the nation's nuclear power plants. <I>"He said he wanted to bless the documents, which he did. Unfortunately, we now believe that the ring he wears is a miniaturized digital camera." </I> <P>

U.S. intelligence reportedly began to uncover the plot after routine monitoring of papal chatter in Vatican City-the heavily fortified city-state ruled by the pope and his minions, from which the infallible religious leader operates with diplomatic immunity-picked up the phrase <I>"holy mission to blow up the United States"</I> sometime around May 21. <P>

According to a cardinal speaking on condition of anonymity, the popular religious extremist has been planning the destruction of America for decades. His plot includes coordinated attacks on multiple fronts, using explosives, poison gas, and some unknown weaponized biological agents referred to in Vatican parlance by the code name <I>"plague of locusts."</I> <P>

Pope Benedict XVI gives a hand signal to hidden operatives after infiltrating White House security to meet with President George W. Bush.

The State Department's counterterrorism division has estimated that death tolls from the planned attacks could reach 150,000. <P>

On Monday, the CIA released an audio recording of several voices believed to be those of high-ranking Vatican operatives. The tape reportedly contains numerous references to <I>"the coming day of God's wrath against the Americans"</I> and makes mention of several major landmarks, all in highly populated urban areas, as potential targets. <P>

Chillingly, the recording concludes with the phrase <I>"May God bless America,"</I> followed by what is being called a <I>"throaty, maniacal"</I> laugh that experts have identified as the pontiff's. <P> <I>

"The pope has one billion followers all around the world who are ready to do his bidding in whatever grim and deadly schemes he may devise,"</I> CIA Director Michael Hayden said. <I>"I cannot imagine a more formidable enemy. Lord, have mercy on our souls in the terrifying, tragic weeks to come."</I> <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.theonion.com/content/index"> The Onion </A>
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"Notwithstanding the provisions of sections 106 and 106A, the fair use of a

copyrighted work, including such use by
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comment, news reporting, teaching (including multiple copies for classroom

use), scholarship, or research, is not an

infringement of copyright.<p> In determining whether the use made of a work in

any particular case is a fair use the factors to

be considered shall include:   </center> <P>
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such use is of a commercial nature or is for nonprofit

educational purposes;<br>

(2) the nature of the copyrighted work; <br>

(3) the amount and substantiality of the portion used in

relation to the copyrighted work as a whole; and <br>

(4) the effect of the use upon the potential market for or

value of the copyrighted work. The fact that a work is unpublished shall

not itself bar a finding of fair use if such

finding is made upon consideration of all the above factors." <P> <br> <P> <br> <P>
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Noam Chomsky recalls, "1968." <br> <br>

Uri Avnery says, "With Friends Like These...." <br> <br>

Victoria Stewart is, "Practically Speaking."  <br> <br>

Jim Hightower uncovers, "JP Morgan's Cheats & Tricks." <br> <br>

Mel Bartholomew asks, "What's Wrong With Single Row Gardening?" <br> <br>

Dr. Reilly Maginn explains, "Ammo Box Gardens." <br> <br>

Captain Eric H. May compares, "Paul's Paulestinians Vs. Bush's False Flaggers." <br> <br>

Chris Floyd explores, "Progressive Vision Failure." <br> <br>

Scott Ritter tells, "The Myth Of The Iranian Sanctuary." <br> <br>

Mike Folkerth wonders, "Can Things Get Worse? Can And Will!" <br> <br>

Abdullah bin Al-Hussein with an absolute must read, "As The Arabs See The Jews." <br> <br>

Ray McGovern writes, "An Appeal To Admiral Fallon On Iran." <br> <br>

Florida State Con-gressman Edward B. "Ed" Bullard wins the coveted "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd gives a, "Raspberry For Barry." <br>  <br>

Sheila Samples returns with, "Everybody Knows." <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department 'The Landover Baptist Church's' brother Harry Hardwick reviews, "Speed Racer" but first Uncle Ernie foresees how Bush will escape punishment, "By Reason Of Insanity." <br> <br>

This week we spotlight the cartoons of Bill Day with additional cartoons and photos from Married To The Sea.Com, Steve Bradenton, Steve Sack, Dees Illustration.com, Freaking News, P. Jamiol, Issues & Alibis and Pink & Blue Films. <br> <br>
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Welcome one and all to "Uncle Ernie's Issues & Alibis." 
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By Reason Of Insanity <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

 "(a) Affirmative Defense.- It is an affirmative defense to a prosecution under any Federal statute that, at the time of the commission of the acts constituting the offense, the defendant, as a result of a severe mental disease or defect, was unable to appreciate the nature and quality or the wrongfulness of his acts. Mental disease or defect does not otherwise constitute a defense. <br> <br>

(b) Burden of Proof.- The defendant has the burden of proving the defense of insanity by clear and convincing evidence." <br> Insanity defense 18 U.S.C. § 17: 

<br> <br>

"We are left to conclude that the only reason to stand up a new office would be to gather domestic intelligence outside the rigorous protections of the law -- and, ultimately, to share this intelligence with local law enforcement outside of constitutional parameters." <br>~~~ House Homeland Security Chairman Bennie Thompson, Miss., and Rep. Jane Harman, Calif. ~~~

<br> <br>

I get by with a little help from my friends, <br>

I'm gonna try with a little help from my friends. <br>

I get high with a little help from my friends. <br>

Yes I get by with a little help from my friends, <br>

with a little help from my friends. <br>

With A Little Help From My Friends ~~~ The Beatles

 <br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

Our national embarrassment and beloved Texas prairie monkey was out and about once again, sowing the seeds of war and hatred where ever he went. Yes, I know, what else is new? <br> <br>

Smirky was off to bow at the feat of his Zionazi masters, addressing the Knesset

on their 60th anniversary of the theft of and mass murder in Palestine. Taking the time to compare the Demoncrats talking peace with Iran to the British PM Neville Chamberlain talking peace with Hitler, Bush called such a peace attempt treason, which, of course, it wasn't. Stupid maybe, but treason, no. Which is strange since, as you'll recall, it was the Crime Family Bush who committed treason with Hitler during WWII and continued to make Hitler money long after we'd declared war on Germany. Filling the family coffers with millions by financing projects like the construction and running of the Auschwitz concentration camp amongst other things. (Something the Crime Family Bush is still doing to this very day, see our <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/camps.html">"Happy Camps"</A> section for more on this!). Seems like the assembled Zionazis in the Knesset have short memories of the Bush/Hitler atrocities as long as the shekels keep flowing, eh? <br> <br>

Even as Bush heaped praise on these war criminals, they began to plan yet another invasion for their <I>"Final Solution"</I> of the Palestinian question in Gaza. <br> <br>

After giving the Zionazis a blessing to steal the rest of Palestine, Bush was off to Riyadh and the King's farm to beg the Saudis on bended knee to pump more oil so that our oil Barons could make a few trillion more off their American slaves. As Bush held hands with King Abdullah oil prices soared once again, making Vice Fuhrer Cheney and his bosses new record profits the like of which have never been seen before in all of recorded history! <br> <br>

Bush then was off to Egypt to tell the Arab nations there assembled to do what they were told or he'd sic Israel on them, too. Meanwhile back in America the various shills and spin-masters lied their collective asses off trying to make our monkey look a little less stupid and criminal. Yes, I hear you cry again, <I>"So what else is new?" </I> <br> <br>

Well, here's a thought, just for the sake of argument, what if... <br> <br>

Bush and company decide to step down come next January and go off and to the various countries around the world that have no extradition laws and count their ill-gotten gains? Off to count their swag, in various bunkers and jungles throughout the world. What if McCain is beaten so bad that even the electronic criminals with their fixed voting machines can't save him and a Demoncrat, either Hillary or Barry, gets the selection and then, due to riots in the streets as I'm sure that's what it would take, decided to hold these criminals to account for their crimes? Things like war crimes, crimes against humanity, genocide, mass murder, crimes against the Constitution and Bill of Rights, treason and sedition, concentration camps, kidnapping and torture, theft of trillions from the treasury and all the other crimes they've committed. In other words, all the things that weren't bad enough to be impeached for since George never got a blow job in the Whitehouse but only gave them (see his gay ex-Marine, hooker, lover James Guckert, a.k.a. Jeff Gannon).

<br> <br>

What if the spineless Demoncrats stopped bending over, pulled their pants back up and went after the biggest gang of criminals in US history and brought them to justice? Yeah I know, <I>"fat chance of Fong!"</I> Yes, I'm aware that if they give up power, Bush will no doubt give them all, including himself, <I>"Presidential Pardons."</I> Let's pretend also that he is the President and not the dictator he is, so that American law couldn't legally bring him to justice. Now for the sake of argument, let's say he is brought before a tribunal as the terrorist he is, (the Extreme court who put him into power would certainly set Bush and his Junta free in a normal court) what would be his defense? How would he still escape justice? It's simple, really, and I'm sure there are various law partners licking their lips over the big fees to come and preparing Smirkus' insanity defense even as we speak! <br> <br>

Ya'll may recall what Bush said on a previous trip to occupied Palestine? Bush sowed the seeds for this defense during his first meeting with Palestinian leaders in June 2003 when he made statements like the following: <br> <br> <I>

"I'm driven with a mission from God. God would tell me, 'George, go and fight those terrorists in Afghanistan.' And I did, and then God would tell me, 'George go and end the tyranny in Iraq,' and I did." <br> <br>

And "now again, I feel God's words coming to me: 'Go get the Palestinians their state and get the Israelis their security, and get peace in the Middle East.' And by God, I'm gonna do it!" <br> <br> </I>

Do you think that the officer in charge of the tribunal might wink knowingly and dismiss all charges due to "Temporary Insanity?" I do, don't you, America?

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

I see where the NAO, or National Applications Office, is back in the news again. The NAO, which is a newly created office within the Department of Homeland Insecurity and which I warned you about last summer, wants to train our black ops and military satellites on the American public and share those images and information with local law enforcement, or local perverts, for that matter. <Br> <br>

You may recall with these spy satellites they can look right through walls and your roof and see you as clear as day. Barney Fife could, for example, dial up a satellite and watch Aunt Bea or Opie take a shower or whatever. Of course, the NAO swears that they will confine themselves to homeland security and traditional civil applications. Officials will only be able to request satellite data to enhance border security, defend critical infrastructure and coordinate disaster response. <br> <br>

Noting that the Pentagon is already cleared and capable of sharing satellite imagery on a legal and limited basis to aid authorities protecting major events or responding to natural disasters, Congressmen Thompson and Harman said the purpose of expanding the program and placing it in a classified office could only be to surveil U.S. residents illegally. Those crazy Democrats! We all know that the Junta would never do anything like that, as it's clearly against the law. Don't we know that? I mean, don't we? <br> <br>

The two urged their colleagues to bar funding for the program, which they said would likely violate long-standing laws prohibiting military involvement in peacetime law enforcement. Current law bars money for the program until Congress' auditors review and approve a legal argument from DHS justifying the office, which is expected later this year. <br> <br>

The letter contained some of the harshest language yet from the lawmakers, who have raised serious questions about the proposed office since the administration announced its plans for NAO late last summer. <br> <br>

Of course, the well-known traitor, DHS Secretary Michael Chertoff, has called their concerns <I>"baseless"</I> and has pushed to institute the program.<I> "I think we've fully addressed anybody's concerns,"</I> Chertoff reportedly said in a recent chat with bloggers.<I> "I think the way is now clear to stand it up and go warm on it."</I> Apparently Mikie's hot for it?  <br> <br>

"We are confident that [congressional auditors] will soon conclude -- like the DHS Inspector General -- that the NAO is a lawful and effective tool for protecting the country," </I>said department spin-master Laura Keehner. She said the lawmakers fundamentally misunderstood the office, were <I>"wrong on the law"</I> and charged that their efforts <I>"are misguided, and plainly political." </I> <br> <br>

However, if the House committees who control DHS' purse strings listen to Thompson and Harman this might be the end of NAO. <I>"Having been burned before on the Terrorist Surveillance Program and knowing this administration's disdain for obeying the laws Congress passes, we need to be extraordinarily careful,"</I> Thompson and Harman warned in their letter. <br> <br>

I don't know about you, America, but I trust Secretary Chertoff and company to do the right thing about as far as I can comfortably spit out a very large rat! How about you?

<br> <br> <B>

And Finally

</B> <br> <br> 

It's that time of the year again when we have to literally put up or shut up. So far, our fund raising is going mighty slow. Coming due in about 4 weeks is a $1500 bill that we must pay if we're to keep publishing. So far we've raised a little over $900, with a full third of that coming from "New Jersey Frank" who is currently washing dishes in Maui and was kind enough to send us a postal money order. Thanks Frank! If Frank, as broke as he is, can help us, so can you! <br> <br>

Unlike the rest of our contemporaries, no one at Issues & Alibis pulls a big fat salary. In fact, everything done here by our staff is done on a purely voluntary basis. So we don't have an overhead of a million dollars a year, our overhead is currently $4547 a year plus equipment costs, this year that's another $2000 with our discounts for being a non-profit. We're down to one old broken computer. For the first 5 years, I picked up all the costs out of my own poor pocket but I can no longer do it as this is a full time job and the savings account is long gone. <br> <br>

Now is the time when all those lovely checks are coming in from big brother and what better time to take these windfall monies, i.e., stimulus checks and tax refund checks, and send us some. If we make June's payment, we owe similar bills in July and September. So now is the time to help us out if you'd like to keep reading the truth from so many outstanding sources. So do it today. The alternative is to start charging to view the site but all that does is to keep the poor out and we won't go that way as we set this up to get the truth out to everyone, not just the elite. <br> <br>

If I were putting out right-wing lies and bullshit this site would be swimming in cash. I'd have a big 6 or 7 figure salary and all the money we need. Of course, I couldn't look myself in the mirror to shave without cutting my throat but I'd die a wealthy man! If the right can dig down deep, why can't the left? Please help us fight for what's right, for you and your families. We don't beat-around-the-bush; we don't use euphemisms for the truth; we just tell it like it is! Help us keep you informed, prepared and safe by exposing the lies of our corpo-rat masters. If we don't, who will? 

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. <br>Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists."<br> ~~~ Arundhati Roy ~~~</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

This week "New Jersey Frank" stepped up to help us cover costs, Thanks Frank! <br> <br>

A few weeks ago we were once again forced to go to our readers and ask for money to keep publishing.  We are fundamentally unable and philosophically unwilling to devise catchy fundraising tactics. We aren't going to ask you to send $20.08 each or offer new cell phone plans or try to convince you a donation to Issues and Alibis will save the world from the scourge du jour. Everyone associated with this magazine is stubborn and pissed off and determined to continue fighting for the world that we want to leave our children-and they are all our children. We'll keep publishing as long as possible. But, as we've detailed below, we need money to go on.  It is the few dollars a week that makes a difference in our survival.  <br> <br>

Those of you who have responded since we first asked for help have not only been generous but you've also given us encouragement and strengthened our conviction that it is important to continue to speak truth, keep advertising to a bare minimum and provide a forum for other people to speak their truths, too. As more and more leftist publications are forced into oblivion or turned into tools of the power elite, your letters and messages are more important to us than ever. We appreciate the support. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us, as of today, with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. This old iBook is about to join the old Dell in the trash heap, when it does, we'll be gone! <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you! <br> <br>

Ernest & Victoria Stewart

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/barb4.jpg"> <br>

09-07-1937 ~ 05-12-2008 <br>

Into the Chamber of Ultimate Solution </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 
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1968 <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Noam Chomsky </font> <P>

Nineteen sixty-eight was one exciting moment in a much larger movement. It spawned a whole range of movements. There wouldn't have been an international global solidarity movement, for instance, without the events of 1968. It was enormous, in terms of human rights, ethnic rights, a concern for the environment, too. <P>

The Pentagon Papers (the 7,000-page, top-secret US government report into the Vietnam War) are proof of this: right after the Tet Offensive, the business world turned against the war, because they thought it was too costly, even though there were proposals within the government - and we know this now - to send in more American troops. Then LBJ announced he wouldn't be sending any more troops to Vietnam. <P>

The Pentagon Papers tell us that, because of the fear of growing unrest in the cities, the government had to end the war - it wasn't sure that it was going to have enough troops to send to Vietnam and enough troops on the domestic front to quell the riots. <P>

One of the most interesting reactions to come out of 1968 was in the first publication of the Trilateral Commission, which believed there was a <I>"crisis of democracy"</I> from too much participation of the masses. In the late 1960s, the masses were supposed to be passive, not entering into the public arena and having their voices heard. When they did, it was called an <I>"excess of democracy"</I> and people feared it put too much pressure on the system. The only group that never expressed its opinions too much was the corporate group, because that was the group whose involvement in politics was acceptable. <P>

The commission called for more moderation in democracy and a return to passivity. It said the <I>"institutions of indoctrination"</I> - schools, churches - were not doing their job, and these had to be harsher. <P>

The more reactionary standard was much harsher in its reaction to the events of 1968, in that it tried to repress democracy, which has succeeded to an extent - but not really, because these social and activist movements have now grown. For example, it was unimaginable in 1968 that there would be an international Solidarity group in 1980. <P>

But democracy is even stronger now than it was in 1968. You have to remember that, during Vietnam, there was no opposition at the beginning of the war. It did develop, but only six years after John F Kennedy attacked South Vietnam and troop casualties were mounting. However, with the Iraq War, opposition was there from the very beginning, before an attack was even initiated. The Iraq War was the first conflict in western history in which an imperialist war was massively protested against before it had even been launched. <P>

There are other differences, too. In 1968, it was way out in the margins of society to even discuss the possibility of withdrawal from Vietnam. Now, every presidential candidate mentions withdrawal from Iraq as a real policy choice. <P>

There is also far greater opposition to oppression now than there was before. For example, the US used routinely to support or initiate military coups in Latin America. But the last time the US supported a military coup was in 2002 in Venezuela, and even then they had to back off very quickly because there was public opposition. They just can't do the kinds of things they used to. <P>

So, I think the impact of 1968 was long-lasting and, overall, positive.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chomsky.info/"> Noam Chomsky </A> </font> is emeritus professor of linguistics and philosophy at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and is co-author, with Gilbert Achcar, of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/Perilous-Power-Foreign-Dialogues-Democracy/dp/1594513120"> Perilous Power: The Middle East & U.S. Foreign Policy: Dialogues on Terror, Democracy, War, and Justice. </A> His most recent book is <A HREF=" http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=Hegemony+or+Survival+Americas+Quest+for+Global+Dominance&z=y">Hegemony or Survival Americas Quest for Global Dominance. </A>
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With Friends Like These... <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

LATELY WE are flooded with friends. The Great of the Earth, past and present, come here to flatter us, to fawn on us, to grovel at our feet. <P> <I>

"God, save me from my friends, my enemies I can deal with myself!"</I> says an old prayer. <P>

They disgust me. <P>

LET'S TAKE for example the German Chancellor, Angela Merkel, who made the pilgrimage to Jerusalem. Her pandering was free of any criticism and she reached new heights of obsequiousness in her speech to the Knesset. I was invited to attend. I relinquished the privilege.  <P>

I shall also pass the pleasure when I am invited to the session with the hyper-active Nicholas Sarkozy, who will try to break the flattery record of his German rival. <P>

Before that we were visited by John McCain's mentor, the evangelical pastor John Hagee, the one who described the Catholic Church as a monster. Oozing sanctimonious flattery from every pore, he forbade us, in the name of (his) God, to give up even one inch of the Holy Land and commanded us to fight to the last drop of (our) blood.   <P>

However, not one of them has come close to George Bush. Approaching the end of the most disastrous presidency in the annals of the Republic, he really forced a lighted match into the hand of our government, encouraging it to ignite the barrel of gunpowder between our feet. <P>

BUT THE list of present-day leaders who participate in the pandering competition pales in comparison with the long parade of Has-Beens who lay siege to our gates.  <P>

A world-wide swarm of Has-Beens is flying from place to place like bees, all for one and one for all. This week they alighted in Jerusalem, on the invitation of Has-Been No. 1: Shimon Peres, a politician who in all the 84 years of his life has never won an election, and who was finally handed, out of sheer compassion, the largely meaningless title of President of Israel. <P>

The common denominator of this group is that their prestige at home is close to nil, while their standing abroad is sky-high. Their mutual adoration compensates them for the lack of respect in their own countries. <P>

One of the senior members of this club is Tony Blair, who has been pushed from power in his own country but is not content to enjoy his pension and raise roses. As a consolation prize he has been granted the pleasure of playing around with our conflict. Every few weeks he convenes a press conference to present the good tidings of his phenomenal success in ameliorating the lot of the Palestinians, while the actual situation in the occupied territories goes from bad to worse. Our security establishment treats him like a bore who has to be thrown a crumb from time to time to keep him happy.  <P>

In the conference that took place this week there were also some good people, but the scene was stolen by the Has-Beens, from the retired war criminal Henry Kissinger to the dethroned peace hero Mikhail Gorbachev (whom I still consider a hero for preventing bloodshed during the collapse of the Soviet empire.) Pity to see him in this company. <P>

All the participants in this orgy heaped mountains of fawning adulation on Israel. Not one of them had a word of criticism. No occupation. No settlements. No Gaza blockade. No daily killings. Just a wonderful, peace-loving state that the bad, bad terrorists want to throw into the sea. <P>

Not one of the guests stood up to warn us against going on with the present policy. Not one of them stood up to proclaim the truth: that the continuation of this policy may lead our state to disaster. <P>

He who has friends like these has no need for enemies. A person who sees his friend playing Russian roulette and offers him bullets - is he a real friend? One who sees his friend standing on the brink of an abyss and tells him <I>"go ahead"</I> - is he a friend? <P>

AMONG THE fraternity of flatterers, the ones that attracted the most attention were the Jewish billionaires from America (who also paid for the extravaganza). <P>

Several of them were summoned to police headquarters immediately on arrival to give evidence on the affair that is rocking Israel now - the corruption investigation of Ehud Olmert. <P>

A smell of corruption has accompanied Olmert right from his beginnings in politics, 45 years ago. But this time, the smell is overpowering. The police has made it known that the American-Jewish billionaire Moshe Morris Talansky has been supplying him with cash-filled envelopes for years. <P>

Where have we seen this before? Of course, in American movies and TV-series. Somebody opens a suitcase stuffed with bundles of banknotes. The donor invariably belongs to the Mafia, and the recipient is generally a corrupt politician. Can it be that Olmert has never seen these films - he of all people, who started his career with demagogic speeches denouncing <I>"Organized Crime?"</I> <P>   

But it is not Olmert who interests me in this affair so much as Talansky. <P>

He belongs to a species of<I> "Israel-loving"</I> billionaires, most of them resident in the US, but also in Canada and Switzerland, Austria and Australia and other places. <P>

They are all Israeli patriots. They are all philanthropists. All contribute millions to Israeli politicians. And almost all of them support our extreme Right. <P>

What makes them run? What induces these billionaires to do what they are doing? <P>

A research in depth discovers that a great many of them made their money in dark corners. Some are gambling barons, casino-owners with all the inevitable connections with violence, crime and exploitation. One at least made his fortunes from brothels. Another was involved in a scandal involving old people's homes. Yet another is a scion of a family who made their money bootlegging during prohibition days. Some are arms merchants of the most despicable kind, selling weapons to the political gangs which sow death and destruction in Africa. <P>

But money, as is well known, does not smell. <P>

Most of the multi-millionaires of this kind feel that they are not receiving the honor due to them. Their co-billionaires, high society people, treat them with disdain. A person reaching this position is not satisfied with money alone. He craves honor. Such honor can be bought in Israel, on the cheap. <P>

Israel is selling honor of all kinds, no questions asked. For a suitable donation, even a gambling-hell owner will be received by the Prime Minister, dine with the President, put his name on a university building. <P>

(Once I wrote a light-hearted piece about the Third Temple, may God build it soon, Amen: the Rosenstein Holy of Holiest, the Rosenzweig altar, the Rosenberg cherubim, etc.) <P>

Just after the Six-day War, during the great days of our generals, a new fashion spread among the best Jewish billionaires: to keep an Israeli general, in order to present him to friends as a pet. Some generals found no fault in this. It was owed to them, after all. <P>

One billionaire kept Ezer Weizman, the Air Force hero (who had to resign from the presidency when it came out). Two billionaires adopted Ariel Sharon and set him up in the largest farm in the country. Shimon Peres was no general (and not even a soldier), but at least three billionaires took him under their golden wings. <P>

No billionaire ever lost money by keeping an Israeli general, supporting an Israeli politician or making a generous donation to an Israeli cause. Ego is ego, patriotism is patriotism, but business is business. <P>

That's where the corruption set in. A person who donates millions to a politician in Israel (or, for that matter, the US, or Italy or any other place on the globe) knows full well that he will get it back with interest. When the politician becomes a minister, or Prime Minister, or President, the supporter has hit the jackpot. <P>

In politics there is no innocent donation. One way or another, the donor will reap his reward - many times over. That's true in the US, that's true in Italy, that's true in Israel, too. If the donor declares to the police that he has no business interests in Israel, all it means is that they must dig deeper. <P>

THE OLMERT affair confirms anew what we have known for a long time: the fuel Israeli politics runs on is not just money, but money from abroad.  To win primaries and campaign in elections, a candidate needs millions, and these almost always come from foreign donors. <P>

Foreign billionaires financed Olmert in the party primaries, and they financed him in the general elections, in which he was assured of becoming Prime Minister. After being elected, he started Lebanon War II, with all its death and destruction. It can be said: American Jewish billionaires killed the soldiers and civilians, Israeli and Lebanese, who lost their lives in the war. <P>

In his speech to the Jerusalem conference, Shimon Peres lauded Israeli chutzpa. What we need is more chutzpa, he said. That sounded fetching and naughty, but was pure poppycock. <P>

I want to speak about another chutzpa. Not metaphorical, but real. Simple chutzpa. The chutzpa of billionaires in New York and Geneva and all the other places who interfere in our elections and determine the fate of our nation. The chutzpa of donating for a war in which not their sons, but ours, are killed. The chutzpa of sending billions for the establishment of settlements in the occupied Palestinian territories, and especially in Jerusalem, which are put there for the express purpose of preventing peace and imposing on us a permanent war, a war that threatens our future - not theirs. <P>

Let's be clear: I am not criticizing well-meaning donors, who feel a moral need to contribute to a hospital wing or a university building in Israel. I appreciate people who send a few hundred dollars to a political cause close to their heart. I object to foreign billionaires who aspire to dictate the direction of our state. <P>

Perhaps in other countries, too, politicians receive donations from foreign sources. But it is generally a marginal phenomenon. Here it is a major factor. <P>

That is one of the ill effects of the definition of Israel as a <I>"Jewish State."</I> Because of this, these donors do not look like what they are - impertinent foreigners who interfere in our lives and corrupt our state - but like <I>"warmhearted Jews"</I> who support a state that belongs to them as well. <P>

Gideon Levy has recently written an article in which he begged them to <I>"leave us alone."</I> Being a less refined person than he, I shall say this in a ruder way: Go home and take your money with you. We are not for sale. Stop trying to manage our life (and death)! 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>

</font>
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Practically Speaking <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"I believe that the moment is near when by a procedure of active paranoiac thought, it will be possible to systematize confusion and contribute to the total discrediting of the world of reality." ~~~ Salvador Dali <P>

"To hell with reality! I want to die in music, not in reason or in prose. People don't deserve the restraint we show by not going into delirium in front of them. To hell with them!" ~~~ Louis-Ferdinand Celine <P>

"I'm the innocent bystander<br>

Somehow I got stuck <br>

Between the rock and the hard place <br>

And I'm down on my luck" <br>

Lawyers, Guns And Money ~~~ Warren Zevon <P> </center> </I> </font><font size="+2">

Despite all the clamor and political promises, we are not going to ever return to the world that existed before George Bush overthrew the lawful government of the United States and formalized the corporate dictatorship of this country. Whatever lifestyle you might have had eight years ago is gone forever. Nothing and no one is going to change that reality and it is time for the lamentations over the declining middle class to cease. Millions of people all over the planet die every year from hunger and disease. It is time to stop whining (whining, by the way, which is extraordinarily unseemly for people who have lived with such wealth), accept the facts and begin to shape the future. <P>

Every newscast tells us the bad news-from the stock market to natural disasters-and every report reinforces that we are powerless. War, famine, disease, federal deficits, trade imbalances, wildfires, typhoons, earthquakes, dictatorships and tyrannies. Because no reporter, no commentator breaks out of the stupor called <I>"objectivity"</I> to speak the truth or even to offer a response to tragedy, pain and despair, we are subtly led to believe that we can do nothing, either. We can worry and be afraid. We can spend our energy demanding for the return of the old status quo but we cannot actually do anything. <P>

That, of course, is a lie. There are things we can do but those things require that we begin to re-evaluate how we live in context of the changing world. Saving the planet, moving from an oil based economy, working to stop the spread of oppression and slavery and securing some reasonable future for our children and grandchildren and all the generations to come means we must be serious, realistic and responsible. We have to change our concept of how we should live, stop waiting on someone else to come up with a plan and start making the places we live sustainable. <P>

Gasoline will never be cheap again. That means we must live close to our work, develop local economies and food sources and consume less. We need to give up the idea of lawns and gasoline powered mowers. If you have to have grass, that much overrated plant, get an engine-less reel mower. Better yet, turn your lawn into a garden for food and flowers. <P>

Begin to imagine your life without a car. Start making those changes. <P>

Stop using a clothes dryer. If you live in one of those unfortunate communities that forbid clothes lines, defy the rules. Educate yourself about the wastefulness of dryers-in both energy consumption and wear on clothing-and educate others.  Learn how to dry your clothes inside without a clothes dryer. <P>

Water is the next oil. Even if you don't live in a current drought area, become conscious of how much water you use. <A HREF="http://www.monolake.org/waterconservation/)">Learn to conserve. </A> Find out who owns the water in your town or city. Investigate who owns the water rights around you. Know where your water comes from. <P>

Find out how hot water needs to be to kill bacteria on dishes. <P>

Buy heirloom, organic and non-GM seeds. Grow at least some of your own food. If you live in an apartment and can't have a container garden, organize a community garden. Trust me. The supermarket is not your friend. <P>

Grow flowers. <P>

Educate yourself about nutrition. Seriously educate yourself. It won't take more than a couple of hours.  <P>

Learn what food can be grown in your area. Learn what food is grown in your area. <P>

Learn to cook everything you eat from scratch. <P>

Learn self-defense. <P>

Start thinking about how your community can become more self-sufficient. <P>

If you are buying a new car and currently have a fuel-efficient car, <B>give</B> your old car to someone who needs a cheaper car to drive.<P>

Whether you have children or not, advocate for better education and services for children. They are your future, too. <P>

Hold your local governments accountable. <P>

Support your local library. Libraries and librarians are essential to free access to information and equal opportunities for education.  <P>

These are tiny steps. The changes happening in the world are huge. The work that needs to be done is enormous. We no longer have time for theoretical debates. Do something every day that makes the world safer, cleaner, happier. <P>

Consider how what you do affects the lives of children. <P>

Oppose empire with everything you do. It is the only fight.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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JP Morgan's Cheats & Tricks <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

To understand today's current mortgage crisis and spreading recession, look to an internal memo from Wall Street banking giant, JPMorgan Chase. For something that ended up so badly, the memo begins with a fun title: <I>"Zippy Cheats & Tricks."</I> <P>

The Cheats & Tricks document, written on corporate letterhead, is addressed to the broad network of mortgage brokers associated with Morgan. The memo tells these brokers how to get risky, sub-prime loans okayed by <I>"Zippy,"</I> which is the bank's in-house automated loan-approval system. In the days of the houseing boom, Morgan executives clamored for brokers to bring in more of these loans, because they could be packaged and sold at high profits to wealthy investors. <P>

However, many of the homebuyers being hustled to take those sub-prime loans had low incomes, no assets, and little prospect of being able to keep up their payments. Normally, the Zippy approval system would reject their applications - unless cheats & tricks were brought into play. The memo tells brokers to falsify the income numbers on the borrower's application: <I>"Inch it up $500 [per month] to see if you can get the findings you want,"</I> the memo gaily urges. Since it was bank policy not to bother verifying the income and asset information, these bad loans zipped right through Zippy, brokers collected their fees, Morgan made millions in sub-prime profits, and all was right with the world - until financially-strapped borrowers began to default in droves. <P>

This is Jim Hightower saying... Of course, JPMorgan honchos have disowned the Cheats & Tricks memo as the work of some unnamed rogue operator. But the top executives can't hide. They're the ones who created the whole sub-prime con-game, who put loan volume ahead of loan quality, who chose not to verify, who set the ethical tone, and who put their own greed ahead of the interests of their customers and their country.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 

 </font> </font>
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What's Wrong with Single Row Gardening? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mel Bartholomew </font> <P>

Twenty-five years ago when I first took up gardening seriously and learned the single row method that was being taught by all the experts and gardening writers, I kept asking myself, "What's wrong here - something doesn't seem right". Then I said, "Let's look at the end result". After looking at other people's gardens, it was usually very predictable. Here's what I found out about single row gardening: <P>

Too big an area <br>

Too much time <br>

Too much work <br>

Too much effort <br>

Too many seeds <br>

Too many weeds <br>

Too many plants <br>

Too many problems <br>

Too costly <br>

Too much harvest <br>

Too many tools <P> <B>

It's Just Too Much Of Everything </B> <P>

And what I observed was, next year it's going to be the same thing all over again in everyone's garden. It's like de' javu all over again. I was finding out that it's not only all of that, but especially for men, it's an ego buster. Every spring every man and many women envisioned not what they had last summer - a field of weeds - but what they hoped for this year. Like a Cub fan, this year it's going to be different. They envisioned this manicured garden of lush plants in well spaced rows with attractive, recently loosened dark brown soil offsetting the glorious plants all standing at attention in neat rows just like a military drill parade. <P>

I can't tell you how many men I've met and women who have told me<I> "My husband won't reduce the size of his garden and he's getting a lot older - he still insists on growing everything for our entire family (grown children included) and often including all of the neighbors and frankly, I'm getting very tired of cleaning, chopping, preparing, canning, freezing all that stuff."</I> <P>

These women ask me with great dismay <I>"Can't you convince him to reduce it all down and grow less?" </I>Of course I know with Square Foot Gardening that less is more but I explain to those women and I truly do understand those men <I>"there is no way we are going to convince them to cut down the size of their garden much less teach them a new way to garden."</I> <P>

Remember the answer I got from all those horticultural experts when I asked them why we garden in single rows? I expected many scientific and sensible, logical answers that I hadn't thought of in my search for a better way but the <B>ONLY</B> answer I got from the horticultural experts was<I> "Cause that's the way we've always done it."</I> The <B>ONLY</B> answer and I said then and there <I>"I'm going to invent a better way to garden" </I>and Square Foot Gardening was the result. <P>

I remembered those same conversations after the method was perfected and my book was published. When it was time to develop a marketing plan my publisher, Rodale Press, never did understand Square Foot Gardening or the radical difference from other methods and they felt it should be treated just like any other garden book or method. After all, they reminded me, they were the Experts in garden books. When I tried to convince them the book should be marketed mostly to beginners and to those who have tried to garden but failed, they said <I>"No, we market to gardeners, especially experienced gardeners."</I> <P>

Because of my TV show, the book sold not just in the spring like all the other garden books but all year long. Every month seemed to outsell the last month and the book's outstanding sales record (over 1 million copies sold making it the largest selling garden book in history) was supported mostly by beginners, new homeowners, and mostly by people who have tried to garden in the past but failed and were reluctant to try again. So much for Expert book publishers. <P>

And you know the surprising thing; Rodale still doesn't get it after 22 years. They are still baffled by it's continued large sales every year. Oh well, the sun will still come up every morning even if some of us don't know when the moon comes up. <P>

Going back to those men, you have to love them because they are so dedicated and determined to continue their huge single row gardens and they usually keep them looking pretty good. It takes a lot of time and maybe that's why the wives don't insist they reduce the size and then they'll have more time to hang around the house. It's hard for us all to change or to reduce (that could be a double entendre). I remember being a teenager and caddying at the local club. We had to carry the bags and clubs for two golfers. No carts back then. And I notice the oldest golfers usually had the most clubs and the biggest, heaviest bags. Boy, were they heavy (and they were usually the smallest tippers). And they hardly ever used all those clubs. But like everything else in life, we keep doing things the way we learned and the way we've always done them. We've gotten used to it and on a positive note, we're usually fairly successful at it. <P>

Well there's a lot wrong with single row gardening. It doesn't belong in home gardens. Actually, single row gardening is really a <B>HAND-ME-DOWN FROM FARMING.</B> Single rows work great for farms although a lot are converting now to double, triple and quadruple rows in beds and machinery is being made different. Single rows certainly don't belong in the home garden. Why are the horticultural experts still teaching single row gardening? Why are many of the books and the seed companies and all the gardening equipment companies still promoting single row gardening? <B>CAUSE THAT'S THE WAY WE'VE ALWAYS DONE IT.</B> <P>

I challenge anyone, anywhere, to justify single row gardening. <P> <center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ SquarFootIMG81.jpg"> <br>

This is Square Foot Gardening! </center>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.squarefootgardening.com/"> Mel Bartholomew </A> </font>is an inventor, author, and founder of the Square Foot Gardening Foundation. 
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Ammo Box Gardens <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"><font color=#0000FF>

Or Swords into Plough-Shares </font> <P>

By Dr. Reilly Maginn <P>

<I>

   "And they laid down their arms and turned their swords into ploughshares."</I>  A familiar biblical quote known to most of us. Now, today, very few us have swords for warfare and ploughshares are made by John Deere for those huge mechanical behemoth tractors, for corporate farmers. But after a fashion, I'm recommending a similar exchange of equipment. Well, almost. It's not exactly biblical. What I'm advocating is converting obsolete M-16 ammunition crates, (<I>"swords"</I>), into (<I>"plough shares"</I>), planter boxes for table top gardens. It's a stretch, but it is changing weapons into useful gardening implements. <P> <B>

     Why planter boxes for container gardening?</B> <P>

 Because the ordinary garden-variety backyard garden (pun intended) can become a nuisance rather than a pleasure if one's not careful. Small is fun. Big becomes work. Let me explain. The conventional backyard vegetable/flower garden is planned and begun in the spring. Usually too big to easily manage and with too little thought as to how much work will be entailed later on. It's usually muddy or dirty. Hands, shoes clothes all get filthy and take a beating. Your arthritic knees, hips and shoulders all ache from the bending, lifting, digging, stooping and weeding. It's an expensive investment for all those hoes, rakes, hoses, shovels, fertilizers and possibly even a mechanical tiller that may need purchasing. One might even poison one's self with pesticides or herbicides. Varmints like the rabbits, squirrels, armadillos, raccoons and possums will gladly share your produce as it matures. Moreover, the effort of maintaining a garden through the long growing season becomes a burden by the time the August dog days of summer arrive. As Louie Armstrong says, "Hoein' in the sun just ain't no fun." Weeding, cultivating and hoeing and harvesting your bounty become chores at the end of the season, instead of a pleasure. And finally, what to do with the plethora of fruits and vegetables you've obtained? <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ammo_mature.gif"> </center> <P> <I>

"Can't waste good food, can we?" "Our neighbors are fed up with all the excess tomatoes, cucumbers and zucchini we've been foisting off on them. I don't relish (pun again intended) canning and pickling all this stuff in that steamy kitchen on a torrid summer afternoon." </I> <P>

    I think I've made my point about the ordinary backyard garden. Many of us say, <I>"The supermarket, the farmer's market and the florist can furnish all my culinary and decorative needs. No gardening for me, thank you very much."</I> But I'm not referring to the ordinary backyard garden plot. I'm recommending the waist level, tabletop, container garden in an ammunition planter boxes. <P>

The weapons into tools garden variety mentioned at the beginning of this article. Swords into ploughshares. Interested? Does it sound attractive or appealing? Let me count the ways.  No stooping, kneeling, lifting, digging or bending over. Clean hands, shoes and clothes. No shovels, rakes, hoes, forks, hoses, or garden tillers to buy. No pesticides or herbicides. Gardening is at waist height so there'll be no varmints to bother your garden. No weeding, cultivating or <I>"hoein' in the sun, cause it ain't no fun."</I> No need to alienate the neighbors with bushels of zucchini and no long afternoons in the kitchen over a hot stove canning and pickling. Still interested? Let's get on with it. 

<P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/wheelChair.gif"> </center> <P>

Start by placing a sturdy table near your back door in a sunny, high traffic area, where you can see your tabletop container garden every day. None of this out of sight and out of mind stuff. Get one or two used M-16 ammunition crates from the army surplus store. They have rope handles at each end and are constructed of yellow pine right here in Alabama, and are roughly made so they drain well when watered, and your plants won't have wet feet. They are three feet long, one foot wide and six inches deep. An ideal size for a small table top container garden. Put the ammo boxes on the table, fill them with potting mix, get a couple of ten cent seed packets from Wal Mart and follow the directions on the back. A few pieces of broken clay pots in the bottom will help in the drainage department. Today's seeds are usually guaranteed to have 90% germination so you don't have to follow the old adage, plant <I>"one for the rabbit, one for the crow, one to rot and one to grow."</I> Tools? The most you'll need is a trowel and a watering can. Plant a seed or two in each little depression in the soil, cover them and water them and then just stand back and let Mother Nature do her thing. <P>

I think you're going to be amazed at what you can grow with a single planting in such a small three square foot container garden. Fifty radishes. Twelve heads of Bibb lettuce. Nine broccoli plants, three tomato vines but only one zucchini plant. (darn it). And that's only one planting. If you plant two boxes you'll double your return and that's only the first planting. Here in LA (lower Alabama) you can get two or even three plantings in a summer because of our long growing season. A little drink of liquid fertilizer every two to three weeks will help your seedling become prolific plants. I use Miracle Gro. A big thanks to Mel Bartholomew for his advice and instructions on his square foot gardening techniques. 

<P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/WheelChair_2.gif"> </center> <P>

With just the investment of a few dollars and minimal effort one can enjoy the pleasure of green and growing things right at your finger tips. Can you think of a better way to enjoy a culinary herb garden than on your patio or back porch? Container gardening can be enjoyed without the guilt of discarding good food, alienating your neighbors with your plethora of vegetables, and, as I said before, there'll be <I>"no hoein"</I> in the sun, <I>"cause it ain't no fun."</I> <P>

      Easy, affordable and enjoyable. Watching seeds sprout, plants mature and bear flowers or fruit can be yours with minimal investment of time and effort. Try it, you'll like it and you might even save a buck or two at the market. Swords into Ploughshares? Well, almost. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Dr. Reilly Maginn </font> of Montrose, Alabama
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Paul's Paulestinians Vs. Bush's False Flaggers <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P>

Military Correspondent <P> <B>

Pauline Perception </B> <P> <I>

"We should remember that Iran, like Iraq, is a third-world nation without a significant military.  Nothing in history hints that she is likely to invade a neighboring country, let alone do anything to America or Israel.  I'm concerned, however, that a contrived Gulf of Tonkin-type incident may occur to gain popular support for an attack on Iran. ... Mr. Speaker, let's hope I'm wrong about this one."</I>  -- Rep.  Ron Paul <A HREF="http://www.house.gov/paul/congrec/congrec2007/cr011107.htm">speech to US House, Jan.1, 2007</A>  <P>

I have to hand it to Dr. Paul's hard-core "Paulestinian" adherents, at least half of whom, by my rough estimate, understand the ways of the wicked world much better than the misled masses following the other presidential candidates.  Among them it's common knowledge that a <I>"false flag"</I> attack is one carried out against the people of a nation by their own government, then blamed on a bogeyman.   Of course, as Dr. Paul noted above, there are variations of the false flag technique -- like the faked Gulf of Tonkin attack that the Johnson administration used to dress the nation into the Vietnam War. <P>

This week George W. Bush addressed an enthusiastic Israeli Knesset as if it were a Neocon stronghold. He equated a pending war against Iran with standing up to Hitler.  He pledged 300 million Americans to military unity with 7 million members of the Jewish state in their turf war with a billion Muslims. His bellicosity was roundly applauded by his audience. <P>

The word around Washington, DC is that Bush has pledged his Neocon enablers that America would take on Iran for Israel before he leaves office in January. Lord knows, few Americans have much of an appetite for new wars nowadays, having found out from the now-old wars in Afghanistan and Iraq that they are much easier to start than to finish.  The Bush League has taken that into consideration, though. <P> <B>

False Flaggers </B> <P> <I>

"In the early 1960s, America's top military leaders reportedly drafted plans to kill innocent people and commit acts of terrorism in US cities to create public support for a war against Cuba.  Code named Operation Northwoods, the plans reportedly included a possible assassination of Cuban émigrés, sinking boats of Cuban refugees on the high seas, hijacking planes, blowing up a US ship, and even orchestrating violent terrorism in US cities ... to trick the American public and the international community into supporting a war."</I> -- ABC News, <A HREF="http://abcnews.go.com/US/story?id=92662">"US Military Wanted to Provoke War with Cuba,"</A> May 1, 2001 

Adolph Hitler, the German Fuhrer, ordered an attack on the Reichstag within a few months of coming to power, then blamed it on <I>"terrorists."</I> In response to this <I>"terror"</I> attack, he quickly legislated an Enabling Act, set up a national police force to ensure security of the <I>"Fatherland,"</I> began building concentration camps for <I>"terrorists"</I> and took his nation to a preemptive war to institute a <I>"Thousand Year Reich."</I> <P>

George W. Bush, the American Decider, provides an interesting parallel. Within a few months of his coming to power, there was a terror attack against his Pentagon and Larry Silverstein's World Trade Center. In response to this terror attack, he quickly legislated a Patriot Act, set up a national police force to ensure the security of the <I>"Homeland,"</I> began building concentration camps for terrorists and took our nation to a preemptive war to institute a New American Century. <P>

In 2006, Donald Rumsfeld was hobnobbing with the mainstream media<I> "puppet generals" </I>with whom the Neocons had sold the Middle East war to the American people. They were dismayed by the success of antiwar Democrats in the midterm elections. Lt. General DeLong complained about a <I>"lack of sympathetic ears"</I> in Congress, and a lack of interest among the general American public.  Rumsfeld responded:  <I>"What's to be done? The correction for that, I suppose, is another attack."</I> -- Jason Linkins, <A HREF="http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2008/05/13/rumsfeld-on-2006-election_n_101537.html">The Correction for That ... Is an Attack</A>, Huffington Post, May 13, 2008. <P> <B> 

Top Targets </B> <P>

"At half past nine this morning we were actually running an exercise ... in London based on simultaneous bombs going off precisely at the railway stations where (the attacks) happened this morning." -- <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JKvkhe3rqtc">Peter Power</A>, interviewed on BBC, July 7, 2005. <P> 

In February I wrote <A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=2514&z=163">False Flag Prospects, 2008 -- Top Three US Target Cities</A> as a primer for the growing number of American citizens interested in how false flag attacks happen, and where they may happen next.  I identified three cities -- Portland, Chicago and Houston -- as the most likely places in the United States for the next 9/11. My chief reason was that those three cities had been consistently chosen by the Bush administration for WMD-type terror drills in recent years. <P>

When the article was published, the Bush administration had not announced locations for its 2008 terror drills. In the last month, though, it has conducted terror drills with only short notice. At this point it should come as no surprise that the drills involved Portland, Chicago and Houston. Portland and Seattle were targets for chemical catastrophes in National Level Exercise 2-08, begun on May day.  Chicago was the target for a biological catastrophe last week. Houston was part of a nuclear attack scenario last month. <P>

While the big three targets have been active, the Bush administration has been rehearsing for martial law in Washington, DC -- part of the same NLE 2-08 exercises that involved Portland and Seattle.  Last month they were practicing mass arrests in three states with Operation Sudden Impact. Just this week they <I>"went live"</I> at a Waterloo, Iowa concentration camp exercise -- conducting the largest mass arrest in US history at a kosher meat company after assuring local residents that they were only interested in practice. <P>

Let's hope that the Paulestinian uprising of false flag awareness continues.  Our country needs a wary public to keep a close eye on a war mongering Bush League.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is the intelligence correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, refer to <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm">his homesite.</A>
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Progressive Vision Failure <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

The Real Scandal of Bush's Knesset Speech </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd <P>

There has been much throwing about of brains in the <I>"progressosphere" </I>about George W. Bush's shocking and unseemly injection of - gasp! - partisanship into his address to the Israeli Knesset the other day.  Evidently this was the first time in American history that a president has ever indulged in such un-statesmanlike behavior while gadding about in foreign parts. And what exactly did Bush do, what was this act of unprecedented moral and political depravity? Brace yourself: he made a remark that could be construed as an implied criticism of Barack Obama. <P>

Now, it so happens that there was indeed a very grave and sinister scandal in Bush's appearance before the Knesset on the 60th anniversary of Israel's founding. But it had nothing to do with his witless ejaculation of that clapped-out right-wing trope of yore: the <I>"Neville Chamberlain gambit,"</I> in which anyone who fails to evince sufficient eagerness to immediately obliterate Washington's designated enemy of the day is accused of <I>"appeasement,"</I> paving the way for the next Hitler, etc. No; the real scandal lies elsewhere. But the fact that it was universally ignored, in favor of starchy outrage over the non-issue of Bush's remark, tells us a great deal about the clueless - and gutless - nature of so much of what passes for political dissent in America today. <P> <B>

I. </B> <P>

We will get to the genuine outrage shortly, but first let's cut through some of the starch. <A HREF="http://www.philly.com/philly/blogs/attytood/President_Bush_committed_treason_today.html">The reaction of Will Bunch,</A> who writes the Attywood blog for the Philadelphia Daily News, is a good example of the overwrought reaction that greeted Bush's typically bug-eyed reading of the words that someone put on the autocue for him. This is the offending passage, which Bunch took from this CNN story: <P> <I>

"Some seem to believe we should negotiate with terrorists and radicals, as if some ingenious argument will persuade them they have been wrong all along,"</I> said Bush, in what White House aides privately acknowledged was a reference to calls by Obama and other Democrats for the U.S. president to sit down for talks with leaders like Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad. <P> <I>

"We have heard this foolish delusion before,"</I> Bush said in remarks to the Israeli Knesset. <I>"As Nazi tanks crossed into Poland in 1939, an American Senator declared: 'Lord, if only I could have talked to Hitler, all of this might have been avoided.' We have an obligation to call this what it is - the false comfort of appeasement, which has been repeatedly discredited by history." </I> <P>

That's it. A tired, ludicrous, irrelevant and meaningless analogy, from the most unpopular president in American history -  a despised, pathetic wretch whose words sway no one beyond a fanatic minority of zealots - and a cynical, profit-seeking elite -- already committed to his murderous vision. The speech will have no impact whatsoever on the outcome of the presidential race. It tells us nothing that we don't already know about the Bush gang's lust for war with Iran, a nation the gang has long painted in the colors of Nazi Germany.  <P>

But because this pointless regurgitation contained a dig at the likely Democratic nominee, Bunch calls it an act of <I>"political treason."</I> In fact, in a truly remarkable - and to me genuinely shocking - outburst, he says that Bush's tweaking of Obama in the speech was actually worse than the Watergate scandal, the Iran-Contra scandal, and all of the Bush Regime's own depredations in the past seven years, including the <I>"flagrant disregard for the Constitution, the launching of a 'pre-emptive' war on false pretenses, and discussions about torture and other shocking abuses inside the White House inner sanctum."</I> All of this -- crime, deceit, mass murder in a war of aggression -- pales in comparison to Bush's Knesset speech, which Bunch calls <I>"a new low that I never imagined was even possible."</I> <P>

I don't want to pick on Bunch. He seems like a nice guy, and he has worked hard over the years in detailing some of the outrages of the Bush Regime. But I must confess that I simply cannot comprehend the mindset that would lead to such a statement. Bush goading Obama in an overseas appearance is a <I>"new low"?</I> Worse than torture? Worse than unrestricted spying on the American people? Worse than the subversion of the electoral process in Watergate (not to mention the 2000 and 2004 campaigns)? Worse than running guns to the Iranian mullahs to help fund a terrorist insurgency in Nicaragua? Worse than aggressive war launched on false pretenses? Worse than a million people dead and more than four million driven from their homes? What kind of moral algebra could lead to such a conclusion? How could anything that Bush says at this point be worse than what he has already done? <P>

Part of it stems,  I think, from the deeply ingrained and deeply self-righteous <I>"American exceptionalism"</I> that characterizes most <I>"progressive"</I> viewpoints. What we have here, first, is the temporary insanity that afflicts almost all partisans during an election year, in which the slightest perturbation on the American political scene far outweighs any other event in moral importance. Second, there is the upsurge of patriotic bunkum that arises during presidential campaigns, where partisanship so often wraps itself in the robes of a violated idealism.  Witness the quivering sanctimony of Bunch's indignation (and try not to let the humming chorus of <I<>"The Battle Hymn of the Republic"</I> - from, say, the soundtrack of <I>"Doctor Strangelove"</I> - drown out the prose as you read): <P> <I>

As a believer in free speech, I think Bush has a right to say what he wants, but as a President of the United States who swore to uphold the Constitution, his freedom also carries an awesome and solemn responsibility, and what this president said today is a serious breach of that high moral standard. <P>

Of course, there are differences of opinion on how America should handle Iran, and that's why we're having an election here at home, to sort these issues out -- hopefully with respect and not with emotional and inaccurate appeals....[Here Bunch accurately describes the hypocrisy of Bush's remarks in respect to other American dealings with Libya and, indeed, Iran. Then the bunkum kicks into overdrive.] <P>

But what Bush did in Israel this morning goes well beyond the accepted confines of American political debate. When the president speaks to a foreign parliament on behalf of our country, his message needs to be clear and unambiguous. Our democracy may look messy to outsiders, and we may have our disagreements with some sharp elbows thrown around, but at the end of the day we are not Republicans or Democrats or liberals or conservatives. <P 

We are Americans. <P> </I>

O, e pluribus unum! Let the mighty eagle soar! Yeah, we may mix it up a little bit, but at the end of the day we are all one, we are all....family. <P>

One can only assume that Bunch has not been reading his own admirable pieces for the past several years. Or anything else for that matter. Throughout this entire decade, the public <I>"debate"</I> has been packed to the rafters with fierce excommunications of Bush regime critics as <I>"un-American,"</I> not <I>"real Americans," </I>not<I> "one of us," "traitors," "enemies"</I>  and so on and so forth. (My own in-box has groaned with such messages for years. Indeed, if I had a dollar for every time I've been told by a fellow American that I am not their fellow American, I could probably run for president myself. At least for a week or two. I imagine that Bunch, writing for a much larger public platform, has gotten even more of this kind of  hysterical shunning.) Yet still the bunkum goes on: <P> <I>

And you, Mr. Bush, are the leader of us all. To use a diplomatic setting on foreign soil to score a cheap political point at home is way beneath your office, way beneath your country, and way beneath the people you serve. You have been handed an office once uplifted to great heights by fellow countrymen from Washington to Lincoln to Roosevelt to Eisenhower, and have plunged it so deeply into the Karl-Rove- and-Rush-Limbaugh-fueled world of political destruction and survival of all costs that [you] have lost all perspective -- and all sense of decency. To travel to Israel and to associate a sitting American senator and your possible successor in the Oval Office with those who at one time gave comfort to an enemy of the United States is, in and of itself, an act of political treason.  <P>

"You, Mr. Bush, are the leader of us all."</I> I can't say for sure, of course, but I would bet good money that not once in the last five years (if not longer) has Will Bunch ever felt in his heart, even for a nano-second, that Bush is <I>"the leader of us all."</I> I would imagine that Bunch, like any sentient being, has long considered Bush to be a willfully ignorant preppy thug who cheated his way into office, where he has gleefully spit and shat upon the Constitution, the rule of law and all human decency. And I know for a fact - from the very post examined here  - that Bunch considers Bush a war criminal who launched an act of aggression on false pretenses. So why does Bunch - and the other progressives shocked at Bush's speech - engage in false pretenses of their own? Why pretend that this bloodstained husk is some kind of legitimate figure, and be outraged when he fails to respect the niceties of some idealized vision of American politics, or lowers the <I>"dignity of his office?"</I> <P>

And why engage in the same kind of historical ignorance that Bush's statement reeks of? Bunch says that Bush compared Obama to <I>"those who at one time gave comfort to an enemy of the United States."</I> Presumably, he is referring to Neville Chamberlain and others who negotiated with Hitler before the war. But Hitler was not <I>"an enemy of the United States"</I> until he declared war on America in December 1941, in fulfillment of his military pact with Japan. Thus anyone who held talks with Hitler prior to December 1941 was not <I>"giving comfort to an enemy of the United States."</I> Yes, I know Bunch is trying to turn Bush's own words against him, to say, <I>"you call Obama an appeaser, but you are committing treason yourself!"</I> But <I>"appeasement,"</I> though it might be foolish or ineffectual in particular circumstances, is not treason. Nor did Bush claim it was. And for God's sake, criticizing a political opponent - even in the hallowed precincts of a foreign legislature - is not treason in any sense, not even metaphorically. <P>

And speaking of historical ignorance, should we now take up the vast field of crime, folly, and<I> "political destruction and survival at all costs"</I> that has historically characterized the <I>"dignity of the office"</I> of president, which Bush has supposedly lowered? No; life is too short. Let's leave that fascinating topic aside for now and move on. <P> <B>

II. </B> <P>

As we said, at the core of the mindset represented by Bunch's post is a fierce partisanship disguised as idealism. To test this, let's perform a brief thought experiment. Imagine that Barack Obama, not George Bush, is president of the United States. Imagine that President Obama went to Israel and spoke to the Knesset on the 60th anniversary of the nation's founding. Imagine that upon that solemn occasion, President Obama spoke on this wise: <P> <I>

"Some seem to believe that violence, or the ever-present threat of violence, should always be at the forefront of our dealings with those nations with whom we have serious disagreements -- as if pointing a gun at someone's head is the best way to win hearts and minds,"</I> said Obama, in what White House aides privately acknowledged was a reference to calls by presidential candidate John McCain and other Republicans for military action against Iran. <P> <I>

"But I believe we should follow the insights of that great statesman and military leader, Winston Churchill, who said: 'Jaw-jaw is always better than war-war.' We have an obligation to pursue every possible avenue for peaceful resolution - and pursue them in good faith, with genuine commitment and unstinting effort - before we ever consider drawing the terrible sword of war. History teaches us the monstrous consequences of making violence a key instrument of national policy. We need only look at the unspeakable evils unleashed by Nazi Germany, or the agony today in Iraq, to see the cruel folly of opposing Churchill's abiding wisdom on this point." </I> <P>

What would Will Bunch and the progressosphere have said to such a speech? Would they have condemned Obama for <I>"political treason," </I>for lowering the dignity of his office by launching a <I>"cheap"</I> partisan dig at a domestic political opponent during a speech abroad? Would they shuddered with revulsion at his invocation of Nazi Germany for political purposes - in the Israeli parliament, of all places? <P>

No, of course not. They would have praised his bold stance against the warmongers back home - and the warmongers in Israel. They would have hailed his subtle dig at McCain: <I>"another brilliant example of the artful blending of political pragmatism and genuine idealism that has been a hallmark of Obama's presidency."</I> They would have applauded his reference to World War II: <I>"I doubt if a single member of the Knesset was left unmoved when Obama evoked the 'unspeakable evils' of Nazi Germany. I know there were tears in my eyes as I watched that portion of the speech on YouTube. That's precisely the kind of deep, learned historical perspective - tempered always with the human touch, the empathy toward others - that has made this president so unique."</I> In short, they would have lauded such a speech, if the content and speaker had been different. It is certainly not the non-existent principle of non-partisan presidential decorum in foreign appearances that has so vexed them in this case. <P>

Every time a president speaks on foreign soil - every single time, in every administration - there is a domestic political angle somewhere in the mix. Every time a president goes abroad and praises his own policies or viewpoints, he is attacking his domestic critics, either directly or by implication. There is nothing unusual or heinous about the practice; it is inevitable, and unavoidable, if a president says anything more than <I>"Happy to be here"</I> on a foreign visit. Even in the most idealized world of ever-dignified presidents representing a unified people who always put aside their sharp elbows and come together in the end, Bush's flaccid rhetoric at the Knesset would not represent a scandal or outrage of any kind. <P> <B>

III. </B> <P>

But the progressive hissy fit over Bush's speech has provided a massive distraction from the real scandal of his appearance before the Knesset, and his reference to Nazi Germany: the fact that this mass-murdering wager of aggressive war would not have been standing before the Knesset at all - if not for his own family's extensive, and profitable, <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/228/135/">role in the rise of the Nazi war machine.</A> A role which continued not only after <I>"Nazi tanks crossed into Poland"</A> (where Bush family investments helped finance the concentration camp at Auschwitz) but even after Nazi forces were killing American troops in North Africa. <P>

As Toby Rogers noted in <A HREF="http://clamormagazine.org/issues/14/feature3.php">his landmark 2002 piece for Clamor magazine,</A> <I> "Heir to the Holocaust,"</I> which pulled together the vast amount of documentary evidence of the Bush-Walker clan's intimate and instrumental connection to the Nazis: <P> <I>

According to classified documents from Dutch intelligence and US government archives, President George W. Bush's grandfather, Prescott Bush made considerable profits off Auschwitz slave labor. In fact, President Bush himself is an heir to these profits from the holocaust which were placed in a blind trust in 1980 by his father, former president George Herbert Walker Bush. <P>

Throughout the Bush family's decades of public life, the American press has gone out of its way to overlook one historical fact - that through Union Banking Corporation (UBC), Prescott Bush, and his father-in-law, George Herbert Walker, along with [their business partner] German industrialist Fritz Thyssen, financed Adolf Hitler before and during World War II. <P> </I>

Rogers' article - and other pieces such as <A HREF="http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=viewArticle&code=BUC20051102&articleId=1176">the stories published in 2003 by John Buchanan</A> in the New Hampshire Gazette -- provide the devastating details of this sorry history, including the seizure of some of the Bush family's Nazi assets under the Trading With the Enemy Act in 1942 - and their subsequent pulling of elitist strings to keep these genuinely treasonous dealings out of the public eye....and even profit from them after the war, when the family and its partners were allowed to liquidate their share of the seized foreign assets: <P> <I>

Prescott Bush received $1.5 million for his share in UBC. That money enabled Bush to help his son, George Herbert Walker Bush, to set up his first royalty firm, Overby Development Company, that same year. It was also helpful when Prescott Bush left the business world to enter the public arena in 1952 with a successful senatorial campaign in Connecticut. On October 8th, 1972, Prescott Bush died of cancer and his will was enacted soon after. <P>

In 1980, when George H.W. Bush was elected vice president, he placed his father's family inherence in a blind trust. The trust was managed by his old friend and quail hunting partner, William "Stamps" Farish III. Bush's choice of Farish to manage the family wealth is quite revealing in that it demonstrates that the former president might know exactly where some of his inheritance originated. Farish's grandfather, William Farish Jr., on March 25th, 1942, pleaded <I>"no contest"</I> to conspiring with Nazi Germany while president of Standard Oil in New Jersey. He was described by Senator Harry Truman in public of approaching "treason" for profiting off the Nazi war machine. Standard Oil, invested millions in IG Farben, who opened a gasoline factory within Auschwitz in 1940. <P> </I>

Farish had signed a deal with the Nazis on secret patents for synthesizing rubber. Hitler couldn't have gone to war without it. Even after America entered the war, Farish stood by his Nazi partners and refused to share these precious trade secrets with the U.S. government, despite the American military's dire need for rubber.  </I> <P>

None of this means that Bush's grandfather was a Nazi. This is simply the way <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1191/135/">the American elite have always functioned.</A> Ideology, morality, patriotism, law - all must give way to the relentless and ruthless pursuit of wealth, and the power and privilege and dominance wealth brings. <A HREF="http://empireburlesquenow.blogspot.com/2005/10/prophet-margin-prescott-bush-foresees.html">Prescott Bush traded with the Nazis</A>, even when they were killing Americans, because there was money in it. For the same reason, his son, Prescott Jr., has long been a leading figure in trading with the repressive communist regime in China (as have <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1050/135/">Dubya's brother Neil</A> -- and <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/877/135/">Don Rumsfeld too,</A> for that matter.). For the same reason, Prescott Senior's other son, George Herbert Walker Bush, and his son, George Walker Bush, have long had extensive and intimate business ties with the violent religious extremists in Saudi Arabia, and with a number of other tyrants throughout the Middle East and around the world. <P>

It seems astonishing that in a media culture in which the slightest youthful peccadillo and most remote family history of a presidential candidate or office-holder are exhumed and examined in microscopic detail, the Bush family's documented and indisputable involvement in the rise of Hitler and his machine of aggressive war has never come to the attention of the general public. But because such truths expose the reality of the elites who control the commanding heights of American society - and give the bitter lie to bubbly effusions of American exceptionalism, to pious, comforting fantasies about unifying leaders of us all carrying out their awesome and solemn responsibilities with unshakeable dignity - they remain forever outside the purview of <I>"serious"</I> discourse. Anything that genuinely challenges the prevailing pieties that mask the murderous operations of empire and oligarchy must be ignored, or mocked, scorned and marginalized (as we have seen in <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/content/view/1501/135/">the controversy over Obama's pastor,</A> Jeremiah Wright). If in those very rare instances when the challenge is too powerful to be ignored or trivialized, then it must be physically destroyed, as in the case of Martin Luther King Jr. -- or even George Wallace, who presented a dangerous challenge to elite rule from the right (threatening the race-based <I>"Southern strategy"</I> of the Nixon campaign) and was eliminated from the national scene by the assassination attempt in 1972 which left him crippled. <P>

The only scandal attendant on Bush's speech last week was the fact that this unrepentant beneficiary of Nazi blood money - who has himself aped the Nazis in his own policies of aggressive war, state terror and lawless authoritarianism -- was allowed to stand before a foreign legislature and prate about freedom and liberty and <I>"fighting evil."</I> And this is just part of a larger scandal: that he has been allowed to walk free among decent people without facing the slightest threat of justice for his crime, enjoying what is perhaps the chief privilege of his class - the immunity from all consequences of his malevolent actions. <P>

But to the progressosphere, Bush's little indirect dig at Obama was far more scandalous than any of this; indeed, it was a <I>"new low"</I> in our national life. Of such tunnel-visioned self-delusion is our <I>"progressive movement"</I> made. Afraid to speak the truth, or unable to see it when it is in front of their eyes: no wonder the <I>"progressives"</I> have been unable to stop the Regime's monstrous crimes, or rally public support for impeachment, or turn the tide of national policy away from empire, dominion and injustice - a destructive tide that Obama, Clinton and McCain are happy to keep riding to their own positions of power, wealth and privilege.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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The Myth Of The Iranian Sanctuary <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Scott Ritter </font> <P>

Recently I was invited to provide testimony before the Chicago City Council on a proposed resolution to oppose any US military action against Iran. I salute the City Council for having the courage and sense of civic responsibility to consider a resolution which would pressure the Congressional delegation of the State of Illinois to heed the will of the citizens of Chicago. The resolution, as written at the time of the hearing, was a strong indictment of the current policies of the Bush administration in Iran as well as Iraq, and underscored the insufficiency of just cause for any military action against Iran. The resolution pushed for a diplomatic solution to all problems that might exist between Iran and the United States, noting that a failure to pursue diplomacy with Iraq has resulted in a war which not only has killed thousands of Americans and hundreds of thousands of Iraqis, but cost each ward in the City of Chicago some 104 million dollars which would otherwise have been used to benefit its citizens. <P>

Not all in attendance were in support of this resolution. Alderman James A. Balcer, of Chicago's 11th Ward, offered a strongly-felt counter argument, noting that if Iran was providing sanctuary for forces that are responsible for the deaths of American service members in Iraq, then the only viable course of action available to the United States would be an American military strike to take out such sanctuaries. <P>

On the surface, this is a powerful and compelling argument, and one that Alderman Balcer is well positioned to make. As a Marine infantryman who served in Vietnam, Alderman Balcer was a participant in Operation Dewey Canyon, a bold assault by the 9th Marine Regiment through the A Shau Valley and into Laos, the purpose of which was to destroy military material that was being stored in, and transported through, sanctuaries in Laos by the North Vietnamese in support of their operations in South Vietnam. In short, Balcer and his fellow Marines were dispatched to <I>'take out' </I>a sanctuary that was responsible for facilitating the deaths of Americans in South Vietnam. <P>

The resultant Operation Dewey Canyon is the stuff of Marine Corps legend, an epic battle that left over 1,600 North Vietnamese dead, and huge amounts of combat material and weapons destroyed. The cost for the Marines was not insignificant, with 130 Marines killed and 932 wounded. Complementary combat missions into Laos by US Army Special Operations Forces, known as Operation Prairie Fire, likewise targeted North Vietnamese<I>"sanctuaries."</I> Dozens more Americans were killed and wounded in this fighting. <P>

Alderman Balcer is rightly proud of his service to the Marines and our nation, and as he points out, Operation Dewey Canyon contributed to an overall degradation of enemy combat capability in South Vietnam so that a repeat of the 1968 Tet Offensive could not occur. This may be true, to a degree. However, Operation Dewey Canyon did not stop the Vietnam War. On February 23, 1969, the Viet Cong launched 110 attacks through South Vietnam, including targets in Saigon. On February 25, 1969, the North Vietnamese launched an assault on Marines stationed along the DMZ, killing 32 Marines. This prompted a Marine offensive into the DMZ on March 15, 1969. On March 17 Richard Nixon, recently sworn in as President, and promising to seek <I>"peace with honor"</I> in Vietnam, authorized the secret bombing of Cambodia, the purpose of which was to destroy North Vietnamese sanctuaries located there. <P>

By April 1969, American force levels in Vietnam reached 543,000, the largest concentration in the history of that conflict. In mid-May 1969 US Army forces battled in the A Shau valley, scene of Operation Dewey Canyon back in January, losing 46 men killed and more than 400 wounded in a ten day battle for a piece of terrain known as <I>"Hamburger Hill."</I> The Vietnam War was over. American forces began the long process of drawing down, and turning the battle over to their South Vietnamese allies. Two years after the original Operation Dewey Canyon, the United States, with their newly empowered South Vietnamese allies, underscored the futility of a counter-sanctuary strategy by launching Operation Dewey Canyon II, a strike through the A Shau Valley into Laos. Over 50% of the South Vietnamese force of 14,000 men were killed or captured. The United States lost 215 men, with over 100 helicopters shot down and over 600 helicopters damaged. <P>

There is a huge problem in trying to link the counter-sanctuary strategy employed in Vietnam and any proposed counter-sanctuary strategy that might be employed against Iran. First and foremost, it doesn't work. Any time a nation is compelled to strike <I>"sanctuaries"</I> as a means of relieving pressure on the front-line forces, it is an acknowledgement that the front-line forces are incapable of accomplishing their mission. The problem facing American forces in Iraq is not so-called <I>"sanctuaries"</I> alleged to be operating in Iran, but rather the reality that the United States in engaged in an unpopular, and increasingly brutal, occupation in Iraq that cannot win regardless of what is transpiring in Iran. This occupation is being resisted by Iraqis, not Iranians. Bombing Iran, or worse, launching cross-border operations by US ground forces, will not reduce the will of the Iraqis who fight for their homeland and way of life. It will only enlarge the theater of operations, and increase the cost of war to the United States in terms of dead and wounded Americans, wasted national treasure, and crippled prestige around the world. <P>

The skill and bravery of those American forces called upon to carry out any cross-border attack into Iran can never be denigrated, just as the courage and fortitude of Marines like Alderman Balcer can never be questioned as they fought in battles such as Operation Dewey Canyon. The problem isn't the troops, but rather the policies they are called upon to implement. The Vietnam War was a bad war for America to be fighting, just as the Iraq war is a bad war. No amount of courage and sacrifice on the part of American fighting men and women can alter this fact. In fact, we do those who honor us a huge disservice by continuing to allow them to fight and die in a cause unworthy of the sacrifice they are prepared to make. <P>

The most frustrating aspect of Alderman Balcer's citing of the Vietnam War as a parallel argument for justifying a military strike into Iran isn't just that historically these type of actions never work (Americans are an optimistic people, ever convinced that <I>"this time we'll do it right,"</I> when the reality is that history simply keeps repeating itself). It is that the Vietnam model doesn't fit. In order for there to be a parallel between the situation in Vietnam and the one we face in Iraq, there would have to be similar casts of characters engaged in similar types of activities. On the surface, we can say that we have a protagonist (the United States), and an antagonist (North Vietnam then, Iran now). We then layer on the supporting cast - the South Vietnamese government/the government of Iraq on the one hand, and the Viet Cong and the Shi'a rebels on the other. <P>

This is where the parallel falls apart. There was angst between the North Vietnamese and South Vietnamese that manifested itself in violence, played out directly and through proxy (i.e., the Viet Cong). Yet in Iraq today, we have a situation where the government of Iraq (dominated by the Da'wa Party and the Supreme Council for the Islamic Revolution in Iraq, both Iranian created, funded and controlled) is a direct extension of Iranian political will and control in Iraq. For the Vietnam parallel to hold true, we would have to replace the South Vietnamese government with the Viet Cong, which immediately negates the whole argument in its entirety. Why would the North Vietnamese undermine the Viet Cong, when their whole purpose was to achieve Communist control of Vietnam in the first place? If the Viet Cong were in power in South Vietnam, then the North Vietnamese strategy would be to work with the Viet Cong to get the Americans out of Vietnam, not to conspire to create the conditions which would expand the American military involvement in Vietnam. <P>

The Iranians have already achieved political victory in Iraq. All they want now is to create long-lasting stability. The last thing the Iranians would do is create a new <I>"Viet Cong"</I> to undermine the government of Iraq. Thus, if one accepts the premise of the United States that it is Iran which is responsible for funding and training forces hostile to the government of Iraq, then one would have to accept the notion that Iran is at war with...Iran. This is, frankly speaking, absurd in the extreme. The Iranians, far from being the instigators of violence in Iraq, play the role of peacemaker. It is Iran which brokered the ceasefire in Basra which ended the fighting between the US/Iraqi forces and the Mahdi Army of the Moqtada al-Sadr. Iran likewise seeks to play a moderating force in Baghdad, and in northern Iraq, where it works to diplomatically resolve the political problems with al-Sadr and the Kurds, respectively. If only the United States were so-inclined. The so-called <I>"Quds Force"</I> officials captured by the United States inside Iraq were carrying out diplomatic functions conducive to peace, not facilitating the spread of violence. The fact that the United States has released most of these <I>"Quds Force"</I> members, declaring them neither a security threat nor being of intelligence value, only underscores this reality. <P>

There simply is no evidence provided to sustain the allegations that Iran is waging a proxy war against the United States in Iraq, and that Iran is providing so-called <I>"sanctuaries"</I> for the training and arming of these proxies. The United States has yet to be able to provide physical evidence of any large-scale cache of Iranian-produced weapons. Press releases do not count as evidence. Likewise, the alleged links between the Shi'a fighters in Iraq, and Iranian/Hezbollah sponsors in Iran, are illusory. American military briefers have referred to several captured fighters - all Iraqi - who they claimed provided testimony on the existence of such a link. First, in this day and age of torture, we must be wary of so-called <I>"evidence"</I> produced by a system which condones torture as a means of extracting confessions. As a former intelligence officer, I can state with absolute certainty that the norms and standards which dictated that any information so gathered must be treated as suspect, since anyone can be made to say anything under duress, have not been altered by any <I>"new reality"</I> imagined by the Bush administration post September 11, 2001. The only thing which remains constant is the moral depravity of torture and the unreliability of information so obtained. <P>

Another problem facing the <I>"Iran as sanctuary"</I> argument is that we haven't a clue what we would be striking to begin with. Alleged camps may exist as physical points on a map, but have nothing to do with what we allege to be taking place there. The Hezbollah connection is most disturbing, not because it reinforces what we already know to be true - that Iran supports Hezbollah - but rather is underscores what we don't understand. Moqtada al-Sadr comes from a family with long-standing historical ties with both Iran and Lebanon. Indeed, the al-Sadr family is directly linked to Lebanese Shi'a who created the Amal movement in Lebanon. It was a radicalized faction of this Amal movement, having broken away in 1985, which became Hezbollah. <P>

The mixing of family and politics is always a complicated affair, and can only be interpreted by those who take the time to navigate the complex layers of intrigue thus created. It is not something condusive to haphazard analysis from people ill-equipped to study the problem. For military analysts in Iraq, the capture of a person carrying a Lebanese passport with Iranian immigration stamps becomes defacto evidence of an Iranian-Hezbollah conspiracy, when in fact all it might represent is the simple traveling of a family member from Lebanon, through Iran, and into Iraq - by far the safest route. And to think that the Iranian <I>"Quds Force"</I> would not exploit family connections in an effort to moderate the stance taken by Moqtada al-Sadr and his Mahdi Army is to fail to understand the commitment of Iran for a peaceful outcome to the violence in Iraq. <P>

The fact of the matter is, there is no <I>"sanctuary"</I> problem in Iran worthy of American military action. These illusory <I>"sanctuaries"</I> are but a myth propagated by those elements within the Bush administration, namely the Office of the Vice President, which are desirous of seeing American policy toward Iran shaped by the reality of war, no matter how artificially and fraudulently justified. These elements are fearful of a legitimate debate on the merits of military action against Iran, because they know that from such a debate the emptiness of their cause, logically and morally, will be exposed for all to see. <P>

The worst course of action for those who seek to determine policy by exploiting the fears of a population operating in ignorance of the facts is to conduct open hearings which serve to expose bad policy to sunlight, and empower those present with knowledge and information so that their fears can be assuaged with enlightenment. The recent hearings held by the Chicago City Council on Iran are representative of this kind of <I>"sunshine policy,"</I> which if our elected officials in Washington, DC cannot muster the courage to convene, must then be replicated throughout the United States in the councils of its cities, towns and villages so that the will of the people can be given voice. Hopefully, the will of the people, so empowered, can manifest itself in a manner which awakens the sleeping Tiger of American democracy, namely the Congress of the United States, so that irresponsible war on Iran, promoted by an illegitimate unitary executive operating void of constitutional checks and balances, can be stopped before it wreaks its devastation on the people of Iran, and by extension, the people of the United States. <P>

I would hope that Alderman Balcer would reconsider his opposition to the resolution being heard by the City Council of Chicago, and understand that the best policy direction that can be taken today vis-à-vis Iraq and Iran is not to embrace policies which create the inevitability of new <I>"Operation Dewey Canyons,"</I> but rather ensure that Americans are never again called upon to sacrifice their lives in vain for wars which are not only avoidable, but serve no purpose in promoting either the legitimate defense of the United States or the greater good.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Scott Ritter</font> a former Marine Corps intelligence officer, was a chief inspector for the United Nations Special Commission in Iraq from 1991 until 1998. He is the author of several books; <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/104-6025813-8319912?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Target+Iran&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go">"Target Iran,"</A> with a new afterword by the author, was recently released in paperback by Nation Books.
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Can Things Get Worse? Can And Will! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mike Folkerth </font> <P>

Good Morning Middle America, your King of Simple News is on the air. <P>

Every so often I have to ground myself with the reason that I began to write both my book and this blog. I revived an old piece that I wrote a while back to briefly explain the root cause of the mess that we are in economically. <P>

I have said that the second largest problem in America was healthcare. The #1 problem that we face makes healthcare appear to be a mere inconvenience in comparison. In fact, the biggest problem facing us makes about every other issue look kind of puny. <P>

So what could be that awful? Global warming? Bird flue? A new Pee Wee Herman movie? Nah, even worse; the very basis of our economy is absolutely, undeniably, without question, and quantifiably unsustainable. Say what? Yep, unsustainable and mathematically provable to be so; yet we continue down the same old path that leads to a place where even your GPS can't find the way back. <P>

To summarize what I'm saying; If there is not a sustainable underlying economy to provide decent ongoing jobs for our citizens, nothing else really matters all that much; does it? <P>

Here's the problem; the underlying plan for America's economy is based on continual growth. Not just plain old everyday growth, but exponential growth (ever increasing like a snowball). <P>

To make our current economy work, we place larger demands on our supply of natural resources that, not surprisingly, fail to cooperate by refusing to grow in size. So how can that work? <I>"Not very well."</I> is the correct answer.

Clean water, air, iron ore, copper, coal, oil, and crop lands, are all playing out. The natural resources that we have in stock on this big space ship called earth is all that there will ever be. So what is our answer? Plan to use more next year. Brilliant! <P>

We also need another element to make our current economic plan work; more people. In order to keep up with the necessary population growth, legal immigration into the U.S. has been increased to allow approximately 1.2 million new foreigners to enter each year. Yet, in the past four months, more than 1,100,000 Americans have either failed to find employment or were laid off their jobs. <P>

Our flawed economic plan may well have hit zenith and is in the final stages of failure, as was mathematically predictable from the beginning. Middle America is going to pull a Houdini and disappear like buffalo if we don't do something pretty darned quick. <P>

As the passenger in the runaway truck of the old C.W. McCall song 'Wolfcreek Pass' said, <I>"Earl, I'm not the type to complain, but the time has come for me to explain, if you don't apply some brake real soon, they're gonna to pick us up with a stick and a spoon." </I> <P>

In the spirit of ol' C.W., I'm trying to explain just exactly why our truck is running away and why we have precious little time to apply some brake. <P>

Why is oil $123 per barrel? Because the world is running out of crude, that simple. Why is America in recession? Because we are running out of lies. The title of my book is <A HREF="http://mikefolkerth.com/the-book/">"The Biggest Lie Ever Believed."</A> That lie is that <I>"Growth is good."</I> until such time that we understand that ever increasing growth cannot be sustained in a finite world, we will continue our march to the bottom. <P>

What do you think? <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mikefolkerth.com/">Mike Folkerth</A></font> is not your run-of-the-mill author of economics. Nor does he write in boring lecture style. Not even close. The former real estate broker, developer, private real estate fund manager, auctioneer, Alaskan bush pilot, restaurateur, U.S. Navy veteran, heavy equipment operator, taxi cab driver, fishing guide, horse packer...(I won't go on, it's embarrassing) writes from experience and plain common sense. He is the author of <A HREF="http://mikefolkerth.com/the-book/">"The Biggest Lie Ever Believed."</A>
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By King Abdullah </font> <P>

The American Magazine November 1947 <P>

I am especially delighted to address an American audience, for the tragic problem of Palestine will never be solved without American understanding, American sympathy, American support. <P>

So many billions of words have been written about Palestine-perhaps more than on any other subject in history-that I hesitate to add to them. Yet I am compelled to do so, for I am reluctantly convinced that the world in general, and America in particular, knows almost nothing of the true case for the Arabs. <P>

We Arabs follow, perhaps far more than you think, the press of America. We are frankly disturbed to find that for every word printed on the Arab side, a thousand are printed on the Zionist side. <P>

There are many reasons for this. You have many millions of Jewish citizens interested in this question. They are highly vocal and wise in the ways of publicity. There are few Arab citizens in America, and we are as yet unskilled in the technique of modern propaganda. <P>

The results have been alarming for us. In your press we see a horrible caricature and are told it is our true portrait. In all justice, we cannot let this pass by default. <P>

Our case is quite simple: For nearly 2,000 years Palestine has been almost 100 per cent Arab. It is still preponderantly Arab today, in spite of enormous Jewish immigration. But if this immigration continues we shall soon be outnumbered-a minority in our home. <P>

Palestine is a small and very poor country, about the size of your state of Vermont. Its Arab population is only about 1,200,000. Already we have had forced on us, against our will, some 600,000 Zionist Jews. We are threatened with many hundreds of thousands more. <P>

Our position is so simple and natural that we are amazed it should even be questioned. It is exactly the same position you in America take in regard to the unhappy European Jews. You are sorry for them, but you do not want them in your country. <P>

We do not want them in ours, either. Not because they are Jews, but because they are foreigners. We would not want hundreds of thousands of foreigners in our country, be they Englishmen or Norwegians or Brazilians or whatever. <P>

Think for a moment: In the last 25 years we have had one third of our entire population forced upon us. In America that would be the equivalent of 45,000,000 complete strangers admitted to your country, over your violent protest, since 1921. How would you have reacted to that? <P>

Because of our perfectly natural dislike of being overwhelmed in our own homeland, we are called blind nationalists and heartless anti-Semites. This charge would be ludicrous were it not so dangerous. <P>

No people on earth have been less <I>"anti-Semitic"</I> than the Arabs. The persecution of the Jews has been confined almost entirely to the Christian nations of the West. Jews, themselves, will admit that never since the Great Dispersion did Jews develop so freely and reach such importance as in Spain when it was an Arab possession. With very minor exceptions, Jews have lived for many centuries in the Middle East, in complete peace and friendliness with their Arab neighbors. <P>

Damascus, Baghdad, Beirut and other Arab centers have always contained large and prosperous Jewish colonies. Until the Zionist invasion of Palestine began, these Jews received the most generous treatment-far, far better than in Christian Europe. Now, unhappily, for the first time in history, these Jews are beginning to feel the effects of Arab resistance to the Zionist assault. Most of them are as anxious as Arabs to stop it. Most of these Jews who have found happy homes among us resent, as we do, the coming of these strangers. <P>

I was puzzled for a long time about the odd belief which apparently persists in America that Palestine has somehow <I>"always been a Jewish land."</I> Recently an American I talked to cleared up this mystery. He pointed out that the only things most Americans know about Palestine are what they read in the Bible. It was a Jewish land in those days, they reason, and they assume it has always remained so. <P>

Nothing could be farther from the truth. It is absurd to reach so far back into the mists of history to argue about who should have Palestine today, and I apologize for it. Yet the Jews do this, and I must reply to their <I>"historic claim."</I> I wonder if the world has ever seen a stranger sight than a group of people seriously pretending to claim a land because their ancestors lived there some 2,000 years ago! <P>

If you suggest that I am biased, I invite you to read any sound history of the period and verify the facts. <P>

Such fragmentary records as we have indicate that the Jews were wandering nomads from Iraq who moved to southern Turkey, came south to Palestine, stayed there a short time, and then passed to Egypt, where they remained about 400 years. About 1300 BC (according to your calendar) they left Egypt and gradually conquered most-but not all-of the inhabitants of Palestine. <P>

It is significant that the Philistines-not the Jews-gave their name to the country: <I>"Palestine"</I> is merely the Greek form of <I>"Philistia." </I> <P>

Only once, during the empire of David and Solomon, did the Jews ever control nearly-but not all-the land which is today Palestine. This empire lasted only 70 years, ending in 926 BC. Only 250 years later the Kingdom of Judah had shrunk to a small province around Jerusalem, barely a quarter of modern Palestine. <P>

In 63 BC the Jews were conquered by Roman Pompey, and never again had even the vestige of independence. The Roman Emperor Hadrian finally wiped them out about 135 AD. He utterly destroyed Jerusalem, rebuilt under another name, and for hundreds of years no Jew was permitted to enter it. A handful of Jews remained in Palestine but the vast majority were killed or scattered to other countries, in the Diaspora, or the Great Dispersion. From that time Palestine ceased to be a Jewish country, in any conceivable sense. <P>

This was 1,815 years ago, and yet the Jews solemnly pretend they still own Palestine! If such fantasy were allowed, how the map of the world would dance about! <P>

Italians might claim England, which the Romans held so long. England might claim France, <I>"homeland"</I> of the conquering Normans. And the French Normans might claim Norway, where their ancestors originated. And incidentally, we Arabs might claim Spain, which we held for 700 years. <P>

Many Mexicans might claim Spain, <I>"homeland"</I> of their forefathers. They might even claim Texas, which was Mexican until 100 years ago. And suppose the American Indians claimed the <I>"homeland"</I> of which they were the sole, native, and ancient occupants until only some 450 years ago! <P>

I am not being facetious. All these claims are just as valid-or just as fantastic-as the Jewish <I>"historic connection"</I> with Palestine. Most are more valid. <P>

In any event, the great Moslem expansion about 650 AD finally settled things. It dominated Palestine completely. From that day on, Palestine was solidly Arabic in population, language, and religion. When British armies entered the country during the last war, they found 500,000 Arabs and only 65,000 Jews. <P>

If solid, uninterrupted Arab occupation for nearly 1,300 years does not make a country <I>"Arab,"</I> what does? <P>

The Jews say, and rightly, that Palestine is the home of their religion. It is likewise the birthplace of Christianity, but would any Christian nation claim it on that account? In passing, let me say that the Christian Arabs-and there are many hundreds of thousands of them in the Arab World-are in absolute agreement with all other Arabs in opposing the Zionist invasion of Palestine. <P>

May I also point out that Jerusalem is, after Mecca and Medina, the holiest place in Islam. In fact, in the early days of our religion, Moslems prayed toward Jerusalem instead of Mecca. <P>

The Jewish <I>"religious claim"</I> to Palestine is as absurd as the <I>"historic claim."</I> The Holy Places, sacred to three great religions, must be open to all, the monopoly of none. Let us not confuse religion and politics. <P>

We are told that we are inhumane and heartless because do not accept with open arms the perhaps 200,000 Jews in Europe who suffered so frightfully under Nazi cruelty, and who even now-almost three years after war's end-still languish in cold, depressing camps. <P>

Let me underline several facts. The unimaginable persecution of the Jews was not done by the Arabs: it was done by a Christian nation in the West. The war which ruined Europe and made it almost impossible for these Jews to rehabilitate themselves was fought by the Christian nations of the West. The rich and empty portions of the earth belong, not to the Arabs, but to the Christian nations of the West. <P>

And yet, to ease their consciences, these Christian nations of the West are asking Palestine-a poor and tiny Moslem country of the East-to accept the entire burden. <I>"We have hurt these people terribly,"</I> cries the West to the East. <I>"Won't you please take care of them for us?"</I> <P>

We find neither logic nor justice in this. Are we therefore <I>"cruel and heartless nationalists?"</I> <P>

We are a generous people: we are proud that <I>"Arab hospitality"</I> is a phrase famous throughout the world. We are a humane people: no one was shocked more than we by the Hitlerite terror. No one pities the present plight of the desperate European Jews more than we. <P>

But we say that Palestine has already sheltered 600,000 refugees. We believe that is enough to expect of us-even too much. We believe it is now the turn of the rest of the world to accept some of them. <P>

I will be entirely frank with you. There is one thing the Arab world simply cannot understand. Of all the nations of the earth, America is most insistent that something be done for these suffering Jews of Europe. This feeling does credit to the humanity for which America is famous, and to that glorious inscription on your Statue of Liberty. <P>

And yet this same America-the richest, greatest, most powerful nation the world has ever known-refuses to accept more than a token handful of these same Jews herself! <P>

I hope you will not think I am being bitter about this. I have tried hard to understand that mysterious paradox, and I confess I cannot. Nor can any other Arab. <P>

Perhaps you have been informed that <I>"the Jews in Europe want to go to no other place except Palestine."</I> <P>

This myth is one of the greatest propaganda triumphs of the Jewish Agency for Palestine, the organisation which promotes with fanatic zeal the emigration to Palestine. It is a subtle half-truth, thus doubly dangerous. <P>

The astounding truth is that nobody on earth really knows where these unfortunate Jews really want to go! <P>

You would think that in so grave a problem, the American, British, and other authorities responsible for the European Jews would have made a very careful survey, probably by vote, to find out where each Jew actually wants to go. Amazingly enough this has never been done! The Jewish Agency has prevented it. <P>

Some time ago the American Military Governor in Germany was asked at a press conference how he was so certain that all Jews there wanted to go to Palestine. His answer was simple:<I> "My Jewish advisors tell me so."</I> He admitted no poll had ever been made. Preparations were indeed begun for one, but the Jewish Agency stepped in to stop it. <P>

The truth is that the Jews in German camps are now subjected to a Zionist pressure campaign which learned much from the Nazi terror. It is dangerous for a Jew to say that he would rather go to some other country, not Palestine. Such dissenters have been severely beaten, and worse. <P>

Not long ago, in Palestine, nearly 1,000 Austrian Jews informed the international refugee organisation that they would like to go back to Austria, and plans were made to repatriate them. <P>

The Jewish Agency heard of this, and exerted enough political pressure to stop it. It would be bad propaganda for Zionism if Jews began leaving Palestine. The nearly 1,000 Austrian are still there, against their will. <P>

The fact is that most of the European Jews are Western in culture and outlook, entirely urban in experience and habits. They cannot really have their hearts set on becoming pioneers in the barren, arid, cramped land which is Palestine. <P>

One thing, however, is undoubtedly true. As matters stand now, most refugee Jews in Europe would, indeed, vote for Palestine, simply because they know no other country will have them. <P>

If you or I were given a choice between a near-prison camp for the rest of our lives-or Palestine-we would both choose Palestine, too. <P>

But open up any other alternative to them-give them any other choice, and see what happens! <P>

No poll, however, will be worth anything unless the nations of the earth are willing to open their doors-just a little-to the Jews. In other words, if in such a poll a Jew says he wants to go to Sweden, Sweden must be willing to accept him. If he votes for America, you must let him come in. <P>

Any other kind of poll would be a farce. For the desperate Jew, this is no idle testing of opinion: this is a grave matter of life or death. Unless he is absolutely sure that his vote means something, he will always vote for Palestine, so as not to risk his bird in the hand for one in the bush. <P>

In any event, Palestine can accept no more. The 65,000 Jews in Palestine in 1918 have jumped to 600,000 today. We Arabs have increased, too, but not by immigration. The Jews were then a mere 11 per cent of our population. Today they are one third of it. <P>

The rate of increase has been terrifying. In a few more years-unless stopped now-it will overwhelm us, and we shall be an important minority in our own home. <P>

Surely the rest of the wide world is rich enough and generous enough to find a place for 200,000 Jews-about one third the number that tiny, poor Palestine has already sheltered. For the rest of the world, it is hardly a drop in the bucket. For us it means national suicide. <P>

We are sometimes told that since the Jews came to Palestine, the Arab standard of living has improved. This is a most complicated question. But let us even assume, for the argument, that it is true. We would rather be a bit poorer, and masters of our own home. Is this unnatural? <P>

The sorry story of the so-called <I>"Balfour Declaration,"</I> which started Zionist immigration into Palestine, is too complicated to repeat here in detail. It is grounded in broken promises to the Arabs-promises made in cold print which admit no denying. <P>

We utterly deny its validity. We utterly deny the right of Great Britain to give away Arab land for a <I>"national home"</I> for an entirely foreign people. <P>

Even the League of Nations sanction does not alter this. At the time, not a single Arab state was a member of the League. We were not allowed to say a word in our own defense. <P>

I must point out, again in friendly frankness, that America was nearly as responsible as Britain for this Balfour Declaration. President Wilson approved it before it was issued, and the American Congress adopted it word for word in a joint resolution on 30th June, 1922. <P>

In the 1920s, Arabs were annoyed and insulted by Zionist immigration, but not alarmed by it. It was steady, but fairly small, as even the Zionist founders thought it would remain. Indeed for some years, more Jews left Palestine than entered it-in 1927 almost twice as many. <P>

But two new factors, entirely unforeseen by Britain or the League or America or the most fervent Zionist, arose in the early thirties to raise the immigration to undreamed heights. One was the World Depression; the second the rise of Hitler. <P>

In 1932, the year before Hitler came to power, only 9,500 Jews came to Palestine. We did not welcome them, but we were not afraid that, at that rate, our solid Arab majority would ever be in danger. <P>

But the next year-the year of Hitler-it jumped to 30,000! In 1934 it was 42,000! In 1935 it reached 61,000! <P>

It was no longer the orderly arrival of idealist Zionists. Rather, all Europe was pouring its frightened Jews upon us. Then, at last, we, too, became frightened. We knew that unless this enormous influx stopped, we were, as Arabs, doomed in our Palestine homeland. And we have not changed our minds. <P>

I have the impression that many Americans believe the trouble in Palestine is very remote from them, that America had little to do with it, and that your only interest now is that of a humane bystander. <P>

I believe that you do not realise how directly you are, as a nation, responsible in general for the whole Zionist move and specifically for the present terrorism. I call this to your attention because I am certain that if you realise your responsibility you will act fairly to admit it and assume it. <P>

Quite aside from official American support for the <I>"National Home"</I> of the Balfour Declaration, the Zionist settlements in Palestine would have been almost impossible, on anything like the current scale, without American money. This was contributed by American Jewry in an idealistic effort to help their fellows. <P>

The motive was worthy: the result were disastrous. The contributions were by private individuals, but they were almost entirely Americans, and, as a nation, only America can answer for it. <P>

The present catastrophe may be laid almost entirely at your door. Your government, almost alone in the world, is insisting on the immediate admission of 100,000 more Jews into Palestine-to be followed by countless additional ones. This will have the most frightful consequences in bloody chaos beyond anything ever hinted at in Palestine before. <P>

It is your press and political leadership, almost alone in the world, who press this demand. It is almost entirely American money which hires or buys the <I>"refugee ships"</I> that steam illegally toward Palestine: American money which pays their crews. The illegal immigration from Europe is arranged by the Jewish Agency, supported almost entirely by American funds. It is American dollars which support the terrorists, which buy the bullets and pistols that kill British soldiers-your allies-and Arab citizens-your friends. <P>

We in the Arab world were stunned to hear that you permit open advertisements in newspapers asking for money to finance these terrorists, to arm them openly and deliberately for murder. We could not believe this could really happen in the modern world. Now we must believe it: we have seen the advertisements with our own eyes. <P>

I point out these things because nothing less than complete frankness will be of use. The crisis is too stark for mere polite vagueness which means nothing. <P>

I have the most complete confidence in the fair-mindedness and generosity of the American public. We Arabs ask no favours. We ask only that you know the full truth, not half of it. We ask only that when you judge the Palestine question, you put yourselves in our place. <P>

What would your answer be if some outside agency told you that you must accept in America many millions of utter strangers in your midst-enough to dominate your country-merely because they insisted on going to America, and because their forefathers had once lived there some 2,000 years ago? <P>

Our answer is the same. <P>

And what would be your action if, in spite of your refusal, this outside agency began forcing them on you? <P>

Ours will be the same. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1947 King Abdullah bin Al-Hussein

 </font> <p> <br> <br>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>

<center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/iran_war.jpg"> <br> 

</center> <p>

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<br> <br> <font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/raymcgovern.jpg"> <br>
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By Ray McGovern </font> <P> <B>

Dear Admiral Fallon, </B> <P>

I have not been able to find out how to reach you directly, so I drafted this letter in the hope it will be brought to your attention. <P>

First, thank you for honoring the oath we commissioned officers take to protect and defend the Constitution of the United States from all enemies, foreign and domestic. At the same time, you have let it be known that you do not intend to speak, on or off the record, about Iran. <P>

But our oath has no expiration date. While you are acutely aware of the dangers of attacking Iran, you seem to be allowing an inbred reluctance to challenge the commander in chief to trump that oath, and to prevent you from letting the American people know of the catastrophe about to befall us if, as seems likely, our country attacks Iran. <P>

Two years ago I lectured at the Naval Academy in Annapolis. I found it highly disturbing that, when asked about the oath they took upon entering the academy, several of the <I>"Mids"</I> thought it was to the commander in chief. <P>

This brought to my mind the photos of German generals and admirals (as well as top church leaders and jurists) swearing personal oaths to Hitler. Not our tradition, and yet ... <P>

I was aghast that only the third Mid I called on got it right - that the oath is to protect and defend the Constitution, not the president. <P> <B>

Attack Iran and Trash the Constitution </B> <P>

No doubt you are very clear that an attack on Iran would be a flagrant violation of our Constitution, which stipulates that treaties ratified by the Senate become the supreme law of the land; that the United Nations Charter - which the Senate ratified on July 28, 1945, by a vote of 89 to 2 - expressly forbids attacks on other countries unless they pose an imminent danger; that there is no provision allowing some other kind of <I>"pre-emptive"</I> or <I>"preventive"</I> attack against a nation that poses no imminent danger; and that Iran poses no such danger to the United States or its allies. <P>

You may be forgiven for thinking: Isn't 41 years of service enough; isn't resigning in order to remove myself from a chain of command that threatened to make me a war criminal for attacking Iran; isn't making my active opposition known by talking to journalists - isn't all that enough? <P>

With respect, sir, no, that's not enough. <P>

The stakes here are extremely high and with the integrity you have shown goes still further responsibility. Sadly, the vast majority of your general officer colleagues have, for whatever reason, ducked that responsibility. You are pretty much it. <P>

In their lust for attacking Iran, administration officials will do their best to marginalize you. And, as prominent a person as you are, the corporate media will do the same. <P>

Indeed, there are clear signs the media have been given their marching orders to support attacking Iran. <P>

At CIA I used to analyze the Soviet press, so you will understand when I refer to the Washington Post and the New York Times as the White House's Pravda and Izvestiya. <P>

Sadly, it is as easy as during the days of the controlled Soviet press to follow the U.S. government's evolving line with a daily reading. In a word, our newspapers are revving up for war on Iran, and have been for some time. <P>

In some respects the manipulation and suppression of information in the present lead-up to an attack on Iran is even more flagrant and all encompassing than in early 2003 before the invasion of Iraq. <P>

It seems entirely possible that you are unaware of this, precisely because the media have put the wraps on it, so let me adduce a striking example of what is afoot here. <P>

The example has to do with the studied, if disingenuous, effort over recent months to blame all the troubles in southern Iraq on the <I>"malignant"</I> influence of Iran. <P> <B>

But Not for Fiasco </B> <P>

Joint Chiefs of Staff Chairman, Adm. Mike Mullen, told reporters on April 25 that Gen. David Petraeus would be giving a briefing <I>"in the next couple of weeks" </I>that would provide detailed evidence of <I>"just how far Iran is reaching into Iraq to foment instability."</I> <P>

Petraeus's staff alerted U.S. media to a major news event in which captured Iranian arms in Karbala would be displayed and then destroyed. <P>

Small problem. When American munitions experts went to Karbala to inspect the alleged cache of Iranian weapons they found nothing that could be credibly linked to Iran. <P>

News to you? That's because this highly embarrassing episode went virtually unreported in the media - like the proverbial tree falling in the forest with no corporate media to hear it crash. <P>

So Mullen and Petraeus live, uninhibited and unembarrassed, to keep searching for Iranian weapons so the media can then tell a story more supportive to efforts to blacken Iran. A fiasco is only a fiasco if folks know about it. <P>

The suppression of this episode is the most significant aspect, in my view, and a telling indicator of how difficult it is to get honest reporting on these subjects. <P>

Meanwhile, it was announced that Iraqi Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki had formed his own Cabinet committee to investigate U.S. claims and attempt to <I>"find tangible information and not information based on speculation."</I> <P> <B>

Dissing the Intelligence Estimate </B> <P>

Top officials from the president on down have been dismissing the dramatically new conclusion of the National Intelligence Estimate released on Dec. 3, 2007, a judgment concurred in by the 16 intelligence units of our government, that Iran had stopped the weapons-related part of its nuclear program in mid-2003. <P>

Always willing to do his part, the malleable CIA chief, Michael Hayden, on April 30 publicly offered his "personal opinion" that Iran is building a nuclear weapon - the National Intelligence Estimate notwithstanding. <P>

 For good measure, Hayden added: <I>"It is my opinion, it is the policy of the Iranian government, approved to the highest level of that government, to facilitate the killing of Americans in Iraq. ... Just make sure there's clarity on that." </I> <P>

I don't need to tell you about the Haydens and other smartly saluting generals in Washington. <P>

Let me suggest that you have a serious conversation with Gen. Anthony Zinni, one of your predecessor CENTOM commanders (1997 to 2000). <P>

As you know better than I, this Marine general is also an officer with unusual integrity.  But placed into circumstances virtually identical to those you now face, he could not find his voice. <P>

He missed his chance to interrupt the juggernaut to war in Iraq; you might ask him how he feels about that now, and what he would advise in current circumstances. <P>

Zinni happened to be one of the honorees at the Veterans of Foreign Wars convention on Aug. 26, 2002, at which Vice President Dick Cheney delivered the exceedingly alarmist speech, unsupported by our best intelligence, about the nuclear threat and other perils awaiting us at the hands of Saddam Hussein. <P>

That speech not only launched the seven-month public campaign against Iraq leading up to the war, but set the terms of reference for the Oct. 1, 2002 National Intelligence Estimate fabricated - yes, fabricated - to convince Congress to approve war on Iraq. <P>

Gen. Zinni later shared publicly that, as he listened to Cheney, he was shocked to hear a depiction of intelligence that did not square with what he knew. Although Zinni had retired two years earlier, his role as consultant had required him to stay up to date on intelligence relating to the Middle East. <P>

One Sunday morning three and a half years after Cheney's speech, Zinni told <I>"Meet the Press": "There was no solid proof that Saddam had weapons of mass destruction. ... I heard a case being made to go to war."</I> <P>

Gen. Zinni had as good a chance as anyone to stop an unnecessary war - not a <I>"pre-emptive war,"</I> since there was nothing to pre-empt - and Zinni knew it. No, what he and any likeminded officials could have stopped was a war of aggression, defined at the post-WWII Nuremberg Tribunal as the <I>"supreme international crime."</I>

Sure, Zinni would have had to stick his neck out. He may have had to speak out alone, since most senior officials, like then-CIA Director George Tenet, lacked courage and integrity. <P>

In his memoir published a year ago, Tenet says Cheney did not follow the usual practice of clearing his Aug. 26, 2002 speech with the CIA; that much of what Cheney said took him completely by surprise; and that Tenet<I> "had the impression that the president wasn't any more aware of what his number-two was going to say to the VFW until he said it."</I> <P>

It is a bit difficult to believe that Cheney's shameless speech took Tenet completely by surprise. <P>

We know from the Downing Street Minutes, vouched for by the UK as authentic, that Tenet told his British counterpart on July 20, 2002, that the president had decided to make war on Iraq for regime change and that <I>"the intelligence and facts were being fixed around the policy." </I> <B> <P>

Encore: Iran <P> </B>

Admiral Fallon, you know that to be the case also with respect to the "intelligence" being conjured up to<I> "justify"</I> war with Iran. And no one knows better than you that your departure from the chain of command has turned it over completely to the smartly saluting sycophants. <P>

No doubt you have long since taken the measure, for example, of Defense Secretary Robert Gates. So have I. <P>

I was one of his first branch chiefs when he was a young, disruptively ambitious CIA analyst. When Ronald Reagan's CIA Director William Casey sought someone to shape CIA analysis to accord with his own conviction that the Soviet Union would never change, Gates leaped at the chance. <P>

After Casey died, Gates admitted to the Washington Post's Walter Pincus that he (Gates) watched Casey on <I>"issue after issue sit in meetings and present intelligence framed in terms of the policy he wanted pursued."</I> Gates' entire subsequent career showed that he learned well at Casey's knee. <P>

So it should come as no surprise that, despite the unanimous judgment of the 16 U.S. intelligence agencies that Iran stopped the weapons related aspects of its nuclear program, Gates is now saying that Iran is hell-bent on acquiring nuclear weapons. <P>

Some of his earlier statements were more ambiguous, but Gates recently took advantage of the opportunity to bend with the prevailing winds and leave no doubt as to his loyalty. <P>

In an interview on events in the Middle East with a New York Times reporter on April 11, Gates was asked whether he was on the same page as the president. Gates replied,<I> "Same line, same word." </I> <P>

I imagine you are no more surprised than I. Bottom line: Gates will salute smartly if Cheney persuades the president to let the Air Force and Navy loose on Iran. <P>

You know the probable consequences; you need to let the rest of the American people know. <P> <B>

A Gutsy Precedent </B> <P>

Can you, Admiral Fallon, be completely alone? Can it be that you are the only general officer to resign on principle? <P>

And, of equal importance, is there no other general officer, active or retired, who has taken the risk of speaking out in an attempt to inform Americans about President George W. Bush's bellicose fixation with Iran. Thankfully, there is. <P>

Gen. Brent Scowcroft, who was national security adviser to President George H.W. Bush, took the prestigious job of Chairman, President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board when asked to by the younger Bush. <P>

From that catbird seat, Scowcroft could watch the unfolding of U.S. policy in the Middle East. Over decades dealing with the press, Scowcroft had honed a reputation of quintessential discretion. All the more striking what he decided he had to do. <P>

In an interview with London's Financial Times in mid-October 2004 Scowcroft was harshly critical of the president, charging that Bush had been <I>"mesmerized"</I> by then Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon. <P> <I>

"Sharon just has him wrapped around his little finger,"</I> Scowcroft said. <I>"He has been nothing but trouble."</I> <P>

Needless to say, Scowcroft was given his walking papers and told never to darken the White House doorstep again. <P>

There is ample evidence that Sharon's successors believe they have a commitment from President Bush to <I>"take care of Iran"</I> before he leaves office, and that the president has done nothing to disabuse them of that notion - no matter the consequences. <P>

On May 18, speaking at the World Economic Forum at Sharm el Sheikh, Bush threw in a gratuitous reference to <I>"Iran's nuclear weapons ambitions."</I> He said: <P> <I>

"To allow the world's leading sponsor of terror to gain the world's deadliest weapon would be an unforgivable betrayal of future generations. For the sake of peace, the world must not allow Iran to have a nuclear weapon."</I> <P>

Pre-briefing the press, Bush's national security adviser Stephen Hadley identified Iran as one of the dominant themes of the trip, adding repeatedly that Iran <I>"is very much behind"</I> all the woes afflicting the Middle East, from Lebanon to Gaza to Iraq to Afghanistan. <P <B>

The Rhetoric is Ripening </B> <P>

In the coming weeks, at least until U.S. forces can find some real Iranian weapons in Iraq, the rhetoric is likely to focus on what I call the Big Lie - the claim that Iran's president has threatened to <I>"wipe Israel off the map."</I> <P>

In that controversial speech in 2005, Ahmadinejad was actually quoting from something the Ayatollah Khomeini had said in the early 1980s. Khomeini was expressing a hope that a regime treating the Palestinians so unjustly would be replaced by another more equitable one. <P>

A distinction without a difference? I think not. Words matter. <P>

As you may already know (but the American people don't), the literal translation from Farsi of what Ahmadinejad said is, <I>"The regime occupying Jerusalem much vanish from the pages of time."</I> <P>

Contrary to what the administration would have us all believe, the Iranian president was not threatening to nuke Israel, push it into the sea, or wipe it off the map. <P>

President Bush is way out in front on this issue, and this comes through with particular clarity when he ad-libs answers to questions. <P>

On Oct. 17, 2007, long after he had been briefed on the key intelligence finding that Iran had stopped the nuclear weapons-related part of its nuclear development program, the president spoke as though, well, <I>"mesmerized."</I> He said: <P> <I>

"But this - we got a leader in Iran who has announced he wants to destroy Israel. So I've told people that if you're interested in avoiding World War III, it seems you ought to be interested in preventing them from have (sic) the knowledge necessary to make a nuclear weapon. I take the threat of Iran with a nuclear weapon very seriously." </I> <P>

Some contend that Bush does not really believe his rhetoric. I rather think he does, for the Israelis seem to have his good ear, with the tin one aimed at U.S. intelligence he has repeatedly disparaged. <P>

But, frankly, which would be worse: that Bush believes Iran to be an existential threat to Israel and thus requires U.S. military action? Or that it's just rhetoric to <I>"justify"</I> U.S. action to <I>"take care of"</I> Iran for Israel? <P>

What you can do, Admiral Fallon, is speak authoritatively about what is likely to happen - to U.S. forces in Iraq, for example - if Bush orders your successors to begin bombing and missile attacks on Iran. <P>

And you could readily update Scowcroft's remarks, by drawing on what you observed of the Keystone Cops efforts of White House ideologues, like Iran-Contra convict Elliot Abrams, to overturn by force the ascendancy of Hamas in 2006-07 and Hezbollah more recently. (Abrams pled guilty to two misdemeanor counts of misleading Congress, but was pardoned by President George H.W. Bush on Dec. 24, 1992.) <P>

It is easy to understand why no professional military officer would wish to be in the position of taking orders originating from the likes of Abrams. <P>

If you weigh in as your (non-expiring) oath to protect and defend the Constitution dictates, you might conceivably prompt other sober heads to speak out. <P>

And, in the end, if profound ignorance and ideology - supported by the corporate press and by both political parties intimidated by the Israel lobby - lead to an attack on Iran, and the Iranians enter southern Iraq and take thousands of our troops hostage, you will be able to look in the mirror and say at least you tried. <P>

You will not have to live with the remorse of not knowing what might have been, had you been able to shake your reluctance to speak out. <P>

There is a large Tar Baby out there - Iran. You may remember that as Brer Rabbit got more and more stuck, Brer Fox, he lay low. <P>

A <I>"Fox"</I> Fallon, still pledged to defend the Constitution of the United States, cannot lie low-not now. <P>

Lead. <P>

Respectfully, <P>

Ray McGovern; Steering Group; Veteran Intelligence Professionals for Sanity (VIPS)

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto:rrmcgovern@aol.com"> Ray McGovern </A> </font>served as a CIA analyst for 27 years -- from the administration of John F. Kennedy to that of George H. W. Bush. During the early 1980s, he was one of the writers/editors of the President's Daily Brief and briefed it one-on-one to the president's most senior advisers. He also chaired National Intelligence Estimates. In January 2003, he and four former colleagues founded Veteran Intelligence Professionals for Sanity.
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Florida Unterfuhrer Bullard, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your constant violation of the separation of Church and State laws by trying to establish Christianity as the official Florida religion by allowing special license plates for Christians only, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Democratic Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 2nd class with copper clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 05-25-2008. We salute you Herr Bullard, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 
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Raspberry For Barry <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

WASHINGTON: In grim times, a bitter Hillary clings to bitter voters who in grim times supposedly cling to guns, religion and antipathy to people who aren't like them. <P>

Mining that antipathy, the New York senator has been working hard to get the hard-working white voters of hardscrabble Appalachia so she can show that a black man can't yet be elected president. <P>

Obama breezed through West Virginia, the state he couldn't charm even wearing a flag pin and promising to invest in <I>"clean coal."</I> Fast Barry shot some pool Monday afternoon at Schultzie's Billiards in South Charleston, including prophetically sinking an eight-ball in the pocket, and then fled from Hillary territory to pursue white, blue-collar workers in battleground states and convince them not to vote for John McBush. <P>

Obama is acting the diffident debutante, pretending not to care that he was given a raspberry by a state he will need in the fall. He was dismissed not only by the voters Hillary usually gets, but was also edged out in blocs that usually prefer him - the under-30 set, college graduates and affluent voters. <P>

Interviews with West Virginians leaving the polls showed some profound weaknesses that could haunt the Illinois senator in the fall. More than half said they would be dissatisfied if Obama was the nominee. Half believe he shares the views of the Rev. Wright, and more than half said he does not share their values. More than half also said that he is not honest and trustworthy. Just under half of the Clinton voters said they would not support Obama in the fall. <P>

Obama may have started the primary season with an inspiring win in 94-percent-white Iowa, but he is winding it up with a resounding loss in 94-percent-white West Virginia. <P> <I>

"As the song says, 'Almost heaven,' " </I>Hillary said at her Charleston victory party, hailing herself as <I>"the strongest candidate,"</I> the one who can win swing states, and urging again that Michigan and Florida votes be counted. <P> <I>

"You know I never give up,"</I> she said, with a W.-strength denial of reality. <P>

Two in 10 white voters said race was important in how they voted, and more than 8 of 10 of these went for Hillary. This echoes an article in The Washington Post on Tuesday that chronicled the racism that some Obama volunteers found in Indiana and Pennsylvania. <P>

The story quoted Victoria Switzer, a retired social studies teacher, who could take only one night on an Obama phone bank in the nearly all-white Susquehanna County, Pa.: <I>"One caller, Switzer remembers, said he couldn't possibly vote for Obama and concluded: 'Hang that darky from a tree!' "</I> <P>

The Atlanta Journal-Constitution wrote about complaints of racism after a bar in Marietta, Ga., began selling an Obama 2008 T-shirt with a picture of Curious George peeling a banana. <P>

Charlie Peters, the legendary former editor of the liberal Washington Monthly who ran Jack Kennedy's campaign in Kanawha County, W. Va., said Obama should study how J.F.K. managed to win there despite raging anti-Catholicism. <P>

(My father, in West Virginia once on business, found his car had been flipped over by some locals furious about a sign on it supporting the first Catholic Democratic nominee, Al Smith.) <P> <I>

"The point of West Virginia in 1960 is that you can change attitudes,"</I> Peters, an Obama supporter, said on Tuesday evening. <I>"But if you don't act to change them, he could lose West Virginia and I think he could lose the country. <P>

"He has to change those perceptions of the people who think he could actually agree with the Rev. Wright." <P> </I>

J.F.K. bought affection in West Virginia. <I>"The boss of Logan County said 35,"</I> Peters recalled. <I>"He meant $3,500, but Kennedy thought it was $35,000, so he gave him $35,000. They put out all this money and they carried the precincts."</I> (Hillary has been using street money more than Obama, though it is unclear how much it has helped.) <P>

West Virginia loved F.D.R. <I>"because the Depression had been very tough for them and F.D.R. was kind to them,"</I> Peters said. (On my father's trip, he was threatened by a man who asked him about <I>"rumors"</I> that President Roosevelt was in a wheelchair and threatened to thrash any man who said so. My dad, a detective who served on protective details for F.D.R., assured the ruffian that Roosevelt was <I>"a fine, athletic man."</I>) <P>

So the campaign brought down F.D.R. Jr., Peters recounted, to <I>"say it's O.K. to vote for this Catholic."</I> Because West Virginia had a lot of veterans, they distributed a little tabloid emphasizing J.F.K.'s war record, including a Reader's Digest piece about his heroism in the Pacific. <P>

And finally, there was the beguiling Kennedy wit and smile. <I>"Kennedy turned out to be this engaging person,"</I> Peters said, <I>"especially with young people, and children talked to their parents."</I> <P>

Peters says Obama needs imagination and a<I> "tremendous effort"</I> to dispel bias in West Virginia, and quickly, <I>"because once it's set in concrete, you'll have a hell of a time."</I> 

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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Everybody Knows <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Sheila Samples </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

Everybody knows that the dice are loaded. Everybody rolls with their fingers crossed. Everybody knows the war is over. Everybody knows the good guys lost. Everybody knows the fight was fixed. The poor stay poor, the rich get rich. That's how it goes. Everybody knows. ~~~ Leonard Cohen </center> </I> <P> </font> <font size="+2">

The fate of millions was sealed the moment Dick Cheney selected himself as The Destroyer whose charge to keep for the next eight years would be -- as Capitol Hill Blue's Doug Thompson so <A HREF="http://www.capitolhillblue.com/artman/publish/printer_7102.shtml">succinctly described</A> George W. Bush -- a <I>"criminally insane, pill-popping dry drunk."</I> I don't know about that. I've seen some drunks in my time -- even dry ones -- and George Bush appears to be more than a little moist. <P>

Bush was the perfect foil for Cheney. The Scalia-driven 2000 election coup catapulted Bush to the top of the political heap. For the first time in his worthless, impotent, cruelly indifferent life, Bush was suddenly important -- the most powerful man on the face of the earth -- and all because he had been told to scream, <I>"Jezus! Jezus is my philosopher!"</I> to the swooning masses. Makes one wonder at the rigid consent of those same <I>"believers"</I> for the ensuing slaughter of so many innocents -- when murdering even one in the name of Jesus should have sent a collective shriek reverberating throughout the religious universe. (See Matthew 18:14; Mark 9:42; Luke 17:2) <P>

Everybody knows that Bush isn't remotely qualified to be at the helm of the world's superpower. He can neither think nor speak coherently, can recognize little other than Texas on a map, has completely torpedoed every business venture he attempted, and admittedly was a hard-partying sot until he was 40. Cheney was another matter. He was a household word. He had been a public servant throughout his career. He served as President Gerald Ford's chief of staff, earned six terms in the House of Representatives where he ascended to the position of minority whip and, finally, was the elder Bush's Secretary of Defense. <P>

We trusted Cheney to keep Bush from making rash decisions. Was it not Cheney who, at the conclusion of the 1991 Desert Storm assault, made the assessment that to expand the exercise to include regime change in Iraq was not morally sustainable because of the chaotic bloodletting -- the needless toll on our uniformed military? <P>

We were wrong. Had we bothered to check the <I>"other priorities"</I> that allowed Cheney to dodge the draft five times on his rise to power, his chilling congressional voting record, his efforts to enrich the military industrial complex by privatizing defense duties and granting massive contracts to Halliburton, we would have known that Cheney was consumed with lust for power and money. We would have known Cheney had been champing at the bit for more than a decade to impose a new order wherein the American Empire controls the world and its resources. <P>

Had we checked, we would have known Dick Cheney was the wrong babysitter for a kid who gets his jollies by blowing things up. <P> <B>

Cheney Unbound </B> <P>

In 1991, Cheney was in the wrong place at the wrong time. But the upheaval of the following decade, the 1994 Republican takeover of Congress, and the expanding manipulative power of the corporate media created the axis of corruption necessary for a Cheney reign of terror. Cheney was ready, as were the militant warmongers of the Project for the New American Century who had been demanding Saddam Hussein's head for years. At least 12 of the 18 co-signers of the January 1998 letter to President Bill Clinton, and another letter four months later to then House Speaker Newt Gingrich, demanding the overthrow of Saddam were given key positions on Cheney's destructive team. <P>

The fix was in. Four days before the 2001 inauguration, PNAC's deputy director, Thomas Donnelly, wrote a memorandum to <I>"Opinion Leaders,"</I> reminding them that "the task of removing Saddam Hussein's regime from power still remains...Many in the incoming Bush Administration understand this challenge..."</I> <P>

Four months after the inauguration, the White House issued a <A HREF="http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2001/05/20010508.html">press release</A> warning that the threat of terrorist-nations using weapons of mass destruction against the American <I>"homeland"</I> was very real. To counter this danger, Cheney put himself in charge of the entire government -- departments of Defense, Justice, Health and Human Services, Energy, Environmental Protection Agency, FEMA, and <I>"other federal agencies,"</I> which would naturally include both FAA and NORAD. A new department -- the Office of National Preparedness -- was created so Cheney could protect us from catastrophic harm and deal with <I>"consequence"</I> management.<P>

The next four months were busy ones. With malicious indifference, Cheney set about screwing the American people; destroying 225-year Constitutional protections, passing secret laws to seize <A HREF="http://www.press.uchicago.edu/Misc/Chicago/960315in.html">unlimited executive power,</A> and locking both Congress and the public out of the legislative process. Bush provided cover by regaling us with hilarious <I>"Benny Hill"</I> bits of linguistic derring-do, strutting from one presidential photo op to another, falling off couches and bicycles, choking on pretzels, and attacking brush with a chainsaw at his Crawford ranch. <P> <B>

Cheney in Charge </B> <P>

Then it was 9-11. Suddenly Bush was no longer a spoiled, bumbling, schizophrenic little president. In an instant, he was transformed into a loaded codpiece -- The Commander in Chief, The Decider of life and death -- a modern-day Caligula towering above mankind with lighted depleted uranium firecrackers gripped in both fists. Cheney could not have picked a more willing accomplice to export death and violence to the four corners of the earth... <P>

With smoke still rising from the ashes of Afghanistan, the drive to topple Saddam, who was demanding Euro for his oil, quickly turned into a crusade. It was Cheney-orchestrated and Cheney-driven. Under the deepening shadows of mushroom clouds, administration neoconservatives teamed up with ecstatic <A HREF="http://www.fair.org/index.php?page=3062&printer_friendly=1">corporate media co-conspirators</A> to terrify an already traumatized public. Cheney, Donald Rumsfeld, Paul Wolfowitz and Douglas Feith launched a separate intelligence unit, the Office of Special Plans, to create the propaganda needed to invade Iraq. <P>

Since Bush can't be trusted to maintain a single train of thought in one-on-one interviews, he hit the campaign trail with a prepared speech he delivered over and over -- is now delivering about Iran -- frantically catapulting the propaganda that Saddam was <I>"threatening America and the world with horrible poisons and diseases and gases and atomic weapons."</I> Bush convinced a majority of Americans that the Iraqi dictator was allied with Al Qaeda and provided a <I>"safe haven"</I> for terrorists, and if we didn't wipe him out, he would <I>"strike us again without leaving any fingerprints."</I> <P>

Cheney's fingerprints are all over every aspect of the drive for war. For a year and a half, Cheney bullied the entire intelligence apparatus, especially the CIA, into making a false case that Saddam was an immediate nuclear threat. He denigrated the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) report that there was no evidence, sneering that the intelligence was faulty, and IAEA Director-General Mohammed El-Baradei had no credibility where Iraq was concerned. <P>

But it was Secretary of State Colin Powell who rolled the loaded dice at the UN Security Council on February 8, 2003, in a presentation even he admitted was <I>"bullshit."</I> Powell, who is adept at leaving no fingerprints, but whose shadow lingers over decades of slaughtered innocents, carried the water for his masters one last time. When Powell completed his somber charges that Al-Qaeda was in Iraq running "poison camps" full bore, that Saddam was obtaining magnets for uranium enrichment -- charges backed up with photos and vials of poison -- we were sold. Because we trusted him. <P> <B>

A Moral Fork in the Road </B> <P>

I don't want to go off on an Aristotelian rant here, but thanks to Cheney and those around him obsessed with world government, this nation appears to be running on empty where morality, or ethos, is concerned. Values such as compassion, sympathy, prudence, virtue, decency, ethics -- cannot thrive in a nation controlled by war criminals who force its citizens into submission through fear, violence and propaganda. How can a society be <I>"just"</I> when natural laws have fallen by the wayside and nobody is held accountable for crimes against God and humanity? <P>

We are under the control of the criminally insane. Cheney has turned the greatest democratic republic ever conceived into a world corporation and anointed himself its Chief Executive Officer (CEO). He has supplanted two centuries of protections afforded by the U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights with executive orders and secret laws. In their lust for power and riches, Cheney and Bush have managed in just seven grueling, sadistic, morally corrupt years to destroy entire nations, including their own. And they accomplished this in the only way possible. Because we permitted it. Because we lost our moral compass. <P>

So we stand here in the blood-sodden mess of two lost wars. Millions -- millions -- have been displaced, destroyed, dishonored in Cheney's quest for oil. Tens of thousands of our own citizens are injured, maimed -- 4,077 dead -- an entire generation of Americans lost in a depleted uranium wasteland. <I>"So?"</I> Cheney says, <I>"They were all volunteers."</I> He admitted that losing sons or daughters could <I>"be a burden"</I> on families, but reminded us sternly that <I>"the biggest burden"</I> is on the President, who has to send even more to their deaths. <P>

We're at the crossroads. We can no longer remain neutral nor mill around in confused acceptance of the genocidal madness into which we have been swept. Thomas Jefferson said, <I>"When once a republic is corrupted, there is no possibility of remedying any of the growing evils but by removing the corruption and restoring its lost principles; every other correction is either useless or a new evil."</I> <P>

Everybody knows the <A HREF="http://pearly-abraham.tripod.com/htmls/iran-contra3.html">folly</A> of the treasonous <I>"corrections"</I> made to counter the Iran-Contra evil in the 1980's and early '90's -- the flurry of Presidential Christmas-Eve pardons allowing convicted criminals to recede into the shadows only to return and metastasize throughout the current Cheney/Bush administration. <P>

Cheney, Bush and their co-conspirators throughout the three branches of government must be removed. Indicted. Convicted. Imprisoned. Voting records of the 435 members of Congress and 33 Senators up for re-election in 2008 must be vetted, and those who do not reflect the will of the people must go. No exceptions. The remaining 17 Senators must either stand or fall on their voting records. If those who are guilty of the same breach of trust as their cohorts refuse to budge, they must be impeached and removed from office. <P>

They have left us with but one choice, and one last chance to make that choice. We have reached a point in the<I> "course of human events"</I> where it is not only our <I>"right but our duty"</I> to throw off this destructive government and institute one which remembers it <I>"derives its just powers from the consent of the governed."</I> <P>

The time has come for Americans to blink. Because the <A HREF="http://armsandinfluence.typepad.com/armsandinfluence/2006/05/staring_into_th.html">Abyss</A> is staring back at us.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://sheilastuff.blogspot.com/">Sheila Samples</A> </font> is an Oklahoma writer and a former civilian US Army Public Information Officer. She is a regular contributor for a variety of Internet sites. Contact her at: 

<A HREF="http://mailto:rsamples@wichitaonline.net"> rsamples@wichitaonline.net </A>
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Clam Caravan <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Spinal Tap <P>

I ride cross the desert on my camel <br>

Over hills of sand. <br>

(Hills of sand) <br>

What's that I see in the distance? <br>

Only hills of sand. <br>

(Hills of sand) <br>

There is no oasis in sight; <br>

I'll have to ride through the night <br>

If I'm to make Baghdad by light <br>

Of dawn. <P>

The sun's not your friend in the desert <br>

Like he is at home. <br>

(Is at home) <br>

The wind has a name in the desert <br>

(Scirocco!) <br>

But it's barely known <br>

(Barely known) <br>

It's only the hardiest bloom <br>

That can blossom in darkest Khartoum; <br>

So I will just stay in my room <br>

Tonight. <P>

The desert isn't free with her secrets: <br>

She's a silent bird. <br>

(Quiet bird) <br>

I asked the Sphinx for the answer, <br>

It said, "Mum's the word." <br>

So I'll catch the Zanzibar train <br>

And sleep 'til I'm wakened by rain <br>

And I'm back in Olde Englande againe <br>

Once more. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1992/2008 Spinal Tap
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Speed Racer: Homos, Whores & Hallucinogens <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#FF0000>

TRUE CHRISTIAN(tm) MOVIE REVIEW BY BROTHER HARRY HARDWICK </font> <P>

The '60s was Satan's decade, giving us the scourges of marijuana, LSD, women's lib, long hair on fellows who weren't saviors, the pill and people whose mamas should have been on the pill -- like that troublemaker, Martin Luther King, Jr. The dish of the day was immorality -- with a side order of disrespect. Free love was the mantra, as bedroom antics featured men with women, men with men, women with women, and priests with baby boomers.<I> "Fun,"</I> of the secular variety, was the word of the times, as young people contaminated their minds with booze, pills, profane anti-war chanting, smack -- everything but the Holy Bible. It was only by the grace of God that fire and brimstone didn't fall upon the nation. Of course, given the attire, hair and hygiene of the time, Jesus was probably wary of returning when He wouldn't stand out in a crowd. <P>

Perhaps the worst legacy of the period was an animated pornographic series called <I>"Speed Racer."</I> For those of you who don't know, a <I>"Speed Racer"</I> is a combination of cocaine and black mollies, crushed and snorted through a straw. Users act like Robin Williams after a few sips of espresso at Starbuck's. They become easily aroused and sexually promiscuous. All of the cartoon's characters were hopped up on this devilish drug. They spoke so rapidly that the sound track frequently moved faster than their lips. Half the time, you couldn't see their lips moving at all. Their bodies moved so fast, we often didn't see them travel from one spot to the other. One second, their arms and legs would be in one place. The next second, they'd be in an entirely different place. <P>

The FCC eventually banned the cartoon for its immorality. But with our President's approval ratings hanging lower than the devil's scrotum, and militant feminist Communists running Congress, Hollywood has brazenly decided to convert this trash into a film, this time, with real people playing the drug-abusing, sex-addicted drawings. But since the characters are written by typical Hollywood writers, the live characters have still managed to remain cartoons. As in the TV series, the main character, named after the vicious drug, is a stereotypical, pretty boy Nellie in search of constant sexual thrills. Homosexual Emile Hirsch, who seemed right at home portraying a disgusting transvestite who dressed as his own mother in <I>"The Mudge Boy," </I>was the perfect choice. His sexual appetite knows no bounds, including even his sister, an anorexic (or is it, heroin addicted?) tramp, aptly named <I>"Trick-sey."</I> With Nicole Ritchie perpetually facing jail time, the producers wisely selected the sexually confused lollipop-head Christina Ricci for Speed's incestuous love interest. The movie even hints that Speed is involved with his pre-pubescent brother, <I>"Straddle."</I> The brother has a pet monkey, and the two of them often sneak into the trunk of Speed's car and . . . well, let's leave it at that, but you know what they say about monkeys and a ripe banana. <P>

The most disgusting part of this film occurs in the second half, when it becomes clear that Speed longs to be <I>"topped"</I> (and I don't mean in the race) by his chief rival, Racer-X, convincingly played by Matthew Fox. Not surprisingly, Racer-X is named after the drug known to enhance the libido more than any other. Racer-X is tall, broad-shouldered and muscular, and he has such an enormous package that it looks like it would bring down a Fed-Ex plane. It is shapely and . . . well, I digress. Speed is clearly infatuated with Racer-X, and while the movie doesn't show their shaved behinds, it is clear they subjugate themselves to sensational slippery sodomic sex-capades in the lubricant-rich grease pits conveniently placed beside the race tracks whenever they get a chance!  I hate to provide spoilers, but after reading the above, would it surprise you to learn that Racer-X turns out to be Speed's brother? Watching this movie is like watching a day in the life of a Little Rock trailer park, right before a much-needed tornado hits. What a shame God hasn't shown the same contempt for Warner Bros. that He has shown recently for Arkansas. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.landoverbaptist.org"> The Landover Baptist Church </A>
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Issues & Alibis is published in America every Friday. We are not affiliated with, nor do we accept funds from any political party. We are a non-profit group that is dedicated to the restoration of the American Republic. All views expressed are those of the authors and not necessarily the views of Issues & Alibis.Org. </font> <font color=#FF0000>  <P>
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"Notwithstanding the provisions of sections 106 and 106A, the fair use of a

copyrighted work, including such use by

reproduction in copies or phonorecords or by any other means specified by

that section, for purposes such as criticism,

comment, news reporting, teaching (including multiple copies for classroom

use), scholarship, or research, is not an

infringement of copyright.<p> In determining whether the use made of a work in

any particular case is a fair use the factors to

be considered shall include:   </center> <P>

(1) the purpose and character of the use, including whether

such use is of a commercial nature or is for nonprofit

educational purposes;<br>

(2) the nature of the copyrighted work; <br>

(3) the amount and substantiality of the portion used in

relation to the copyrighted work as a whole; and <br>

(4) the effect of the use upon the potential market for or

value of the copyrighted work. The fact that a work is unpublished shall

not itself bar a finding of fair use if such

finding is made upon consideration of all the above factors." <P> <br> <P> <br> <P>
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Naomi Klein with an absolute must read, "China's All-Seeing Eye." <br> <br>
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Victoria Stewart covers, "The Upcoming McCain Presidency." <br> <br>

Jim Hightower explains, "McCain's New Ethic Rules." <br> <br>
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Hope Shand reports, "Corporations Grab Climate Genes." <br> <br>
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Chris Floyd with another must read, "Outer Darkness." <br> <br>
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Ted Rall reports on, "Kids In American Torture Camps." <br> <br>

Assistant Secretary for political-military affairs Stephen Mull wins the coveted "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd fantasizes, "All About Eve." <br>  <br>

Ann Wright says, "Rape Hobbles Bush Administration Policies." <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department Will Durst says, "Obama Gets NARAL's Stamp Of Approval" but first Uncle Ernie discovers, "Catch-23." <br> <br>
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Catch-23 <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

"That's some catch, that Catch-22," Yossarian observed. <br>

"It's the best there is," Doc Daneeka agreed. <br> 

Catch 22 ~~~ Joseph Heller <br> <br>

Bomb, bomb, bomb, bomb, bomb Iran! ~~~ John McCain <br> <br>

J'Accuse! ~~~ Emile Zola

 <br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

Joseph Heller's brilliant anti-war novel, <I>Catch-22,</I> got me thinking the other night. I know, a very dangerous thing. You may recall Catch-22 was a clause that specified a concern for one's safety in the face of real and immediate dangers was the process of a rational mind. For example, Captain Orr was crazy and, therefore, could be grounded. All he had to do was ask, but as soon as he asked to be grounded, he would no longer be considered crazy and, therefore, would have to fly more missions. Orr would be crazy to fly more missions and sane if he didn't, but if he was sane he had to fly them. If he flew them he was crazy and didn't have to; but if he didn't want to, he was sane and had to. Anyone who has ever been in the service knows that Catch-22 doesn't really exist but it's something that has all the hallmarks of the military mind! <br> <br>

We're currently facing a similar dilemma in Iraq and Afghanistan, a dilemma I call Catch-23! Catch-23 goes something like this. We can't leave Iraq and Afghanistan because if we do all those who lost their lives there would somehow be dishonored and so we must stay even if we kill tens of thousands more American children and millions more innocent Muslims. Bush, Cheney, Rumsfeld, McCain, Clinton and Obama have all said as much. If we stay we dishonor all those who are alive now but will die. Damned if we do, damned if we don't. The truth of the matter is that all of our dead and wounded troops were dishonored when the Junta sent them to Iraq for a corpo-rat war to begin with!  <br> <br>

You may recall the reasons for attacking Iraq in the first place. Our beloved prairie monkey told us that Saddam had the bomb and was about to unleash mushroom clouds and nuclear hell all over America. Of course, Bush knew that was bullshit as any plans for that was ended when Israel bombed Iraq's nuclear reactor to dust back in 1981. Not to mention the fact that if any one ever attacked us they would instantly be vaporized! Your handful of nukes versus our 12,000! <br> <br>

Then we were told it was his weapons of mass destruction. We knew this because we had sold the poisonous gas, West Nile Virus, high-grade Anthrax and such to Saddam to use against Iran and the Kurds to begin with. We also knew that the last of those weapons had been destroyed by 1993! Sadam had no weapons of mass destruction and not much of an army after we destroyed most of it in the original <I>"Gulf War."</I> <br> <br>

Then it was because Saddam and Osama (you remember Osama, our CIA controlled hit man and undercover general) were working hand-in-hand and were probably gay lovers. Of course, the truth was Saddam was Osama's number one enemy and with good reason. There was no al Qaeda in Iraq until we got there and brought them in! <br> <br>

Then it was to bring <I>"those people"</I> freedom and democracy because we loved them so much that we murdered well over a million. Sent a million plus more into the hospitals, when we let them in, and sent another 4 million running for their lives to other countrie, leaving everything they had behind. As Alice Cooper once said, <I>"Love it to death!"</I>

As each of these lies and acts of treason were uncovered for what they were we continued to invent new ones until today we have CIA's General Michael Hayden telling the current lie... <br> <br> <I>

 "An al Qaeda victory in Iraq would mean a fundamentalist state that shelters jihadists and serves as a launching pad for terrorist operations throughout the region and against our own homeland." A premature pullout would condemn Iraq and the region to unbelievable horrors. It would be a historic victory for our Islamic enemies. If America is defeated in Iraq, a victory in the broader war on terror will be impossible. And unlike what happened after Vietnam, the enemy will undoubtedly follow America home."</I> Of course, this, too, is bullshit but I bet you already knew that, eh? <br> <br> <B>

We went into Iraq for five reasons. <br> <br>

One: </B>To steal their oil. <B><br> 

Two: </B>To protect the money as Saddam was switching his oil from Dollars to Euros. <B> <br> 

Three: </B>To get revenge for Saddam's attempted assassination of Papa Smirk. <B> <br>

Four:</B> To have a dozen permanent bases from which to control the area and hence, the rest of the oil, for America. <B> <br>

Five: </B>Because we are capitalists and capitalism is all about constantly expanding markets. If markets aren't constantly expanding, capitalism dies, which is why we are in a never ending war on terrorism. Of course, we are the terrorists! <br> <br>

So Catch-23, like our war on terror, will go on and on forever, or until someone puts us out of the world's misery! And you know, who could blame them when they do!

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

Just when you though things couldn't possibly get any worse along comes the coming attack on Iran. You may recall back in April I predicted that the building rhetoric against Iran would manifest itself into a shooting war as soon as June 3rd, which is the next new moon or <I>"bombers moon."</I> <br> <br> 

All the necessary steps have been taken to begin bombing Iran. The troops are in place and the Blackwater mercenaries have been given the green light to take over for the army. Aircraft carrier battle groups are off the coast and ready to rock. Long-range bombers are all in place. All the underwater cables connecting Iran to the rest of the world have been severed. All of the contracts for a new generation of smart bombs and the like have been delivered; all of the above have been resupplied. The mountain passes are clear of ice and snow throughout Iran. Israel is fully protected by US missile cruisers and destroyers and ready to begin W.W.III. The oil fields of Saudi Arabia are protected by a new generation of anti-missile missiles. In addition, Congress has been notified and has given their okay for the mayhem to begin. <br> <br>

Of course, June 3rd may not be the beginning date but it took them this long to get ready. They may be sending more troops and supplies before they begin or, they maybe waiting for a more auspicious date, ala 911, to begin. If that's the case, the following dates are more than likely the beginning dates of this new American disaster. <br> <br>

July 2nd for a rip roarin' fourth! August 1st and 30th while our prairie monkey is chopping' brush at the ranch. September 29th, still time to use the ground troops before the bad weather sets in. October 28th just in time for the election, a really big October surprise! November 27th or perhaps on December 27th Bush's last chance to attack before he leaves office. That is, of course, if he's planning to leave office? After all the president and vice president elect might have an accident! <br> <br>

But I could be wrong? After all my predictions for a false flag attack back in 2001 was off by a week as I thought we would attack ourselves on September 4, the day after Labor Day and I thought CIA headquarters would be on the target list, too. Yes, I know, my bad! 

<br> <br> <B>

And Finally

</B> <br> <br> 

South Carolina's Rethuglican governor Mark Sanford pulled a boner the other day by inviting our beloved Smirkus Maximus to give a commencement speech at Furman University, something that the university normally does. Why the zany Sanford would risk his career by tying it to Smirky's at this late date is a puzzle, but no one has ever accused a Rethuglican governor of having too many brains! <br> <br>

As you can imagine, the staff, students and their families were outraged to have to sit and listen to our mass-murdering, war monkey before they get their sheep skins. So the faculty and students produced the following statement, and even went so far as to sign their names to it. Unlike Bush's normal speeches where only the selected brain dead can attend, this one is open to all and it should prove to be interesting, to say the least. Of course, I really don't expect America's right-wing controlled media to cover it unless something happens, so stay tuned. Here's what they said... <font size="+3"> <B> <br> <br>

We Object <br> <br> </B> </font>

Under ordinary circumstances it would be an honor for Furman University to be visited by the President of the United States. However, these are not ordinary circumstances. In the spirit of open and critical review that is the hallmark of both a free democracy and an institution of higher learning, we, the undersigned members of the Furman University community, object to the following actions of the Bush administration: <br> <br>

. Claiming a linkage between Iraq and 9-11, and exaggerating the threat of  weapons of mass destruction, to justify a new and morally questionable strategy of "pre-emptive warfare" against Iraq - a country that did not attack us and posed no immediate international threat;  <br>

. Classifying war prisoners as "detained nonmilitary combatants" to permit their detention and interrogation in violation of our own laws and standards of human decency; <br>

. Sowing fear and using "threat levels" to side-step the Constitution and justify the erosion of individual liberties, such as challenging the Fourth Amendment (wiretapping without authorization of law) and the First Amendment (denying access to information and restricting dissent to "free speech zones"); <br>

. Suppressing or ignoring empirical evidence that contradicts administration ideology, such as denying global warming and then obstructing progress on reducing greenhouse gases while favoring billions in tax breaks and subsidies to oil companies that are earning record profits;

. Installing lobbyists for the coal, timber, and mining industries as the chief officials in charge of managing and protecting our public lands; <br>

. Encouraging reckless over-spending (creating the largest deficits in history), expanding the reach of national government into local affairs (No Child Left Behind), and increasing our involvement overseas at the expense of domestic concerns (reconstructing New Orleans). <br> <br>

We are ashamed of these actions of this administration.  The war in Iraq has cost the lives of over 4000 brave and honorable U. S. military personnel, wounded more than 13,000 military personnel so severely that they are unable to return to duty, killed tens of thousands of innocent Iraqi civilians, will cost more than 2 trillion dollars, and has severely damaged our government's ethical and moral credibility at home and abroad.  Because we love this country and the ideals it stands for, we accept our civic responsibility to speak out against these actions that violate American values. 

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. <br>Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists."<br> ~~~ Arundhati Roy ~~~</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

This week the cupboard was bare, again. We need to raise an addition $600 in three weeks or we'll be gone! Then we have major bills coming due in July and September. <br> <br>

A few weeks ago we were once again forced to go to our readers and ask for money to keep publishing. We are fundamentally unable and philosophically unwilling to devise catchy fundraising tactics. We aren't going to ask you to send $20.08 each or offer new cell phone plans or try to convince you a donation to Issues and Alibis will save the world from the scourge du jour. Everyone associated with this magazine is stubborn and pissed off and determined to continue fighting for the world that we want to leave our children-and they are all our children. We'll keep publishing as long as possible. But, as we've detailed below, we need money to go on. It is the few dollars a week that makes a difference in our survival.  <br> <br>

Those of you who have responded since we first asked for help have not only been generous but you've also given us encouragement and strengthened our conviction that it is important to continue to speak truth, keep advertising to a bare minimum and provide a forum for other people to speak their truths, too. As more and more leftist publications are forced into oblivion or turned into tools of the power elite, your letters and messages are more important to us than ever. We appreciate the support. <br> <br>

We have a single advertiser that covers most of our costs but still leaves us with a $4500 bill. In addition, one of the two broken old computers that we use to publish recently all but gave up the ghost and we need to replace it ASAP. With our educational discount, we'll need to raise immediately $2000 for a new machine and software. This old iBook is about to join the old Dell in the trash heap, when it does, we'll be gone! <br> <br>

Therefore, our goal is to raise $6500 and any help you can give us toward that goal will be greatly appreciated. As I'm sure you know, 2008 is a pivotal year in this country's history and we can either make things better or make things worse. If things stay the same, we'll still be on the same road to ruin that we are on today. Unlike other magazines and blogs, which raise $50,000 or more every three months, we at Issues and Alibis ask only for funds to cover expenses we can't meet ourselves. In addition, no one in the magazine receives any compensation including yours truly. Everyone here has donated his or her words, art and time to the magazine, won't you please donate something, too! <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you! <br> <br>

Ernest & Victoria Stewart

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/dmartin.jpg"><br>

01-30-1922 ~ 05-24-2008 <br>

You bet your sweet bippy! </center> <br> <br>

<center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/871128mom.gif"><br>

04-15-1926 ~ 05-25-2008 <br>

RIP Mom! </center>

<br> <br>

<center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/sydney_pollack.jpg"><br>

07-01-1934 ~ 05-26-2008<br>

Thanks for the memories! </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 

<br>

<center>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/chinaeye.jpg"> <br> <br>

</center> <p> <br> 

<center>

<table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/naomi_klein.jpg"> <br>

China's All-Seeing Eye <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

With the help of U.S. defense contractors, China is building the prototype for a high-tech police state. It is ready for export. </font> <br>

By Naomi Klein <P>

Thirty years ago, the city of Shenzhen didn't exist. Back in those days, it was a string of small fishing villages and collectively run rice paddies, a place of rutted dirt roads and traditional temples. That was before the Communist Party chose it - thanks to its location close to Hong Kong's port - to be China's first<I> "special economic zone,"</I> one of only four areas where capitalism would be permitted on a trial basis. The theory behind the experiment was that the <I>"real"</I> China would keep its socialist soul intact while profiting from the private-sector jobs and industrial development created in Shenzhen. The result was a city of pure commerce, undiluted by history or rooted culture - the crack cocaine of capitalism. It was a force so addictive to investors that the Shenzhen experiment quickly expanded, swallowing not just the surrounding Pearl River Delta, which now houses roughly 100,000 factories, but much of the rest of the country as well. Today, Shenzhen is a city of 12.4 million people, and there is a good chance that at least half of everything you own was made here: iPods, laptops, sneakers, flatscreen TVs, cellphones, jeans, maybe your desk chair, possibly your car and almost certainly your printer. Hundreds of luxury condominiums tower over the city; many are more than 40 stories high, topped with three-story penthouses. Newer neighborhoods like Keji Yuan are packed with ostentatiously modern corporate campuses and decadent shopping malls. Rem Koolhaas, Prada's favorite architect, is building a stock exchange in Shenzhen that looks like it floats - a design intended, he says, to "suggest and illustrate the process of the market." A still-under-construction superlight subway will soon connect it all at high speed; every car has multiple TV screens broadcasting over a Wi-Fi network. At night, the entire city lights up like a pimped-out Hummer, with each five-star hotel and office tower competing over who can put on the best light show. <P>

Many of the big American players have set up shop in Shenzhen, but they look singularly unimpressive next to their Chinese competitors. The research complex for China's telecom giant Huawei, for instance, is so large that it has its own highway exit, while its workers ride home on their own bus line. Pressed up against Shenzhen's disco shopping centers, Wal-Mart superstores - of which there are nine in the city - look like dreary corner stores. (China almost seems to be mocking us:<I> "You call that a superstore?"</I>) McDonald's and KFC appear every few blocks, but they seem almost retro next to the Real Kung Fu fast-food chain, whose mascot is a stylized Bruce Lee. <P>

American commentators like CNN's Jack Cafferty dismiss the Chinese as <I>"the same bunch of goons and thugs they've been for the last 50 years."</I> But nobody told the people of Shenzhen, who are busily putting on a 24-hour-a-day show called <I>"America"</I> - a pirated version of the original, only with flashier design, higher profits and less complaining. This has not happened by accident. China today, epitomized by Shenzhen's transition from mud to megacity in 30 years, represents a new way to organize society. Sometimes called <I>"market Stalinism,"</I> it is a potent hybrid of the most powerful political tools of authoritarian communism - central planning, merciless repression, constant surveillance - harnessed to advance the goals of global capitalism. <P>

Now, as China prepares to showcase its economic advances during the upcoming Olympics in Beijing, Shenzhen is once again serving as a laboratory, a testing ground for the next phase of this vast social experiment. Over the past two years, some 200,000 surveillance cameras have been installed throughout the city. Many are in public spaces, disguised as lampposts. The closed-circuit TV cameras will soon be connected to a single, nationwide network, an all-seeing system that will be capable of tracking and identifying anyone who comes within its range - a project driven in part by U.S. technology and investment. Over the next three years, Chinese security executives predict they will install as many as 2 million CCTVs in Shenzhen, which would make it the most watched city in the world. (Security-crazy London boasts only half a million surveillance cameras.) <P>

The security cameras are just one part of a much broader high-tech surveillance and censorship program known in China as <I>"Golden Shield."</I> The end goal is to use the latest people-tracking technology - thoughtfully supplied by American giants like IBM, Honeywell and General Electric - to create an airtight consumer cocoon: a place where Visa cards, Adidas sneakers, China Mobile cellphones, McDonald's Happy Meals, Tsingtao beer and UPS delivery (to name just a few of the official sponsors of the Beijing Olympics) can be enjoyed under the unblinking eye of the state, without the threat of democracy breaking out. With political unrest on the rise across China, the government hopes to use the surveillance shield to identify and counteract dissent before it explodes into a mass movement like the one that grabbed the world's attention at Tiananmen Square. <P>

Remember how we've always been told that free markets and free people go hand in hand? That was a lie. It turns out that the most efficient delivery system for capitalism is actually a communist-style police state, fortressed with American <I>"homeland security"</I> technologies, pumped up with <I>"war on terror"</I> rhetoric. And the global corporations currently earning superprofits from this social experiment are unlikely to be content if the lucrative new market remains confined to cities such as Shenzhen. Like everything else assembled in China with American parts, Police State 2.0 is ready for export to a neighborhood near you. <P>

Zhang Yi points to an empty bracket on the dashboard of his black Honda. <I>"It used to hold my GPS, but I leave it at home now,"</I> he says. <I>"It's the crime - they are too easy to steal."</I> He quickly adds, <I>"Since the surveillance cameras came in, we have seen a very dramatic decrease in crime in Shenzhen."</I> <P>

After driving for an hour past hundreds of factory gates and industrial parks, we pull up to a salmon-color building that Zhang partly owns. This is the headquarters of FSAN: CCTV System. Zhang, a prototypical Shenzhen yuppie in a royal-blue button-down shirt and black-rimmed glasses, apologizes for the mess. Inside, every inch of space is lined with cardboard boxes filled with electronics parts and finished products. <P>

Zhang opened the factory two and a half years ago, and his investment has already paid off tenfold. That kind of growth isn't unusual in the field he has chosen: Zhang's factory makes digital surveillance cameras, turning out 400,000 a year. Half of the cameras are shipped overseas, destined to peer from building ledges in London, Manhattan and Dubai as part of the global boom in <I>"homeland security."</I> The other half stays in China, many right here in Shenzhen and in neighboring Guangzhou, another megacity of 12 million people. China's market for surveillance cameras enjoyed revenues of $4.1 billion last year, a jump of 24 percent from 2006. <P>

Zhang escorts me to the assembly line, where rows of young workers, most of them women, are bent over semiconductors, circuit boards, tiny cables and bulbs. At the end of each line is <I>"quality control,"</I> which consists of plugging the camera into a monitor and making sure that it records. We enter a showroom where Zhang and his colleagues meet with clients. The walls are lined with dozens of camera models: domes of all sizes, specializing in day and night, wet and dry, camouflaged to look like lights, camouflaged to look like smoke detectors, explosion-proof, the size of a soccer ball, the size of a ring box. <P>

The workers at FSAN don't just make surveillance cameras; they are constantly watched by them. While they work, the silent eyes of rotating lenses capture their every move. When they leave work and board buses, they are filmed again. When they walk to their dormitories, the streets are lined with what look like newly installed streetlamps, their white poles curving toward the sidewalk with black domes at the ends. Inside the domes are high-resolution cameras, the same kind the workers produce at FSAN. Some blocks have three or four, one every few yards. One Shenzhen-based company, China Security & Surveillance Technology, has developed software to enable the cameras to alert police when an unusual number of people begin to gather at any given location. <P>

In 2006, the Chinese government mandated that all Internet cafes (as well as restaurants and other "entertainment" venues) install video cameras with direct feeds to their local police stations. Part of a wider surveillance project known as <I>"Safe Cities,"</I> the effort now encompasses 660 municipalities in China. It is the most ambitious new government program in the Pearl River Delta, and supplying it is one of the fastest-growing new markets in Shenzhen. <P>

But the cameras that Zhang manufactures are only part of the massive experiment in population control that is under way here. <I>"The big picture,"</I> Zhang tells me in his office at the factory, <I>"is integration."</I> That means linking cameras with other forms of surveillance: the Internet, phones, facial-recognition software and GPS monitoring. <P>

This is how this Golden Shield will work: Chinese citizens will be watched around the clock through networked CCTV cameras and remote monitoring of computers. They will be listened to on their phone calls, monitored by digital voice-recognition technologies. Their Internet access will be aggressively limited through the country's notorious system of online controls known as the <I>"Great Firewall."</I> Their movements will be tracked through national ID cards with scannable computer chips and photos that are instantly uploaded to police databases and linked to their holder's personal data. This is the most important element of all: linking all these tools together in a massive, searchable database of names, photos, residency information, work history and biometric data. When Golden Shield is finished, there will be a photo in those databases for every person in China: 1.3 billion faces. <P>

Shenzhen is the place where the shield has received its most extensive fortifications - the place where all the spy toys are being hooked together and tested to see what they can do. <I>"The central government eventually wants to have city-by-city surveillance, so they could just sit and monitor one city and its surveillance system as a whole,"</I> Zhang says. <I>"It's all part of that bigger project. Once the tests are done and it's proven, they will be spreading from the big province to the cities, even to the rural farmland."</I> <P>

In fact, the rollout of the high-tech shield is already well under way. <P>

When the Tibetan capital of Lhasa was set alight in March, the world caught a glimpse of the rage that lies just under the surface in many parts of China. And though the Lhasa riots stood out for their ethnic focus and their intensity, protests across China are often shockingly militant. In July 2006, workers at a factory near Shenzhen expressed their displeasure over paltry pay by overturning cars, smashing computers and opening fire hydrants. In March of last year, when bus fares went up in the rural town of Zhushan, 20,000 people took to the streets and five police vehicles were torched. Indeed, China has seen levels of political unrest in recent years unknown since 1989, the year student protests were crushed with tanks in Tiananmen Square. In 2005, by the government's own measure, there were at least 87,000 <I>"mass incidents"</I> - governmentspeak for large-scale protests or riots. <P>

This increased unrest - a process aided by access to cellphones and the Internet - represents more than a security problem for the leaders in Beijing. It threatens their whole model of command-and-control capitalism. China's rapid economic growth has relied on the ability of its rulers to raze villages and move mountains to make way for the latest factory towns and shopping malls. If the people living on those mountains use blogs and text messaging to launch a mountain-people's-rights uprising with each new project, and if they link up with similar uprisings in other parts of the country, China's dizzying expansion could grind to a halt.<P>

At the same time, the success of China's ravenous development creates its own challenges. Every rural village that is successfully razed to make way for a new project creates more displaced people who join the ranks of the roughly 130 million migrants roaming the country looking for work. By 2025, it is projected that this "floating" population will swell to more than 350 million. Many will end up in cities like Shenzhen, which is already home to 7 million migrant laborers. <P>

But while China's cities need these displaced laborers to work in factories and on construction sites, they are unwilling to offer them the same benefits as permanent residents: highly subsidized education and health care, as well as other public services. While migrants can live for decades in big cities like Shenzhen and Guangzhou, their residency remains fixed to the rural community where they were born, a fact encoded on their national ID cards. As one young migrant in Guangzhou put it to me, <I>"The local people want to make money from migrant workers, but they don't want to give them rights. But why are the local people so rich? Because of the migrant workers!"</I> <P>

With its militant protests and mobile population, China confronts a fundamental challenge. How can it maintain a system based on two dramatically unequal categories of people: the winners, who get the condos and cars, and the losers, who do the heavy labor and are denied those benefits? More urgently, how can it do this when information technology threatens to link the losers together into a movement so large it could easily overwhelm the country's elites? <P>

The answer is Golden Shield. When Tibet erupted in protests recently, the surveillance system was thrown into its first live test, with every supposedly liberating tool of the Information Age - cellphones, satellite television, the Internet - transformed into a method of repression and control. As soon as the protests gathered steam, China reinforced its Great Firewall, blocking its citizens from accessing dozens of foreign news outlets. In some parts of Tibet, Internet access was shut down altogether. Many people trying to phone friends and family found that their calls were blocked, and cellphones in Lhasa were blitzed with text messages from the police: <I>"Severely battle any creation or any spreading of rumors that would upset or frighten people or cause social disorder or illegal criminal behavior that could damage social stability." </I> <P>

During the first week of protests, foreign journalists who tried to get into Tibet were systematically turned back. But that didn't mean that there were no cameras inside the besieged areas. Since early last year, activists in Lhasa have been reporting on the proliferation of black-domed cameras that look like streetlights - just like the ones I saw coming off the assembly line in Shenzhen. Tibetan monks complain that cameras - activated by motion sensors - have invaded their monasteries and prayer rooms. <P>

During the Lhasa riots, police on the scene augmented the footage from the CCTVs with their own video cameras, choosing to film - rather than stop - the violence, which left 19 dead. The police then quickly cut together the surveillance shots that made the Tibetans look most vicious - beating Chinese bystanders, torching shops, ripping metal sheeting off banks - and created a kind of copumentary: Tibetans Gone Wild. These weren't the celestial beings in flowing robes the Beastie Boys and Richard Gere had told us about. They were angry young men, wielding sticks and long knives. They looked ugly, brutal, tribal. On Chinese state TV, this footage played around the clock. <P>

The police also used the surveillance footage to extract mug shots of the demonstrators and rioters. Photos of the 21 <I>"most wanted"</I> Tibetans, many taken from that distinctive <I>"streetlamp"</I> view of the domed cameras, were immediately circulated to all of China's major news portals, which obediently posted them to help out with the manhunt. The Internet became the most powerful police tool. Within days, several of the men on the posters were in custody, along with hundreds of others. <P>

The flare-up in Tibet, weeks before the Olympic torch began its global journey, has been described repeatedly in the international press as a <I>"nightmare"</I> for Beijing. Several foreign leaders have pledged to boycott the opening ceremonies of the games, the press has hosted an orgy of China-bashing, and the torch became a magnet for protesters, with anti-China banners dropped from the Eiffel Tower and the Golden Gate Bridge. But inside China, the Tibet debacle may actually have been a boon to the party, strengthening its grip on power. Despite its citizens having unprecedented access to information technology (there are as many Internet users in China as there are in the U.S.), the party demonstrated that it could still control what they hear and see. And what they saw on their TVs and computer screens were violent Tibetans, out to kill their Chinese neighbors, while police showed admirable restraint. Tibetan solidarity groups say 140 people were killed in the crackdown that followed the protests, but without pictures taken by journalists, it is as if those subsequent deaths didn't happen. <P>

Chinese viewers also saw a world unsympathetic to the Chinese victims of Tibetan violence, so hostile to their country that it used a national tragedy to try to rob them of their hard-won Olympic glory. These nationalist sentiments freed up Beijing to go on a full-fledged witch hunt. In the name of fighting a war on terror, security forces rounded up thousands of Tibetan activists and supporters. The end result is that when the games begin, much of the Tibetan movement will be safely behind bars - along with scores of Chinese journalists, bloggers and human-rights defenders who have also been trapped in the government's high-tech web. <P>

Police State 2.0 might not look good from the outside, but on the inside, it appears to have passed its first major test. <P>

In Guangzhou, an hour and a half by train from Shenzhen, Yao Ruoguang is preparing for a major test of his own. <I>"It's called the 10-million-faces test,"</I> he tells me. <P>

Yao is managing director of Pixel Solutions, a Chinese company that specializes in producing the new high-tech national ID cards, as well as selling facial-recognition software to businesses and government agencies. The test, the first phase of which is only weeks away, is being staged by the Ministry of Public Security in Beijing. The idea is to measure the effectiveness of face-recognition software in identifying police suspects. Participants will be given a series of photos, taken in a variety of situations. Their task will be to match the images to other photos of the same people in the government's massive database. Several biometrics companies, including Yao's, have been invited to compete. <I>"We have to be able to match a face in a 10 million database in one second,"</I> Yao tells me. <I>"We are preparing for that now."</I> <P>

The companies that score well will be first in line for lucrative government contracts to integrate face-recognition software into Golden Shield, using it to check for ID fraud and to discover the identities of suspects caught on surveillance cameras. Yao says the technology is almost there: <I>"It will happen next year."</I> <P>

When I meet Yao at his corporate headquarters, he is feeling confident about how his company will perform in the test. His secret weapon is that he will be using facial-recognition software purchased from L-1 Identity Solutions, a major U.S. defense contractor that produces passports and biometric security systems for the U.S. government. <P>

To show how well it works, Yao demonstrates on himself. Using a camera attached to his laptop, he snaps a picture of his own face, round and boyish for its 54 years. Then he uploads it onto the company's proprietary Website, built with L-1 software. With the cursor, he marks his own eyes with two green plus signs, helping the system to measure the distance between his features, a distinctive aspect of our faces that does not change with disguises or even surgery. The first step is to <I>"capture the image,"</I> Yao explains. Next is <I>"finding the face."</I> <P>

He presses APPLY, telling the program to match the new face with photos of the same person in the company's database of 600,000 faces. Instantly, multiple photos of Yao appear, including one taken 19 years earlier - proof that the technology can <I>"find a face"</I> even when the face has changed significantly with time. <P> <I>

"It took 1.1 milliseconds!" </I>Yao exclaims. <I>"Yeah, that's me!"</I> <P>

In nearby cubicles, teams of Yao's programmers and engineers take each other's pictures, mark their eyes with green plus signs and test the speed of their search engines. <I>"Everyone is preparing for the test," </I>Yao explains. <I>"If we pass, if we come out number one, we are guaranteed a market in China." </I> <P>

Every couple of minutes Yao's phone beeps. Sometimes it's a work message, but most of the time it's a text from his credit-card company, informing him that his daughter, who lives in Australia, has just made another charge. <I>"Every time the text message comes, I know my daughter is spending money!"</I> He shrugs: <I>"She likes designers."</I> <P>

Like many other security executives I interviewed in China, Yao denies that a primary use of the technology he is selling is to hunt down political activists. <I>"Ninety-five percent,"</I> he insists,<I> "is just for regular safety."</I> He has, he admits, been visited by government spies, whom he describes as <I>"the internal-security people."</I> They came with grainy pictures, shot from far away or through keyhole cameras, of <I>"some protesters, some dissidents."</I> They wanted to know if Yao's facial-recognition software could help identify the people in the photos. Yao was sorry to disappoint them. <I>"Honestly, the technology so far still can't meet their needs,"</I> he says. <I>"The photos that they show us were just too blurry."</I> That is rapidly changing, of course, thanks to the spread of high-resolution CCTVs. Yet Yao insists that the government's goal is not repression: <I>"If you're a [political] organizer, they want to know your motive," </I>he says.<I> "So they take the picture, give the photo, so at least they can find out who that person is."</I> <P>

Until recently, Yao's photography empire was focused on consumers - taking class photos at schools, launching a Chinese knockoff of Flickr (the original is often blocked by the Great Firewall), turning photos of chubby two-year-olds into fridge magnets and lampshades. He still maintains those businesses, which means that half of the offices at Pixel Solutions look like they have just hosted a kid's birthday party. The other half looks like an ominous customs office, the walls lined with posters of terrorists in the cross hairs: FACE MATCH, FACE PASS, FACE WATCH. When Beijing started sinking more and more of the national budget into surveillance technologies, Yao saw an opportunity that would make all his previous ventures look small. Between more powerful computers, higher-resolution cameras and a global obsession with crime and terrorism, he figured that face recognition<I> "should be the next dot-com."</I> <P>

Not a computer scientist himself - he studied English literature in school - Yao began researching corporate leaders in the field. He learned that face recognition is highly controversial, with a track record of making wrong IDs. A few companies, however, were scoring much higher in controlled tests in the U.S. One of them was a company soon to be renamed L-1 Identity Solutions. Based in Connecticut, L-1 was created two years ago out of the mergers and buyouts of half a dozen major players in the biometrics field, all of which specialized in the science of identifying people through distinct physical traits: fingerprints, irises, face geometry. The mergers made L-1 a one-stop shop for biometrics. Thanks to board members like former CIA director George Tenet, the company rapidly became a homeland-security heavy hitter. L-1 projects its annual revenues will hit $1 billion by 2011, much of it from U.S. government contracts. <P>

In 2006, Yao tells me, <I>"I made the first phone call and sent the first e-mail."</I> For a flat fee of $20,000, he gained access to the company's proprietary software, allowing him to <I>"build a lot of development software based on L-1's technology."</I> Since then, L-1's partnership with Yao has gone far beyond that token investment. Yao says it isn't really his own company that is competing in the upcoming 10-million-faces test being staged by the Chinese government: <I>"We'll be involved on behalf of L-1 in China."</I> Yao adds that he communicates regularly with L1 and has visited the company's research headquarters in New Jersey. (<I>"Out the window you can see the Statue of Liberty. It's such a historic place."</I>) L1 is watching his test preparations with great interest, Yao says. <I>"It seemed that they were more excited than us when we tell them the results." </I> <P>

L-1's enthusiasm is hardly surprising: If Yao impresses the Ministry of Public Security with the company's ability to identify criminals, L-1 will have cracked the largest potential market for biometrics in the world. But here's the catch: As proud as Yao is to be L-1's Chinese licensee, L-1 appears to be distinctly less proud of its association with Yao. On its Website and in its reports to investors, L-1 boasts of contracts and negotiations with governments from Panama and Saudi Arabia to Mexico and Turkey. China, however, is conspicuously absent. And though CEO Bob LaPenta makes reference to <I>"some large international opportunities,"</I> not once does he mention Pixel Solutions in Guangzhou. <P>

After leaving a message with the company inquiring about L-1's involvement in China's homeland-security market, I get a call back from Doni Fordyce, vice president of corporate communications. She has consulted Joseph Atick, the company's head of research. <I>"We have nothing in China,"</I> she tells me. <I>"Nothing, absolutely nothing. We are uninvolved. We really don't have any relationships at all."</I> <P>

I tell Fordyce about Yao, the 10-million test, the money he paid for the software license. She'll call me right back. When she does, 20 minutes later, it is with this news: <I>"Absolutely, we've sold testing SDKs [software development kits] to Pixel Solutions and to others [in China] that may be entering a test." </I>Yao's use of the technology, she said, is <I>"within his license"</I> purchased from L-1. <P>

The company's reticence to publicize its activities in China could have something to do with the fact that the relationship between Yao and L-1 may well be illegal under U.S. law. After the Chinese government sent tanks into Tiananmen Square in 1989, Congress passed legislation barring U.S. companies from selling any products in China that have to do with <I>"crime control or detection instruments or equipment."</I> That means not only guns but everything from police batons and handcuffs to ink and powder for taking fingerprints, and software for storing them. Interestingly, one of the <I>"detection instruments"</I> that prompted the legislation was the surveillance camera. Beijing had installed several clunky cameras around Tiananmen Square, originally meant to monitor traffic flows. Those lenses were ultimately used to identify and arrest key pro-democracy dissidents. <P> <I>

"The intent of that act," </I>a congressional staff member with considerable China experience tells me, <I>"was to keep U.S. companies out of the business of helping the Chinese police conduct their business, which might ultimately end up as it did in 1989 in the suppression of human rights and democracy in China." </I> <P>

Pixel's application of L-1 facial-recognition software seems to fly in the face of the ban's intent. By his own admission, Yao is already getting visits from Chinese state spies anxious to use facial recognition to identify dissidents. And as part of the 10-million-faces test, Yao has been working intimately with Chinese national-security forces, syncing L-1's software to their vast database, a process that took a week of intensive work in Beijing. During that time, Yao says, he was on the phone <I>"every day"</I> with L-1, getting its help adapting the technology. <I>"Because we are representing them,"</I> he says. <I>"We took the test on their behalf."</I> <P>

In other words, this controversial U.S. <I>"crime control"</I> technology has already found its way into the hands of the Chinese police. Moreover, Yao's goal, stated to me several times, is to use the software to land lucrative contracts with police agencies to integrate facial recognition into the newly built system of omnipresent surveillance cameras and high-tech national ID cards. As part of any contract he gets, Yao says, he will <I>"pay L-1 a certain percentage of our sales."</I> <P>

When I put the L-1 scenario to the Commerce Department's Bureau of Industry and Security - the division charged with enforcing the post-Tiananmen export controls - a representative says that software kits are subject to the sanctions if <I>"they are exported from the U.S. or are the foreign direct product of a U.S.-origin item." </I>Based on both criteria, the software kit sold to Yao seems to fall within the ban. <P>

When I ask Doni Fordyce at L-1 about the embargo, she tells me,<I> "I don't know anything about that."</I> Asked whether she would like to find out about it and call me back, she replies, <I>"I really don't want to comment, so there is no comment."</I> Then she hangs up. <P>

You have probably never heard of L-1, but there is every chance that it has heard of you. Few companies have collected as much sensitive information about U.S. citizens and visitors to America as L-1: It boasts a database of 60 million records, and it <I>"captures"</I> more than a million new fingerprints every year. Here is a small sample of what the company does: produces passports and passport cards for American citizens; takes finger scans of visitors to the U.S. under the Department of Homeland Security's massive U.S.-Visit program; equips U.S. soldiers in Iraq and Afghanistan with<I> "mobile iris and multimodal devices"</I> so they can collect biometric data in the field; maintains the State Department's <I>"largest facial-recognition database system;" </I>and produces driver's licenses in Illinois, Montana and North Carolina. In addition, L-1 has an even more secretive intelligence unit called SpecTal. Asked by a Wall Street analyst to discuss, in <I>"extremely general"</I> terms, what the division was doing with contracts worth roughly $100 million, the company's CEO would only say, <I>"Stay tuned."</I> <P>

It is L-1's deep integration with multiple U.S. government agencies that makes its dealings in China so interesting: It isn't just L-1 that is potentially helping the Chinese police to nab political dissidents, it's U.S. taxpayers. The technology that Yao purchased for just a few thousand dollars is the result of Defense Department research grants and contracts going as far back as 1994, when a young academic named Joseph Atick (the research director Fordyce consulted on L-1's China dealings) taught a computer at Rockefeller University to recognize his face. <P>

Yao, for his part, knows all about the U.S. export controls on police equipment to China. He tells me that L-1's electronic fingerprinting tools are <I>"banned from entering China"</I> due to U.S. concerns that they will be used to <I>"catch the political criminals, you know, the dissidents, more easily."</I> He thinks he and L-1 have found a legal loophole, however. While fingerprinting technology appears on the Commerce Department's list of banned products, there is no explicit mention of <I>"face prints"</I> - likely because the idea was still in the realm of science fiction when the Tiananmen Square massacre took place. As far as Yao is concerned, that omission means that L-1 can legally supply its facial-recognition software for use by the Chinese government. <P>

Whatever the legality of L-1's participation in Chinese surveillance, it is clear that U.S. companies are determined to break into the homeland-security market in China, which represents their biggest growth potential since 9/11. According to the congressional staff member, American companies and their lobbyists are applying <I>"enormous pressure to open the floodgates."</I> <P>

The crackdown in Tibet has set off a wave of righteous rallies and boycott calls. But it sidesteps the uncomfortable fact that much of China's powerful surveillance state is already being built with U.S. and European technology. In February 2006, a congressional subcommittee held a hearing on<I> "The Internet in China: A Tool for Freedom or Suppression?"</I> Called on the carpet were Google (for building a special Chinese search engine that blocked sensitive material), Cisco (for supplying hardware for China's Great Firewall), Microsoft (for taking down political blogs at the behest of Beijing) and Yahoo (for complying with requests to hand over e-mail-account information that led to the arrest and imprisonment of a high-profile Chinese journalist, as well as a dissident who had criticized corrupt officials in online discussion groups). The issue came up again during the recent Tibet uproar when it was discovered that both MSN and Yahoo had briefly put up the mug shots of the <I>"most wanted"</I> Tibetan protesters on their Chinese news portals. <P>

In all of these cases, U.S. multinationals have offered the same defense: Cooperating with draconian demands to turn in customers and censor material is, unfortunately, the price of doing business in China. Some, like Google, have argued that despite having to limit access to the Internet, they are contributing to an overall increase of freedom in China. It's a story that glosses over the much larger scandal of what is actually taking place: Western investors stampeding into the country, possibly in violation of the law, with the sole purpose of helping the Communist Party spend billions of dollars building Police State 2.0. This isn't an unfortunate cost of doing business in China: It's the goal of doing business in China. <I>"Come help us spy!"</I> the Chinese government has said to the world. And the world's leading technology companies are eagerly answering the call. <P>

As The New York Times recently reported, aiding and abetting Beijing has become an investment boom for U.S. companies. Honeywell is working with Chinese police to <I>"set up an elaborate computer monitoring system to analyze feeds from indoor and outdoor cameras in one of Beijing's most populated districts."</I> General Electric is providing Beijing police with a security system that controls <I>"thousands of video cameras simultaneously, and automatically alerts them to suspicious or fast-moving objects, like people running."</I> IBM, meanwhile, is installing its <I>"Smart Surveillance System"</I> in the capital, another system for linking video cameras and scanning for trouble, while United Technologies is in Guangzhou, helping to customize a <I>"2,000-camera network in a single large neighborhood, the first step toward a citywide network of 250,000 cameras to be installed before the Asian Games in 2010." </I>By next year, the Chinese internal-security market will be worth an estimated $33 billion - around the same amount Congress has allocated for reconstructing Iraq. <P> <I>

"We're at the start of a massive boom in Chinese security spending,"</I> according to Graham Summers, a market analyst who publishes an investor newsletter in Baltimore. <I>"And just as we need to be aware of how to profit from the growth in China's commodity consumption, we need to be aware of companies that will profit from 'security consumption.' . . . There's big money to be made." </I> <P>

While U.S. companies are eager to break into China's rapidly expanding market, every Chinese security firm I come across in the Pearl River Delta is hatching some kind of plan to break into the U.S. market. No one, however, is quite as eager as Aebell Electrical Technology, one of China's top 10 security companies. Aebell has a contract to help secure the Olympic swimming stadium in Beijing and has installed more than 10,000 cameras in and around Guangzhou. Business has been growing by 100 percent a year. When I meet the company's fidgety general manager, Zheng Sun Man, the first thing he tells me is <I>"We are going public at the end of this year. On the Nasdaq."</I> It also becomes clear why he has chosen to speak with a foreign reporter: <I>"Help, help, help!"</I> he begs me. <I>"Help us promote our products!"</I> <P>

Zheng, an MBA from one of China's top schools, proudly shows me the business card of the New York investment bank that is handling Aebell's IPO, as well as a newly printed English-language brochure showing off the company's security cameras. Its pages are filled with American iconography, including businessmen exchanging wads of dollar bills and several photos of the New York skyline that prominently feature the World Trade Center. In the hall at company headquarters is a poster of two interlocking hearts: one depicting the American flag, the other the Aebell logo. <P>

I ask Zheng whether China's surveillance boom has anything to do with the rise in strikes and demonstrations in recent years. Zheng's deputy, a 23-year veteran of the Chinese military wearing a black Mao suit, responds as if I had launched a direct attack on the Communist Party itself. <I>"If you walk out of this building, you will be under surveillance in five to six different ways,"</I> he says, staring at me hard. He lets the implication of his words linger in the air like an unspoken threat. <I>"If you are a law-abiding citizen, you shouldn't be afraid,"</I> he finally adds. <I>"The criminals are the only ones who should be afraid."</I> <P>

One of the first people to sound the alarm on China's upgraded police state was a British researcher named Greg Walton. In 2000, Walton was commissioned by the respected human-rights organization Rights & Democracy to investigate the ways in which Chinese security forces were harnessing the tools of the Information Age to curtail free speech and monitor political activists. The paper he produced was called <I>"China's Golden Shield: Corporations and the Development of Surveillance Technology in the People's Republic of China."</I> It exposed how big-name tech companies like Nortel and Cisco were helping the Chinese government to construct <I>"a gigantic online database with an all-encompassing surveillance network - incorporating speech and face recognition, closed-circuit television, smart cards, credit records and Internet surveillance technologies."</I> <P>

When the paper was complete, Walton met with the institute's staff to strategize about how to release his explosive findings. <I>"We thought this information was going to shock the world,"</I> he recalls. In the midst of their discussions, a colleague barged in and announced that a plane had hit the Twin Towers. The meeting continued, but they knew the context of their work had changed forever. <P>

Walton's paper did have an impact, but not the one he had hoped. The revelation that China was constructing a gigantic digital database capable of watching its citizens on the streets and online, listening to their phone calls and tracking their consumer purchases sparked neither shock nor outrage. Instead, Walton says, the paper was <I>"mined for ideas"</I> by the U.S. government, as well as by private companies hoping to grab a piece of the suddenly booming market in spy tools. For Walton, the most chilling moment came when the Defense Department tried to launch a system called Total Information Awareness to build what it called a <I>"virtual, centralized grand database"</I> that would create constantly updated electronic dossiers on every citizen, drawing on banking, credit-card, library and phone records, as well as footage from surveillance cameras. <I>"It was clearly similar to what we were condemning China for,"</I> Walton says. Among those aggressively vying to be part of this new security boom was Joseph Atick, now an executive at L-1. The name he chose for his plan to integrate facial-recognition software into a vast security network was uncomfortably close to the surveillance system being constructed in China: <I>"Operation Noble Shield."</I> <P>

Empowered by the Patriot Act, many of the big dreams hatched by men like Atick have already been put into practice at home. New York, Chicago and Washington, D.C., are all experimenting with linking surveillance cameras into a single citywide network. Police use of surveillance cameras at peaceful demonstrations is now routine, and the images collected can be mined for <I>"face prints,"</I> then cross-checked with ever-expanding photo databases. Although Total Information Awareness was scrapped after the plans became public, large pieces of the project continue, with private data-mining companies collecting unprecedented amounts of information about everything from Web browsing to car rentals, and selling it to the government. <P>

Such efforts have provided China's rulers with something even more valuable than surveillance technology from Western democracies: the ability to claim that they are just like us. Liu Zhengrong, a senior official dealing with China's Internet policy, has defended Golden Shield and other repressive measures by invoking the Patriot Act and the FBI's massive e-mail-mining operations. <I>"It is clear that any country's legal authorities closely monitor the spread of illegal information,"</I> he said. <I>"We have noted that the U.S. is doing a good job on this front."</I> Lin Jiang Huai, the head of China Information Security Technology, credits America for giving him the idea to sell biometric IDs and other surveillance tools to the Chinese police. <I>"Bush helped me get my vision,"</I> he has said. Similarly, when challenged on the fact that dome cameras are appearing three to a block in Shenzhen and Guangzhou, Chinese companies respond that their model is not the East German Stasi but modern-day London. <P>

Human-rights activists are quick to point out that while the tools are the same, the political contexts are radically different. China has a government that uses its high-tech web to imprison and torture peaceful protesters, Tibetan monks and independent-minded journalists. Yet even here, the lines are getting awfully blurry. The U.S. currently has more people behind bars than China, despite a population less than a quarter of its size. And Sharon Hom, executive director of the advocacy group Human Rights in China, says that when she talks about China's horrific human-rights record at international gatherings,<I> "There are two words that I hear in response again and again: Guantánamo Bay."</I> <P>

The Fourth Amendment prohibition against illegal search and seizure made it into the U.S. Constitution precisely because its drafters understood that the power to snoop is addictive. Even if we happen to trust in the good intentions of the snoopers, the nature of any government can change rapidly - which is why the Constitution places limits on the tools available to any regime. But the drafters could never have imagined the commercial pressures at play today. The global homeland-security business is now worth an estimated $200 billion - more than Hollywood and the music industry combined. Any sector of that size inevitably takes on its own momentum. New markets must be found - which, in the Big Brother business, means an endless procession of new enemies and new emergencies: crime, immigration, terrorism. <P>

In Shenzhen one night, I have dinner with a U.S. business consultant named Stephen Herrington. Before he started lecturing at Chinese business schools, teaching students concepts like brand management, Herrington was a military-intelligence officer, ascending to the rank of lieutenant colonel. What he is seeing in the Pearl River Delta, he tells me, is scaring the hell out of him - and not for what it means to China. <P> <I>

"I can guarantee you that there are people in the Bush administration who are studying the use of surveillance technologies being developed here and have at least skeletal plans to implement them at home," </I>he says. <I>"We can already see it in New York with CCTV cameras. Once you have the cameras in place, you have the infrastructure for a powerful tracking system. I'm worried about what this will mean if the U.S. government goes totalitarian and starts employing these technologies more than they are already. I'm worried about the threat this poses to American democracy." </I> <P>

Herrington pauses. <I>"George W. Bush,"</I> he adds, <I>"would do what they are doing here in a heartbeat if he could."</I>

China-bashing never fails to soothe the Western conscience - here is a large and powerful country that, when it comes to human rights and democracy, is so much worse than Bush's America. But during my time in Shenzhen, China's youngest and most modern city, I often have the feeling that I am witnessing not some rogue police state but a global middle ground, the place where more and more countries are converging. China is becoming more like us in very visible ways (Starbucks, Hooters, cellphones that are cooler than ours), and we are becoming more like China in less visible ones (torture, warrantless wiretapping, indefinite detention, though not nearly on the Chinese scale). <P>

What is most disconcerting about China's surveillance state is how familiar it all feels. When I check into the Sheraton in Shenzhen, for instance, it looks like any other high-end hotel chain - only the lobby is a little more modern and the cheerful clerk doesn't just check my passport but takes a scan of it. <P> <I>

"Are you making a copy?"</I> I ask. <P> <I>

"No, no,"</I> he responds helpfully. <I>"We're just sending a copy to the police."</I> <P>

Up in my room, the Website that pops up on my laptop looks like every other Net portal at a hotel - only it won't let me access human-rights and labor Websites that I know are working fine. The TV gets CNN International - only with strange edits and obviously censored blackouts. My cellphone picks up a strong signal for the China Mobile network. A few months earlier, in Davos, Switzerland, the CEO of China Mobile bragged to a crowd of communications executives that <I>"we not only know who you are, we also know where you are."</I> Asked about customer privacy, he replied that his company only gives <I>"this kind of data to government authorities"</I> - pretty much the same answer I got from the clerk at the front desk. <P>

When I leave China, I feel a powerful relief: I have escaped. I am home safe. But the feeling starts to fade as soon as I get to the customs line at JFK, watching hundreds of visitors line up to have their pictures taken and fingers scanned. In the terminal, someone hands me a brochure for <I>"Fly Clear."</I> All I need to do is have my fingerprints and irises scanned, and I can get a Clear card with a biometric chip that will let me sail through security. Later, I look it up: The company providing the technology is L-1.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.naomiklein.org"> Naomi Klein </A> </font>is the author of, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/dp/0805079831?tag=commondreams-20&camp=0&creative=0&linkCode=as1&creativeASIN=0805079831&adid=142R8W26KVHY6HF93MNX&">"The Shock Doctrine: The Rise of Disaster Capitalism."</A> 
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Escaping Forwards <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

THE GERMANS call it <I>"die Flucht nach vorne"</I> - escaping forwards. When the situation is desperate, attack! Instead of retreating, advance!

When there is no way out, storm ahead! <P>

This method was successful in 1948. At the end of May, the Egyptian army was advancing on Tel Aviv. We - a very, very thin line of soldiers - were all that stood in its way. So we attacked. Again and again and again. We suffered heavy losses. But we stopped the Egyptian advance.<P>

Now Ehud Olmert is applying the same method. His situation is desperate. Most people in Israel do not doubt that he has received large bribes in envelopes stuffed with dollars. The Attorney General is liable to indict him any time, and this will compel him to resign. <P>

And lo and behold, at the most critical moment, just before the most damning details come out, a joint statement is issued simultaneously in Jerusalem, Damascus and Ankara, announcing the start of peace negotiations between Israel and Syria, with Turkey acting as mediator. The talks will be based on the principles of the 1991 Madrid Conference, meaning the return of the entire Golan Heights. <P>

Wow!!! <P>

IN THIS, too, Olmert is the worthy pupil of his predecessor and mentor, Ariel Sharon. <P>

Sharon was up to his neck in corruption affairs. In one of them, the so-called <I>"Greek Island affair,"</I> the Israeli millionaire David Appel paid huge sums to Sharon's son, a novice, for "advice". At the time, too, it seemed that the Attorney General could not possibly avoid issuing an indictment. <P>

Sharon's response was sheer genius: the Separation. Separation from the Gaza Strip. Separation from the Attorney General. <P>

That was a gigantic operation. In a minutely orchestrated melodramatic performance, the Gush Katif settlements were dismantled. Together with several army divisions, all police forces - the same police that was supposed to investigate the Sharon family's business affairs - were deployed in a breath-taking national endeavor. The peace camp supported, of course, the evacuation of the settlements. The corruption affairs were all but forgotten. <P>

The separation, which was carried out without any dialogue with the Palestinians, has turned the whole of the Gaza Strip into a ticking bomb, and now Ehud Olmert has to negotiate a cease-fire. For Sharon, though, the entire exercise was a success. If he had not suffered a stroke, he would still be Prime Minister today.  <P>

The lesson did not escape Olmert. <P>

AESTHETES MAY exclaim: Phooey! We should not countenance such a dirty trick! We cannot agree to a peace conceived in sin! <P>

Maybe my aesthetic sense is blunted. Because I am ready to accept peace even from a totally corrupt leader, even from Satan himself. If the corruption of a politician causes him to do something that will save the lives of hundreds and thousands of human beings on both sides - that's OK with me. Didn't the philosopher Friedrich Hegel talk about the <I>"cunning of reason"?</I> <P>

The Bible recounts that when the army of Damascus laid siege to Samaria, the capital of the Kingdom of Israel, four leprous men brought the news that the enemy had fled (2 Kings, 7). The Hebrew poetess Rachel wrote, alluding to this story, that she was not willing to receive good news from lepers. Well, I am.  <P>

Conventional wisdom has it that to make peace, one needs a strong leader. Now it appears that the opposite also works: that a weak leader, almost submerged in troubles, whose term in office could come to a sudden end at any moment and whose coalition stands on feets of clay, a leader who has nothing to lose - he too may risk all to make peace. <P>

THE PLOT may move on from here in several possible directions.  <P>

The first possibility: it's all<I> "spin"</I> - an American term that has become Olmert's middle name. He will just stretch the negotiations out like bubble gum, as he has been doing with the Palestinians, and wait for the storm to blow over. <P>

It will be difficult for him to do so, because Turkey is now a partner in the game. Even Olmert understands that it will be sheer folly to annoy the Turks, who are risking their national prestige here. Turkey is a very important partner of our security establishment. <P>

Whatever comes of it, Olmert's agreement to conduct negotiations based on the return of all the Golan is an important step forward. Coming on top of the previous undertakings by Yitzhak Rabin, Binyamin Netanyahu and Ehud Barak, it defines a line of no return. <P>

The second possibility: Olmert really means it. For his own reasons, he will conduct negotiations <I>"in good faith,"</I> as he undertook this week, and reach an agreement. In the country, a wild campaign of incitement will be launched against him. The Knesset will fall apart, new elections will be held, Olmert will again head the Kadima list and win as peacemaker. <P>

Alternatively: he will lose those elections. But he will leave the scene in an honorable cause, not thrown out for his own corruption, but sacrificing himself on the altar of peace.   <P>

Alternatively: the Attorney General will indict him in spite of everything, he will resign but go home with head held high as a leader who has taken a historic step. The Attorney General will look like a saboteur of peace and perhaps even the cause of another war. <P>

A PERTINENT question: if Olmert has indeed decided to <I>"escape forwards"'</I> why escape forwards towards peace and not towards war? This is what usually happens: leaders on the threshold of disaster prefer to start a little (or sometimes big) war. There is nothing like war to divert attention, and waging war is almost always more popular, at least at the beginning, than making peace. <P>

Here there are also two possibilities: <P>

The first: like Paul, Olmert had a revelation, and has really become a man of peace. The nationalist demagogue has matured and now understands that the national interest demands peace. A cynic will laugh out loud. But stranger things have happened on the road to Damascus. <P>

The second: Olmert believes that the Israeli public prefers peace with Syria to war with Syria, and hopes to gain some popularity as a peace-maker. (I believe this to be true.) <P>

The third: Olmert knows that all the chiefs of the Security Establishment (with the notable exception of the Mossad boss) support peace with Syria out of cold strategic calculation. In the eyes of the army General Staff, the loss of the Golan Heights is a reasonable price to pay for breaking Syria loose from Iran and lessening its support for Hizbullah and Hamas, especially if an international force is stationed there after they revert to being the<I> "Syrian Heights."</I> <P> 

Syria is a Sunni country, even if it is ruled by members of the small Alawite sect, which is closer to the Shia. (The Alawis derive their name from Ali, the son-in-law of the Prophet, who the Shiites consider his rightful heir.) The alliance between secular Sunni Syria and orthodox Shiite Iran is a marriage of convenience, without an ideological basis. The alliance with Shiite Hizbullah is also based on interests: since Syria does not dare to attack Israel in order to get the Golan back, it supports Hizbullah as a proxy.  <P>

ALL THIS happens without the US. This, too, has its precedents: the Sadat initiative of 1977 matured behind the backs of the Americans (as the American ambassador in Cairo at the time told me later). The Oslo initiative also ripened without American participation. <P>

Until lately, the US has opposed any Israeli-Syrian thaw, and even now looks at it askance. In George Bush's cowboy world vision, Syria belongs to the <I>"axis of evil"</I> and must be isolated. <P>

That is grist to the mill for John Mearsheimer and Stephen Walt, the two American professors who are due to visit Israel next month. Their provocative book asserted that the Israel lobby totally dominates US foreign policy. In this new development, it does indeed seem that Jerusalem has bent Washington to its will. <P>

During his visit to Jerusalem a few days ago, Bush railed against talking with enemies. This was understood to be a rebuke aimed at Barack Obama, who has announced his willingness to speak with the leaders of Iran. Perhaps Olmert is already betting on Obama's entering the White House. <P>

But Bush is not finished yet. He has got eight more months to go, and he, too, may come to the conclusion that he should <I>"escape forwards."</I> In his case: by attacking Iran. <P>

HOW IS all this going to affect the mother of all problems, the core of the Israeli-Arab conflict: the question of Palestine? <P>

Menachem Begin made a separate peace with Egypt and gave back the whole of the Sinai Peninsula in order to concentrate on the war with the Palestinians. Undoubtedly, Begin was ready to do the same on the Syrian front. According to the map used by Vladimir (Ze'ev) Jabotinsky, which Olmert was brought up on, the Golan, like Sinai, is not a part of Eretz Israel. <P>

A separate peace harbors great dangers for the Palestinians. If the Israeli government reaches a peace agreement with Syria (and then Lebanon), it will have peace with all the neighboring states. The Palestinians will be isolated and the Israeli government will be able to deal with them as it wishes. <P>

As against this danger, there is a positive prospect: that after the evacuation of the Golan, there will be increased pressure, from inside and outside, to reach peace with the Palestinians, too, at long last. <P>

The Golan settlers are far more popular in Israel than their West Bank counterparts. While the Ofra and Hebron settlers are viewed as religious fanatics, whose crazy behavior is quite alien to the Israeli character, the settlers of the Golan are seen as <I>"people like us."</I> The more so, since they were sent there by the Labor Party. If the Golan settlers are evacuated, it will be much easier to deal with the <I>"Judea and Samaria"</I> crowd. <P>

Being at peace with all Arab states, the Israeli public may feel more secure, and therefore more willing to take risks in making peace with the Palestinian people. <P>

The international atmosphere will also change. If the <I>"axis of evil"</I> fantasy disappears together with George Bush, and a new American leadership makes a serious effort to achieve peace, optimism will again dare to raise its battered head. Some people dream about a partnership of Barack Obama and Tzipi Livni. <P>

All this belongs to the future. In the meantime we have a weak Olmert, who needs a powerful initiative. In the Biblical legend, the hero Samson killed a young lion, and when he returned to it, <I>"behold, there was a swarm of bees and honey in the carcase."</I> Samson put forth a riddle unto the Philistines: <I>"Out of the strong came forth sweetness,"</I> and nobody was able to solve it (Judges, 14).  <P>

Now we can well ask: <I>"Will the weak bring forth sweetness?"</I>  

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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The Upcoming McCain Presidency <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"The democrats are like the French socialists, they had all the opportunities to win the elections after the disastrous mandates of Bush and Chirac, yet the socialists lost here at home and the democrats might just lose in the US as well." ~~~ Posted comment by G.F. on the French blog "Big Picture, Croquis d'Amerique" <P> </center> </I></font> <font size="+2">

Indeed <P>

It's hard to believe, as our country careens from one George Bush induced disaster to another, that there is even the slimmest of chances that John McCain might win the presidential election.  He is, however, statistically even with Barack Obama and the reasons for that are also the reasons he will very likely be the next president. <P>

As the Obama candidacy moves forward much is being made of Hillary Clinton's refusal to withdraw from the race.  The <I>"real journalists,"</I> as MSM hacks like to call themselves, are busily constructing the machines of blame so that Senator Clinton will be responsible for any disaster that might befall the Democratic Party and its bid for the White House. It was Senator Clinton, they tell us, who <I>"introduced"</I> the issue of race into the primary elections and thus made it an issue in the general election. She has been accused of <I>"playing the gender card"</I> and using Rovian political tactics. The darlings of American media are busily painting Hillary Clinton as the force creating a divide in the Democratic Party and the ferocity of those attacks calls up comparisons to mob mentality. <P>

More damaging, both to the Democratic Party and to the nation as a whole, than the frat boy misogyny news personalities direct toward Clinton, is the way they have portrayed her supporters. Americans who vote for Clinton are the great unwashed-uncouth, unrepentant racists, politically unsophisticated blue-collar workers and eminently mockable middle aged white women. These people, according to the shrewd observers who grace the news outlets, are witless pawns or raving bigots. Described as poor and poorly educated or frustrated <I>"castratos,"</I> these voters are held up to public ridicule and scorn. It is language of the media that reveals their bias and deepens the alienation of huge groups of Democratic voters. Hillary Clinton could ratchet up her rhetoric a hundred-fold and do less damage than one commentary by a Washington pundit. <P>

Race was always going to be an issue in this campaign. We are still a fundamentally racist country--in our institutions and our culture. We cannot escape our history. Our racism, however, is not limited to easily identified demographics. The reporters who played endless loops of Reverend Jeremiah Wright's sermons and escalated the pressure on Barack Obama to renounce his longtime minister are no less bigoted than the voters who said race was a factor in their choice of candidate. It is the manner of presentation of racism that determines how offensive the media finds it. Barack Obama's candidacy made the intellectual effete excruciatingly aware of their own racism and they have projected onto the <I>"lower" </I>classes with a fanatic vehemence. <P>

Living with discrimination creates a kind of extra-sensory awareness of bigotry. Just as racial and ethnic groups recognize subtle and inherent bias, so too do the <I>"blue-collar, working class voters without a college degree."</I> Every newscast, every commentary, every story in a magazine or paper that sets up the <I>"sides" </I>of the democratic party, bolsters the belief that there is no room in Barack Obama's campaign for Clinton supporters. These are people he has to have to win in November. It is the media that has delineated Clinton's campaign as one geared toward the <I>"lower classes"</I>-you know, the bigots-and Obama's as the campaign of hope for everyone else. It is the media that has put the word <I>"elitist"</I>into conversations about Obama and it is the media that has perpetuated, widened and intensified the racial, social and economic schisms in our country. Sensationalism is good news. <P>

The media also tells us, almost daily, that Clinton supporters will not vote for Obama. In fact, we hear this so often that even a yellow dog Democrat such as I feel pressure to vote for John McCain. And I'm not even a Clinton supporter. It's just that I fall within all those categories. And the more we are shown the kind of supporters Obama attracts, the more alienated those currently not in his camp feel. The closer to John McCain they move. <P>

This week's scandal over Clinton's RFK remark was most enlightening. After dispensing the theatrics of outrage, one star reporter after another castigated Senator Clinton for raising the threat level on assassination. Even the staid Daniel Schorr could not resist wading in.

<I>"These are thoughts better not articulated," </I>he said, <I>"lest they have an affect on some disordered mind."</I> It apparently escaped Mr. Schorr's notice that he, as well as all the other commentators, made sure lots of disordered minds heard those articulated thoughts. Responsible journalists, were they genuinely concerned about the danger of assassination, would not have made this story the centerpiece on every newscast for days. Their reaction is telling. <P>

As we move through the last few weeks of the Democratic Primary season we will hear more about what kind of people support which candidates. It would behoove Obama and his supporters, if they want to unite the party, to demand that the media change its tune. It isn't Hillary Clinton who is polarizing. It's the media that shapes public opinion. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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McCain's New Ethic Rules <p> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

John McCain's <I>"straight talk express"</I> was supposed to be running smoothly by now, but it keeps hitting bumps in the road that throw it off message. <P>

Those bumps turn out to be Washington lobbyists. McCain, who bills himself as the feared enemy of special interests, actually has filled his presidential staff from top to bottom with the very influence peddlers he claims to oppose. A couple of these lobbyists caused a campaign shakeup recently when it was revealed that their client list includes the reprehensible military thugs who rule Myanmar. <P>

To try to recover from this embarrassing exposure, the two lobbyists were dumped and the campaign loudly announced new ethics rules to bar conflicts-of-interest on McCain's presidential team. That would have been laudable, but instead it immediately turned laughable, because the rules were announced by Rick Davis. McCain's campaign manager. Guess what? He's a Washington lobbyist too, having worked as chief spear carrier for such major telecommunications corporations as Verizon that seek favors from the senate committee that McCain chaired. <P>

The old business-as-usual crowd literally is running and funding this presidential campaign, and McCain's <I>"new"</I> ethics rules are a fraud. For example, they bar <I>"active"</I> lobbyists from working <I>"full time"</I> for his campaign. These phrases are carefully contrived loopholes, allowing corporate lobbyists to temporarily suspend their active lobbying to work for McCain's election, or simply to work part time for him while still lobbying. Also, note that McCain's ethics don't go so far as to bar lobbyists from giving and raising money for his election. <P>

As we learned from Bush & Company, those who direct the campaign are those who run the White House. In fact, most of McCain's lobbyists had also been Bush's lobbyists, and they would form a new McBush presidency.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Show the kids how easy it is to grow squash vertically. <br>

You know what they will say?  <I>"COOL!"</I>

 </center> <br>
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Grow Zucchini Vertically <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mel Bartholomew </font> <P>

Our most often asked question in the wintertime when everyone is pouring over those seed catalogs and ordering all of the new selections is, <I>"What variety of squash is a vine and which ones will climb?"</I> <P>

Answer: Any that are not labeled or marked <I>"bush variety"</I> will probably be a vine. Some varieties will grow very long vigorous vines easy to train vertically while others will have short stumpy vines not as easy to train up your vertical frame. <P>

Vertical growing of squash is quite a unique procedure in the general gardening field, and was virtually unknown by most of the traditional gardening authors, methods and seed companies until SFG came along. The planting spacing is quite different so it is not easy to find the right varieties that will do what you want to do in your Square Foot Garden. Let's see what sense we can make out of the whole situation. <P> <B>

Winter Squash </B> <P>

First lets identify the different types of squash. The first group is winter squash with varieties like hubbard, acorn, and the favorite of many people, butternut. These varieties are usually left to ripen on the vine and are good for storing inside your house well into the winter. You usually don't harvest them when they are young or eat them until they have become full size. That usually happens only after the vine has been killed by the first frost. After that frost, the vines will turn yellow and die then become quite brittle. At that time or slightly before, you can harvest the squash by cutting off and leaving a stem on the squash for proper storage. They can be eaten at any time after that. Just about every variety of winter squash grows with a very vigorous vine and is very easy to grow vertically as they will all climb by themselves. In fact, you have to keep them from jumping from one vertical frame to another or from dropping down from the vertical frame and starting to grow on the ground crowding out the rest of your square feet of crops. In an old fashioned, inefficient, single row garden, they just virtually take over the whole patch. They spread rapidly, growing very long vines, but in Square Foot Gardening, you can contain them on your vertical frame and still receive the same harvest from just a few square feet on the ground. Besides all that, they look spectacular growing on a vertical frame. It is almost a living wall of green. <P> <B>

Summer Squash </B> <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Mel_squash_website.jpg"> <br> <font size="2">

Just think how impressed your neighbors will be when you grow all <br>

your squash vertically in just a few square feet of ground space. <P> </font></center>

The next group of squash are called summer squashes and these include varieties like straight or crook neck, patty pan, and any soft variety of squash that you eat right away. You harvest while the plant is growing and before the squash gets too large. All of these varieties except those labeled bush will grow in a vine type with some being very vigorous and long vined while others have short stumpy vines. All the vine type can be grown vertically by just keeping the end of the plant or the vine up into your vertical netting or strings. They will hang on all by themselves with their tentacles. You just have to keep the top pointed up once a week or so. Remember now, this type of squash you do not grow to maturity, as they will get quite large and very tasteless. You harvest them very small, some just shortly after their blossom phase where the fruit is only four to six inches long. This type of squash does not store very well, certainly not for a long period of time like winter squashes do. <P> <B>

Zucchini </B> <P>

The last is also a summer squash but is in a class all by itself. In fact, it is quite often considered the queen of the garden. Everyone grows zucchini and let me tell you, zucchini loves all the attention. She will take over the garden with her leaves so big that each one will shade out an entire square foot of some other plant. The plants get huge although they do not have a long vigorous vine. Because the leaves are so big and the leaf stem is so long and thick it is very hard to coax them to grow vertically. They want to lay down on the ground and spread out. In fact is very hard to figure out how to grow them vertically. <P> <B>

My Secret </B> <P>

The trick is to have the vertical support whether it be string or netting or just a stake, very close to the plant. You can do that by putting a stake in the ground first and then planting the seed or young plant around it so you don't drive the stake into the roots of a growing plant. That way it is much easier to gently lift and bend the plant end up and tie to the stake or string. After you get it started up your string or netting every few days it will have grown out a few inches. Not up, but out and it will try to lay down again. You just gently talk to it, lift that head up, and tie it again to your vertical support. You just keep doing that every couple of days. <P> <B>

Why Vertical </B> <P>

Because of all of the advantages. What are the advantages and is it all worthwhile ? It seems like a lot of work doesn't it. Well first it is a challenge, next it is kind of fun and third it looks great in your garden. Of course, the real reason is so it doesn't take up so much space in your Square Foot Garden, only a couple square feet. Now here is the <I>"coupe de grace?"</I> Or in gardening terms, here's the<I> "cooty grow."</I> After I perfected this method of growing vines vertically on a frame or Stake, I noticed a completely different growth pattern of the basic squash plant, particularly the summer squashes. In single row gardening, the plant spreads out with its single stem having blossoms and fruit forming near the near. Back near the base the leaves start dying and the stem becomes quite ugly. The end continues to grow new leaves and fruit but only out there at the end. With Square Foot Gardening and growing the squash vertically I noticed almost the opposite growth pattern. Once the plant got a few feet high instead of the bottom stem being bare and ugly, the plant started sending out new leaves and fruit all along the bottom and middle of the plant. No ugly bare base was visible, hence it was not only much more attractive, took up less space, but turned out to be more productive, more fruit per plant as well as more fruit per square foot. Now you can't beat that so why not give it a try. <P>

Please don't write us or call us and ask what is the best variety that you can order so you can grow it vertically. Call or email the seed company and tell them that you want to grow a strong vigorous vine vertically for your Square Foot Garden. They know their own varieties better than we do and can advise you on the best variety to select for that purpose. Good Luck and have fun! <P>

P.S. One of the reasons it's hard to get up to date practical advice for vertical gardening is that most of the gardening world is still teaching everyone how to grow the old-fashioned, inefficient single-row gardening method. In addition, they do the same thing with the vine crops-their advice is give them plenty of room so they can spread out and grow. In addition, the same wasteful practice of planting many seeds, then going back and thinning them out again, is still preached. For example, I'm looking right now at one of the prominent seed company's package and the directions for their zucchini squash is to "plant four to six seeds in groups or hills, spaced 1-1/2 to 2 ft. apart along rows spaced 4 ft. apart. Then they say thin to the two strongest plants in the group. Now think about that for a minute. All the companies guarantee that about 95% of their seeds will sprout. It's called the germination rate. So, if 95% of 4-6 seeds will sprout, that's 4-6 plants. Then they say thin to two. So why plant six if you only want two ? That's a lot of extra work and many wasted seeds. <P>

And next, I'm going to quote from one of the very well recognized garden writers of America, on how to plant your squash. He suggests (uh-oh-I've given away who it could be, by at least 50%) plant a seed about every 8 inches in a row with the rows being 3-4 ft. apart, with the final distance between the plants 36 inches. Now why plant one every 8 inches only to rip out 3 of every 4 you plant ? Does that make any sense ? Why that's 75% WASTE. Using his directions, you would need between 9 and 12 sq. ft. per plant. Now if you look at the SFG book for summer squash grown vertically, it's recommended that three plants be spaced in a 4 sq. ft. which equals one and one-third sq. ft. per plant. That sure is a huge difference from the 9-12 sq. ft. needed. Actually, it's almost 10 times as much. Why waste all that space? Space that has to be amended, fenced, fertilized and roto-tilled, watered then weeded. It just doesn't make sense does it? So, stick with SFG and grow all your vine crops vertically on a strong frame like the one I've described in the book.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.squarefootgardening.com/"> Mel Bartholomew </A> </font>is an inventor, author, and founder of the Square Foot Gardening Foundation. 
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Corporations Grab Climate Genes <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Hope Shand </font> <P>

First the biotech industry promised that its genetically engineered seeds would clean up the environment. Then they told us biotech crops would feed the world. Neither came to pass. Soon we'll hear that genetically engineered climate-hardy seeds are the essential adaptation strategy for crops to withstand drought, heat, cold, saline soils and more. <P>

After failing to convince an unwilling public to accept genetically engineered foods, biotech companies see a silver lining in climate change. They are now asserting that farmers cannot win the war against climate change without genetic engineering. According to a new report from ETC Group, the world's largest seed and agrochemical corporations such as Monsanto, BASF, DuPont, Syngenta, Bayer, and Dow - along with biotech partners such as Mendel, Ceres, and Evogene - are stockpiling hundreds of patents and patent applications on crop genes related to environmental stress tolerance at patent offices around the world. They have acquired a total of 55 patent families corresponding to 532 patents and patent applications. <P>

In the face of climate chaos and a deepening world food crisis, the Gene Giants are gearing up for a PR offensive to re-brand themselves as climate saviors. The companies hope to convince governments and reluctant consumers that genetic engineering is the essential adaptation strategy to insure agricultural productivity. In <A HREF="http://www.foodnavigator-usa.com/news/ng.asp?n=77490-victorian-department-of-primary-industri-gm-wheat">the words</A> of Keith Jones of CropLife International, an industry-supported non-profit organization, <I>"GM foods are exactly the technology that may be necessary to counter the effects of global warming."</I> But rather than an effective way to confront climate change, these so-called <I>"climate-ready"</I> crops will be used to drive farmers and governments onto a proprietary biotech platform. <P <B>

Climate Change and Food Crisis </B> <P>

Human-induced climate change is triggering climate shocks in all ecosystems. It will profoundly affect crops, livestock, fisheries and forests and the billions of people whose livelihoods depend on them. Agriculture and food systems in the South, especially in South Asia and southern Africa, will be the first and most negatively affected. Extreme climate events (especially hotter, drier conditions in semi-arid regions) are likely to slash yields for maize, wheat, rice, and other primary food crops. <P>

For instance, Asian rice yields will decrease dramatically due to higher night-time temperatures. With warmer conditions, photosynthesis slows or ceases, pollination is prevented, and dehydration sets in. A study by the International Rice Research Institute <A HREF="http://www.irri.org/media/press/press.asp?id=88">reports</A> that rice yields are declining by 10% for every degree Celsius increase in night-time temperatures. South Asia's prime wheat-growing land - the vast Indo-Gangetic plain that produces about 15% of the world's wheat crop - <A HREF="http://www.cgiar.org/pdf/agm06/AGM06%20Press%20Release%20FINAL.pdf">will shrink</A> 51% by 2050 due to hotter, drier weather and diminished yields, a loss that will place at least 200 million people at greater risk of hunger. <P>

For the world's largest agrochemical and seed corporations, genetic engineering is the technofix of choice for combating climate change. It is a proprietary approach that seeks to expand an industrial model of agriculture - one which is largely divorced from on-the-ground social and environmental realities. (It is also an approach that fails to learn from history. Many of the problems with saline soils and soil degradation, for example, have been exacerbated by the use of intensive production systems.) The Gene Giants are now focusing on the identification and patenting of climate-proof genetic traits (genes associated with abiotic stresses), especially related to drought and extreme temperatures. "Abiotic" stresses refer to environmental stresses encountered by plants such as drought, temperature extremes, saline soils, low nitrogen, etc. <P> <B>

The Game of Monopoly </B> <P>

Monopoly control of crop genes is a bad idea under any circumstances. But in the midst of a global food crisis with climate change looming, such control is unacceptable and must be challenged. Patented gene technologies will concentrate corporate power, drive up costs, inhibit independent research, and further undermine the rights of farmers to save and exchange seeds. Globally, the top 10 seed corporations already control 57% of commercial seed sales. A handful of transnational seed and agrochemical companies are positioned to determine who gets access to patented genes and what price they must pay. <P>

Many of these patent claims are unprecedented in scope because a single patent may claim several different environmental - or abiotic - stress traits. In addition, some patent claims extend not just to abiotic stress tolerance in a single engineered plant species - but also to a substantially similar genetic sequence in virtually all engineered food crops. The corporate grab extends beyond the United States and Europe. Patent offices in major food producing countries such as Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Canada, China, Mexico, and South Africa are also swamped with patent filings. Monsanto (the world's largest seed company) and BASF (the world's largest chemical firm) have entered into a colossal $1.5 billion partnership to engineer stress-tolerant plants. Together the two companies account for nearly half of the patent families related to engineered stress tolerance. <P>

Farming communities in the developing world - those who have contributed least to global greenhouse emissions - are among the most threatened by climate chaos created by the world's richest countries. Will farming communities now be stampeded by climate profiteering? The focus on genetically engineered, so-called 'climate-ready' crops will divert resources from affordable, farmer-based strategies for climate change survival and adaptation. <P> <B>

Misguided Philanthropy </B> <P>

In a bid to win moral legitimacy for their controversial GM seeds, the Gene Giants are also teaming up with philanthro-capitalists to introduce climate-tolerant traits in the developing world. Monsanto and BASF, for instance, are working with the International Maize and Wheat Improvement Center (CIMMYT) and national agricultural research programs in Kenya, Uganda, Tanzania, and South Africa to develop drought-tolerant corn. The program is supported by a $47 million grant from the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation. In March 2008 the African Agricultural Technology Foundation <A HREF="http://www.gatesfoundation.org/GlobalDevelopment/Agriculture/Announcements/Announce-080319.htm">announced </A>that Monsanto and BASF have agreed to donate royalty-free drought-tolerant transgenes to the African researchers. <P>

Market-based philanthropy aims to open African markets for high-tech seeds that will undoubtedly be accompanied by intellectual property laws, seed regulations, and other products and practices amenable to agribusiness. To African farmers, this is hardly philanthropic. <P>

As the climate crisis deepens, governments may well offer corporate subsidies by encouraging farmers to adopt prescribed biotech traits that are deemed essential adaptation measures. The U.S. government's Federal Crop Insurance Company <A HREF="http://www.rma.usda.gov/help/faq/bye.html">announced</A> in October 2007 that it would begin a pilot program that offers a discount to farmers who plant Monsanto's "triple-stack" corn seeds on non-irrigated land - reportedly because the biotech corn (engineered for herbicide tolerance and two kinds of insect resistance) provides a lower risk of reduced yields when compared to conventional hybrids. The decision was especially controversial because USDA relied on Monsanto's data to substantiate this claim. <P> <B>

Staying the Corporate Hand </B> <P>

In the face of climate chaos and a deepening global food crisis, the corporate grab on so-called climate-tolerant genes is business as usual. Governments must respond urgently by: <P> <I>

. Recognizing, protecting, and strengthening farmer-based breeding and conservation programs and the development of on-farm genetic diversity as a priority response for climate change survival and adaptation; <br>

. Suspending all patents on climate-related genes and traits and conducting a full investigation of the potential environmental and social impacts of transgenic abiotic stress-tolerant seeds; <br>

. Adopting policies to facilitate farmers' access to and exchange of breeding materials and eliminate current restrictions on access to seeds and germplasm (especially those driven by intellectual property, agribusiness-inspired seed laws, trade regimes, and corporate oligopoly). In the midst of climate crisis, spiraling food prices and food scarcity, restrictions on access to seeds and germplasm are the last thing that farmers need in their struggle to adapt to rapidly changing climatic conditions. <P> </I>

Genetically engineered <I>"climate-tolerant"</I> seeds are a technological fix that distracts from the root causes of climate change and the imperative to cut greenhouse gas emissions and reverse consumption patterns - especially in the North. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Hope Shand</font> is the research director of the <A HREF="http://"www.etcgroup.org">ETC Group. </A>
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Storms And Quakes -- Weapons Of War? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Captain Eric H. May </font> <P>

Military Correspondent <P> </font> <font size="+1"> <center> <I>

"There are more things in heaven and earth, Horatio, than are dreamt of in your philosophy."</I> ~~~ Hamlet, Act I, Scene 5 </center> </font> <font size="+2"> <P> <B>

Alas, Asia! </B> <P> <I>

"Two of the most repressive regimes on the planet -- China and Burma -- struggle to respond to devastating disasters: the Sichuan earthquake and Cyclone Nargis. In both cases, the disasters have exposed grave political weaknesses within the regimes -- and both crises have the potential to ignite levels of public rage that would be difficult to control." </I>~~~ Naomi Klein, The Nation, May 15, 2008, <A HREF="http://www.thenation.com/doc/20080602/klein">"Regime-Quakes in China and Burma." </A> <P> 

On Mayday, the Bush administration began its National Level Exercise 2-08, in which it simulated a category four storm. On the same day Cyclone Nargis, supposed to be heading for India, abruptly became a category-four storm and turned east for Myanmar (Burma).  It made landfall on May 2, and wreaked such damage that it has been rated the worst natural disaster in the nation's history. The Myanmar government, distrustful of the Bush administration, refused relief efforts -- until international reports began to suggest that another freak storm was going to hit the country. The ruling junta soon thereafter agreed to be <I>"assisted"</I> -- and the next storm never materialized. <P>

On May 12 China's Sichuan province suffered a magnitude 8.0 earthquake, which has brought devastation to the closest international rival of the United States. It is certain to detract from the carefully crafted superpower image that Chinese officials wanted to project during the upcoming Summer Olympic Games. With a death toll nearing 100,000, the Sichuan quake will certainly join the Pakistani quake of 2005, the Sumatra quake of 2004 and the Iranian quake of 2003 on the uncanny list of major geological and meteorological disasters to have occurred in recent years. <P> <B>

Inside Insight </B> <I> <P>

"Others are engaging even in an eco-type of terrorism whereby they can alter the climate, set off earthquakes, volcanoes remotely through the use of electromagnetic waves. So there are plenty of ingenious minds out there that are at work finding ways in which they can wreak terror upon other nations. It's real, and that's the reason why we have to intensify our efforts, and that's why this is so important."</I> ~~~ Secretary of Defense William Cohen, 1997, <A HREF="http://www.defenselink.mil/transcripts/transcript.aspx?transcriptid=674">Counterterrorism Conference.</A> <P> 

What Secretary Cohen did not say in his 1997 remarks was that by <I>"others"</I> he meant Russia, with its <I>"Operation Woodpecker,"</I> and the US, with its <I>"High-Frequency Active Auroral Research Program"</I> (HAARP). <P>

The <A HREF="http://www.haarp.alaska.edu/">HAARP website</A> is well worth a visit. In its questions-and-answers section there are enough evasive replies that a good reader can infer the necessary picture from the sketchy assurances that the HAARP facility will not be used for military purposes. <P>

While mainstream media sources avoid the uncomfortable topic of HAARP, W. Leon Smith, publisher of The Lone Star Iconoclast, has addressed it directly. In a 2006 editorial, <A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=331&z=46">"Earthquakes: Global Warming or HAARP."</A> Smith noted that, according to US Geological Survey data, major earthquake activity worldwide has risen sharply and inexplicably since the beginning of the Bush administration. The same could be said of hurricanes and cyclones, as well. <P> <B>

Problems?  Profits! </B> <P>

"Reconstruction is now such a big business that investors greet each new disaster with the excitement of a hot new stock offering: $30 billion for Iraq reconstruction, $13 billion for tsunami reconstruction, $110 billion for New Orleans and the Gulf Coast." ~~~ Paul B. Farrell, Oct. 16, 2007, Dow Jones Business News, <A HREF="http://www.naomiklein.org/shock-doctrine/reviews/profiting-disaster-capitalism">"War, Terror, Catastrophe: Profiting From 'Disaster Capitalism.'" </A> <P> 

"It's as if the entire Gulf Coast were obliterated by the worst kind of weapon you can imagine." ~~~ George W. Bush, touring Katrina damage, Sep. 3, 2005, Washington Post, <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2005/09/02/AR2005090200965.html">"An Embattled Bush Says 'Results Are Not Acceptable'" </A> <P> 

"We finally cleaned up public housing in New Orleans.  We couldn't do it, but God did." ~~~ Rep. Richard H. Baker (R, La.), Washington Post, Sep. 10, 2005, <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2005/09/09/AR2005090901930.html">"Some GOP Legislators Hit Jarring Notes in Addressing Katrina."</A>  <P>

Before Katrina, I didn't know about HAARP, and couldn't imagine something as cold-blooded as weather war. By the time Rita had followed Katrina, and Wilma had followed Rita, I was a convert.  From my home in Houston, Texas, I had a front-porch seat for the storm attacks of 2005. I wasn't alone in my discovery: people worldwide were using the Internet and its derivative Internet radio stations to discuss the evidence. I did a 15-minute interview with Canadian journalist Lenny Bloom about the topic that summed up my take on the phenomenon: <P>

Lenny Bloom and Captain Eric H. May, Cloak and Dagger, Oct. 22, 2005, <A HREF="http://www.911truth.ie/Audio/ghosttroop/Captain_May_22Oct05_CLOAKANDDAGGER_WeatherWarfare.mp3">"Super Storm Wilma -- Weather War Report." </A>  <P> <B>

Nearly Nuked </B> <P> 

"Initiate Operation Beau Coup! Initiate Operation Beau Coup! Initiate Operation Beau Coup!" ~~~ Captain Eric H. May, Jul. 28, 2005, Cloak and Dagger, <A HREF="http://www.cloakanddagger.de/shows/webcast/Ghost%20Troop/_captain%20may%202200%20briefing.mp3">"The Simulated Nuking of Texas City, Texas?"</A>  <P>

During the historic 15-minute interview above I kept pronouncing <I>"Operation Beau Coup"</I> as <I>"Operation BOO Coup,"</I> in my Texas twang. That was just as well, as far as I was concerned, because I was trying to frighten the commanders of a nuclear terror drill into aborting their apparent plan to <I>"take the exercise live"</I> -- meaning to actually set off a nuke, then blamed it on Al Qaeda. I spoke excited Spanish and Russian to an international audience for the first couple of minutes, which was another effort to spook the traitors. <P>

Before listening to the interview above, the interested reader would do well to read the first couple of paragraphs from a mainstream story on the sham nuke phenomenon.  It is from the UK Daily Express, widely published worldwide in the summer of 2005, at about the time of fire interview. The title, as we say, says it all: <P>

<A HREF="http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&aid=1061"><I>"Weather War? </A> New evidence suggests that US and Russia are embroiled in an illegal race to harness the power of hurricanes and earthquakes." </I> <P>

I did the interview just after dark on July 28, 2005, and the BP refinery in its Texas City, 45 miles south, had exploded a couple of hours earlier.  For about a week I had been in touch with contacts in the Houston Police Department and Houston media, going over the frightening choose what that the Bush administration was targeting the Houston area for the <I>"next 9/11."</I> We had predicted a July 27 attack, and we were only off by a day. <P>

Fully one half of the southern horizon was lit up in a fireball, which continued to erupt for an hour.  This was my introduction to HAARP. I describe the site as <I>"Hurricane Bush"</I> -- not because I was anticipating the HAARPicane Katrina of a month later, but because what I saw looked to me like a hurricane of fire. A black helicopter was circling my position as I conducted the interview, which I did not expect to survive. I didn't expect Lenny Bloom to live for long, but I was hoping he would stay alive long enough to publish an MP3. <P>

As it all went down the Houston broadcast media was silent, except for the weather Channel, which reported an electrical storm. Everyone had been threatened, insiders said to keep their mouths shut.  The next day the Houston Chronicle reported the BP explosion on the front page, and well into the middle of the paper printed a cover story that some Houstonians have become concerned about flashes from the small fire at the refinery. Sgt. John Karshner at the Houston Police Department's Criminal Intelligence Division, one of the officials I had been speaking with about the possibility of a staged terror attack, called me later the next day.  He agreed that it had looked very much like a nuke, and said that there was nothing on earth a local police department could do to stop the national government. <P> <B>

Constitutional Coup </B> <P>

Perhaps my order for a coup d'état was one of the reasons that Texas City survived the night, but I doubt I'll ever know for sure.  I suppose it's the first such broadcast order ever uttered in America, and given that the Bush administration was attacking the nation -- which is treason according to the Constitution -- I'm certain that it was a valid order.  As far as I'm concerned, it's still a valid order, and I am still waiting for the rest of the nation's military to follow my lead.<P>

In infowar, as in all war, you don't often know the exact consequences of your actions.  I do know, though, that a couple of weeks later four-star General Kevin Byrnes, who had been in charge of the nuclear exercise headquarters of Ft. Monroe, Virginia, was relieved of command and forced to retire.  Insiders told a shocking tale -- and they even got parts of it right: <P>

Paul Joseph Watson and Alex Jones, Aug. 10, 2005, Prison Planet, <A HREF="http://www.prisonplanet.com/articles/august2005/100805fourstargeneral.htm"><I>"Four-Star General Fired for Organizing Coup against Neo-Cons?</A> Reporter suggests Byrnes discovered plan to turn nuke exercise into staged terror attack." </I> <P> <B>

Goodbye Gift </B> <P>

With hurricane season a week away, I leave it to each American citizen to decide whether or not George W. Bush is in reality a neo-Nero, playing HAARP as he destroys at will for profit and pleasure.  At present Northern Command and Homeland Security -- two organizations that did not exist before Bush's 9/11 -- are practicing for the eventualities of Gulf Coast and Atlantic Coast hurricanes and West Coast earthquakes and tsunamis. <P>

YouTube videos from China show strange prism effects in the atmosphere moments before their cataclysmic quake. YouTube videos from the US Midwest show strange lights in the nighttime skies for the couple of days before the strange Midwest quake of April 18.  The improbable official Air Force explanation doesn't mention the coincidental timing of the strange lights and the stranger earthquake: <P>

Rick Callahan, Apr. 17, 2008, Associated Press, <A HREF="http://www.airforcetimes.com/news/2008/04/ap_mysterylights_041708/">"Mysterious boom, light, may have been F-16s."</A> </I>  <P>

According to National Security Presidential Directive 51 (NSPD 51), effective for a year now but still not explained to Congress, he is empowered to declare outright dictatorship in the event of such a catastrophe.  The Bush administration has been practicing mass arrests and concentration camps with April's Operation Sudden Impact, and May's Waterloo, Iowa FEMA ICE. <P>

Whatever momentous event may happen in the future, you can count on the media to tell it wrong -- and to label those who tell it right <I>"conspiracy theorists."</I> That's the nature of information in evil times, when you have to move heaven and earth to get the truth out.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is the intelligence correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, refer to <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm">his homesite.</A>
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Outer Darkness <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

The Gulag Cancer Grows, State Terror Intensifies</font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P><B>

I.</B> <P>

The United States government is holding some 27,000 human beings in secret prisons around the world. The overwhelming majority of them are being held indefinitely, without charges, without rights, cut off from the outside world, and subject to <I>"harsh interrogation techniques"</I> (to use the prim locution for <I>"torture"</I> used by the Bush Administration and universally adopted by the American media). <P>

Many of these captives are stuffed into holding pens in Iraq, including Abu Ghraib, which is still in operations despite the momentary torture-photo scandal of 2004 -- and despite Bush's earnest promise to Iraqis to tear down that hated symbol of Saddam's torture. Other captives are crammed into the holds of prison ships floating around the world. Still others languish in the torture chambers of the Bush Administration's Terror War allies -- despotisms, tyrannies, brutal kingdoms -- having been <I>"renditioned"</I> there by American agents, sometimes after being kidnapped, or sold into captivity by bounty hunters, or snatched up in mass sweeps or random grabs or simply for having the wrong name, the wrong face, the wrong color, the wrong religion. <P>

In any civilized country, such facts would provoke banner headlines, marathon television debates, investigations, prosecutions and widespread public revulsion. It might have done so even in the United States not all that long ago. But the most recent encapsulation of these horrors -- <A HREF="http://www.democracynow.org/2008/5/19/clive_stafford_smith">from Clive Stafford Smith of Reprieve</A>, speaking earlier this week on Democracy Now -- has caused scarcely a ripple. Even that is putting it too strongly; in the mainstream media, the news has been greeted with the usual iron curtain of silence. <P>

And this even though Stafford -- who has served as the lawyer for more than 50 prisoners at Guantanamo (ironically, one of the few places in the American gulag where captives now have limited access to very circumscribed legal help) -- offers a genuine revelation in his interview, one that cries out for more investigation from, say, a network or newspaper with large-scale resources. And that is the fact that the Bush Administration is shipping captive from different parts of the world to Iraq, where they are beyond the scrutiny of the press -- or those pesky attorneys with their silly concerns about the rule of law: <B> <P>

Well you know, one thing that my charity, Reprieve, out of London, we've been trying to do is track down the real ghost prisoners in this process. And if you look at Guantanamo Bay, 270, roughly, as you mentioned, prisoners in Guantanamo, but according to the most recent official figures, the United States is currently holding 27,000 secret prisoners around the world. So that means that 99 percent of these folk are not in Guantanamo Bay. Now they're in other prisons elsewhere. And as you mentioned, Bagram has 680. But there's a huge number of people being held in Iraq, and one of the intriguing aspects of this that doesn't get much reporting is that the US is bringing people into Iraq from elsewhere to hold them there, simply because that keeps rather annoying people like you, Amy-I mean the media-and also annoying people like me, lawyers, away from the prisoners so they can't get any sort of legal rights. <P>

And when you look around the world, there's a huge camp, Camp Lemonier in Djibouti, where a lot of people are being held. Diego Garcia, contrary to the past analysis of the British government, in the Indian Ocean has been used, in my belief, to hold people. And we've identified thirty-two prison ships, sort of prison hulks you used to read about in Victorian England, which have been converted to hold prisoners, and we've got pictures of them in Lisbon Harbor, for example. And these are holding prisoners around the world, as well. And there's a bunch of proxy prisons-Morocco, Egypt and Jordan-where this stuff is going on. And this is a huge concern, because the world focus is on Guantanamo Bay, which really is a diversionary tactic in the whole war of terror or war on terror, whatever you'd like to call it. And actually, most of these people who have been severed from their legal rights are in these other secret prisons around the world. <P> </B>

As Smith rightly notes, the American concentration camp at Guantanamo Bay -- for all its iconic status -- is actually an effective diversion from the large-scale atrocities going on across the Bush Gulag. (And the Bush Administration is trying to turn into an even greater diversion, with show trials of several Gitmo inmates scheduled for the height of the presidential campaign -- although, again, those law-and-order whiners keep getting in the way, most recently forcing a postponement of the first show trial from its intended June start date.) The most extensive -- and most secretive -- aspects of the Gulag are taking place in the outer darkness, in furtive hidey-holes in Iraq and elsewhere. <P> <B>

II. </B> <P>

Iraq continues to be the heart of this darkness, the worm of war crime that corrupts all. The reality of the war continues to be woefully underreported - but at least some glimpses of this particular quadrant of the imperium's hell do make it into the papers. For example, <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/05/22/AR2008052203869_pf.html">the Washington Post reports</A> - on page 10 - on the <I>"surge"</I> in U.S. airstrikes on the heavily-populated civilian precincts of Sadr City in Baghdad, and all around Iraq. As you read the excerpts, remember that there is no reason for American forces to be in Iraq at all, that they were sent there under false pretenses to carry out an act of aggression on behalf of predatory elites who have enriched themselves and their cronies on the blood money of the war: <P> <B>

From an Apache helicopter, Capt. Ben Katzenberger's battlefield resembles a vast mosaic of tiny brown boxes. "The city looks like a bucket of Legos dumped out on the ground," the 26-year-old pilot said. "It's brown Legos, no color. It's really dense and hard to pick things out because everything looks the same." <P>

He uses a powerful lens to zoom in on tiny silhouettes, trying to identify people with "hostile intent" among hundreds of ordinary citizens in Baghdad. In recent weeks, Katzenberger and other pilots have dramatically increased their use of helicopter-fired missiles against enemy fighters, often in densely populated areas. Since late March, the military has fired more than 200 Hellfire missiles in the capital, compared with just six missiles fired in the previous three months. <P>

The military says the tactic has saved the lives of ground troops and prevented attacks, but the strikes have also killed and wounded civilians, provoking criticism from Iraqis. <P>

On Wednesday, eight people, including two children, were killed when a U.S. helicopter opened fire on a group of Iraqis traveling to a U.S. detention center to greet a man who was being released from custody, Iraqi officials said.... <P>

"It's not Hollywood and it's not 110 percent perfect," said Col. Timothy J. Edens, the commander of the 12th Combat Aviation Brigade, of the accuracy of his unit's strikes. "It is as precise as very hardworking soldiers and commanders can make it. These criminals do not operate in a clean battle space. It is occupied by civilians, law-abiding Iraqis." <P>

Those civilians include people like Zahara Fadhil, a 10-year-old girl with a tiny frame and long brown hair. Relatives said she was wounded by a missile on April 20 at approximately 8 p.m. in Baghdad's Shiite enclave of Sadr City. The U.S. military said it fired a Hellfire missile in Zahara's neighborhood at that time, targeting men who were seen loading rockets into a sedan. <P>

Her face drained of color and her legs scarred by shrapnel, Zahara spoke haltingly when asked what she thought of U.S. troops. <P>

"They kill people," she said. Lying in bed, she gasped for air before continuing. "They should leave Iraq now." <P> </B>

Another similar incident this week is <A HREF="http://news.yahoo.com/s/nm/20080522/wl_nm/iraq_dc">reported by Reuters:</A> <B> <P>

Iraqi police said on Thursday a U.S. helicopter airstrike killed eight civilians, including two children, but U.S. forces said the six adults killed were militants suspected of links to a bombing network... <P>

Colonel Mudhher al-Qaisi, police chief in the town of Baiji, north of the capital, said a U.S. helicopter fired at a group of shepherds in a vehicle in a farming area on Wednesday night. <P>

"This is a criminal act. It will make the relations between Iraqi citizens and the U.S. forces tense. This will negatively affect security improvements," Qaisi told Reuters. <P>

The U.S. military said the incident happened when American soldiers, hunting members of a bombing network, tried to detain the occupants of a vehicle. "Coalition forces engaged the target vehicle's occupants, killing five terrorists, after the terrorists exhibited hostile intent and failed to comply with instructions to surrender. Two children in the vehicle were also killed," it said.... <P>

Reuters pictures showed relatives of the dead standing beside corpses covered by white sheets outside a mosque in Baiji, an oil refining town 180 km (110 miles) north of Baghdad. "There were two boys, one was eight and the other was 11," said police Major Ahmed Hussein. United Nations officials have expressed concern at the number of civilians killed in airstrikes in Iraq... <P> </B>

The Washington Post continues: <B> <P>

Hassan Ali Kreidy, 54, a barber in Sadr City, felt the power of the Apaches' missiles on April 28 when one ravaged his shop and a handful of other businesses. The apparent target of a strike was a car parked in front, he said. <P>

"What can you say? We are all helpless," said Ahmed Abdul Rahim, who owns a cellphone store that was also damaged. "What have we done to deserve this? Our stores are now in danger. None of us are safe here." <P>

At the Martyr Sadr Hospital late last month, several patients said they were wounded in U.S. airstrikes. Their accounts could not be corroborated; some may have been wounded by errant rockets fired by militiamen. Hussein Amane Kareem al-Obeidi, 37, a day laborer, lay with a bloody tube sticking out of his right nostril and two others draining fluid from his stomach. They were attached to sacks lying on a filthy floor. One was filled with urine, the other with blood. He said he was at home on May 1 when a missile landed nearby, damaging nine homes. His mother, standing at his bedside, cursed the U.S. military. <P>

"They are occupiers and they consider whoever is in the city to be an enemy to them!" she said. "They came for the destruction of the country and this is what they are doing." <P> </B>

In such cases, American officials point to the principle of<I> "force protection;"</I> a large proportion of airstrikes are attributed to helping out ground forces under fire. And of course there is always the goal of<I> "killing terrorists."</I> But again, we must stress this point: none of those American forces should be in Iraq, putting their own and others' lives in danger. <P>

And we should also note here what we've said often before: under the plans offered by Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton for partial <I>"withdrawals"</I> of <I>"combat troops"</I> from Iraq - while leaving an unspecified number of forces in the conquered land for <I>"counterterrorism operations," "training Iraqi security forces" </I>and <I>"force protection" </I>for American personnel and assets remaining in Iraq - these kinds of air raids on civilian areas will inevitably increase, with more innocent deaths as a result.  <P> 

Consider too the tragic warping of young minds thrust into the role of imperial enforcers in a criminal action: <P> <I>

Katzenberger, of Kansas City, Mo., fired his first missiles last month. Arriving in Iraq last winter on his first deployment was nerve-wracking, he said. "You've been building up for this for three years and now you're going to get to do what you were trained to do," he said. "You get this bit of excited rush feeling, like right before you get out of the locker room before a game. We got in the helicopter and started flying up and you start looking down and you're like -- wow. I'm in Iraq now. This isn't back in Texas where we were just training. People down there are going to try to shoot me. This is for real. Game on." </I> <P>

....Firing his first missile in Baghdad was sobering.<I> "I know I can do this,"</I> he told himself. The target was in sight and permission from ground commanders had been granted. <I>"I've done this before. But you better not screw this up. If you mess up, people get hurt."</I> <P>

Katzenberger said pilots adhere to strict rules of engagement. They occasionally get reports of what happened on the ground after they fire the missiles. After that, <I>"we never hear about it again,"</I> he said. <I>"It leaves you a little sense of wondering. You kind of get that detached feeling."</I> <P> <I>

"You get that detached feeling."</I> Here we see the agonizing spectacle of a young man deadening his soul, trying his best to stifle his humanity --- <I>"I know I can do this" </I>- so that he can kill another human being, somewhere down there in the jumble of brown Legos, <I>"where everything looks the same." </I> <P>

How crime compounds on crime in this nightmare Terror War. Young Americans twist their souls in knots in order to kill and maim - and torture -- their fellow creatures, all to gorge the bestial urges of a gang of gilded thugs for more power, more loot, more blood to prove their apish dominance. <P>

And still it goes on. And still none of our <I>"leaders"</I> will rise up and use the powers given to them by the Constitution to bring this torment of gulags and aggressive war to an end. And still the people sit in their homes (those who still have them, that is) and do nothing, raise no objections, bring no pressure to bear, make no outcry against the crimes being done in their name.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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North American Parliament" Meets At Integration Forum <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Students trained in <I>"sense of belonging to North America" </I> </font> <br>

By Steve Watson <P>

A simulation of a North American Parliament, designed to <I>"develop the participants' sense of belonging to North America"</I> and <I>"and promote the creation of North American academia networks"</I> is currently taking place in Montreal. <P>

100 selected students from universities in the U.S., Canada and Mexico have been selected to take on the roles of Legislators, Journalists and Lobbyists, in the fourth annual <A HREF="http://fina-nafi.org/eng/triumvirat08/default.asp">Triumvirate of the North American Forum on Integration.</A> <P>

The meeting represents another example of an overarching movement on behalf of globalist business leaders and politicians to merge the three nations of North America into an EU like federation. <P>

Participants at the Triumvirate discuss draft bills on issues such as trade corridors, immigration, NAFTA's Chapter 11 and renewable energy. <P>

While the meeting is billed as an exercise to debate these areas of policy, there is no simulated opposition to the overall agenda and the <A HREF="http://fina-nafi.org/eng/triumvirat08/fonctionnement.asp?langue=eng&menu=triumvirat08">documents provided to participants</A> represent little more than essays <A HREF="http://www.fina-nafi.org/eng/triumvirat08/documents/NAFTAChapter11.pdf">debunking opponents of NAFTA, attacking traders who do not adhere to a North American union model</A>, presenting methods of control such as the Western Hemisphere Travel Initiative which considers <A HREF="http://www.nnasc-renac.ca/PeopleSecurityandBorders%20(English).pdf">biometric RFID cards</A> for border crossings, and promoting the agenda of NAFI itself which it makes clear is to forge North American integration. <P>

The Triumvirate also has its own <A HREF="http://fina-nafi.org/eng/triumvirat08/documents/Constitution-Triumvirate-Eng_000.pdf">Constitution and Participant's handbook</A> which calls for the creation of a "Trilateral Legislative Commission" and even outlines the need for more "secret meetings" (pg20-21) in the vain of the controversial <A HREF="http://www.infowars.net/articles/march2008/180308SPP.htm">Security and Prosperity Partnership.</A> <P>

<I>"Legislators"</I> are set the task of <I>"representing a country other than their own"</I> in a parliament at the federal level or at the state/provincial level. While <I>"lobbyists"</I> must ensure that the interests of their organization (assigned to them by NAFI) are upheld in drafted resolutions. <P>

The Triumvirate even has its own mock newspaper, operated by the students playing the roles of journalists. According to NAFI, the <A HREF="http://www.fina-nafi.org/trilatherald/trilatherald_25_05_07.pdf">TrilatHerald</A>, <I>"covers the developments and evolution of the debates, the press conferences, and interviews with conference speakers, legislators and lobbyists."</I> <P>

This highlights the importance the architects of the North American union agenda place upon the role of the media. Public perception is key, reporting on the movement must be strictly framed to project a positive image and this is why the role of journalists is placed on a par with that of legislators and lobbyists by the organizers. <P>  <B>

The main objectives of the Triumvirate are listed as:</B> <P>

. To bring future Canadian, American and Mexican leaders together in order to experience and take part in an international negotiation exercise.<br>

. To allow participants to familiarize themselves with the functioning of democratic institutions as well as North American political, economic, environmental and social realities.<br>

. To develop the participants' sense of belonging to North America.<br>

. To increase intercultural exchanges and promote the creation of North American academia networks.<br>

. To inform the current decision makers of the priorities and concerns of North American youth. <P>

. 

Speakers at the meeting this year include Former Premier of Québec, Pierre Marc Johnson, Leader of the Bloc Québécois Gilles Duceppe, Dr. Ruby Dhalla Member of Parliament (Liberal Party) Member of the Canada-United States Interparliamentary Group, and Jack Layton, Leader of the New Democratic Party. <P>

The universities taking part this year include The State University of New York, Brigham Young University, University of Texas at Dallas, Universidad de Monterrey, Universidad Iberoamericana, Ciudad de México, University of Alberta, Arizona State University, Centre d'Études et de Recherche Internationales de l'Université de Montréal (CÉRIUM), University of Texas at El Paso and the University of Cincinnati. <P>

According to their website, NAFI <I>"aims to address the issues raised by North American integration as well as identify new ideas and strategies to reinforce the North American region,"</I> and hold <I>"NAFI organized conferences which brought together government and academic figures as well as business people."</I> <P>

The first conference was held in Montreal in 2003, the second in 2004 in Mexico, of which was stated on the organization's website: <I>"About 200 participants and conference speakers took part in the conference, [including] former Energy Minister, Mr. Felipe Calderon,"</I> the current President of Mexico. <P>

The NAFI Triumvirate exercise first began in May 2005, shortly after the initial Security and Prosperity Partnership agreement was signed by President Bush, then-Mexican President Vicente Fox and then-Canadian Prime Minister Paul Martin in Waco, Texas, on March 23. <P>

The first Triumvirate took place in the Canadian Senate and was hosted by the Triumvirate president and former ambassador to both Mexico and the U.S Raymond Chrétien, the son of Jean Chrétien. <P>

At the time NAFI authored a press release entitled "<A HREF="http://www.fina-nafi.org/eng/fina/presse23_05_05.asp?langue=eng&menu=fina">A North American Parliament is Born</A>."<P> <I>

"The creation of a North American parliament, such as the one being simulated by these young people, should be considered,"</I> commented Chretien. <P>

The board of directors of NAFI includes Stephen Blank, a member of the Council on Foreign Relations and Robert Pastor, vice chairman of the CFR Task Force on North America and professor and director of the Center for North American Studies at American University. <P>

Pastor has previously testified before the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations on the idea of merging the United States, Mexico and Canada in a North American union stretching from Prudhoe Bay to Guatemala. <P>

Pastor, one of the architects of the plan for a regional government, has also <A HREF=" http://www.prisonplanet.com/articles/September2006/280906confab.htm">authored a book titled "Toward a North American Community," and speaks at confabs</A> in front of governmental officials, promoting the adoption of the amero as a common monetary currency to replace the dollar and the peso. <P>

In his role at the CFR, Pastor oversaw the publication of the 2005 CFR document called <A HREF="http://www.cfr.org/publication/8102/">"Building a North American Community"</A> which bragged that its recommendations are "explicitly linked" to SPP. The document called for establishing a <I>"common perimeter" around North America by 2010, the development of a biometric North American border pass, and the adoption of a North American tariff."</I> <P>

<A HREF="http://www.cfr.org/content/publications/attachments/NorthAmerica_TF_final.pdf">Further CFR documents</A> have revealed that the group wants to <I>"establish private bodies that would meet regularly or annually to buttress North American relationships, along the lines of the Bilderberg conferences."</I> (Bilderberg are the power brokers behind the formation of the EU and the single European currency) <P>

The document presents itself as a blueprint for using bureaucratic action within the executive branches of Mexico, the U.S. and Canada to transform the current trilateral Security and Prosperity Partnership of North America into a North American union regional government. <P>

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ 031207NAFI.jpg"> </center> <P>

We have previously highlighted the role NAFI has played in <A HREF=" http://www.fina-nafi.org/eng/integ/corridors.asp">identifying four bands of NAFTA corridors</A> (Pacific, West, East and Atlantic), all relying primarily upon internationalizing north-south existing interstate highways into NAFTA trade corridors. <P>

The NAFI website states the following: <P> <I>

"Following the implementation of NAFTA, coalitions of interest have been formed in order to promote specific transport channels, to develop the infrastructures of these channels and to propose jurisdictional amendments to facilitate the crossing of borders. These coalitions include businesses, government agencies, civil organizations, metropolitan areas, rural communities and also individuals, wishing to strengthen the commercial hubs of their regions."  <P>

"The North American trade corridors are bi- or tri-national channels for which various cross-border interests have grouped together in order to develop or consolidate the infrastructures. The North American corridors are considered multimodal in the sense that they bring into play different modes of transport in succession." <P>

"The infrastructures may include roads, highways, transit routes, airports, pipelines, railways and train stations, river canal systems and port facilities, telecommunications networks and teleports." <P> </I>

The architects of this unification are not just in name merging the agencies and the laws and the regulations, they are physically getting rid of the borders by buying off and lobbying the politicians at the state level, who then hand the roads and other public amenities over to<A HREF="http://www.prisonplanet.com/articles/june2006/140606Highway.htm"> international bodies</A> and their <A HREF="http://www.prisonplanet.com/articles/february2007/050207nafta.htm">subsidiary companies.</I> <P>

This is all being made possible by <I>"public-private partnerships"</I> under the stewardship of the SPP. These agreements are essentially <A HREF="http://www.canadafreepress.com/index.php/article/3141">Government-sanctioned monopolies</A> that operate without Congressional oversight. PPP's are contracts between public agencies and private entities that enable private sector participation in public amenities. <P>

Most recently, a Spanish toll road operator <A HREF="http://infowars.net/articles/may2008/200508Turnpike.htm">won the right to operate the Pennsylvania Turnpike</A> on a 75-year lease in a $12.8 billion proposal, the largest ever bid for the private operation of a U.S. toll road. <P>

The North American Integration agenda represents a final culling of what remaining power the people have, via democratic sovereign institutions. The SPP operates in stealth as an <A HREF="http://www.judicialwatch.org/archive/2006/SPPFOIADocsSecI.pdf">organized infrastructure</A> outside the governmental framework of the three countries it encompasses, and is literally <A HREF="http://www.worldnetdaily.com/news/article.asp?ARTICLE_ID=52164">re-writing administrative law</A> to <I>"integrate"</I> and <I>"harmonize"</I> the processes of government across the borders. <P>

It constitutes the handing over of power to an unelected elite few, a gaggle of unaccountable bureaucrats whose strings are operated by global corporations and international banks. <P>

Integration meetings such as the NAFI Triumvirate are simulations of the exact practices currently being undertaken by the SPP and it's offshoot organizations. The NAFI Triumvirate is designed to familiarize <I>"future Canadian, American and Mexican leaders"</I> with the processes involved in such practices. <P>

The simulated process mirrors the activities of entities such as the <A HREF="http://www.embassymag.ca/html/index.php?display=story&full_path=/2007/june/13/businessmembers/">North American Competitiveness Council</A> (NACC), an advisory Council Comprised of 30 senior private sector representatives of North American corporations that were selected by the American, Canadian and Mexican governments at the June 2006 trilateral meeting in Cancun, Mexico. <P>

Recently, internal memos from Canada's Foreign Affairs and Internal Trade ministry revealed that heads of state of the U.S., Mexico and Canada beseeched business leaders at the NACC <A HREF="http://www.infowars.net/articles/march2008/070308NAU.htm">to launch public relations campaigns</A> in order to counter critics of the SPP and the North American Union agenda. <P>

However, the mainstream media will keep telling you the North American Union agenda is not real, that its on a par with invading space aliens and that if you believe in any of it you are totally crazy. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Steve Watson</font>
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How Many Ways Are There To Say; It Won't Work!<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mike Folkerth </font> <P>

Good Morning Middle American, your King of Simple News is on the air. <P>

Each morning I sit down at my keyboard and consider a new way to convince the world that our growth model is not sustainable. The normal concern for the average American is, <I>"How long will it last at this rate?"</I> The answer that they are seeking is, <I>"Long enough for you to get yours."</I> That is the problem you know? <P>

Say a report came over the TV that a big storm was going to hit and the trucks wouldn't get through to the grocery store. What would happen? Would people mosey on down to the store and pick up few things to get them through the storm? Huh-uh. <P>

The parking lot at the grocery would resemble the Indianapolis 500 and the activity inside could best be described as <I>"combat shopping."</I> The first people to arrive would pick the shelves clean...and be proud as peacocks for doing so. <P>

Leaving groceries behind for others who had not gotten the news would never be a consideration. So why would I want to think that leaving some natural resources behind for our kids and grandkids would be any different? After all, <I>"they"</I> are going to come up with something to replace our current resources. <P>

When asked why<I> "they"</I> haven't done so before now, a common (and convenient) answer is,<I> "They have, but the big corporations bought up all the ideas and will bring them out once we run out of our current supply."</I> Wow, I feel so much better now, for a minute I was worried. <P>

When I was kid back in the dark ages before plasma TV, the stories ran rampant that 50 mile to the gallon carburetors had been invented, but of course, GM bought them all up, because they were in cahoots with the oil companies and also wanted to continue to sell their current line of cars. Okay, that sounds reasonable to the third floor gang at the asylum. <P>

But, General Motors has lost billions and billions of dollars in recent years because their cars don't get good gas mileage. I assume then, that they also lost the 50 mile to the gallon carburetor that they hid away. <P>

With the above thoughts on my mind, I watched a reporter yesterday say that there is a growing middle class in India, currently numbering 300 million. That is the total population of the U.S., but less than 1/3 of the people in India. That reporter believes that massive trade is just around the corner for the U.S. by providing for all of the wants of those in India. <P>

What am I missing here? We are currently experiencing food shortages and peak oil around the world, and the financial reporters are suggesting (joyfully I might add) that there will be great opportunity for using a whole lot more of both if we are lucky. <P>

The U.S. has no obligation to go along with the world starvation plan that is currently in play. Unrestrained capitalism, driven by pure unadulterated greed is the culprit. We have bought into the most idiotic economic scheme ever conceived. Ours should be to show the world a model for a sustainable population. After all,<I> "sustainable growth"</I> is an oxymoron don't ya know? <P>

As M. King Hubbert said when referring to the end of oil, <I>"You can only use oil once."</I> And more importantly as the King of Simple said, <I>"You can only use life once. Use it well."</I> 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mikefolkerth.com/">Mike Folkerth</A></font> is not your run-of-the-mill author of economics. Nor does he write in boring lecture style. Not even close. The former real estate broker, developer, private real estate fund manager, auctioneer, Alaskan bush pilot, restaurateur, U.S. Navy veteran, heavy equipment operator, taxi cab driver, fishing guide, horse packer...(I won't go on, it's embarrassing) writes from experience and plain common sense. He is the author of <A HREF="http://mikefolkerth.com/the-book/">"The Biggest Lie Ever Believed."</A>

</font> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center> 

<p> <br> <br> <center> 

<table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<font size="+4"> <font color=#FF0000>

<p> <br> <br>

<a name="TheQuotableQuote..."> The Quotable Quote... </a> <br> </font> </font>

<center> <font size="+2"> 

<font color=#0000FF> <I> <P> <br>

<img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/rule08.gif"> <P> <br> 
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The Wisdom In Talking <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By John F. Kerry </font> <P>

As <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/related/topic/George+W.+Bush?tid=informline">President Bush</A> commemorated Israel's 60th anniversary by attacking <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/related/topic/Barack+Obama?tid=informline">Barack Obama</A> from overseas, here at home he found an all-too-frequent ally: <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/related/topic/John+McCain?tid=informline">John McCain.</A><P>

When Bush accused <I>"some"</I> -- including Obama, Bush aides explained -- of <I>"the false comfort of appeasement,"</I> McCain echoed this slander. <P> <I>

"What does he want to talk about with [Mahmoud] Ahmadinejad?"</I> McCain asked, fumbling to link Obama to the Iranian president's hateful words. Soon, a <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/related/topic/U.S.+Republican+Party?tid=informline">GOP</A> talking point was born. <P>

Lost in the rhetoric was the question America deserves to have answered: Why should we engage with Iran? <P>

In short, not talking to Iran has failed. Miserably.<P>

Bush engages in self-deception arguing that not engaging Iran has worked. In fact, Iran has grown stronger: continuing to master the nuclear fuel cycle; arming militias in Iraq and Lebanon; bolstering extremist anti-Israeli proxies. It has embraced Iraqi Prime Minister <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/related/topic/Nouri+al-Maliki?tid=informline">Nouri al-Maliki</A> and spends lavishly to rebuild Afghanistan, gaining influence across the region. <P>

Instead of backing Bush's toxic rhetoric, McCain should have called George H.W. Bush's secretary of state, <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/related/topic/James+Baker?tid=informline">James Baker</A>. After years of stonewalling, the administration grudgingly tested the Baker-Hamilton report's recommendation and opened talks with Iran -- albeit low-level dialogue restricted to the subject of Iraq. Is James Baker an appeaser, too? <P>

While the president attacks political opponents from the Knesset, responsible members of his own administration meet face to face with Iranians. Yes, Ahmadinejad's words often are abhorrent, and often Iran has played a poisonous role in Middle East politics. But when our ambassador to Iraq meets with his Iranian counterpart, he isn't courting "the false comfort of appeasement" -- he is facing the reality that Iran exerts influence in Iraq. That's why Defense Secretary Bob Gates and Adm. Mike Mullen, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, have called for engaging Iran. Appeasers all? Nonsense. <P>

Direct negotiations may be the only means short of war that can persuade Iran to forgo its nuclear capability. Given that a nuclear Iran would menace Israel, drive oil prices up past today's record highs and possibly spark a regional arms race, shouldn't we be doing all we can to avoid that conflagration? <P>

Opponents of dialogue often quip that talking isn't a strategy. Walking away isn't a strategy, either. McCain says that<I> "there's only one thing worse than the United States exercising the military option, that is, a nuclear-armed Iran."</I> But for all his professed reluctance, when McCain disavows diplomacy, he is stacking the deck in favor of war. <P>

What might we achieve by talking with Iran? Some say our engagement to date has not been productive -- but a less half-hearted and less conditional approach might well break the stalemate. We won't know until we try. <P>

Dialogue helps us isolate Ahmadinejad rather than empowering him to isolate us. More important, even if we fail to reach an agreement, engaging Iran will spark three conversations likely to strengthen our position. <P>

The first is between our leaders and Iran's. From nonproliferation to counterterrorism, frankly, Iran won't care for much of what we have to say -- but at the right moment, it is not unreasonable to think Tehran would cut a deal in exchange for economic incentives, energy assistance, diplomatic normalization or a noninvasion guarantee. <P>

Second is the conversation America's president should be having with the Iranian people. We should seize the chance to tell some of the region's most pro-American people how their own president has isolated them, denying their great culture its place in the world and the region a constructive dialogue. <P>

There's a reason the late <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/related/topic/Tom+Lantos?tid=informline">Tom Lantos, </A>Congress's only Holocaust survivor and a formidable diplomat, applied for a visa to enter Iran every year for the last decade of his life. What better way to puncture the petty lies of a demagogue than to force him to confront a man who has lived the very history he denies and trivializes? <P>

Some have asserted that meeting with Iran's leaders would legitimize Ahmadinejad, who is neither Iran's supreme leader nor someone whom Obama specifically promised to meet. Curiously, many critics then hype Ahmadinejad as a threat of historic proportions, thereby granting the stature they seek to deny. Iranian elections in mid-2009 could yield a less objectionable president; engaging Iran makes that more likely. <P>

The third conversation is with the world. By engaging Iran, we reclaim the moral high ground -- no small feat. If Iran refuses to budge, we have new leverage to expose it as a threat whose bad intentions cannot be explained away. <P>

Those who say they take no option off the table should not put America in a straitjacket by denouncing diplomacy. <P>

As Iran's centrifuges churn out enriched uranium, we're asking the wrong question. Instead of wondering why Barack Obama wants to talk with Iran, we should ask: <I>"What are George Bush and John McCain waiting for?"</I> <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Senator John F. Kerry </font>
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Kids In American Torture Camps<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Why Does the Media Cover Up War Crimes?  </font> <br>

By Ted Rall  <P>

LOS ANGELES--In last week's column I cited New York Times reporter Eric Lichtblau as a prime example of what ails us: reporters who don't report, a.k.a. journalists who love the government too much. <P>

When Lichtblau found out that the Bush Administration was listening to Americans' phone calls and reading their e-mail, he decided to hold the story. Instead of fulfilling his duty to the Times' readers and running with it, he asked the White House for permission. By the time the NSA domestic surveillance story finally ran, 14 months had passed--and Bush had won the 2004 election. <P>

Again, in a May 17th piece bearing the headline <I>"FBI Gets Mixed Review in Interrogation Report,"</I> Lichtblau is running interference for the government.<I> "A new Justice Department report praises the refusal of FBI agents to take part in the military's abusive questioning of prisoners in Guantánamo Bay, Iraq and Afghanistan,"</I> begins the article, <I>"but it also finds fault with the bureau's slow response to complaints about the tactics from its own agents."  <P>

"Abusive questioning." "Harsh interrogation tactics." </I> <P>

According to the Justice Department report, <I>"routine"</I> treatment of Guantánamo prisoners--witnessed by the FBI--includes <I>"bending the detainee's thumbs back and grabbing his genitals."</I> Military and CIA torturers chained detainees' hands and feet together for as long as a full day, <I>"left to defecate on themselves."</I> They terrorized them with dogs, stripped them and made them wear women's underwear and subjected them to blaring music, freezing cold and searing heat. <P>

Torture. Such a simple word. Why not use it? <P>

Lichtblau's <I>"mixed review"</I> appellation notwithstanding, the report by the Justice Department paints a shocking, uniformly negative portrait of a federal law enforcement agency whose officers react to appalling conduct with the Nuremberg defense--<I>"I was just following orders." </I> <P>

<I>"Indeed,"</I> reported U.S. News & World Report, <I>"time after time, the report concludes that FBI agents saw or heard about numerous interrogation methods--from sleep deprivation to duct-taping detainees' mouths to scaring them with dogs--that plainly violated their own agency's code of conduct."</I> (Not to mention the Geneva Conventions.) Rather than report their scruples to someone who might raise hell and put a stop to the systemic torture at Gitmo and other U.S. concentration camps--i.e., the public--FBI agents turned to the criminals. Just like Lichtblau did with domestic spying. <P>

<I>"When [one] agent mentioned [a torture] incident to the general [at Guantánamo], the general's response...was 'Thank you, gentlemen, but my boys know what they're doing.'"</I> Ultimately the FBI, worried that agents could be charged with war crimes if they continued to witness the torture by CIA operatives and mercenaries, pulled its employees out of Gitmo and other camps. No one called a Congressman. None called a press conference. <P>

FBI agents kept quiet--even when the CIA frat-boy-style torture tactics screwed up their interrogations. <P>

In 2003 one FBI agent had<I> "begin building a rapport"</I> with Yussef Mohammed Mubarak al-Shihri, a Saudi citizen. Al-Shihri told the agent that female CIA agents had <I>"forced to listen to the 'meow mix' jingle for cat food for hours and had a women's dress 'draped' on him."</I> As usual, the agent turned to the torturer. <I>"The agent said he confronted a female military intelligence interrogator who admitted to 'poaching' his detainee, but there was little more the agent could do. Following the incident, al-Shihri became uncooperative, and the agent said he never bothered to tell his superiors about the military interrogator's actions." </I> <P>

Turning a blind eye to torture. Watching passively as CIA goons destroy the trust of a possible material witness to terrorism. What<I> "mixed review"?</I> <P>

As usual, the Newspaper of Record's worst sins in Gitmogate are those of omission--the really weird stuff that could deprive the Administration of its few remaining supporters. <I>"Buried in a Department of Justice report,"</I> reported ABC News, <I>"are new allegations about a 2002 arrangement between the United States and China, which allowed Chinese intelligence to visit Guantánamo and interrogate Chinese Uyghurs held there."</I> <P>

Like their Tibetan neighbors, the Uyghurs of western China are victims of government oppression, including mass executions. Throughout the 1990s, U.S.-funded Radio Free Asia urged Uyghurs to revolt against Chinese occupation. After 9/11, however, the U.S. agreed to help China capture and torture Uyghur independence activists--as a quid pro quo for not using its U.N. veto to stop the American invasion of Afghanistan. (There's more about the U.S. betrayal of the Uyghurs in my book <I>"Silk Road to Ruin."</I>) <P>

<I>"Uyghur detainees were kept awake for long periods, deprived of food and forced to endure cold for hours on end, just prior to questioning by Chinese interrogators,"</I> said ABC. <I>"When Uyghur detainees refused to talk to Chinese interrogators in 2002, U.S. military personnel put them in solitary confinement as punishment."</I> <P>

It's a tale bizarre enough to make Rush Limbaugh blush: intelligence agents from communist China invited to an American military base, where they're allowed to torture political dissidents in American custody, with American soldiers as their sidekicks. In light of China's crackdown on Tibet during the run-up to the Olympics, it's a tasty news tidbit. But it didn't run in The Times--as far as I can tell, it only ran in one newspaper, the Christian Science Monitor. <P>

At the same time journo-wimp Lichtblau was penning his <I>"balanced"</I> take on the Justice Department's bombshell report, the U.S. government admitted that it has more than 500 children in its torture and concentration camps. More than 2,500 children have gone through U.S. secret prisons since 2002, including at least eight at Guantánamo. <P>

I know a lot of right-wing conservatives. We don't share much political common ground, but it's hard to imagine any of them thinking the indefinite detention and torture of children, against whom there is no evidence whatsoever of wrongdoing, is anything other than the behavior of a monster. <P>

If a man screams in a government torture chamber, does he make a sound? Not if the only one who hears him is an American reporter.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.rall.com/">  Ted Rall </A> </font> is the author of the new book <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-9128055-7442012?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Silk+Road+to+Ruin%3A+Is+Central+Asia+the+New+Middle+East%3F&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go"> "Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East?" </A> an in-depth prose and graphic novel analysis of America's next big foreign policy challenge.)
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Stellvertretende Sekretärin Mull, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your linking of US aide to disaster areas with signing on to ban cluster bombs, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Junta Whores" </I>you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with ruby clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer, Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 07-05-2008. We salute you Herr Mull, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>
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All About Eve <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

WASHINGTON: Maybe it was the proximity of Mount Rushmore and Deadwood, but something caused Hillary's inner Eve Harrington to leap out in South Dakota. <P>

Venturing into Daschle-Obama territory, she inadvertently and inelegantly illuminated her thinking on why she wants to keep running as long as she can: stuff happens. <P>

In politics, there are many unpredictable and unsavory twists and turns. That's why she's hanging around, and that's why she and Bill want to force Barack Obama to take her as his vice president, even if he doesn't want her, even if Michelle can't stand her, even if she has to stir the sexist pot, and even if she tarnishes his silvery change message. <P>

In an interview with The Argus Leader in Sioux Falls, Hillary disagreed that she's hurting party unity: <I>"My husband did not wrap up the nomination in 1992 until he won the California primary somewhere in the middle of June, right? We all remember Bobby Kennedy was assassinated in June in California."</I> <P>

She was talking about the timeline for June, not wishing physical harm upon her rival. But many Democrats were upset. Congressman James Clyburn of South Carolina called her words <I>"beyond the pale."</I> <P>

Maybe a tired, stressed Hillary was giving an unfiltered version of a blunt conversation that she's had with her husband and advisers about staying in the race, using R.F.K. as an anything-can-happen example, in the same way she fantasizes about Sean Hannity breaking a story that would demolish Obama. <P>

She's made the tasteless assassination comment before, including in a March interview with Time. <P>

But coming right after the anniversary of the King assassination, right before the anniversary of the Bobby Kennedy assassination, right in the midst of the wrenching news about Teddy Kennedy's brain tumor, and right in the middle of Billary's hostile takeover attempt on the vice president's mansion, the image was jarring. <P>

Senator Clinton apologized and, in a fairly inspired reach, suggested that it was the awful diagnosis for Teddy that had put the dark thought in her head. <P>

Standing incongruously in front of the salad-dressing section of a Sunshine Foods, she said,<I> "The Kennedys have been much on my mind the last days because of Senator Kennedy"</I> and pointed out that she holds Bobby Kennedy's Senate seat. <P>

Teddy Kennedy decided to endorse Obama in part because he was upset that Hillary sat silently when Francine Torge introduced the New York senator at a New Hampshire event saying:<I> "Some people compare one of the other candidates to John F. Kennedy. But he was assassinated. And Lyndon Baines Johnson was the one who actually"</I> signed the civil rights bill into law. <P>

Hillary knows that in politics, bimbos erupt. Tapes leak. Husbands disappoint. Friends commit suicide. Rivals get sick. Her Senate race against Rudy Giuliani suddenly turned in her favor when he got prostate cancer and dropped out. <P>

The macabre story of 2008 is that the vice presidential picks are important. On the Republican side, it's because of John McCain's age and history of skin cancer, and that's openly discussed. <P>

But on the Democratic side, it is, as The Times's Obama reporter Jeff Zeleny has written, a <I>"hushed worry."</I> Barack Obama has fused two of the most powerful narratives in American history - those of Martin Luther King Jr. and Camelot - and that makes him both magical and vulnerable. <P>

He was only 6 years old in the spring of 1968, when Dr. King and Bobby Kennedy were assassinated. But the unspoken fear that he is in some danger as their spiritual heir hovers over his race. He got a Secret Service cordon last May, the earliest a candidate has ever been given it. <P>

Alma Powell's worries about assassination helped influence Colin Powell not to run. Michelle Obama expressed concern before her husband's election to the Senate but said on<I> "60 Minutes," "I don't lose sleep over it, because the realities are that, you know, as a black man, you know, Barack can get shot going to the gas station."</I> <P>

Mike Huckabee had to apologize after making a joke at the National Rifle Association convention about a noise, saying it was Obama tripping off a chair when <I>"somebody aimed a gun at him and he dove for the floor."</I> <P>

Obama now has the perfect excuse not to pick Hillary as his running mate. She has been too unseemly in her desire to be on the scene if he trips, or gets hit with a devastating story. She may want to take a cue from the Miss America contest: make a graceful, magnanimous exit and wait in the wings. <P>

That's where the runners-up can be found, prettily lurking, in case it turns out the girl with the crown has some naked pictures in her past.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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The Rape of a 14 year old girl in Okinawa by a US Marine<BR> has set off a political firestorm. (photo: Reuters)</font>
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Rape Hobbles Bush Administration Policies <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Sexual assaults and rapes by US military in Japan lead to a major international incident.</font> <br>

By Ann Wright <P>

    One would hope that behavior that requires the <I>"regrets"</I> of the president of the United States and the secretary of state and the stand-down of United States military forces for <I>"reflection"</I> and retraining in ethics and leadership would be punished severely enough to send a clear signal that the behavior will not be tolerated. <P>

    Yet the history of sexual assault and rape of women around US military bases, particularly in Okinawa, reveals a military institutional acceptance of this criminal behavior and a lack of enforcement of military regulations against such behavior by senior military officers. <P>

    Many in Okinawa and in the United States are watching the US military's response to the latest rapes and sexual assaults to see if this pattern will change. <P>

    Since 1945, when the US military stormed onto the island of Okinawa to dislodge the Japanese military in World War II, Okinawan women and girls have been sexually assaulted and raped by US military personnel. Okinawans know the history of every assault. Thirty women were raped in 1945; 40 in 1946, 37 in 1947 and the count goes on year after year. The first conviction of a US military soldier for rape was in 1948. <P>

    During my recent trip to Japan, I met with members of the organization Okinawan Women Act Against Military Violence. According to reports compiled from police records and other sources by that organization, hundreds of Okinawan and Japanese women have been sexually assaulted and raped by US military personnel since 1945. <P>

    In the latest series of incidents, in April 2008, the US military in Japan charged a Marine with rape and other violations of the Uniform Code of Military Justice in the alleged sexual assault of a 14-year old girl in Okinawa. US Marine Staff Sgt. Tyrone Hadnott, 38, who had been in the Marines 18 years, was charged with the February 10, 2008, rape of a child under 16, abusive sexual contact with a child, making a false official statement, adultery and kidnapping. In February, Japanese authorities had released Hadnott after the girl dropped the allegations against him, but the Marine Corps conducted its own investigation to see if Hadnott had violated codes of military justice. <P>

    The rape accusation against Hadnott stirred memories of a brutal rape more than a decade ago and triggered outrage across Japan. Japanese Prime Minister Yasuo Fukuda said that Hadnott's actions were <I>"unforgivable."</I> <P>

    The February 11, 2008, arrest of Hadnott by Okinawan police on suspicion of raping a 14-year-old girl he picked up on a motorcycle outside an ice cream parlor in Okinawa City on February 10 triggered an international incident. The same day, February 11, Okinawa Governor Hirokazu Nakaima and Japanese Foreign Minister Masahiko Komura lodged protests with the United States government. <P>

    On February 12, Okinawa police recommended a charge of rape to the Naha District Public Prosecutors Office and hundreds of Okinawans staged protests at the headquarters gate to Camp Foster, Japan. <P>

    Japanese Defense Minister Shigeru Ishiba expressed concern the alleged rape could affect the planned realignment of US troops in Japan. <P>

    On February 13, Lt. Gen. Bruce A. Wright, commander of all US military forces in Japan, US Ambassador to Japan Thomas Schieffer and Lt. Gen. Richard Zilmer, commander of US Marines in Japan, met with Okinawa Governor Nakaima to express their concern. They promised steps would be taken to prevent future incidents. <P>

    On February 28, on an official visit to Japan, Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice also expressed her regrets to Japanese Prime Minister Yasuo Fukuda and Foreign Minister Mashiko Komura.<I> "I earlier had had a chance to express the regret to the prime minister on behalf of President (George W.) Bush, on behalf of myself and the people of the United States for the terrible incident that happened in Okinawa,"</I> Rice said at a joint news conference held after she spoke with Komura. <I>"We are concerned for the well-being of the young girl and her family."</I> <P>

    In a press conference with Komura, Rice said the United States will try to prevent such incidents from recurring and said the US Forces in Japan and the US Embassy would be reinforcing military discipline. Rice also said that Okinawa is <I>"extremely important"</I> for the security of the Asia-Pacific region and it is important for the US and Japan to go ahead with the US forces reorganization. Rice did not mention publicly the Bush administration's push for Japanese participation in the Iraq war by providing more refueling ships and logistics aircraft, which has sparked outrage in the Japanese public as it violates renunciation of war Article 9 of their constitution. <P>

    Zilmer ordered a two-day stand-down for all Marines in Japan for <I>"ethics and leadership" </I>training. The incident also led to tight restrictions, for a time, for American troops and their families at the US base on Okinawa. The US military in Japan also formed a sexual assault prevention task force after the incident. <P>

    On May 15, 2008, a US military court-martial sentenced Hadnott to four years in prison, with one year suspended, after convicting him of abusive sexual conduct with a Japanese teenager in Okinawa. Four other charges, including rape of a child under 16, making a false official statement, adultery and <I>"kidnapping through inveigling," </I>or trickery, were dropped in a plea bargain. When asked specifically by a Japanese news reporter, a US Marines public affairs officer stated that Hadnott's name has been placed on the US National Sex Offenders list, yet the Stars and Stripes military newspaper reports that Hadnott will have to place himself on the sex offenders registry after he completes his 36-month jail sentence. <P>

    On May 16, 2008, charges were dropped against a soldier accused of raping a 21-year-old Filipino woman on February 18, 2008. The Naha, Okinawa, district public prosecutor said his office did not have sufficient evidence to indict Sgt. Ronald Edward Hopstock Jr., 25, of the 1st Battalion, 1st Air Defense Artillery Regiment, a US Army Patriot missile battery on the US Air Force's Kadena Air Base, Okinawa. <P>

    According to police, after the incident, the woman was hospitalized for more than a week and received outpatient treatment for two weeks. At the time of the incident, the woman had been in Japan only three days, police reports said. Hopstock remains restricted to Kadena Air Base and is closely supervised by officials. <P>

    However, like the US Marines in the Hadnott case, the US Army said it will conduct its own investigation, according to Maj. James Crawford, a US Army spokesman at Camp Zama, Japan. <P>

    On May 9, 2008, US Marine Lance Cpl. Larry Dean, 20, was convicted of<I> "wrongful sexual contact and indecent acts"</I> in the gang rape of a 19-year-old woman in Hiroshima, Japan, in October 2007, and sentenced to no more than one year in jail and a dishonorable discharge. He was also convicted of <I>"fraternization and violating military orders about liberty and alcohol,"</I> but was cleared of rape and kidnapping charges. Three other Marines will be court-martialed this month on charges of gang-raping the young woman. In another incident, early this month, another 14-year-old Japanese girl reportedly was assaulted by a US military service member. The case is under investigation by both Japanese and US military police. <P>

    In the 1995 case that is referenced by virtually every Okinawan one speaks with, three American servicemen kidnapped and gang-raped a 12-year-old Okinawan schoolgirl. In August 2006, one of the perpetrators of the 1995 rape strangled and raped a 22-year-old female college student in Georgia, after which he killed himself. <P>

    In 2002, Marine Maj. Michael Brown was charged with attempting to rape a Filipina bartender at a club on a US military base. Following a 19-month trial, on July 8, 2004, Brown was convicted by the Japanese District Court of<I> "attempting an indecent act"</I> and <I>"destruction of property"</I> but was acquitted of the rape charge.<P> The court gave Brown a one-year prison sentence, suspended for three years, and fined him $1,400. The Japanese judge said Brown was given a light sentence because the 21-year Marine veteran had no prior criminal record. Brown appealed the verdict to Japan's Supreme Court, which dismissed the appeal in July 2004. Brown was transferred by the US military to the Marine Corps Base at Quantico, Virginia, in August 2004.<P>

    In October 2005, Brown was arrested and charged with kidnapping an 18-year-old girl from a flea market in Milton, West Virginia. Brown was indicted in January 2006 on felony kidnapping and grand larceny charges and, as of this month, awaits trial scheduled in Huntington, West Virginia. The US Marine Corps demoted Brown to captain and allowed him to retire at that rank on February 1, 2006. <P>

    In 2006, a US civilian employed by the US military was jailed for nine years for raping two women on Okinawa. <P>

    While the vast majority of US military personnel do not commit criminal acts while in Japan, the continued presence after 60 years of such a large number of US military, and the horrific crimes committed by a small minority of US military, mean that America's military presence in Japan and Okinawa is deeply resented and many Japanese call for the removal of US bases there. <P>

    Sexual assault and rape of women in countries where US military forces are stationed must be stopped, as must the rape of one in three women in the US military by their fellow military service members.

    <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Ann Wright</font> is a 29-year US Army veteran who retired as a Colonel, and a former US diplomat who resigned in March, 2003, in opposition to the war on Iraq. She served in Nicaragua, Grenada, Somalia, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan, Sierra Leone, Micronesia and Mongolia. In December, 2001, she was on the small team that reopened the US Embassy in Kabul, Afghanistan. She is the co-author of<A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=DISSENT%3A+VOICES+OF+CONSCIENCE&x=0&y=0"> "Dissent: Voices Of Conscience."</A>
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Cult Of Personality <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Living Color <P>

"And during the few moments that we have left, we want to talk, right down to <br>

earth, in a language that everybody here can easily understand." (Malcolm X) <P>

Look in my eyes, what do you see? <br>

the Cult of Personality <br>

I know your anger, I know your dreams <br>

I've been everything you wanna be ohhh...<br>

I'm the Cult of Personality <br>

Like Mussolini and Kennedy <br>

I'm the Cult of Personality <br>

the Cult of Personality <br>

the Cult of Personality <P>

Neon lights, Nobel Prize <br>

When a mirror speaks, the reflection lies <br>

You won't have to follow me <br>

Only you can set me free <P>

I sell the things you need to be <br>

I'm the smiling face of your T.V. ohh... <br>

I'm the Cult of Personality <br>

I exploit you; still you love me <br>

I tell you one and one makes three ohh... <br>

I'm the Cult of Personality <br>

Like Joseph Stalin and Gandhi ohh... <br>

I'm the Cult of Personality <br>

the Cult of Personality <br>

the Cult of Personality <P>

Neon lights, Nobel Prize <br>

When a leader speaks, that leader dies <br>

You won't have to follow me <br>

Only you can set you free <P>

You gave me fortune, you gave me fame <br>

You gave me power in your God's name <br>

I'm every person you need to be ohh... <br>

I'm, the, Cult, of, Per, Son, Al, Ity <P>

I am the Cult of <br>

I am the Cult of <br>

I am the Cult of <br>

I am the Cult of <br>

I am the Cult of <br>

I am the Cult of <br>

I am the Cult of <br>

I am the Cult of <br>

Personality <P>

"Ask not what your country can do for you..." (John F. Kennedy) <br>

"The only thing we have to fear, is fear itself." (Franklin D. Roosevelt) <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c)1990/2008 Living Color
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The Change You Deserve
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Obama Gets NARAL's Stamp Of Approval <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

By Will Durst <P>

The day after Obama got trounced in West Virginia, he pulled off a major-league <I>"liberal"</I> endorsement. <P>

Like a blind squirrel tripping over a discarded acorn, the pundits may have accidentally stumbled onto a similar nugget of truth in their speculation that Hillary is making Barack a better candidate. Or maybe he's just a quick learner. Either way, Mr. Obama seems to have gotten real good real quick. This week, in less than twelve hours, he managed to turn a debilitating loss into a triumphal moment of celebration complete with two males holding hands in a non-California or Massachusetts way. From goat to hero in less than a single revolution of Mickey's little hand. That's way beyond Clinton-good. We're verging on Reagan-good here. <P>

Mr. Elitist has become Mr. Smoothiest. He's as polished as a casaba melon wrapped in a velour golf towel dipped in baby powder. More fluid than the lines on a Lamborghini carved out of Italian cream cheese resting under heat lamps. Less friction than a bead of sweat between two bodies in high heat at full rut. And if he's not real careful, they're going to start printing up t-shits with a picture of him over the caption: Slick Barry. <P>

To say that Hillary Clinton beat him in West Virginia is like implying Post-It Notes don't library well in blast furnaces. Or, to use the Appalachian vernacular, he was beaten like a red-headed step child. What I'm saying here is: He lost. Real bad. By more than 40 points. Numbers more befitting an also ran than the ostensible front-runner. Not quite the infallible image a candidate being carried on a litter through teeming crowds on his way to a coronation is anxious to project. <P>

But then, the very day after he got himself royally trounced by that recently transformed friend of the working man, Mr. Obama pulled from out of his hat, not just one, but two major league liberal endorsements. The first rabbit to sneak down his sleeve was that coquettish Democratic Party debutante, Senator John Edwards; who pretended to take almost as long to make up his mind about whom to endorse than he normally spends on his hair. The timing was the ball peen hammer to the forehead. You might even call it premeditated murder. A classic case of stashing a Heineken in the crisper bin of the frig at a party in a house that isn't yours. <P>

Mr. Obama also received the blessing of the national abortion rights action league, NARAL. And the endorsements have hit Hillary Clinton like two sucker punches to the gut with gloves mounted on pneumatic pistons, especially the latter. Butting heads while competing for the same third generation factory worker constituency is one thing. Stealing the feminist vote from the feminist is another. <P>

Mr. Edwards can be forgiven for jumping on a winning bandwagon, after spending so much time buried in the John Kerry submersible, but Hillary has been a NARAL supporter since day one, so if I were one of the directors of that particular organization, I would get down on my knees and pray to whatever Supreme Being I believed in that I was never subpoenaed to appear before one of Senator Clinton's subcommittees. Pray and invest in a varied yet tasteful wardrobe of Kevlar pantsuits. Because hell hath no fury like a woman getting her butt kicked in a primary fight she expected to win.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 </font> <A HREF="http://www.willdurst.com"> Will Durst, </A> is an actor, comic, writer, former radio talk show host and defense liability.
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Welcome To Animal Farm <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

"All animals are equal but some animals are more equal than others." <br> Animal Farm ~~~ George Orwell <br> <br>

"It makes no difference who you vote for - the two parties are really one party representing four percent of the people." <br> ~~~ Gore Vidal ~~~ <br> <br>

"It ain't over till it's over." ~~~ Yogi Berra

 <br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

George Orwell is perhaps best known for writing <I>"1984"</I> and, while I think it was a great book, my favorite Orwell has always been <I>"Animal Farm."</I> We all take for granted that we're living in a post 1984 America but when did Animal Farm come to pass? Sure, 1984 was written in and was all about the state of affairs of 1948. 

The world Orwell envisioned was happening all around him. It was more current affairs than some horrible vision of the future and, of course, Animal Farm was the same, telling not a future tale but a tale of life under Stalinism. When exactly did that begin here? <br> <br>

It came bursting to my conscious when the Demoncrats decided that some voters are more equal than others. Voters in Michigan and Florida are worth exactly half of what voters in the other 48 states are worth. Isn't that special! I knew we were going back to those antebellum daze of whopping slaves and sellin' cotton but I rather expected the Rethuglicans to lead the way, but, as they did in those olden daze, it's the Demoncrats who are taking the lead. <br> <br>

Even slaves in antebellum American were worth 66% of non-slaves but the Dems have cut the folks in Michigan and Florida below even that, to just half of what everybody else's vote is worth! I wonder how the disenfranchised voters in Florida and Michigan are going to feel about that? This, of course, is being brought to you by those same folks who took impeachment off the table and refused to end the war even though we made them the majority in 2006 to do just that. You'll recall before the election they all swore that they would! You know the traitors who all swore an oath to uphold the Constitution, i.e., Howard (the duck) Dean, the Wicked Witch of the West Nancy Pelosi and Harry (7 cum 11) Reed? Once again these bozo's have managed to grasp defeat from the jaws of victory, all so THEIR hand picked corpo-rat candidate can do what Gore and Kerry had already done, lose and deliver America into the tender mercy's of the RNC. If you love $4 a gallon gasoline, imagine how you're going to feel about $10 a gallon gasoline, America! <br> <br>

After this smooth move, if I ever hear another Demoncrat whine about having Florida stolen in 2000, even though it was, I think I might just turn berserker and send him off to meet his ancestors. As <I>"Popeye"</I> was wont to say, <I>"That's all I can stands, I can't stands no more!"</I> What the Dems have done is what Tweety Bird called being a <I>"Hypo-Twit,"</I> and what I call treason! Still, as I'm not a Demoncrat but an Independent, I can only chuckle quietly to myself and wonder what the next stupid mistake they'll make on our road to ruin will be. Stay tuned, as I'm sure it will be equally amusing!

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

Norman Solomon is back in the magazine this week. I wrote Norm a letter concerning his rant... <br> <br>

Hey Norm, <br> <br>

As a member of the vast leftist majority, you know, the folks who no longer vote because there are no left-wing candidates and will no longer havi vote for the lesser of two evils, why would I vote for Barry? Barry, the upper middle class white boy from Hawaii who plays a homey on TV. I mean, all the home boys are from Hawaii and are raised by their white mother and grandparents in Hawaii, aren't they? All the boys in the `hood travel the world, go to prep schools and have Harvard law degrees, right? Then there are Barry's stands, he's the anti-war candidate who has voted for the war every chance he's had, I wonder what's wrong with that? His friends are racists, anti-gays, misogynists and mobsters. Doesn't that make him a Rethuglican? He's ready to send the troops into Pakistan starting WW III. Yippee! And, of course, is an unapologetic Zionazi 5th columnist. Stop me, Norm, if I should tell a lie. <br> <br>

If given the chance I will vote for a black person, a woman and a leftist. If the Greens run Cindy McKinney she will get my vote and no doubt the vote of my mixed race grandchildren whom I love very dearly. <br> <br>

Nor could I vote for Hillary, who decided she had to grow a pair of balls and is chomping at the bit to murder 70 million Iranians for her puppet masters in Tel Aviv. She, too, like Barry, voted every chance she got to support the war and, again like Barry, did nothing on Impeaching Bush, Cheney and the rest! You may recall, Norm, that we put the Demoncrats back into power in 2006 to Impeach Bush and Cheney and end the war. They did neither. They didn't even try! <br> <br>

Then there is Johnny (the traitor) McCain, who in his youth almost sank an aircraft carrier and walked away from that crime only to betray the troops by making tapes for the enemy a few months later and has been betraying this country ever since. What a cast of characters the corporations have presented us. And yes, Norm, I know I haven't told you any news, you're well aware of all of these facts! <br> <br>

What you need to ask yourself, Norm, is why the media has come out for Barry from day one? Why the rat-wing owned media has been doing their best to destroy Hillary and make Barry the candidate? That thought should send shivers down your spine, should it not? Hmmm? <br> <br>

Having said that, still, if I were black and couldn't vote for Cindy, I'd vote for Barry. If I were a woman and couldn't vote for Cindy, I'd vote for Hillary or if I were a Rethuglican, I'd vote for either of them as they're both fascists at heart and not the traitor that McCain is. But I'm a white, male, radical and, if Cindy isn't nominated, I'll wash my hands of this corpo-rat leisure service, this main stream media flying circus and watch from the sidelines with the majority, keeping the fresh blood of innocents slaughtered by Barry or Hillary or Johnny, off of my hands and karma. <br> <br>

I do however have a simple solution for all this madness before the Demoncrats and Rethuglicans destroy the world. Let's have a French style revolution with a few dozen guillotines going on TV 24-7, with half in Washington and the other half on Wall street! Every member of the House, Senate and Junta with their heads on spikes, every CEO and board member in a similar fashion! Or we can continue down the road we're on and prove the old Mayans were right come 12-21-2012! <br> <br>

Anyway, keep raising hell, Norm! <br> <br>

Your radical pal, <br>

Ernest

<br> <br> <B>

And Finally

</B> <br> <br> 

As Yogi Berra once said, <I>"I'm having a déjà vu all over again!"</I> You may recall that back in 2000, Al Gore won the popular vote but monkey boy got the White House. This new way of electing our Fuhrers was established by Tony (light-fingers) Scalia and his <I>"Gang of Five"</I>(tm) in the 12-12-2000 coup d' etat but was supposed to be a one time affair that has since become the way things are done by our corpo-rat masters. In 2004, you'll remember, John Kerry won the popular vote, minus the ballot box stuffing via electronic vote stealing machines and yet old Smirkus retained the thrown. Now it seems the Demoncrats have seen the light, too, as Barry gets the nod though Hillary won the vote! <br> <br>

All over American <I>"Youth for Obama"</I> bund rallies are breaking out celebrating Barry's nod from the DNC. Hillary, so far, has refused to step down until Barry makes her his VP. Barry has little choice if he wants to win but can't stand the thought of her being just a heartbeat away from his job. You can hardly blame him. Another damned if I do and damned if I don't. <br> <br>

I'm sure most of those who are whispering in his ear are telling him not to do it as Barry has been set up all along to lose to McCain. The MSM and RNC have some major surprises for Barry waiting in the wings and, with Hillary's supporters fuming mad at her treatment by the talking heads, he stands little chance of winning with a divided Demoncratic party. Everyone from Olbermann to Limbaugh to Hannity to Blitzer to O'Reilly is counting on a broken party to keep us on the road we're on to oblivion. <br> <br>

Of course, even with Hillary on board, there are no guarantees and, even if they are elected, I don't look for any major changes from anyone. As old George Wallace once said in a moment of rare clarity, <I>"There is not a dime's worth of difference between the Democrat and Republican Parties!"</I> 

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. <br>Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists."<br> ~~~ Arundhati Roy ~~~</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

This week the cupboard was bare, again. We need to raise an addition $600 in two weeks or we'll be gone as

we're not raising enough to keep the magazine going. I'm hoping to make enough money via my writing this summer to start it back up before W comes out this fall. As Issues & Alibis is all through the film I might finally get a big enough audience and be noticed by a few rich liberals to get our heads above water! However, the next issue may well be our last? <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause and help us keep fighting for you just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you! <br> <br>

Ernest & Victoria Stewart

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/lw2145g.jpg"><br>

02-15-1927 ~ 05-29-2008 <br>

R.I.P. Hedley! </center> <br> <br>

<center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/bodiddley300x425.jpg"><br>

12-30-1928 ~ 06-02-2008 <br>

Hey Bo Diddley! </center> <br> <br>

<center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/melscaramouche1.jpg"><br>

08-25-1917 ~ 06-02-2008 <br>

Will you do the fandango? </center> 

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>
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Bush Replays Iraq Games On Iran <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ray McGovern _</font> <P> <B>

Stop! Please. Get beneath the hype over former White House press secretary Scott McClellan's book, What Happened: Inside the Bush White House and Washington's Culture of Deception. Don't miss forest for trees. </B> <P>

Not since John Dean told the truth about President Richard Nixon's crimes have we had an account by a very close aide to a sitting president charging him with crimes of the most serious kind. <P>

McClellan writes that George W. Bush abandoned <I>"candor and honesty"</I> to wage a <I>"political campaign"</I> that led the nation into an <I>"unnecessary war."</I> <P>

The chief U.S. prosecutor of senior Nazi officials at the post-World War II Nuremberg Trials, U.S. Supreme Court Justice Robert H. Jackson, labeled such action - more correctly termed a war of aggression - the <I>"supreme international crime."</I> <P>

In other words, President Bush used propaganda and deception to lead the United States into what an earlier generation of American leaders judged not just a war crime, but the <I>"supreme"</I> war crime. <P>

And, in all this, Bush had an eager cast aiding and abetting - from careerists in the U.S. intelligence community to the fawning corporate media (FCM) whom McClellan referred to as <I>"deferential, complicit enablers."</I> <P>

As for the role of intelligence, McClellan tells of <I>"shading the truth."</I> In the effort to convince the world that Saddam had weapons of mass destruction, the president used <I>"innuendo and implication"</I> and <I>"intentional ignoring of intelligence to the contrary." </I> <P>

Water over the dam, you say? No way. <P>

White House spinners are at it again - <I>"fixing"</I> the intelligence around the policy, this time on Iran. The fixing is obvious, but don't expect to hear about it from the FCM. <P>

An exception is MSNBC's Keith Olbermann. His antiquated approach is to ask relevant questions - like, for example, will the White House do an encore in preparing us for an attack on Iran? <P>

Interviewing McClellan Thursday evening, Olbermann earmarked time to discuss Iran and asked, <I>"So knowing what you know, if [White House spokeswoman] Dana Perino starts making noises similar to what you heard from Ari Fleischer in 2002...would you be suspicious?"</I> <P>

<I>"I would be,"</I> McClellan said. <P>

Wait. Before taking this with a blasé shrug, consider the source. <P> <B>

Fixing In Fits and Starts </B> <P>

The worst kept secret in Washington is that Bush and Vice President Dick Cheney are looking for a pretext to order air and missile attacks on Iran. But when and how will Dana Perino and the rest of the propaganda machine market this one?<P>

When to sell? If former White House Chief of Staff Andrew Card's dictum regarding <I>"marketing"</I> the war on Iraq holds sway - i.e. <I>"From a marketing point of view, you don't introduce new products in August"</I> - the administration has only two months, unless it opts for an <I>"October Surprise"</I> as a more effective way to help achieve a Republican victory in November. <P>

But a smooth rolling out of war on Iran has proven more troublesome - no thanks, by the way, to the FCM, most of them still claiming they did just fine before the war on Iraq. <P>

Part of the problem has been the new marketers. With Andy Card, Karl Rove, Dan Bartlett and Tony Snow gone, it is amateur hour for White House spinners as they start-stop and rotate rationales for striking Iran. <P>

And how to sell? Less than a year ago the focus was two-fold: <P> <B> <I>

(1)</B> What President Bush on Aug. 28 called "Tehran's murderous activities" against our troops, including "240-millimeter rockets that have been manufactured in Iran and that had been provided to Iraqi extremist groups by Iranian agents;" and <B> <P>

(2)</B> His ad-lib on Oct. 17:  "We've got a leader in Iran who has announced he wants to destroy Israel...I take the threat of a nuclear Iran very seriously." </I> <P> <B>

Oops... </B> <P>

But where are those 240-millimeter rocket shells? For some reason, Gen. David Petraeus cannot deliver the goods. <P>

As recently as April 25, his nominal boss, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, Adm. Mike Mullen, invited the press to what was supposed to be a well-oiled Show-and-Tell exercise <I>"in a couple of weeks,"</I> to display a multitude of captured weapons from Iran. <P>

But the show did not go on; it had to be cancelled when the weapons that had been found proved not to be of Iranian origin. <P>

Ironically, one major hurdle would be getting senior Iraqi officials to go along with a hyped-up demonstration of weaponry from Iran. <P>

Shortly after Mullen offered his invitation, the Iraqis announced that Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki had formed his own Cabinet committee to investigate U.S. claims about Iranian weapons, and to attempt to <I>"find tangible information and not information based on speculation."</I> <P>

The other pretext is the hyped-up danger from Iran's nuclear program. <P>

Here, the administration suffered acute embarrassment when a vestigial group of honest intelligence analysts and supervisors had the temerity to serve up an un-fixed intelligence National Intelligence Estimate last fall that showed that Bush had been knowingly exaggerating the nuclear threat from Iran. <P>

The declassified key findings of the NIE were released on Dec. 3. They included: <I> <P>

--"We judge with high confidence that in the fall of 2003, Tehran halted its nuclear weapons program; we also assess with moderate to high confidence that Tehran at a minimum is keeping open the option to develop nuclear weapons." <P>

--"We assess with moderate confidence Tehran has not restarted its nuclear weapons program as of mid-2007, but we do not know whether it currently intends to develop nuclear weapons." <P>

--"Tehran's decision to halt its nuclear weapons program suggests it is less determined to develop nuclear weapons than we have been judging since 2005. Our assessment that the program probably was halted primarily in response to international pressure suggests Iran may be more vulnerable to influence on the issue than we judged previously."</I> <P>

To Bush and Cheney's dismay, the findings had been shared with Congress and could not be suppressed. <P>

What followed was the ineffably inept performance one has come to expect from national security adviser Stephen Hadley, who claimed the Estimate <I>"confirms we were right to be worried about Iran seeking to develop nuclear weapons [which] remains a very serious problem."</I> <P>

And before leaving for his early January 2008 trip to the Middle East, the president said part of his purpose was to make it <I>"abundantly clear...that we view Iran as a threat, and that the NIE in no way lessens that threat, but in fact clarifies the threat."</I> <P>

Got that? Threat. <P>

According to Newsweek's well-connected reporter Michael Hirsh, Bush all but disowned the NIE in conversations with Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Olmert. <P>

According to a senior U.S. official accompanying the president, Bush told the Israelis that he couldn't control what the intelligence community says, but that the Estimate's key judgments do not reflect his own views. <P>

Bush reportedly had briefed Olmert in November on the Estimate's findings, and seemed almost apologetic about the findings. <P>

After Bush departed Israel in January, a Newsweek reporter asked Olmert if he felt reassured; to which Olmert replied,<I> "I am very happy."</I> <B> <P>

A Flexible Director of National Intelligence <P> </B>

Malleable Mike McConnell showed his true colors shortly after the president got back from Israel. <P>

Unable to withstand withering criticism from the likes of former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger, former Secretary of Defense James Schlesinger and the irrepressible former U.S. Ambassador to the U.N. John Bolton, McConnell backpedaled. <P>

In testimony to the Senate on Feb. 5 he confessed to careless wording in the NIE due to time constraints, and even indicated he <I>"probably would have changed a thing or two."</I> <P>

He would now say, for example, that <I>"maybe even the least significant portion [of the Iranian nuclear program] was halted and there are other parts that continue."</I> <P>

Next at bat was the president himself in an interview on March 19 with the U.S. government-run Radio Farda broadcasting to Iran in Farsi. <P>

Bush asserted that Iran has <I>"declared it wants a nuclear weapon to destroy people"</I> and that it could be hiding a secret program. A White House clean-up team conceded that Bush's statement about what Iran has <I>"declared"</I> was inaccurate. <P>

It was Defense Secretary Robert Gates's turn in April. Speaking at West Point, Gates said he believes Iran is <I>"hell bent"</I> on acquiring nuclear weapons. (Does it strike anyone that abandoning their weapons program in 2003 seems a strange way of going about it?) <P>

Gates added that he favored keeping the military option against Iran on the table. <P> <B>

The NY Times Jumps In </B> <P>

And on May 27, the New York Times misquoted one of the key judgments of the NIE. More than a subtle distinction, the Times indicated that the Estimate stated, <I>"It was uncertain whether the weapons work had resumed." </I> <P>

Speaking to the pro-Israel Washington Institute for Near East Policy (WINEP) two days later, McConnell's deputy, Donald Kerr, took the same line, emphasizing that <I>"since the halted activities were part of an unannounced secret program Iran attempted to hide, we do not know if it has been restarted."</I> (Emphasis in original) <P>

This is the spin that the president, senior officials - and the New York Times - have been putting on the NIE. <P>

As noted above, the relevant NIE key judgment reads: <P> <I>

"We assess with moderate confidence Tehran has not restarted its nuclear weapons program as of mid-2007..."</I> <P>

(Incidentally, that Kerr, as deputy to McConnell, would give a major address to WINEP moves the intelligence community much too close to a partisanship with this group, at least for this veteran intelligence officer's taste. Martin Indyk, erstwhile research director of the American Israel Public Affairs Committee, America's self-described <I>"pro-Israel lobby,"</I> founded the institute. AIPAC is listed as its parent organization.) <P>

Rather than shadowboxing, making confessions when it seems opportune and introducing subtle changes of emphasis aimed at making the Estimate's judgments more politically palatable, McConnell and Kerr should do their duty. <P>

And that is to follow the long established intelligence community procedure for updating an important NIE by ordering preparation of what is called a <I>"Memorandum to Holders"</I> - in this case, holders of last fall's NIE on Iran. <P>

This is an orderly, time-tested way to get the 16 U.S. intelligence agencies that prepared the NIE on Iran to revisit it in a deliberate and rigorous way and to indicate what, if anything, they believe needs to be changed. <P>

At the release of the unclassified version of the NIE on Iran on Dec. 3, 2007, Kerr issued a written statement explaining why the key judgments were being made public. <P <I>

"Since our understanding of Iran's capabilities has changed, we felt it was important to release this information to ensure that an accurate presentation is available,"</I> he said. <P>

Exactly right. So if the NIE's judgments are being challenged and/or are in need of update, let Kerr or McConnell give the task to the dedicated professionals responsible for drafting the NIE late last year. <P>

And if McConnell should decide - or be told by the White House - not to, the congressional oversight committees should awake from their stupor and require a Memorandum for Holders. <P>

It is certainly their prerogative, their duty, to do so. <P>

Someone apparently needs to tell Director McConnell that it is not required that the Israelis - or Kissinger, or Schlesinger, or Bolton - agree with the Estimate's conclusions, however much the president would like all to be in sync with the preferred line. <P>

And, given the stakes, the new findings should not be rushed or done on the cheap. <P> <B>

Learning Curve Still Steep </B> <P>

McConnell (and Kerr, for that matter) are still new to substantive intelligence analysis, and McConnell has admitted having difficulty with the rigorous demands of the job. Frankly, I find it unsettling that one of them briefs the president six mornings a week. <P>

McConnell's lack of experience on issues other than technical intelligence collection showed through in an especially troubling way on Feb. 27, 2007, as he briefed the Senate Armed Services Committee. <P>

Sen. Lindsey Graham, R-South Carolina, asked McConnell why the Israelis sometimes have a different view on Iran's nuclear program. <P>

McConnell appeared quite puzzled, noting the closeness of the U.S.-Israeli intelligence relationship and how U.S. intelligence officers discussed these things with the Israelis. As I watched, I could not help feeling sorry for the Director of National Intelligence - and for the rest of us, as well. <P>

A pity that his predecessor, the more seasoned John Negroponte, did not take time to tell McConnell what he told NPR's Robert Siegel before Negroponte quit to go back to the State Department. <P>

Asked by Siegel to explain why the Israelis have suggested a much shorter timeline for Iran to acquire a nuclear weapon, Negroponte stated the obvious with bluntness uncommon for a diplomat: <P> <I>

"I think that sometimes what the Israelis will do [is] give you the worst-case assessment."</I> <P>

Really!

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto:rrmcgovern@aol.com"> Ray McGovern </A> </font>served as a CIA analyst for 27 years -- from the administration of John F. Kennedy to that of George H. W. Bush. During the early 1980s, he was one of the writers/editors of the President's Daily Brief and briefed it one-on-one to the president's most senior advisers. He also chaired National Intelligence Estimates. In January 2003, he and four former colleagues founded Veteran Intelligence Professionals for Sanity.
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When The Kettle Calls The Pot Black <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

I CANNOT say that I ever liked Ehud Olmert. But now I almost feel sorry for him. <P>

It is not pleasant to see how they pounce on him, like jackals and hyenas fighting over a carcass. <P>

And that also raises some questions. <P>

WAS OLMERT the only fallible human being in this paradise? Not at all. The stories about the envelopes stuffed with cash, the cigars and the luxury suites in posh hotels fire the imagination, but the hedonism of Olmert is no different from that of Binjamin Netanyahu or Ehud Barak. When Barak accuses Olmert it is like the kettle calling the pot black. <P>

Netanyahu lived like a king in expensive hotels paid for by kind donors who, of course, ask for nothing in return, whose sole purpose in life is to allow him to revel in luxury. As for Barak - after decades of service as an army officer with a salary that did not reach the sky and some years as a cabinet minister with a similar income, he disappeared from public view for a short while and reappeared as a rich man. He bought a luxury apartment in one of the most expensive buildings in Tel Aviv, a structure that is a byword for ostentatious wealth. How does one get so rich in such a short time? Could it be by using connections acquired in the service of the state? <P>

Olmert was a pioneer of this method. When still a very junior politician, just out of law school, he got rich through his connections with the heads of government departments which he made as a parliamentary aide. <P>

The closer the connection between capital and power, and the more contact there is between local and foreign tycoons on the one hand and politicians and generals on the other, the more profusely corruption flowers. This is an almost automatic process. <P>

WHAT DOES that say about our politicians? Simply: that none of them is a leader. <P>

A real leader is not just a person with an aim. A leader is a person with one aim and one aim alone. <P>

In the best case, that is a positive aim, to which he devotes all his life. In the worst case it is power as such he craves. But in any case, a real leader is totally devoted to the aim he has adopted, and pursues no other - not money, not enjoyment, not a life of luxury. <P>

Such a person was David Ben-Gurion, and such was Menachem Begin. They did not have to decide to live <I>"modest lives"</I> and dispense with luxury - they were just not interested in luxuries, money or the easy life. For them, these things were quite unimportant. From the moment they opened their eyes in the morning until they closed them again at night, nothing interested them but their aim. One can add Yitzhak Rabin to the list. <P>

The priorities of a mere politician are quite different: he wants power in order to enjoy the amenities it brings with it. Power as a means. The amenities of power - money, luxuries, high-class restaurants, prestigious hotels - are the aim. <P>

According to this definition, the entire recent and current crop of politicians - Moshe Dayan, Ezer Weitzman, Shimon Peres, the two Ehuds and Netanyahu - are all just ordinary politicians. <P>

WITH OLMERT the problem is specially severe, because of his personal background. <P>

People ask themselves: What did he need it for? Did he not foresee that in the end everything would become public, that his friends and admirers would abandon him? Was it worthwhile to risk his whole future for a vacation in Italy, expensive cigars, luxury suites in hotels and upgrading his flights? <P>

The conditions in which he lived as a child probably had something to do with his behavior as an adult. He grew up in the 50s in a neighborhood set up by the Herut party for ex-Irgun members in the village of Binyamina near Haifa. It was a poor neighborhood, and the children of the old-established village, which belonged to the political mainstream, looked down upon its inhabitants. Children can be cruel. In those days the Herut Party (today's Likud) was far from power and the national consensus, their members were still considered <I>"outsiders"</I> who did not belong. <P>

When a person with such a background ascends the political ladder, the possibilities that open up before him are liable to intoxicate him. A world of pampering and pandering is there for the taking. And when an American <I>"exile Jew"</I> - an utterly contemptuous term for Jews abroad - a professional schnorrer, who considers it a great honor to support him, comes and offers him all the goodies, the temptation is just too great.  <P>

There is a special angle to the Olmert story. Perhaps because of his childhood feeling of not belonging, he desperately craves Haverim. <I>"Haver"</I> is a typical Hebrew word denoting comrade, friend, pal, army buddy. (Bill Clinton famously ended his eulogy for RabIn with the Hebrew words <I>"Shalom, Haver!"</I>) Olmert needs many Haverim, Haverim all the time. Haverim who adore him, especially intellectuals and/or rich people, who admire and love him. <P>

He loves to pamper his friends, to take them with him whenever he goes on journeys and vacations. He showers them with warmth and charm, slaps their shoulders, devotes time and attention to them. For him that was also of the attractions of power. <P>

One of these friends, the lawyer Uri Messer, is mortified. Not because Messer broke the law. Not because he violated the norms of morality and democracy. But because Messer <I>"ratted"</I> on Olmert to the police. (Messer himself used the word <I>"stinker,"</I> the Israeli equivalent of informer.) Like a schoolboy: one does not squeal to the teacher. He tortures himself. As Messer himself says, he is not a <I>"psycho"</I> but a self-tortured man who betrayed a Haver. <P>

ANOTHER ANGLE to the matter: the relationship between Olmert and Morris Talansky, who supplied him for many years with the stuffed envelopes. <P>

Talansky treated him as a slave treats his master. After some time, Olmert started to treat him as a servant. I almost said: as a colonial master treats an inferior native. <P>

This is not unusual. Many Israelis treat the Jews of the Diaspora as if they were colonial subjects, who are obligated to serve and support the aristocrats of the <I>"mother"</I> country. Thinking and speaking about the American Jews, they inadvertently repeat anti-Semitic stereotypes. Talansky suits this stereotype perfectly. Olmert saw him like this, and that is how he saw himself. When Olmert came to America and honored him with his presence before his Jewish neighbors and acquaintances, it raised his status, and for this he was prepared to pay - and pay a lot. <P>

A QUESTION presents itself: Why do these fatal scandals always break when a leader takes a step towards peace, or at least pretends to take a step towards peace? <P>

I do not believe that there is a conspiracy. In general I don't tend to believe in conspiracies, though there are these, too. <P>

But we have here, I believe, a more profound phenomenon. The main thrust of the current establishment is towards occupation, expansion and war. Therefore, when a corruption scandal concerns a leader moving in that direction, the scandal is smothered in its infancy. But when the scandal involves a leader who is making gestures in the direction of peace, the scandal reaches huge proportions. <P>

That happened to Sharon on the eve of the dismantling of the Gaza Strip settlements. It is happening now to Olmert when he dares to speak about peace with Syria and the evacuation of the Golan settlements. <P>

LORD ACTON is famous for his dictum: <I>"Power tends to corrupt, and absolute power corrupts absolutely."</I> In the same vein, we say that occupation corrupts, and total occupation corrupts totally. <P>

Ehud Olmert is the typical product of the cynicism and lawlessness that have infected this country in the 41 years of occupation. <P>

That does not mean that there was no corruption before. There certainly was. <P>

In my view, the corruption was born together with the state, and not by accident. A lot has been said about the Naqba on the occasion of Israel's 60th anniversary. But one phenomenon that accompanied the Naqba is consistently ignored: the massive theft of abandoned Arab property. <P>

In the course of the 1948 flight and expulsion, some 100 to 150 thousand Arab families abandoned their homes. Many of them lived in simple dwellings, but not a few were living in elegant houses in Jaffa, Jerusalem and Haifa. What happened to the interior of these homes? To the tens of thousands of expensive carpets, fauteuils, refrigerators, wardrobes, pianos? Where did the inventories of shops and stores go? <P>

They disappeared. <P>

Some of them did reach government storerooms and were distributed to new immigrants. I have never seen a report on this. The huge majority were just stolen. <P>

Generally, not by the combat soldiers who captured these places. They fought and moved on. But after them came the rear echelon, the transport and quartermaster troops, the cronies of people in power, who came with lorries and trucks and loaded up everything they came across. <P>

That was no secret. We knew and talked about this at the time. For years one could see the sofas and armchairs covered with velvet draping in private living rooms and offices. But the phenomenon was never investigated, and later on was smothered and suppressed. <P>

I have spoken about this several times in the Knesset. I mentioned the Biblical story of Achan, the son of Carmi, who during the conquest of Jericho violated God's command not to plunder. As punishment, the Israelites were routed at the next battle. <I>"Israel has sinned, and they have also transgressed my covenant which I commanded them: for they have even taken of the accursed thing, and have also stolen, and dissembled also, and they have put it even among their own stuff." </I>(Joshua 7:11) Joshua executed Achan and his whole family by stoning. He was for genocide of the Canaanites but against plundering. <P>

The theft in broad daylight of the property abandoned by individuals already violated the ethos that was accepted before the foundation of the state.  The denial and suppression made it worse. But the large-scale corruption, whose bitter fruit we see now in all its ugliness, started indeed with the occupation in 1967. <P>

The occupation is corrupt, and it corrupts by its very nature. It denies all human rights, including the right to property. It fills the occupied territories with an atmosphere of general lawlessness. It enriches the occupier and everybody connected with him. It creates a climate of wanton cynicism, an environment of <I>"anything goes."</I> Such an atmosphere does not stop at the Green Line. It permeates the state of the conqueror. <P>

That's where the rot set in.   

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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The Ugly Face Of Christianity <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Victoria Stewart </font> </font><font size="+1"> <P> <I> <center>

"We got preachers dealing in politics and diamond mines <br>

and their speech is growing increasingly unkind <br>

They say they are Christ's disciples <br>

but they don't look like Jesus to me <br>

and it feels like I am living in the wasteland of the free" <br>

Wasteland Of The Free ~~~ Iris Dement </center> </I> <P> </font> <font size="+2">

I am no stranger to the Christian religion. The minister in the church I attended growing up was a learned man who deserved the doctorate degree he held. His sermons were philosophical and erudite. I have studied religious doctrine. I have had intensely profound religious and spiritual experiences. I <U>know</U> the teachings that form the basis of the religion so it is with some authority that I can say much of what passes for Christianity today is a profane travesty. <P>

Jesus Christ was a radical. His friends were poor and outcast. He taught tolerance and compassion. He was humble. He preached love and non-violence. He was not an addendum to the history of the Jewish people as recorded in the <I>"Old Testament"</I> but rather the founder of a new order. It was his message of love and hope-especially for the poor and oppressed-that created the religion.  <P>

The perversion of Christianity into a tool for war and tyranny is not new but it seems remarkable that in the 21st century we have moved further away from the heart of the Christian faith. <P>

It does not take much reflection to know that a <I>"Christian"</I> god would not lead us to war, advocate the enslavement of children, place the acquisition of wealth above the welfare of living creatures or ignore the damage being done to the planet. Even the most cursory reading of the <I>"New Testament"</I> reveals the central teachings of love and peace so how is it that Christianity is now a celebration of both personal and political actions that are anathema to the philosophy of Jesus? <P>

When I was growing up, I understood, because the adults around me understood, that it took effort-it took work-to be the best person one could be. The standards to which people aspired had to do with honesty and integrity, compassion and generosity. The standards were based in the fundamental teachings of Christ. <P>

Ministers who preached hatred were shunned.  And I never heard a minister support war or violence. Even as the State of Israel agitated for more American support for its wars of acquisition, the ministers I knew opposed war because of the teachings of their faith. <P>

For many years now violent and corrupt men and women have dominated the Christian religion. Masquerading as preachers and teachers, these power hungry hate mongers have gathered around them the insecure, the miserly, the bullies and the masochists. They have mustered a mob of nasty people who need to feel self-righteous in their petty meanness. People who enjoy the suffering of others, smugly anticipate nightmarish <I>"end times" </I>and contribute to the pain in the world in small and large ways. That mob has elevated its priorities of violence, domination and greed to the pedestal of sacred. <P>

The very actions that Jesus condemned are now cornerstones of Christian behavior. <P>

Again, this is not new. Remember the Crusades. Remember slavery. <P>

What I do not understand is why the true and genuine followers of Christ's path do not speak out against this horrible sacrilege. <P>

Much is made of Christ's confrontation with the moneychangers and merchants in the temple in Jerusalem. It is often held up as a justification for violence. The story, however, which was about outrage not violence, demonstrates the need for Christians to insist that their religion adhere to its principles. It is a template for resistance to greed, hypocrisy and the victimization of the poor. It serves as a reminder that Jesus repudiated the actions and beliefs that govern many, perhaps most, of the Christian right.  <P>

As I grew up the elders who taught me about conscience, generosity, kindness and love were, one and all, Christians. Their faith was not an excuse for inaction or meanness but instead the standard against which all behavior was measured. Striving always to adhere to the principles that governed the actions of Christ, they taught not only kindness and forgiveness but also a stubborn refusal to bow down to the doctrines of greed, mendacity and tyranny. Their strength was derived from humility and a genuine concern for people. <I>"And as ye would that men should do to you, do ye also to them likewise,"</I> (Luke 6:31, King James Version) was the foundation of their code. <P>

I know people who still adhere to the Christianity I knew growing up. Millions of Americans are dedicated to conscience and just action. Millions of Americans are grounded in the true teachings of their religion. But they are silent in the face of the abomination that has named itself <I>"Christianity."</I> They do not raise their voice as the world-the whole world-suffers at the hands of a country that uses the religion of peace to make war on children. It is past time for those people, including church leaders, to speak up and reclaim their religion and their faith. We cannot continue to live in a world in which the dogma of ignorance, superstition and violence is allowed to go unchecked even as the proponents of that dogma usurp the language of love. The imposters who claim to speak for Christianity must be exposed, not by people outside the Christian faith, but by those within.  

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:victoria@issuesandalibis.org">Victoria Stewart </A> </font> is the editor of <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org"> Issues & Alibis </A> magazine.
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Bushites Attack Their Own Messenger <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <I>

 "Self-serving." "Sad." "Disingenuous." "Disgruntled." "Unprofessional."</I> These are a few of the carefully-chosen negatives that White House officials are using in an orchestrated media blitz to try to discredit their onetime colleague, Scott McClellan. <P>

Scottie, George W's longtime political ally and former press secretary, has popped the president and his top aides with a stinging, 341-page, confessional. In it, McClellan confirms that Bush regularly engages in self-deception to justify his political ends, that the decision to invade Iraq was <I>"a serious strategic blunder,"</I> that he himself was lied to by Karl Rove concerning the Valerie Plame case, and ... well, so much more. <P>

It's a hoot to see the Bush team respond in such a blatantly political manner to a book that details how the team approaches everything in a blatantly political manner. The initial wave of personal attacks on McClellan tries to taint him as an ungrateful spoilsport. <I>"We are puzzled,"</I> says one. <I>"Heartbroken,"</I> chimes in another. <I>"This is not the Scott we knew,"</I> clucks Bush's current press secretary. <P>

Well, I should hope not! The Scott they knew participated in all the ugliness he now acknowledges. And McClellan does not exonerate himself. <I>"I frequently stumbled along the way,"</I> he writes. <I>"I fell short of living up to the kind of public servant I wanted to be."</I> <P>

But even a small dose of humility is too much for this bunch. McClellan has to know that the people who once called him buddy, and are now merely chiding him, will soon unleash a full-scale personal assault. Karl Rove has already begun, tagging the book as the work of a <I>"left-wing blogger."</I> How long before Bush's right-wing apologists swift-boat McClellan, claiming that he's some craven, alien spawn who never even worked in the White House?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Saving Seeds - Part 1<br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mel Bartholomew </font> <P>

Except for a kid's project, I think growing plants in order to save the seed is usually not worthwhile. <P <B>

FIRST REASON </B> <P>

The first reason is because (and this applies both in this country and for anywhere around the world, especially those third-world countries where we are taking our humanitarian projects) it is taking up valuable space in your garden in order to let the plant mature and go to seed. This usually takes quite a bit longer than just growing crops for the produce you would have picked. Now, of course, this doesn't apply to fruit that has the seeds inside like tomatoes, melons and squash. In that case, you obviously have to wait until the fruit ripens before harvesting and once it is ripe, then usually the seeds are fairly ripe, but not always. Some fruit has to over-ripen beyond the point of eating in order to become soft and mushy for those seeds to fully mature before they can be cleaned, dried and stored. But I'm thinking more about things like lettuce or radishes or cabbage. <P>

All of those crops have to be left in the ground well beyond the point of harvesting them. In fact, in the case of cabbage and lettuce, you have to let them continue growing until the actual cabbage head splits in half and a stalk comes out of the center. That's the seed stalk. Then, you have to wait for that to blossom, become pollinated and then turn into the seed pods. That has to continue to stay in the ground until the seed pods are fully mature, ripe and ready to harvest. That takes a long time and aside from using your valuable garden space, you have to continue to water and take care of that plant during its entire period. <P> <center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Cabbage_pic-small.jpg"> </center> <P><B>

DOLLARS PER SQUARE FOOT </B> <P>

Another way to analyze that is if you were growing for market and you had sixteen radishes growing in one square foot, they would be ready to harvest in just four weeks. Let's say that they brought a nickel a piece in the market, so that's 16 X 5 or $.80 per square foot for less than one month's time. To leave that plant in the ground so that it goes to seed, you might, at the end of close to three months, be able to harvest perhaps $.50 worth of seed, so the economical advantage is not there. <P> <B>

NOT TRUE STRAIN </B> <P>

In addition to the time and care and costs to produce seed from your own garden, unless you are a real expert and have lots of room and can separate all your different plants, you can never be sure that they have been pollinated correctly and that their seeds will turn out true to that particular strain and variety. This is particularly true with the newer varieties of flowers and vegetables, those that have been especially cross-bred to produce certain favorable qualities. When they are pollinated by nature in an open field, they are actually called <I>"open-pollinated"</I> and that bee or insect that carries pollen from one flower to another may or may not visit some varieties that would cause an open pollination between two different varieties. <P> <B>

CROSS POLLINATION </B> <P>

In the case of squash and melons, it is usually believed that they will cross-pollinate and the resulting seeds will never be true to the original varieties. It is my understanding that you don't have to worry about cross-pollinating various varieties in your garden the first year. In other words, when you are harvesting the fruit to eat it is not a problem, but it is only a problem when you are trying to save seeds from that fruit for the next year that you will run into trouble trying to get the same variety. Of course, if you are trying to create odd and unusual and new strains or new varieties, then that's the way to go. <P> <B>

SEEDS ARE CHEAP </B> <P>

The second major reason that I feel trying to save your seed is not worth your time and effort, is because seeds are really very cheap, despite the high price tag you may see in the spring on some seed packets, upwards of one or two dollars a packet. Those are usually for the unusual newer varieties and when you are thinking about sending seeds for overseas humanitarian projects, those are not the seeds you would pick in any case. You want the standard, everyday, tried and proven varieties that everyone has grown for many years and can depend upon. Those packets are not usually as expensive and you have to realize that quite often those packets are on sale at a deep discount. In fact, there are many seed packets that stores offer as an attraction. I know my local hardware store always had ten cents a packet seeds at the beginning of the season. You may not recognize the brand name, but from my past studies, I have found that very often the same seeds were packaged in different company's packages. Each had their own advertising and promotion programs and quite often those same seed packets had different price tags on them, yet they were the same seeds inside. It is my understanding that this also happens in many food items. Quite often you are paying a premium for the brand names because they have to advertise more and it costs them more to put that product out. <P><B>

INEFFICIENT SINGLE ROW GARDENING </B> <P>

The third and actually the main reason that I feel that trying to save your own seeds is not worthwhile is because the seed packets and the entire seed industry is all based upon old-fashioned, inefficient single-row gardening. You know the kind of gardening where you dig a long furrow from here to there by stretching a string and then taking a hoe and opening the soil along this long furrow underneath the string. Then, you tear off the top of the seed packet and start pouring the seeds out along that furrow, hoping you will have enough seeds until you get to the end. Then, you find a stick and poke it through the seed packet and stick it in the ground so you know what seeds and what varieties you have planted there. That was one of the revelations that caused me to say,<I> "There is something wrong with this method"</I> and that's when I invented the Square Foot Gardening System. <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Lettuce_pic_small.jpg"> </center> <P> <B>

WHY PLANT ALL THOSE SEEDS </B> <P>

After asking the question, <I>"Why are we planting all these seeds and then we have to come back, according to the directions, and thin them all out to only 3 or 6 or 12 inches apart ?" "Why not just plant them at 3, 6 or 12 inches apart, just a pinch of seeds ?"</I> And, that's how I started my experiments many years ago. Then, I thought, <I>"Let's count the number of seeds." </I>And, when I found that a packet of, let's say, lettuce seeds  contain over 1,000 seeds, I thought,<I> "This truly is ridiculous and terribly wasteful to plant all these seeds when I only want 10 or 15 or 20 heads of this lettuce. I want other varieties too and maybe at different times."</I> So, it was not only a terrible waste of seeds, but think of all the work involved in preparing all that soil and fertilizing and amending the soil and loosening it up with a rototiller and all those different things from conventional single-row gardening. Part two next week!

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.squarefootgardening.com/"> Mel Bartholomew </A> </font>is an inventor, author, and founder of the Square Foot Gardening Foundation. 
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The Gardening Guide <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Farmer Pete </font> <P>

Well I have shown you how to make healthy soil, <A HREF="http://www.google.com/search?hl=en&rls=com.microsoft:en-us:IE-SearchBox&rlz=1I7SUNA&sa=X&oi=spell&resnum=0&ct=result&cd=1&q=Raised+Bed+Gardening&spell=1">raised beds</A> & intensive gardening skills. Your plants should be on a healthy start to bring you pure, sweet & proud nutritionally sound foods, none of the coloring agents, farm chemicals, preservatives and taste <I>"enhancers."</I> <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/000_0709.jpg"><IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/000_0437.jpg"><IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/000_0069.jpg"> </center> <P>

Now you will need to learn how to store your garden treasures. There is the labor intensive canning, then <A HREF="http://www.google.com/search?hl=en&rls=com.microsoft:en-us:IE-SearchBox&rlz=1I7SUNA&sa=X&oi=spell&resnum=0&ct=result&cd=1&q=blanching+vegetables&spell=1">blanching</A> & <A HREF="http://www.google.com/search?hl=en&rls=com.microsoft:en-us:IE-SearchBox&rlz=1I7SUNA&sa=X&oi=spell&resnum=0&ct=result&cd=1&q=drying+vegetables&spell=1">drying</A>. Canning tomato's is very time consuming - I find washing, cutting into pieces & blending into a sauce & then boiling so you can store in freezer bags is a lot easier & faster. <P>

Those that live in the frozen tundra should get a used freezer & place it outside, once the winter cold sets in, simply use the freezer outside.  <P>

Also you should start thinking of getting a greenhouse. You will learn to extend the length of your growing season to double or year around. If you add a greenhouse to your home, You will get free heat thru the day & PURE oxygen 24/7.  <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/000_0312.jpg"> </center> <P>

Use herbs from your garden to accent your cooking -- try recipes like <A HREF="http://www.arcamax.com/features/s-88478-904973">Butternut Squash aux Herbes</A> -- free from the <A HREF="http://www.arcamax.com/features">ArcaMax Spring Gardening Guide</A>. <P>

The Gardening Guide has even more great features to use when you go back into the garden this spring. <A HREF="http://www.arcamax.com/features/s-323198-494691">Get rid of pests</A>, learn about <A HREF="http://www.arcamax.com/features/s-323199-107447">organic gardening</A>, and share pictures of your garden in the <A HREF="http://www.arcamax.com/gardening/gallery">reader photo gallery.</A> <P> 

<br> <font color=#0000FF>  (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mailto: petesfarms@yahoo.com">Farmer Pete </A> </font> farms in North Dakota and is seeking a <I>"business partner/Grrl."</I> As Unka Ernie stated in last issue-I am looking for my Grrl, a woman of intelligence, beauty-full of grace n laced with charm. One with a smile as bright as the sun with eyes that twinkle like the stars above. A lovely good natured Grrl that would greet me with a kind word & a dazzling smile, a soft kiss & a warm embrace- a woman I can trust to walk this world with me & most of all, to the one I could trust the most-my Heart. If interested inquire at (petesfarms@yahoo.com).
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I n d y A l e r t! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Terror Drills June 4-19 </font> <P>

By Dr. James H. Fetzer <br>

Major William B. Fox <br>

Captain Eric H. May <br>

SFC Donald Buswell <P <B>

False Flag?</B> <P>

A false flag attack is one that your own government carries out against you, but blames on someone else.  It creates a sense of emergency, the kind of thing summarized by the government emergency code <I>"911."</I> When you have a 911-type emergency, you want take-charge, kick-ass action, not a lot of pussy-footing philosophizing. You will accept a homeland state or a global war, if you believe that's what it will take to make you safe again. <P>

False flags are possible only if you trust your government. Misguided trust is the key enabling factor. The matter can be stated succinctly: <I> <center> <P>

If you think your government CAN'T attack you, then it CAN. <br>

If you think your government CAN attack you, then it CAN'T. <P> </center> </I>

A month ago we published the Mayday Alert to encourage widespread skepticism about May 1-8 terror drills in Seattle and Washington, DC.  As we noted in our <A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=2788&z=163">"Mayday Alert Update"</A> countless Americans joined us in our skepticism.  It's just common sense to be wary when someone brings a gun into your house -- or thousands of armed Marines into your city. <P> <B>

Introducing Indianapolis </B> <P>

<I>"We don't want anyone thinking that there's an invasion happening when we declared martial law or something like that."</I> -- Debbie Fletcher, Indianapolis Emergency Management Agency -- The Indianapolis Star, May 29, <A HREF="http://www.indystar.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=2008305290003">"Marines bringing combat training to Indy." </A><P> 

Three months ago, Mayor Carty Finkbeiner of Toledo, Ohio, demonstrated that you don't have to roll out a welcome mat for shock forces. Finkbeiner turned away a company of 200 Marines intending to conduct terror drills in his city this winter:  <P><A HREF="http://www.toledoblade.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/20080209/NEWS16/802090394">Toledo Blade, Feb. 9, "Mayor to Marines: Leave Downtown."</A>

The Indianapolis mayor, though, is not the kind of man to turn away the Marine Corps. While he has only been mayor for eight months, Gregory A. Ballard was a Marine officer for 23 years, retiring in 2001 at the rank of lieutenant colonel. His election in November rates as one of Indiana's most shocking upsets ever. That makes him a bright star on the otherwise bleak horizon of the Republican Party, and a crucial go-to guy for the Bush League at crunch time. <P> <B>

Meeting Marines </B> <P>

"Residents can expect to see helicopters flying overhead, military vehicles on the roads and Marines patrolling on foot." -- Colonel Mark J. Desens, Commander, 26th Marine Expeditionary Unit -- The Indianapolis Star, May 29, <A HREF="http://www.indystar.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=2008305290003">"Marines bringing combat training to Indy." </A> <P>

The 26th Marine Expeditionary Unit, based at Camp Lejeune, North Carolina, has plenty of combat veterans from Iraq, where some of its elements have been deployed.  No one but a retired Marine like Lt. Col. Ballard would welcome 2,200 hard-core combat veterans to practice assaulting, subduing and controlling his city. <P>

The first elements of the 26th MEU will arrive by helicopter, and will establish their headquarters at Raytheon, the military-industrial mega-corporation. Thereafter, they will carry out urban warfare, bringing the Battle of Baghdad and the Fight of Falluja to Indianapolis, Indiana. The last time the federal government used similar force was during Reconstruction, when the Army implemented martial law in the former Confederacy. <P> <B>

Terrible Truth</B> <P>

"At half past nine this morning we were actually running an exercise ... in London based on simultaneous bombs going off precisely at the railway stations where it happened this morning, so I still have the hairs on the back of my neck standing up right now." -- <A HREF="http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JKvkhe3rqtc">Peter Power, BBC, 7/7/05. </A> <P>

The Power quote above is probably the clearest single proof of the connection between terror drills and actual terrorism. It demonstrates that the UK's 7/7 London attacks were a false flag affair. After all, the easiest way to bring the manpower and matériel necessary to carry out an attack is to say that you are there to practice against the attack, then take the practice <I>"live."</I> <P>

We have no crystal ball that allows us to predict that there WILL be a false flag attack during the June 4-19 terror drills in Indianapolis, as there was during the London terror drills three years ago. On the other hand, we have plenty of reason to alert the American people that there MIGHT be a false flag attack. <P>

The citizens of Indianapolis should keep an eye out, and a cell phone in hand, for the next couple of weeks. The ability to distribute reports of suspicious government activity via the Internet has been history's great surprise for criminals who think that they can make history.  The Internet is the printing press of the new American Revolution, just as the awakened people are the new Revolutionary Army. Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty. As long as we are awake and alert, then we need not fear King George. <P>

Dr. James H. Fetzer and Major William B. Fox are former Marine Corps officers. Captain Eric H. May and Sergeant First Class Donald Buswell are former members of Army intelligence.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is the intelligence correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, refer to <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm">his homesite.</A>
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An Agony Foretold <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Bitter Roots, Bitter Fruits in the Middle East </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

Long before the Nabka, long before the Holocaust, the present-day agony in Israel and Palestine had already taken root. The ineradicable core of the conflict is brutally simple: the attempt by one people to take another people's land. In this respect, the turmoil in the Middle East is just another chapter in one of the world's oldest stories, for human beings have always been about the bloody business of conquest, dispossession and domination. The United States, for example, was built on this ancient principle. Its settling was cast largely in the same terms as those used later by the Zionists in Palestine: the claiming and cultivation of a land that was essentially empty -- save for a few savages who could only benefit from the imposition of a superior civilization. (And if they couldn't, so much the worse for them.) <P>

The nascent Americans were fortunate, of course; they land they took was far less populated than it had been not long before. Large swathes of the native populations had been decimated by waves of epidemics, most sparked by contact with the earliest European explorers in the 16th century. By the time that large-scale settlement began in the 17th and 18th centuries, vast regions of North America had been emptied of its population, whole tribes had had been wiped out, and most others left enfeebled, their social, cultural and demographic shattered. Even so, there were still millions of Indians left in the <I>"New World,"</I> and it took centuries of war and deceit before they were finally driven off all of the lands that the Europeans wanted. <P>

The Zionist movement was less fortunate in this respect. In relative terms, the Arab population of Palestine was  much more numerous and more intact than the Indian tribes of North America. And the specifically Jewish character of the settlement project meant the number of settlers would always be small; it could not draw upon all the peoples of the world, as in North America, and thus would never overwhelm the natives by sheer weight of numbers. Indeed, the opposite is true: the demographic environment in Palestine is entirely in the natives' favor -- a stark fact, and a stark fear that underlies much of the brutality and harshness of present-day Israeli policy. <P>

But as we said, this is an old story: people want someone's land; those in current possession of that land -- which their ancestors might well have taken from someone else at some point -- try to hold on to their land. Conflict is inevitable -- and entirely predictable, although the land-grabbers often delude themselves about the ease -- and nobility -- of their quest. <P>

As Rabbi David Goldberg pointed out <A HREF="http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2008/may/29/israelandthepalestinians">in an important article in the Guardian</A> recently, the dangers and difficulties of imposing one's people on another people's land were painfully obvious to many Jewish thinkers in the early years of the Zionist movement. Goldberg unearths a forgotten history, and forgotten warnings from one of the leading opponents of Zionism, Achad Ha'am, the Hebrew pen name of Ahser Ginsberg, <I>"the intellectual doyen of Russian Jewry and mentor to a galaxy of talented younger admirers. He was also the bitter rival and implacable critic of Theodor Herzl, who announced after his starring role at the first Zionist Congress in 1897: 'At Basel I founded the Jewish state.' Ha'am noted, 'At Basel I sat solitary among my friends, like a mourner at a wedding feast.'"</I> Goldberg takes up the story: <P> <I>

In 1891, Ha'am had made his first visit to the Jewish settlements in Palestine. It resulted in an important essay, The Truth from the Land of Israel. What distinguished his report from the gushing accounts of other Jewish visitors was the sober realism with which he noted the many problems. High among them was the existence of an indigenous population. "We tend to believe abroad that Palestine is nowadays almost completely deserted, an uncultivated wilderness, and anyone can come there and buy as much land as his heart desires. But in reality this is not the case. It is difficult to find anywhere in the country Arab land which lies fallow." <P>

Ha'am makes short work of the argument that lesser breeds can be duped about Zionist intentions and bought off with the benefits of colonialism. "The Arab, like all Semites, has a sharp mind and is full of cunning ... [They] understand very well what we want and what we do in the country, but ... at present they do not see any danger for themselves or their future in what we are doing and therefore are trying to turn to their advantage these new guests ... But when the day will come in which the life of our people in the Land of Israel will develop to such a degree that they will push aside the local population by little or by much, then it will not easily give up its place." <P>

In contrast, Herzl has the Arab spokesman in his utopian novel Altneuland (Old-new land) proclaim that Jewish settlement had been a blessing. Landowners have gained from higher prices, peasants from regular employment and welfare benefits. "The Jews have made us prosperous, why should we be angry with them? They live with us as brothers, why should we not love them?" <P>

Ha'am has no truck with such wishful thinking. The behaviour of settlers disturbed him. They had not learned from experience as a minority, but, like a slave who has become king, "behave towards the Arabs with hostility and cruelty, infringe upon their boundaries, hit them shamefully without reason, and even brag about it". The Arab did indeed respect strength, but only when the other side used it justly. When his opponent's actions were unjust and oppressive, then "he may keep his anger to himself for a time ... but in the long run he will prove to be vengeful and full of retribution". Prophetic words. <P>

In 1913, after a correspondent had complained of the contemptuous attitude of settlers and the Zionist Organisation's Palestine Office, Ha'am wrote back, "When I realise that our brethren may be morally capable of treating another people in this fashion and of crudely abusing what is sacred to them, then I cannot but reflect: if such is the situation now, how shall we treat others if one day we actually become the rulers of Palestine?" <P> </I>

Now we know. But as Goldberg shows, those who want to know -- those who want to deal with reality and not with dreams and prejudice -- can see from the very beginning the bitter fruits that conquest and domination will bear!

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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Say It Ain't So, Joe <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Eric Alterman </font> <P>

In my last column, I wrote of the recent right-wing infatuation with Hillary Clinton, dubbed <I>"the Lieberman of the Democratic party"</I> by National Review's Rich Lowry. Now let's take a look at the qualities in Lieberman himself that our pundits so admire. <P>

Though he ran as an <I>"independent Democrat"</I> and bragged of his deep connection to traditional Democratic interest groups, Lieberman has finally come out of his private closet as a right-wing Republican, not merely endorsing John McCain for President but embracing virtually every accusation against Barack Obama that Republican operatives can manufacture. <P>

Roll the clock back to 2006, when the punditocracy saw apocalypse in Lieberman's impending primary defeat. Pundit<I> "dean"</I> David Broder bemoaned the <I>"terrible tug"</I> of a Ned Lamont victory. Slate's Jacob Weisberg complained that <I>"the 2006 Connecticut primary points to the growing influence within the party of leftists unmoved by the fight against global jihad."</I> Martin Peretz denounced the <I>"thought-enforcers of the left,"</I> and Lanny Davis detected evidence of <I>"liberal McCarthyism."</I> These were polite ripostes compared with those heard on cable news, however, where CNN anchor Chuck Roberts termed Lamont <I>"the Al Qaeda candidate"</I> (before apologizing) and Fox's John Gibson explained, <I>"The Khmer Rouge wing of the Democratic Party is making a bid for a complete takeover."</I> And yet even these comments somehow paled in comparison with the complaints of The New Republic's Jonathan Chait, who decried the <I>"pack of crazed, ignorant ideological cannibals"</I>--a description he attributed to <I>"Lieberman's Allies"--"fanatics"</I> operating on the basis of a <I>"paranoid, Manichean worldview brimming with humorless rage"</I>--a characterization he embraced as his own. <P>

Lieberman's blinkered critique of the Democrats--offered in a speech at a dinner for Commentary magazine and published in op-ed form in the Wall Street Journal--is a stale, forty-year-old whine that could have been written by any member of the extended Kristol/Podhoretz mishpocheh with nary a comma moved. More emotive than historical, it oversimplifies and mischaracterizes the past fifty years of US foreign policy to a degree that might have impressed Soviet ideologist Mikhail Suslov. Lieberman, for instance, seems not to know that Franklin Roosevelt allied himself with the Soviet Union, or that John F. Kennedy never committed to full-scale war in Vietnam. Meanwhile, he complains, Obama has<I> "embraced our worst enemies."</I> <P>

What is perhaps strangest about Lieberman's antiliberal jihad is that the very changes he professes to detest in Democrats were once embodied in one Joe Lieberman. While Tailgunner Joe identifies the 1970s as the period his party went off the rails, he does not mention that he himself was a founding member of the leftist Caucus of Connecticut Democrats, as well as a diehard supporter of the Rev. Joe Duffey's 1970 primary challenge to hawkish Democratic Senator Thomas Dodd. A Vietnam draft-evader, Lieberman won his State Senate seat in 1970 on an antiwar platform. Perhaps more shocking, as Joe Conason noted in Salon, is the fact that the same year he published a book of cold war history titled The Scorpion and the Tarantula that neocon Ira Stoll derided as a <I>"masterpiece of moral equivalency." </I> <P>

Wait--it gets better. At a time when many Lieberman supporters worry incessantly about the rise of anti-Semitism they perceive in American political life, Lieberman--acting undoubtedly out of cravenness rather than ideological sympathy--has lent aid and comfort to some egregious anti-Semites. Not only has he proved an energetic apologist for the Rev. John Hagee--a man who thinks Hitler was a <I>"hunter"</I> sent by God <I>"to get [the Jews] to come back to the land of Israel"</I>--he is scheduled to give the keynote address at Christians United for Israel's<I> "Washington-Israel Summit"</I> in July. And during the 2000 election, he even championed the cause of Louis Farrakahn, who believes Hitler to have been a <I>"great man" </I>and Judaism a <I>"gutter religion." </I>True, Lieberman averred, <I>"Minister Farrakhan said a few things earlier...that were just not informed."</I> But even so, he continued to </I> and wished to meet with him. <P>

Lieberman's skills as a military analyst are of a piece with his talent as a historian. For instance, during the 2006 campaign, he pronounced himself <I>"confident"</I> that the United States would be able to reduce its military presence by more than 50 percent by the end of 2007. Instead, of course, the troop numbers increased with the "surge"--an escalation he has championed--and remains higher than at the moment he made his confident prediction. <P>

So how is it that this dove-turned-hawk, Democrat-turned-Republican apologist for anti-Semitism has become the hero of the Kristol/Podhoretz/Commentary/Wall Street Journal/Weekly Standard/New Republic/Slate neocon/liberal hawk crowd? Perhaps the answer is that Lieberman's erstwhile champions never really paid much attention to what he said. What they cherished in Lieberman was not his intelligence or his integrity but his enemies: the liberals, whether of the Al Qaeda, Khmer Rouge or cannibalistic variety. <P>

The Nixonian stoking of hatred toward liberals (and often minorities as well) has become a staple of conservative campaigns and their MSM cheerleaders. Explaining his support for Bush's invasion of Iraq, Andrew Sullivan, who has since raised the specter of war crimes trials for his former heroes, says he associated opposition to the war <I>"with the far left...and was revolted by the anti-war marches I saw in Washington. I became much too concerned with fighting that old internal ideological battle."</I> His confession echoed that of another fan of Joe McCarthy, Irving Kristol, who wrote in 1993: <I>"So far from having ended, my cold war has increased in intensity, as sector after sector of American life has been ruthlessly corrupted by the liberal ethos.... Now that the other 'Cold War' is over, the real cold war has begun."</I> The more things change... 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Eric Alterman </font>is a senior fellow at the Center for American Progress and the author of six books, including <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/103-2682091-3229410?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=When+Presidents+Lie%3A+A+History+of+Official+Deception+and+Its+Consequences.&Go.x=13&Go.y=9&Go=Go"> "When Presidents Lie: A History of Official Deception and Its Consequences." </A>
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The Perfect Plan; For Depression! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mike Folkerth </font> <P>

Good Morning Middle America, your King of Simple News is up and at 'em. <P>

Alert reader Billy B posted the following remarks written by Robert L. Hickerson, March 1, 1995. <P> <I>

1. We will never again be able to get sufficient growth of the economy to eliminate or even markedly reduce unemployment. NAFTA, GATT, and Clinton's hope of growing the economy to solve unemployment is doomed to failure.<P>

2. The promise of competing in the global economy is a hoax perpetrated upon the working and unemployed people of this country because over time a nation needs to buy and sell overseas in roughly equivalent amounts.<P>

3. All attempts to reduce the deficit, balance the budget or pay off the national debt are futile. The deficit and the national debt represent the subsidy the government has paid in its attempt to keep growth and unemployment at the level of social tolerance.<P>

4. The steady state economy into which we are being inexorably forced implies an interest rate of zero.<P>

5. An interest rate of zero (as Hubbert explains) means the end of the money system. We are being forced to completely rethink our cultural ideas about how to organize our economy and distribute purchasing power.<P>

6. Increasingly desperate means will be used by those who think we can continue to have business as usual. <P>

7. The proposals of Negative Population Growth should be implemented immediately. <P> </I>

It is my opinion that this list represents the most clearly written and concise synopsis of America's economic situation, that I have ever read; and I've read a lot. Brilliance doesn't have to come in long form. There is a famous quote, <I>"If I had more time, I would have written a shorter letter."</I> Robert Hickerson had more time. <P>

Hickerson's item number six explains a lot about our current election debacle and the ideas being trotted out. Ideas such as, <I>"Americans don't have any money, so why don't we send them some? Let's send everyone $600, but wait, there's more, we'll throw in $300 for every dependent kid. Oh yeah, and next year we'll raise taxes." </I> <P>

M. King Hubbert's studies on a steady state economy (not based on growth) suggest that an interest rate of zero will become necessary. Sound like a nutty idea? The second largest economy in the world doesn't think so, that is exactly what the Japanese did. <P>

The U.S. is entering a very similar period to that which Japan has suffered for years, it's called deflation. That is, deflation of your home value and the purchasing power of your good ol' greenbacks, however we're experiencing inflation in nearly everything that we purchase...like food and fuel. In precise economic terms, these twin events occurring simultaneously are referred to as <I>"really, really bad."</I> <P>

Japan's central bank realized that their economic situation was really, really bad in 1995 when they found themselves in the deflation mode. In February of 1999 (acting on this information in the lightning speed of only four years) the Bank of Japan lowered their interest rate to zero...as in none, nada, nonexistent, where it stayed until 2006 when it was raised to 0.25%. <P>

Japan earned the envious distinction of being the only example of prolonged deflation in a major economy since the Great Depression period of the 1930s. The U.S. apparently can't stand the thought of being unseated and is attempting to regain the title by entering a second Great Depression. That'll show those Japanese. <P>

Our monetary system and our physical system of land and resources are in direct conflict. We'll talk more about that tomorrow. In the mean time, I think the U.S. may take the gold metal this year in <I>"Depression Planning."</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mikefolkerth.com/">Mike Folkerth</A></font> is not your run-of-the-mill author of economics. Nor does he write in boring lecture style. Not even close. The former real estate broker, developer, private real estate fund manager, auctioneer, Alaskan bush pilot, restaurateur, U.S. Navy veteran, heavy equipment operator, taxi cab driver, fishing guide, horse packer...(I won't go on, it's embarrassing) writes from experience and plain common sense. He is the author of <A HREF="http://mikefolkerth.com/the-book/">"The Biggest Lie Ever Believed."</A>
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Obama, Clinton And Anger To Burn <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000F>

By Norman Solomon </font> <P>

In politics, as in so many other aspects of life, anger is a combustible

fuel. Affirmed and titrated, it helps us move forward. Suppressed or

self-indulged, it's likely to blow up in our faces. <P>

With the race for the 2008 Democratic presidential nomination coming to a

close, there's plenty of anger in the air. And the elements are distinctly

flammable. As Bob Herbert wrote in the New York Times on June 3, <I>"the

Clinton and Obama partisans spent months fighting bitterly on the toxic

terrain of misogyny, racism and religion." </I> <P>

Herbert doesn't spread the blame evenly. And, as an elected Obama delegate

to the national convention, I don't either. But at this stage in the

nomination process, the returns of blame aren't merely diminishing -- they're

about to go over a cliff. <P>

The anger that's churning among many Hillary Clinton supporters is deserving

of respect. For a long time, she's been hit by an inexhaustible arsenal of

virulent sexism, whether from Tucker Carlson, Rush Limbaugh or Chris

Matthews. <P>

If Barack Obama were facing defeat now, his supporters might be more

inclined to dwell on the thinly veiled, and sometimes unveiled, racial

bigotry that caused some Americans to tell reporters that they could never

vote for a black man for president. <P>

There's no lack of injustices, defamations and outright outrages to cite.

They're important to remember, assess, denounce. And: Now what? <P>

In times of emergency, people have been known to put aside differences, at

least for a while. Sometimes, feuding neighbors unravel hoses and pass

buckets so the entire block doesn't go up in flames. Or alienated relatives

take care of a fading loved one. People who fear strangers learn to trust in

a shared humanity. <P>

The Bill of Rights is burning. Children are dying in Baghdad and Chicago and

Los Angeles and countless other cities and towns because of Republican

<I>"leadership."</I> Negative trends of governance are scorching a social contract

that had been slowly weaving the threads of human decency. <P>

This year offers an electoral opportunity to get out the fire hoses and

douse the pyromaniacs of the GOP. But the long Obama-Clinton battle has

depleted precious time with little good to show for it. <P>

A lot of negativity has aired, and some of it has combusted. Despite the

real progress of the past several decades, remaining prejudices and

injustices of gender and race -- and, though less talked about in news

media, of sexual orientation and economic class -- are still haunting us and

shadowing the future. <P>

Furious supporters of Hillary Clinton are now talking about Michigan and

Florida. Understandably, they're apt to see recent developments in the

context of despicable male chauvinism and unfair caricatures in the press. <P>

There's more than enough anger to burn. <P>

And John McCain is eager to benefit from every bit of such anger, the more

displaced the better. Right-wing corporatists quietly cheer his calls to

give them even more extreme tax cuts. Outright militarists are hoping for

four more years, and the odds seem to be shifting in their favor. Men on the

Supreme Court named Scalia, Thomas, Roberts and Alito are waiting to welcome

kindred spirits in black robes. <P>

Unfortunately, the angry often end up burning themselves. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.normansolomon.com">

Norman Solomon's </A> </font> book "Made Love, Got War: Close Encounters with America's Warfare State" just came off the press. The foreword is by Daniel Ellsberg. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http://www.MadeLoveGotWar.com"> www.MadeLoveGotWar.com</A>. The documentary film "War Made Easy: How Presidents and Pundits Keep Spinning Us to Death," based on Norman Solomon's book of the same name, went into home-video release and is now available on DVD from Netflix, Amazon and similar outlets. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http://www.WarMadeEasyTheMovie.org">www.WarMadeEasyTheMovie.org</A>.
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Stay Home, Read, Have Sex <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Will insane gas prices finally pummel us into evolving? How bad will it get? </font> <br>

By Mark Morford <P>

It should be a truly fascinating - albeit possibly enormously grim - thing to watch, one of the more dramatic and revolutionary market-driven shifts in modern history, upheaving everything we've become so accustomed to and changing behaviors and attitudes and alliances and political agendas and ass-girths and no I'm not talking about the "Lost" finale or the new 3G iPhone or how Brangelina's twins are a sure sign of the Second Coming. <P>

It's the massive, painful spike in gas and oil prices, that most wonderful/frightening harbinger of doom/change/turmoil known to modern society that is fast turning into a <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2008/06/01/BU9T110MGE.DTL">calamitous global hurricane</A>, ready to wreak havoc on just about every aspect of modern life, and that includes food and transport and sex and drugs and rock 'n' roll and just about everything else that makes America, America.  <P>

What, too dramatic? Not by much. The initial signs are all in place. The price of a barrel of oil is soaring, production levels are peaking, the <A HREF="http://www.treehugger.com/files/2008/05/shipping-costs-making-the-world-round.php">world economy is shuddering</A> in the face of a permanent production slowdown, even the most staid economists and prognosticators are blinking hard and saying holy hell, we really have no idea how this will all shake out. <P>

You can already feel the initial clenching. As a nation, they say we're already driving about 4 percent less than we did last year, which translates into <A HREF="http://www.ecomodder.com/blog/2008/05/29/gas-prices-taking-effect-11-billion-less-miles-driven-this-march/">11 billion miles per month</A>, which, for gluttonous and wanton Americans, is technically considered "a lot." SUV sales are tanking fast and trading in your old gas hog is increasingly difficult as rampant feelings of comeuppance and I-told-you-so smugness from small car/scooter/bike owners spread across the land like a <A HREF="http://youtube.com/watch?v=muP9eH2p2PI">viral Weezer video</A>. <P>

But that's just the beginning. It appears that the dour, much-maligned peak oil sages from a few years back were at least partially correct, and the let's-drill-everywhere weasels from the war-for-oil Republican Party were, quite naturally, wrong. There are simply no indicators that gas will drop back to the $2 range anytime soon, there is very little <I>"elasticity"</I> left in the global petroleum market, and China and India are dipping larger and larger ladles into a smaller and smaller pot, all pointing to a very good chance that the United States will see <A HREF="http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2008/5/22/10537/4261">seven or eight bucks a gallon</A> just in time for the final SUV manufacturing plant to switch over to making Segways and sun visors. <P>

Big deal? Hell yes it is. No other crucial, universal market commodity has seen a 200-400 percent price spike in such a short period. It means a much broader, more dangerous upheaval in global energy, given how that damnable petroleum is everywhere, from food production to manufacturing, shipping to construction. <P>

It will be heaven, it will be hell. President Obama will likely hesitate not at all to instigate a massive hybrid/plug-in/alterative fuel initiative, challenging inventors and Big Auto alike to finally get their asses in gear and knock it off with the internal combustion BS that hasn't changed in any fundamental way in, oh, about 150 years. <P>

Carpooling will soar. People will walk, bike, scooter, take the bus, <A HREF="http://www.reuters.com/article/newsOne/idUSN2937323620080529?sp=true">work shorter weeks</A>, stroll and amble and hum a merry tune, reacquaint themselves with the neighborhood, <A HREF="http://online.wsj.com/article/SB121216248602832943.html">telecommute</A>, vacation locally, have more phone sex. They will shop locally to avoid skyrocketing shipping prices, buy less plastic, recycle. The era of cheap oil that enabled hideous urban sprawl will now quite possibly flip over and begin to enable the exact reverse ... whatever that is. <P>

Alternative energy sources? All the rage. From hemp to <A HREF="http://www.grist.org/news/2008/05/29/algae/">algae</A> to <A HREF="http://www.wired.com/wired/archive/14.05/start.html">ass fat</A> to <A HREF="http://news.nationalgeographic.com/news/2004/07/0701_040702_pigoil.html">pig manure</A> to <A HREF="http://www.dw-world.de/dw/article/0,1564,1713598,00.html">dead cats</A>, the question will soon be, what won't we consider as a new source to power up the <A HREF="http://www.motorcycle.com/manufacturer/2008-canam-spyder-test-61047.html">Can-Am Spyder</A> to get us to the dance on time? Ingenuity will flourish. Ingenuity will confound. Ingenuity will annoy the hell out of millions of die-hard car lovers who just want to drive the Audi to Whole Foods without having to sell a kidney. Oh well. <P>

A full tank of gas will become <A HREF="http://climateprogress.org/2008/05/22/12-15-gas-not-so-fast-but-well-soon-be-mad-for-6-7/">a true luxury item</A>. Stepping hard on the accelerator will seem like a crazy indulgence. Lengthy road trips will be a more decadent joy, the equivalent to a case of wine or a shiny new watch or that other wildly expensive liquid that now runs about 10 bucks a gallon, known as "bottled water." <P>

San Francisco? We're lucky. We're already a walking city, compact and navigable and even I can easily stroll from my flat in Alamo Square all the way downtown in about a half hour, with only three or four slightly nervous glances over my shoulder as I pass through the housing projects and only recoiling for about 10 solid minutes as I endure a particularly hellish, grungy five-block strip of the Market Street corridor. Mmm, walking. It's refreshing and depressing. <P>

But many places won't have it quite so good. Vast tracts of urban sprawl from Atlanta to Los Angeles to Mexico City will likely suffer badly from such an abrupt shift. <P>

Plenty of horrors loom. Merciless oil companies will likely push harder to develop brutal, environmentally rapacious methods of extracting oil from alternative sources like tar sand and small puppies and oily teenagers, ruthless techniques that were formerly prohibitively expensive, but now more economically feasible. Far from reversing or even slowing their environmental impact, they could simply amplify it a hundredfold in a ruthless drive to maintain gluttonous profits. <P>

It will be wonderful, it will be terrible. Like the models used to predict global warming, I'm betting that the fiscal models some economists have been using to predict the global energy uproar are proving to be a bit inadequate, given how the economy is now one big interconnected interrelated interdependent organism and therefore when you strip one of the major gears, well, it's anybody's guess what happens next. <P>

Personally, I think the predictions of global petroleum-related cataclysm are exaggerated and excessive. But so are predictions that all will be fine and we will feel no pain because someone really smart will come along to solve it all for us, and the worst that will come of it is that we have to trade in our Lexuses and Town & Countries for solar-powered, emissions-free scooters made of hemp and old shoes and used silicone harvested from recycled porn stars. We should be so lucky. <P>

In a perverse way, I love this place, this place where all predictions fail, this place where no one knows exactly what the hell will happen. Will an oil crunch force major nations of the world to work together in unprecedented, selfless ways for the betterment of all humanity? Or will it push insular, angry, fearful nations to kill each other over dwindling resources (aka: "the Bush Method")? Or will it be a wacky, volatile mix of both? Let's go for one last long, leisurely drive, and talk about it.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:mmorford@sfgate.com"> Mark Morford's </A> </font> Notes & Errata column appears every Wednesday and Friday on SF Gate and in the Datebook section of the San Francisco Chronicle. To get on the e-mail list for this column, please  <A HREF="http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/newsletter/services/signup"> click here </A> and remove one article of clothing! 
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear verborgen Generalleutnant McInerney, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your calling for constant terrorist strikes against innocent people throughout Iran, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>" Retired Military Whores" </I> you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with diamond clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer, Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 07-05-2008. We salute you Herr McInerney, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 
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Cult Of Deception <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Maureen Dowd </font> <P>

WASHINGTON: They say that every president gets the psychoanalyst he deserves. And every Hamlet gets his Rosencrantz. <P>

So now comes Scott McClellan, once the most loyal of the Texas Bushies, to reveal <I>"What Happened,"</I> as the title of his book promises, to turn W. from a genial, humble, bipartisan good ol' boy to a delusional, disconnected, arrogant, ideological flop. <P>

Although his analytical skills are extremely limited, the former White House press secretary - Secret Service code name Matrix - takes a stab at illuminating Junior's bumpy and improbable boomerang journey from family black sheep and famous screw-up back to family black sheep and famous screw-up. <P>

How did W. start out wanting to restore honor and dignity to the White House and end up scraping all the honor and dignity off the White House? <P>

It turns out that our president is a one-man refutation of Malcolm Gladwell's best seller <I>"Blink,"</I> about the value of trusting your gut. <P>

Every gut instinct he had was wildly off the mark and hideously damaging to all concerned. <P>

It seems that if you trust your gut without ever feeding your gut any facts or news or contrary opinions, if you keep your gut on a steady diet of grandiosity, ignorance, sycophants, and peanut butter and jelly sandwiches, those snap decisions can be ruinous. <P>

We already know What Happened, but it feels good to hear Scott say it. His conscience was spurred by hurt feelings. <P>

In Washington, it is rarely the geopolitical or human consequences that cause people to turn on leaders behaving immorally. The town is far more narcissistic and practical than that. <P>

The people who should be sounding the alarm for democracy's sake, and the sake of all the young Americans losing lives and limbs, get truly outraged only when they are played for fools and fall guys, when their own reputations are at stake. <P>

It was not the fake casus belli that made Colin Powell's blood boil. What really got Powell disgusted was that W. and Dick Cheney used him, tapping into his credibility to sell their trumped-up war; that George Tenet failed to help him scrub his U.N. speech of all Cheney's garbage; and that W. showed him the door so the more malleable Condi could have his job. <P>

Tenet was privately worried about a war buildup not backed up by C.I.A. facts, but he only publicly sounded the alarm years later in a lucrative memoir fueled by payback, after Condi and Cheney tried to cast him as the fall guy on W.M.D. <P>

McClellan did not realize the value of a favorite maxim - <I>"The truth shall set you free"</I> - until he was hung out to dry by his bosses in the Valerie Plame affair, repeating the lies Karl Rove and Scooter Libby brazenly told him about not being the leakers. <P> <I>

"Clearly,"</I> McClellan says, sounding like the breast-heaving heroine of a Victorian romance, <I>"I had allowed myself to be deceived."</I> He felt<I> "something fall out of me into the abyss."</I> <P>

And that was even before <I>"the breaking point,"</I> when he learned the worst about his idol - that the president who had denounced leaks about his warrantless surveillance program, who had promised to fire anyone leaking classified information about Plame, was himself the one who authorized Dick Cheney to let Scooter leak part of the top-secret National Intelligence Estimate. <P> <I>

"Yeah, I did,"</I> Mr. Bush told his sap of a press secretary on Air Force One. His tone, the stunned McClellan said, was <I>"as if discussing something no more important than a baseball score."</I> <P>

He recalled the first time that he had begun to suspect that W. might be just another dissembling pol: when he overheard his boss, during his 2000 bid, ludicrously telling a supporter that he couldn't remember, from his wild partying days, if he had tried cocaine. <P> <I>

"He isn't the kind of person to flat-out lie,"</I> McClellan said, but added, <I>"I was witnessing Bush convincing himself to believe something that probably was not true." </I>He'd see a lot more of it over the next six years before Bush tearfully booted him out. <P>

W.'s dwindling cadre hit back hard. In Stockholm, Condi - labeled <I>"sometimes too accommodating"</I> by the author - scoffed: <I>"The president was very clear about the reasons for going to war."</I> <P>

She's right. He was very clear about it being because of W.M.D. Then he was very clear about it being to rid the world of a tyrant. Then he was very clear about it being to spread democracy. When that didn't work out, he was very clear about it being that we can't leave because we can't leave. <P>

He was always wrong, but always very clear.

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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A 'Topsy-Turvey' Candidate <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

When I was a child growing up in Kansas during the Great Depression, toys were few and hard to come by. Almost all of my dolls were made by hand by my mother of leftover fabric scraps from her essential sewing. Others were passed down from neighborhood kids who had outgrown them. Recently, while discussing politics with a dear friend, one particular rag doll popped into my mind. <P>

This doll was a unique one, I have no recollection of its origin, and I have never seen another like it. It was made of white fabric with a painted-on face and golden yarn hair, and wore a lovely dress in pale colors that denoted a degree of gentility, with hands folded across the front of the body in a demure position. While I was admiring my new possession, my mother took it from me gently, turned it upside-down, and it became a different doll, with black face and arms, with a kerchief tied about its black hair, dressed more modestly in a long gray dress with a white apron. <P>

<I>"It's called a 'Topsy-Turvey' doll,"</I> she explained, <I>"turned one way it is white and the other way it's a black doll."</I> <P>

Now, I was a flatland country kid, had never been around black people at all and, consequently had not been exposed to any of the prejudices about them. I loved both of the dolls equally and, by simply everting one and smoothing the skirt, I had a completely different one with which to play. <P>

What has this to do with politics? Only that we have a real, live human being and a presidential candidate who is similarly gifted. Barack Obama is either a black man with a white man's culture or a white man with a black man's external indices. You may make your own choice as to how you view him. While the black citizens were concerned about whether he is "black enough" to earn their support, white people are made nervous about the color of his skin! But he is a man who spans the races and, as such, has a deep appreciation of the culture and the cares of both sides of his ancestry as well as a sufficient philosophical education to be able to balance the two sides of his ancestry. <P>P

No matter which view you take, he is the same man; highly educated, deeply caring, and with a family that is the epitome of <I>"family values."</I> He has served his apprenticeship in public service and proven his understanding of the problems of the poor and working class, As for his <I>"experience,"</I> he has had as much as many former Presidents but he does have a strong understanding of the Constitutional requirements of the position and a dedication to fulfill them. This would be a refreshing attitude after eight years of a President who has constantly shredded that <I>"goddamn piece of paper"</I> and violated its every provision. <P>

But there are, and will always be, those who will look no further than the color of his skin and reject him out of hand because of it. Never mind that he is slow to anger and to judgment, that he prefers to make peace rather than war, and that he promises to restore government of the people, for the people, and by the people. Never mind that he would prefer negotiation to invasion, and that he feels that it is the responsibility of the government to assure that every citizen is able to avail themselves of a decent job, provide for the welfare of their children and have access to needed health care. <P>

As all of these things have fallen by the wayside under the care of the current administration, the Republicans are bellowing that we must<I> "balance the budget and cut taxes."</I> It is convenient for them to forget that the financial state of our government is not from pressures caused by welfare, Medicare, or any of the other standard complaints, but by the trillions of dollars that have been poured into a fruitless war that should never have begun and by the reduction of taxes on the very rich that were granted at the urging of President George W. Bush. <P>

Obama's pledge to end the war and thus the drain on our economy and the lives of our young people is the means to the end that a lot of us want to see, and the sooner the better. All that remains now is for those who would benefit the must from his presidency is whether they can overcome their inborn reluctance to elevate people of color and make their selection based on character, intelligence, and dedication to the cause of the common man. Though he has been tarred with the epithet of <I>"elitism,"</I> he is anything but elite, having come from simple stock and knowing first-hand how difficult it is for a child from humble background to get a good education in life, regardless of color. Bill Clinton told you , <I>"I feel your pain,"</I> and you turned out in droves to offer him your votes. This is a young man who has already walked in your shoes and we should all do the same for him. <P>

This is a peaceful man and slow to take umbrage but with the resolve to stand firm on principle and would make a real guardian of out national security as it becomes necessary. As Obama nears the mark of actually becoming the Democratic candidate, the choice will be simple. We must vote for a man who will continue the Bush program of strike-first-and-ask-questions-later-and-damn-the-expense or a man who will involve himself in discussion to resolve the differences with other nations and conserve our resources to provide the needed services for the beleaguered American public. The choice is clear that this nation has had enough of the Neo-Con aggression. <P>

I would advise that, if you find color to be a problem, you just turn the dolly over. It will be the same doll but the change in your point of view will make you feel better. Otherwise, you will have at least four years to regret the choice that you made for all the wrong reasons.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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Men Behind The Guns <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

By Phil Ochs and John Rooney<P>

Let's drink a toast to the admiral,<br>

and here's to the captain bold,<br>

and glory more for the commodore,<br>

when the deeds of might are told. <P>

They stand to the deck with the battle's wreck,<br>

when the great shells roar and pound,<br>

and never they fear when the foe is near <br>

to lay their orders down-- <P>

But off with your hats and three times three <br>

for every sailor's son, <br>

for the men below who fight the foe, <br>

the men behind the guns: <br>

oh, the men behind the guns. <P>

Their hearts a-pounding heavy when <br>

they swing to port once more -- <br>

with never enough of the greenback stuff, <br>

they start for the leave ashore. <P>

And you'd think perhaps the blue-blouse chaps <br>

had better clothes to wear, <br>

for the uniforms of officers <br>

could hardly be compared: <P>

      Warriors bold with straps of gold <br>

      that dazzle like the sun <br>

      outshine the common sailor boys, <br>

      the lads who serve the guns: <br>

      oh, the men behind the guns. <P>

Say not a word till the shot is heard <br>

that tells the fight is on, <br>

and the angry sound of another round <br>

that says they must be gone. <P>

Over the deep and the deadly sweep, <br>

the fire and the bursting shell, <br>

where the very air is a mad despair, <br>

the throes of a living hell. <P>

      But down and deep in a mighty ship <br>

      unseen by the midday sun <br>

      you'll find the boys who make the noise, <br>

      the lads who serve the guns: <br>

      oh, the men behind the guns. <P>

And well they know the cyclone blow <br>

loose from the cannon's steel. <br>

The know the hull of the enemy ship <br>

will quiver with the peal. <P>

And the decks will rock with the lightning shock <br>

and shake with the great recoil <br>

while the sea grows red with the blood of the dead <br>

and swallows up her spoil. <P>

      But not until the final ship <br>

      has made her final run <br>

      can we give their rest to the very best: <br>

      to the lads who serve the guns -- <br>

      oh, the men behind the guns. <P>

Let's drink a toast to the admiral, <br>

and here's to the captain bold, <br>

and glory more for the commodore, <br>

when the deeds of might are told. <P>

They stand to the deck with the battle's wreck, <br>

when the great shells roar and pound, <br>

and never they fear when the foe is near <br>

to lay their orders down-- <P>

      But off with your hats and three times three <br>

      for every sailor's son, <br>

      for the men below who fight the foe, <br>

      the men behind the guns: <br>

      oh, the man behind the gun. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 1898/1964/2008 John Rooney/Phil Ochs
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<I>

Dear Mrs. Bowers: </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <P>

I had something horrible happen this morning. Pastor took me aside and told me that I was not welcome to come and worship if I wore slacks to service!<P>

I can't believe this! This is not 1890! Please set my Pastor straight that women wear slacks all the time and it has nothing to do with my ability to pray!!<P> </I>

<center><IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/station.gif"> </center> <P>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/betty666.jpg"> <P>

Dear Reader: <P>

Allow me to applaud your Pastor! The more poorly dressed people we can keep out of church, the more pleasant attendance will be for those of us with a keen eye for the insouciant drape of fabric that only comes from A-List designers. <P>

I have always taken to never socially acknowledging women who dress unsuitably for their gender. Frankly, I am just as likely to impart a simple "hello" on a woman wearing pants as I am to plant a big, sloppy kiss on a man sporting an off-the-shoulder Badgley Mischka sequined tea-length cocktail dress. It won't happen. <P>

Women who wear slacks are clearly of the devil. Whether they have realized that they are lesbians or not is beside the point. I have. <P>

And it is not out of idle curiosity that I ask every Christian couple I meet, <I>"Who wears the pants in your family?"</I> Women who don trousers, in addition to broadcasting their unnatural subconscious lust for vaginas, are telling everyone that their panty waist husband is not a <I>"real"</I> man. Or a <I>"real"</I> Christian for that matter! Christian husbands follow God's commandment to order their silent wives around. And if a wispy little husband can't prevail upon his spouse to put on a skirt, how can he be expected to make her do all the other things one has to do in order to be accepted as a "real" Christian in the social circles that matter? <P>

And make no mistake; God has clearly taken sides in the so-called <I>"battle of the sexes."</I> The Blessed Lord has told women in no uncertain terms to <I>"shut the hell up"</I> and <I>"do everything your husband tells you to do you silly little apple-eating ninny!"</I> 1 Timothy 2. Thusly, the dear loving Lord has damned every feminist who ever walked this Earth in a comfortable shoe to an eternal lesson in feminine submission. In Hell. <P>

Let me also say, that it is not simply enough to wear skirts or dresses at all times (even when cleaning your husband's home). Some attention should be paid to the particular feminine attire you chose. And yes, ladies, I'm talking about labels! To be a born-again Christian it is not enough to just put them on other people, you must have some nice ones of your own! For example, last week, while I was sitting in my pew (designated as such with a lovely brass and semi-precious-stone plaque), a cursory scan of the occupants of the $75 seats revealed an appalling amount of prêt-à-porter! Gals, if you can't put together a more stylish ensemble for Jesus, you obviously don't love Him as I do and certainly don't deserve admittance into Heaven looking like that! I assure you: the <I>"softer side of Sears"</I> will lead to the harder side of the back of God's hand. Praise the Lord! <P>

So Close to Jesus, He's opened up to me about His Martyr Complex, <br>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/signature.gif"> <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.bettybowers.com/"> Mrs. Betty Bowers</A>
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<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td> <font color=#0000FF>

Issues & Alibis is published in America every Friday. We are not affiliated with, nor do we accept funds from any political party. We are a non-profit group that is dedicated to the restoration of the American Republic. All views expressed are those of the authors and not necessarily the views of Issues & Alibis.Org. </font> <font color=#FF0000>  <P>

In regards to copying anything from this site remember that everything here is copyrighted. Issues & Alibis has been given permission to publish everything on this site. When this isn't possible we rely on the "Fair Use" copyright law provisions. If you copy anything from this site to reprint make sure that you do too. We ask that you get our permission to reprint anything from this site and that you provide a link back to us. Here is the "Fair Use" provision.

</font> <font color=#000000>  <P>

"Notwithstanding the provisions of sections 106 and 106A, the fair use of a

copyrighted work, including such use by

reproduction in copies or phonorecords or by any other means specified by

that section, for purposes such as criticism,

comment, news reporting, teaching (including multiple copies for classroom

use), scholarship, or research, is not an

infringement of copyright.<p> In determining whether the use made of a work in

any particular case is a fair use the factors to

be considered shall include:   </center> <P>

(1) the purpose and character of the use, including whether

such use is of a commercial nature or is for nonprofit

educational purposes;<br>

(2) the nature of the copyrighted work; <br>

(3) the amount and substantiality of the portion used in

relation to the copyrighted work as a whole; and <br>

(4) the effect of the use upon the potential market for or

value of the copyrighted work. The fact that a work is unpublished shall

not itself bar a finding of fair use if such

finding is made upon consideration of all the above factors." <P> <br> <P> <br> <P>
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In This Edition </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <p>

Noam Chomsky forecloses on, "Bush's Bankrupt Vision." <br> <br>

Uri Avnery exclaims, "No, I Can't!" <br> <br>

Chris Hedges reports Obama falls for "The Iran Trap." <br> <br>

Jim Hightower discovers, "Death By Privatization." <br> <br>

Mel Bartholomew considers, "Saving Seeds - Part 2." <br> <br>

Jim Teahan with some cut-throat gardening tips, "My Neighbor's Competition." <br> <br>

Captain Eric H. May wonders, "Marine Corps Martial Law?" <br> <br>

Chris Floyd studies, "Degrees Of Significance." <br> <br>

Patrick Cockburn reports, "US Issues Threat To Iraq's $50 Billion Foreign Reserves In Military Deal." <br> <br>

Mike Folkerth says, "U.S. Oil Independence; Not!" <br> <br>

Norman Solomon explains, "When A Little Dissent Is Too Much." <br> <br>

Mark Morford waves, "Farewell, All You Old Homophobes." <br> <br>

Obama's Economic Policy Director Jason Furman wins the coveted "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Scott Ritter demands David Gregory, "Investigate This." <br>  <br>

Mary Pitt thinks we should, "Put Up Or Shut Up." <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department 'The Onion' finds, "Love Letters From U.S. Troops Increasingly Gruesome" but first Uncle Ernie sez, "Your Tax Dollars At Work, America." <br> <br>

This week we spotlight the cartoons of Bob Englehart with additional cartoons and photos from Brain McFadden, Bruce Yurgil, Family Guy, Wack Sack.Com, NBC News, Square Foot Gardening.Com, Jim Teahan, Issues & Alibis and Pink & Blue Films. <br> <br>
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Welcome one and all to "Uncle Ernie's Issues & Alibis." 
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Your Tax Dollars At Work, America <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

"So much of the [post-9/11] dust-up [with Europe] had to do with Bush himself: his unilateralism, his obsession with Iraq, his cowboy style, his incompetence." Not since Ronald Reagan has America had a less "European" president." ~~~ Timothy Garton Ash ~ The Guardian <br> <Br>

"The President of these United States IS named Schicklgruber." ~~~ Firesign Theatre <br> <br>

"Freedom of the press is guaranteed only to those who own one." ~~~ A.J. Liebling

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

I see that the simian collective is out and about once again. <br> <br>

First primate Laura (the killer) Bush was off to point and smirk at the millions of orphans, widows and refuges her husband has created in Afghanistan when our former partners, the Taliban, decided not to let Dick (the psycho) Cheney build his gas pipeline across Afghanistan. At great tax-payer expense Laura flew over miles and miles of poppy fields to gloat at mud hovels and scared children. As time runs out for the newly billionaire Bushes they're out to spend as much of the US treasury as they can before they're relegated to the briar patch in Midland or to the bunker down in Paraguay. <br> <br>

Meanwhile, our beloved prairie monkey was off to Europe to spread fear and hatred of America wherever he went. In a last ditch attempt at cynical opportunism, der Fuhrer called on Europe to join him in another crusade for oil against the 70 million souls in Iran whose sands currently cover our oil!  <br> <br>

Smirkus had a busy schedule this week... <br> <br>

On Tuesday, he met separately with Slovenia's president, Danilo Turk, and Prime Minister Janez Jansa and then European Union leaders at Brdo Castle. All participants in the U.S. - E.U. summit. Afterward he met privately with Germany's chancellor, Angela Merkel, in Meseberg, Germany for dinner and a <I>"back rub"</I> while Laura wasn't around!  <br> <br>

On Wednesday after a hot night in old Berlin, Bush and Merkel held a news conference before George jetted off to Italy, other scores to seek! <br> <br>

On Thursday der Fuhrer met with Italy's president, Giorgio Napolitano, at the presidential Quirinale Palace in Rome to discuss how Giorgio gets the trains to run on time! Then it was off to meet with Italy's premier, Silvio Berlusconi, at the premier's office, Palazzo Chigi, to discuss adventures in fascism, how to avoid prosecution for crimes against the state and recipes for spaghetti sauce! <br> <br>

On Friday, Bush was scheduled to meet with Joey Ratz at the Vatican to relive Joey's life as a youth-for-Hitler Werewolf. Then it was off to France to restock his wine cellar and embarrass us before the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development in Paris. Friday evening he'll be whisked off to have dinner with France's president, Nicolas Sarkozy, at Elysee Palace and to try and cop a feel of Mrs. Sarkozy! <br> <br>

Then on Saturday, he is scheduled to hold a news conference from a bathtub with Nicolas for the fight against world terrorism and Bush's sanity. Then it's off to various US and French military cemeteries to smirk and snicker at the WW II vets patriotism. <br> <br>

On Sunday, he's set to bore Queen Elizabeth at Buckingham Palace, who will say sometime during his visit, <I>"We are not amused!"</I> Then it's off to have dinner with British PM Gordon Brown who will no doubt Kow Tow to our visiting monkey and pledge Britain's undying loyalty to the <I>"Crime Family Bush!"</I> <br> <br>

On Monday, Bush wraps up another foreign policy disaster by visiting Belfast, Northern Ireland to rekindle the strife between the various cults before heading back to Washington to make our lives more miserable.

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News </B>

<br> <br> 

On Monday June 9th 2008 the Democratic Congressman from Ohio, Dennis Kucinich, rose and introduced 35 articles for the impeachment of George W. Bush for <I>"High Crimes and Misdemeanors"</I> against the American people. You may recall that Dennis laid out the articles for Impeachment against Dick (the psycho) Cheney last January. Dennis should have been the Demoncrats nominee for President and would have been if they weren't a corrupt organization and puppets of the Crime Family Bush and others. Not to mention the fact that the American people for the most part have the brains of a duck!<font color=#FF0000>*</font> This also explains why the traitors Nancy Pelosi (D-California), Steny H. Hoyer (D-Maryland), John Conyers (D-MI) and other members of Democratic House <I>"leadership"</I> have done nothing to bring these criminals and their fellow travelers to justice. All of the above, save Kucinich, should be impeached, as well, and charged with treason for not upholding their oath of office! <br> <br>

Here briefly is what Dennis brought to the floor and entered into the record: <br> <br> <B> <I>

ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT FOR PRESIDENT GEORGE W. BUSH </B> <br> <br>

Resolved, that President George W. Bush be impeached for high crimes and misdemeanors, and that the 

following articles of impeachment be exhibited to the United States Senate: <br> <br>

Articles of impeachment exhibited by the House of Representatives of the United States of America in 

the name of itself and of the people of the United States of America, in maintenance and support of its 

impeachment against President George W. Bush for high crimes and misdemeanors. <br> <br>

In his conduct while President of the United States, George W. Bush, in violation of his constitutional 

oath to faithfully execute the office of President of the United States and, to the best of his ability, <br> <br>

preserve, protect, and defend the Constitution of the United States, and in violation of his constitutional 

duty to take care that the laws be faithfully executed, has committed the following abuses of power. <br> <br> 

Article I    <br>

Creating a Secret Propaganda Campaign to Manufacture a False Case for War Against Iraq. <br> <br>

Article II     <br>

Falsely, Systematically, and with Criminal Intent Conflating the Attacks of September 11, 2001, With 

Misrepresentation of Iraq as a Security Threat as Part of Fraudulent Justification for a War of 

Aggression. <br> <br>

Article III    <br>

Misleading the American People and Members of Congress to Believe Iraq Possessed Weapons of 

Mass Destruction, to Manufacture a False Case for War. <br> <br>

Article IV    <br>

Misleading the American People and Members of Congress to Believe Iraq Posed an Imminent Threat 

to the United States. <br> <br>

Article V    <br>

Illegally Misspending Funds to Secretly Begin a War of Aggression. <br> <br>

Article VI <br>

Invading Iraq in Violation of the Requirements of HJRes114. <br> <br>

Article VII    <br>

Invading Iraq Absent a Declaration of War. <br> <br>

Article VIII    <br>

Invading Iraq, A Sovereign Nation, in Violation of the UN Charter. <br> <br>

Article IX    <br>

Failing to Provide Troops With Body Armor and Vehicle Armor <br> <br>

Article X    <br>

Falsifying Accounts of US Troop Deaths and Injuries for Political Purposes <br> <br>

Article XI    <br>

Establishment of Permanent U.S. Military Bases in Iraq <br> <br>

Article XII    <br>

Initiating a War Against Iraq for Control of That Nation's Natural Resources <br> <br>

Article XIIII    <br> 

Creating a Secret Task Force to Develop Energy and Military Policies With Respect to Iraq and Other 

Countries <br> <br>

Article XIV    <br>

Misprision of a Felony, Misuse and Exposure of Classified Information And Obstruction of Justice in 

the Matter of Valerie Plame Wilson, Clandestine Agent of the Central Intelligence Agency  <br> <br>

Article XV <br>

Providing Immunity from Prosecution for Criminal Contractors in Iraq <br> <br>

Article XVI  <br>

Reckless Misspending and Waste of U.S. Tax Dollars in Connection With Iraq and US Contractors <br> <br>

Article XVII <br>

Illegal Detention: Detaining Indefinitely And Without Charge Persons Both U.S. Citizens and Foreign 

Captives <br> <br>

Article XVIII <br>

Torture: Secretly Authorizing, and Encouraging the Use of Torture Against Captives in Afghanistan, 

Iraq, and Other Places, as a Matter of Official Policy <br> <br>

Article XIX <br>

Rendition: Kidnapping People and Taking Them Against Their Will to "Black Sites" Located in Other 

Nations, Including Nations Known to Practice Torture <br> <br>

Article XX <br>

Imprisoning Children <br> <br>

Article XXI <br>

Misleading Congress and the American People About Threats from Iran, and Supporting Terrorist 

Organizations Within Iran, With the Goal of Overthrowing the Iranian Government <br> <br>

Article XXII <br>

Creating Secret Laws <br> <br>

Article XXIII <br>

Violation of the Posse Comitatus Act <br> <br>

Article XXIV <br> 

Spying on American Citizens, Without a Court-Ordered Warrant, in Violation of the Law and the 

Fourth Amendment <br> <br>

Article XXV <br>

Directing Telecommunications Companies to Create an Illegal and Unconstitutional Database of the 

Private Telephone Numbers and Emails of American Citizens    <br> <br>

Article XXVI <br>

Announcing the Intent to Violate Laws with Signing Statements <br> <br>

Article XXVII <br>

Failing to Comply with Congressional Subpoenas and Instructing Former Employees Not to Comply<br> <br>

Article XXVIII   <br>

Tampering with Free and Fair Elections, Corruption of the Administration of Justice <br> <br>

Article XXIX <br>

Conspiracy to Violate the Voting Rights Act of 1965 <br> <br>

Article  XXX  <br>

Misleading Congress and the American People in an Attempt to Destroy Medicare <br> <br>

Article  XXXI   <br>

Katrina: Failure to Plan for the Predicted Disaster of Hurricane Katrina, Failure to Respond to a Civil 

Emergency <br> <br>

Article XXXII  <br> 

Misleading Congress and the American People, Systematically Undermining Efforts to Address Global 

Climate Change <br> <br>

Article XXXIII   <br> 

Repeatedly Ignored and Failed to Respond to High Level Intelligence Warnings of Planned Terrorist 

Attacks in the US, Prior to 911.  <br> <br>

Article XXXIV   <br>

Obstruction of the Investigation into the Attacks of September 11, 2001 <br> <br>

Article XXXV <br>

Endangering the Health of 911 First Responders <br> <br> </I>

Now ask yourself, America, which is worse. The people who committed these crimes and acts of treason, or those who will let them get away with it? <br> <br> <font color=#FF0000>

*</font> I would like to apologize most deeply and sincerely to all the members of Duckdom for that comparison!

<br> <br> <B>

And Finally

</B> <br> <br> 

It's come down to yet another nail biter. As it stands to my knowledge today, this will be the last edition of Issues & Alibis. We have a substantial bill due next week and haven't the money to cover it. Last year we went through the same thing and at the last minute a dear lady named Virginia stepped up and saved the day. With what she's gone through in the last year I don't expect she has the money to do it again. C'est la guerre! <br> <br>

Being a radical magazine with liberal tendencies makes us unique in newsmagazines. We tried to fill the void for a leftist magazine because most political magazines are on the right or far right and there are damn few even centralist ezines. Yes, I am aware if we situated ourselves farther to the right we'd attract a larger, paying audience but Issues & Alibis wasn't set up to assuage your fears and make you feel all warm and fuzzy but to awaken the Sheeple to the truth. The trouble with coming from the left is most all of the folks on the left are working class, at best and have little money to spare. This of course has absolutely nothing to do with their abilities but is what capitalism is all about. If we were to goose step off to the right we'd be swimming in money but at the price of losing our soul, quite a Catch-22, eh? <br> <br>

We're moving this week-end and had to borrow the money to do that so there is no chance that we can pick up the tab again. It's up to you in our eleventh hour to save the magazine or look elsewhere for the truth.  Everyone else has a Demoncratic or Rethuglican slant and while we bring those issues up, we remain Independent! Sure you might find most of the same articles but it might take you 20 hours a week to do so as that's what it often takes me and more than half of the material is sent directly to me from the authors and artists. We did manage to afford a DSL line at our new digs so I will continue to write and publish my rants around the Internet and I will try and keep the group and mailing lists going. <br> <br>

We had decided to take a week off before these financial disasters came up as we've published continuously for 380 editions without a break. Even the week I was on the set of "W," I managed to put out an edition. So this Friday the 13th may be our last issue, it's all up to you whether or not we return on the 27th. <br> <br>

Like Uncle Duke once said, <br> <br> <B> <center> <I>

"Big Darkness, soon come!" </I> </center> </B> <br> <br>

Can you afford to be without us when it comes? <br> <br>

Regardless, America, love yourself, love your neighbor and live in peace! <br> <br>

Finally, on behalf of Victoria and myself I'd like to thank all the writers and artists who gave so much of their time and talent to the magazine. Without your kind help all of this would have been impossible. Thank you all so very much! <br> <br>

And in the end, the love you take, is equal to the love, you make!

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. <br>Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists."<br> ~~~ Arundhati Roy ~~~</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause and help us keep fighting for you just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you! <br> <br>

Ernest & Victoria Stewart

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Jimmckay.jpg"> <br>

09-24-1921 ~ 06-07-2008 <br>

The Agony Of Defeat </center> <br> <br>

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/bobanderson.jpg"> <br>

03-06-1933 ~ 06-06-2008 <br>

I'm shakin' the dust of this crummy little town off my feet and I'm gonna see the world. Italy, Greece, the Parthenon, the Coliseum. Then, I'm comin' back here to go to college and see what they know. And then I'm gonna build things. I'm gonna build airfields, I'm gonna build skyscrapers a hundred stories high, I'm gonna build bridges a mile long... </center>

<br> <br>

***** 

<br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> 

********************************************

<br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br>

********************************************

<br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 
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Bush's Bankrupt Vision <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Noam Chomsky </font> <P>

IN MID-May, President Bush traveled to the Middle East to establish his legacy more firmly in the part of the world that has been the prime focus of his presidency. <P>

The trip had two principal destinations, each chosen to celebrate a major anniversary: Israel, the 60th anniversary of its founding and recognition by the United States, and Saudi Arabia, the 75th anniversary of US recognition of the newly founded kingdom. The choices made good sense in the light of history and the enduring character of US Middle East policy: control of oil, and support of the proxies who help maintain it. <P>

An omission, however, was not lost on the people of the region. Though Bush celebrated the founding of Israel, he did not recognize (let alone commemorate) the paired event from 60 years ago: the destruction of Palestine, the Nakba, as Palestinians refer to the events that expelled them from their lands. <P>

During his three days in Jerusalem, the president was an enthusiastic participant in lavish events and made sure to go to Masada, a near-sacred site of Jewish nationalism. <P>

But he did not visit the seat of the Palestinian authority in Ramallah, or Gaza City, or a refugee camp, or the town of Qalqilya - strangled by the Separation Wall, now becoming an Annexation Wall under the illegal Israeli settlement and development programs that Bush has endorsed officially, the first president to do so. <P>

And it was out of the question that he would have any contact with Hamas leaders and parliamentarians, chosen in the only free election in the Arab world, many of them in Israeli jails with no pretense of judicial proceedings. <P>

The pretexts for this stance scarcely withstand a moment's analysis. Also of no moment is the fact that Hamas has repeatedly called for a two-state settlement in accord with the international consensus that the United States and Israel have rejected, virtually alone, for more than 30 years, and still do. <P>

Bush did allow the US favourite, Palestinian president Mahmoud Abbas, to participate in meetings in Egypt with many regional leaders. Bush's last visit to Saudi Arabia was in January. On both trips, he sought, without success, to draw the kingdom into the anti-Iranian alliance he has been seeking to forge. That is no small task, despite the concern of the Sunni rulers over the <I>"Shia crescent"</I> and growing Iranian influence, regularly termed <I>"aggressiveness."</I> <P>

For the Saudi rulers, accommodation with Iran may be preferable to confrontation. And though public opinion is marginalized, it cannot be completely dismissed. In a recent poll of Saudis, Bush ranked far above Osama bin Laden in the<I> "very unfavorable"</I> category, and more than twice as high as Iranian President Ahmadinejad and Hassan Nasrallah, leader of Hezbollah, Iran's Shia ally in Lebanon. <P>

US-Saudi relations date to the recognition of the Kingdom in 1933 - not coincidentally, the year when Standard of California obtained a petroleum concession and American geologists began to explore what turned out to be the world's largest reserves of oil. <P>

The United States quickly moved to ensure its own control, important steps in a process by which the United States took over world dominance from Britain, which was slowly reduced to a <I>"junior partner," </I>as the British Foreign Office lamented, unable to counter <I>"the economic imperialism of American business interests, which is quite active under the cloak of a benevolent and avuncular internationalism" and is "attempting to elbow us out." </I> <P>

The strong US-Israel alliance took its present form in 1967, when Israel performed a major service to the United States by destroying the main center of secular Arab nationalism, Nasser's Egypt, also safeguarding the Saudi rulers from the secular nationalist threat. US planners had recognized a decade earlier that a<I> "logical corollary"</I> of US opposition to<I> "radical"</I> (that is, independent) Arab nationalism would be <I>"to support Israel as the only strong pro-Western power left in the Middle East."</I> <P>

Investment by US corporations in Israeli high-tech industry has sharply increased, including Intel, Hewlett Packard, Microsoft, Warren Buffett and others, joined by major investors from Japan and India - in the latter case, one facet of a growing US-Israel-India strategic alliance. <P>

To be sure, other factors underlie the US-Israeli relationship. In Jerusalem, Bush invoked <I>"the bonds of the book,"</I> the faith <I>"shared by Christians like himself and Jews,"</I> the Australian Press reported, but apparently not shared by Muslims or even Christian Arabs, like those in Bethlehem, now barred from occupied Jerusalem, a few kilometers away, by illegal Israeli construction projects. <P>

The Saudi Gazette bitterly condemned Bush's <I>"audacity to call Israel the 'homeland for the chosen people' - the terminology of ultrareligious Israeli hardliners. The Gazette added that Bush's "particular brand of moral bankruptcy was on full display when he made only passing mention of a Palestinian state in his vision of the region 60 years hence."</I> <P>

It is not difficult to discern why Bush's chosen legacy should stress relations with Israel and Saudi Arabia, with a side glance at Egypt, along with disdain for the Palestinians and their miserable plight, apart from a few ritual phrases. <P>

We need not tarry on the thought that the president's choices have anything to do with justice, human rights or the vision of <I>"democracy promotion" </I>that gripped his soul as soon as the pretexts for the invasion of Iraq had collapsed. <P>

But the choices do accord with a general principle, observed with considerable consistency: Rights are assigned in accord with service to power. <P>

Palestinians are poor, weak, dispersed and friendless. It is elementary, then, that they should have no rights. In sharp contrast, Saudi Arabia has incomparable resources of energy, Egypt is the major Arab state, and Israel is a rich Western country and the regional powerhouse, with air and armored forces that are larger and technologically more advanced than any NATO power (apart from its patron) along with hundreds of nuclear weapons, and with an advanced and largely militarized economy closely linked to the United States. <P>

The contours of the intended legacy are therefore quite predictable.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chomsky.info/"> Noam Chomsky </A> </font> is emeritus professor of linguistics and philosophy at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and is co-author, with Gilbert Achcar, of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/Perilous-Power-Foreign-Dialogues-Democracy/dp/1594513120"> Perilous Power: The Middle East & U.S. Foreign Policy: Dialogues on Terror, Democracy, War, and Justice. </A> His most recent book is <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=Hegemony+or+Survival+Americas+Quest+for+Global+Dominance&z=y">Hegemony or Survival Americas Quest for Global Dominance. </A> His writings on linguistics and politics have just been collected in  The Essential Noam Chomsky, edited by Anthony Arnove, from the New Press.
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No, I Can't! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

AFTER MONTHS of a tough and bitter race, a merciless struggle, Barack Obama has defeated his formidable opponent, Hillary Clinton. He has wrought a miracle: for the first time in history a black person has become a credible candidate for the presidency of the most powerful country in the world. <P>

And what was the first thing he did after his astounding victory? He ran to the conference of the Israel lobby, AIPAC, and made a speech that broke all records for obsequiousness and fawning. <P>

That is shocking enough. Even more shocking is the fact that nobody was shocked. <P>

IT WAS a triumphalist conference. Even this powerful organization had never seen anything like it. 7000 Jewish functionaries from all over the United States came together to accept the obeisance of the entire Washington elite, which came to kowtow at their feet. All the three presidential hopefuls made speeches, trying to outdo each other in flattery. 300 Senators and Members of Congress crowded the hallways. Everybody who wants to be elected or reelected to any office, indeed everybody who has any political ambitions at all, came to see and be seen. <P>

The Washington of AIPAC is like the Constantinople of the Byzantine emperors in its heyday.  <P>

The world looked on and was filled with wonderment. The Israeli media were ecstatic. In all the world's capitals the events were followed closely and conclusions were drawn. All the Arab media reported on them extensively. Aljazeera devoted an hour to a discussion of the phenomenon. <P>

The most extreme conclusions of professors John Mearsheimer and Stephen Walt were confirmed in their entirety. On the eve of their visit to Israel, this coming Thursday, the Israel Lobby stood at the center of political life in the US and the world at large. <P>

WHY, ACTUALLY? Why do the candidates for the American presidency believe that the Israel lobby is so absolutely essential to their being elected? <P>

The Jewish votes are important, of course, especially in several swing states which may decide the outcome. But African-Americans have more votes, and so do the Hispanics. Obama has brought to the political scene millions of new young voters. Numerically, the Arab-Muslim community in the US is also not an insignificant factor. <P>

Some say that Jewish money speaks. The Jews are rich.  Perhaps they donate more than others for political causes. But the myth about all-powerful Jewish money has an anti-Semitic ring. After all, other lobbies, and most decidedly the huge multinational corporations, have given considerable sums of money to Obama (as well as to his opponents). And Obama himself has proudly announced that hundreds of thousands of ordinary citizens have sent him small donations, which have amounted to tens of millions.  <P>

True, it has been proven that the Jewish lobby can almost always block the election of a senator or a member of Congress who does not dance - and do so with fervor - to the Israeli tune. In some exemplary cases (which were indeed meant to be seen as examples) the lobby has defeated popular politicians by lending its political and financial clout to the election campaign of a practically unknown rival.  <P>

But in a presidential race? <P>

THE TRANSPARENT fawning of Obama on the Israel lobby stands out more than similar efforts by the other candidates. <P>

Why? Because his dizzying success in the primaries was entirely due to his promise to bring about a change, to put an end to the rotten practices of Washington and to replace the old cynics with a young, brave person who does not compromise his principles. <P>

And lo and behold, the very first thing he does after securing the nomination of his party is to compromise his principles. And how! <P>

The outstanding thing that distinguishes him from both Hillary Clinton and John McCain is his uncompromising opposition to the war in Iraq from the very first moment. That was courageous. That was unpopular. That was totally opposed to the Israel lobby, all of whose branches were fervidly pushing George Bush to start the war that freed Israel from a hostile regime. <P>

And here comes Obama to crawl in the dust at the feet of AIPAC and go out of his way to justify a policy that completely negates his own ideas. <P>

OK he promises to safeguard Israel's security at any cost. That is usual. OK he threatens darkly against Iran, even though he promised to meet their leaders and settle all problems peacefully. OK he promised to bring back our three captured soldiers (believing, mistakenly, that all three are held by Hizbullah - an error that shows, by the way, how sketchy is his knowledge of our affairs.) <P>

But his declaration about Jerusalem breaks all bounds. It is no exaggeration to call it scandalous. MO<

NO PALESTINIAN, no Arab, no Muslim will make peace with Israel if the Haram-al-Sharif compound (also called the Temple Mount), one of the three holiest places of Islam and the most outstanding symbol of Palestinian nationalism, is not transferred to Palestinian sovereignty. That is one of the core issues of the conflict.

On that very issue, the Camp David conference of 2000 broke up, even though the then Prime Minister, Ehud Barak, was willing to divide Jerusalem in some manner. 

Along comes Obama and retrieves from the junkyard the outworn slogan <I>"Undivided Jerusalem, the Capital of Israel for all Eternity."</I> Since Camp David, all Israeli governments have understood that this mantra constitutes an insurmountable obstacle to any peace process. It has disappeared - quietly, almost secretly - from the arsenal of official slogans. Only the Israeli (and American-Jewish) Right sticks to it, and for the same reason: to smother at birth any chance for a peace that would necessitate the dismantling of the settlements.

In prior US presidential races, the pandering candidates thought that it was enough to promise that the US embassy would be moved from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem. After being elected, not one of the candidates ever did anything about this promise. All were persuaded by the State Department that it would harm basic American interests. <P>

Obama went much further. Quite possibly, this was only lip service and he was telling himself: OK, I must say this in order to get elected. After that, God is great. <P>

But even so the fact cannot be ignored: the fear of AIPAC is so terrible, that even this candidate, who promises change in all matters, does not dare. In this matter he accepts the worst old-style Washington routine. He is prepared to sacrifice the most basic American interests. After all, the US has a vital interest in achieving an Israeli-Palestinian peace that will allow it to find ways to the hearts of the Arab masses from Iraq to Morocco. Obama has harmed his image in the Muslim world and mortgaged his future - if and when he is elected president.    <P>

SIXTY FIVE years ago, American Jewry stood by helplessly while Nazi Germany exterminated their brothers and sisters in Europe. They were unable to prevail on President Franklin Delano Roosevelt to do anything significant to stop the Holocaust. (And at that same time, many Afro-Americans did not dare to go near the polling stations for fear of dogs being set on them.) <P>

What has caused the dizzying ascent to power of the American Jewish establishment? Organizational talent? Money? Climbing the social ladder? Shame for their lack of zeal during the Holocaust? <P>

The more I think about this wondrous phenomenon, the stronger becomes my conviction (about which I have already written in the past) that what really matters is the similarity between the American enterprise and the Zionist one, both in the spiritual and the practical sphere. Israel is a small America, the USA is a huge Israel. <P>

The Mayflower passengers, much as the Zionists of the first and second aliya (immigration wave), fled from Europe, carrying in their hearts a messianic vision, either religious or utopian. (True, the early Zionists were mostly atheists, but religious traditions had a powerful influence on their vision.) The founders of American society were "pilgrims", the Zionists immigrants called themselves<I> "olim"</I> - short for olim beregel, pilgrims. Both sailed to a<I> "promised land,"</I>  believing themselves to be God's chosen people. <P>

Both suffered a great deal in their new country. Both saw themselves as <I>"pioneers,"</I> who make the wilderness bloom, a <I>"people without land in a land without people."</I> Both completely ignored the rights of the indigenous people, whom they considered sub-human savages and murderers. Both saw the natural resistance of the local peoples as evidence of their innate murderous character, which justified even the worst atrocities. Both expelled the natives and took possession of their land as the most natural thing to do, settling on every hill and under every tree, with one hand on the plow and the Bible in the other. <P>

True, Israel did not commit anything approaching the genocide performed against the Native Americans, nor anything like the slavery that persisted for many generations in the US. But since the Americans have repressed these atrocities in their consciousness, there is nothing to prevent them from comparing themselves to the Israelis. It seems that in the unconscious mind of both nations there is a ferment of suppressed guilt feelings that express themselves in the denial of their past misdeeds, in aggressiveness and the worship of power. <P>

HOW IS it that a man like Obama, the son of an African father, identifies so completely with the actions of former generations of American whites? It shows again the power of a myth to become rooted in the consciousness of a person, so that he identifies 100% with the imagined national narrative. To this may be added the unconscious urge to belong to the victors, if possible. <P>

Therefore, I do not accept without reservation the speculation: <I>"Well, he must talk like this in order to get elected. Once in the White House, he will return to himself."</I> <P>

I am not so sure about that. It may well turn out that these things have a surprisingly strong hold on his mental world. <P>

Of one thing I am certain: Obama's declarations at the AIPAC conference are very, very bad for peace. And what is bad for peace is bad for Israel, bad for the world and bad for the Palestinian people. <P>

If he sticks to them, once elected, he will be obliged to say, as far as peace between the two peoples of this country is concerned:<I> "No, I can't!"  </I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>

</font>
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The Iran Trap <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Hedges </font> <P>

The failure by Barack Obama to chart another course in the Middle East, to defy the Israel lobby and to denounce the Bush administration's inexorable march toward a conflict with Iran is a failure to challenge the collective insanity that has gripped the political leadership in the United States and Israel. <P>

Obama, in a miscalculation that will have grave consequences, has given his blessing to the widening circle of violence and abuse of the Palestinians by Israel and, most dangerously, to those in the Bush White House and Jerusalem now plotting a war against Iran. He illustrates how the lust for power is morally corrosive. And while he may win the White House, by the time he takes power he will be trapped in George Bush's alternative reality. <P>

We need to get out of Iraq and Afghanistan. We need to stay the hand of Israel, which is building more settlements-including a new plan to put 800 housing units in occupied East Jerusalem-and imposing draconian measures to physically break the 1.5 million Palestinians in Gaza. We need, most of all, to prevent a war with Iran. <P>

House Judiciary Chairman John Conyers, in a letter to President Bush on May 8, threatened to open impeachment proceedings if Bush attacked Iran. The letter is a signal that planning for strikes on Iran is under way and pronounced. <P>

<I>"Our concerns in this area have been heightened by more recent events,"</I> Conyers wrote. <I>"The resignation in mid-March of Admiral William J. 'Fox' Fallon from the head of U.S. Central Command, which was reportedly linked to a magazine article that portrayed him as the only person who might stop your Administration from waging preemptive war against Iran, has renewed widespread concerns that your Administration is unilaterally planning for military action against that country. This is despite the fact that the December 2007 National Intelligence Estimate concluded that Iran had halted its nuclear weapons program in the fall of 2003, a stark reversal of previous Administration assessments." </I> <P>

The administration, in rhetoric that is eerily similar to that used to build the case for a war against Iraq, asserts that the <A HREF="http://www.globalsecurity.org/intell/world/iran/qods.htm">Iranian Quds Force</A> is arming anti-American groups in Iraq and providing them with high-tech roadside bombs and sophisticated rockets. It dismisses the <A HREF="http://www.boston.com/news/world/articles/2007/12/04/us_finds_no_iran_bomb_program/">National Intelligence Estimate</A> conclusion that Iran suspended its nuclear weapons program. The White House has not provided evidence to back up its claims. I suspect it never will. And when Israel's Deputy Prime Minister <A HREF="http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/24998146/">Shaul Mofaz </A>tells the Israeli newspaper Yedioth Ahronoth an attack on Iran is <I>"unavoidable"</I> if Tehran does not halt its alleged nuclear weapons program, what he is really telling us is we should prepare for war. <P>

Conyers' threat is too little too late, especially if the Bush White House, possibly assisted by Israel, launches airstrikes on some or all of 1,000 selected Iranian targets in the final weeks of the administration. But it is an effort. Conyers tried. <P>

This is more than we can say for the presumptive Democratic nominee. Obama went before the American Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC) on Wednesday and said he will stand with the right-wing Israeli government, even if this means backing an attack on Iran. <P> <I>

"As president I will use all elements of American power to pressure Iran,"</I> he said.  <I>"I will do everything in my power to prevent Iran from obtaining a nuclear weapon. Everything in my power to prevent Iran from obtaining a nuclear weapon. Everything."</I> <P>

Obama went on to blame the Palestinians for the conflict, although the ratio of Palestinians to Israelis killed in 2007 was 40 to 1. This is an increase from 30 to 1 in 2006 and 4 to 1 in 2000-2005. <P> <I>

"I will bring to the White House an unshakable commitment to Israel's security. That starts with ensuring Israel's qualitative military advantage, ..."</I> Obama told AIPAC. <I> "I will ensure Israel can defend itself from any threat, from Gaza to Tehran. ..."</I> <P>

Obama spoke about Israelis whose houses were damaged by the crude rockets, most made out of old pipes, fired from Gaza on Israeli towns. He never mentioned the Israeli siege of Gaza, the world's largest open-air prison, or that Israel was deploying fighter jets and helicopters to attack densely crowded refugee camps with missiles and iron fragmentation bombs or that it had cut off food and fuel. He ignored the steady expansion of Jewish settlements on Palestinian land. He called for Jerusalem to become the<I> "undivided capital" </I>of the Jewish state, erasing Arab East Jerusalem from the map in contravention of international law. East Jerusalem, the West Bank and the Gaza Strip are internationally recognized as occupied Palestinian territories, which Israel took over in 1967. Obama's stance is the moral equivalent of assuring the Johannesburg government during the apartheid era that one would support their repressive efforts to punish the restive blacks in the townships. <P>

The deterioration of the conflict in Israel, which would be accelerated by airstrikes on Iran and an ensuring regional war, will propel us into the Armageddon-type scenario in the Middle East relished by the lunatic fringes of the radical Christian right. And so, with Obama's enthusiastic endorsement, we barrel toward a Dr. Strangelove self-immolation. No one will be able to say we did not go out with a spectacular show of firepower, gore and death. Our European and Middle Eastern allies, who are numb with consternation over our death spiral, are frantically trying to reach out to Tehran diplomatically. <P>

The instant we attack Iran, oil prices will double, perhaps triple. This price increase will devastate the American economy. The ensuing retaliatory strikes by Iran on Israel, as well as on American military installations in Iraq, will leave hundreds, maybe thousands, of dead. The Shiites in the region, from Saudi Arabia to Pakistan, will see an attack on Iran as a war against Shiism. They will turn with rage and violence on us and our allies. Hezbollah will renew attacks on northern Israel. And the localized war in Iraq will become a long, messy and protracted regional war that, by the time it is done, will most likely end the American empire and leave in its wake mounds of corpses and smoldering ruins. <P>

The Israeli leadership, like the Bush White House, is increasingly bellicose and threatening. The Israeli prime minister, after a 90-minute meeting with Bush in the White House on Wednesday, said the two leaders were of one mind. <I>"We reached agreement on the need to take care of the Iranian threat,"</I> Ehud Olmert said. <I>"I left with a lot less questions marks [than] I had entered with regarding the means, the timetable restrictions and American resoluteness to deal with the problem. George Bush understands the severity of the Iranian threat and the need to vanquish it and intends to act on the matter before the end of his term in the White House."</I> <P>

This time around, unlike about the war with Iraq, the Washington bureaucracy, loathed by the Bush White House, did not remain silent and complicit. The National Intelligence Estimate on Iran's nuclear program released last Dec. 3 distinguished Iran's enrichment of uranium at Natanz and Arak from its formal nuclear weapons program, which it said had halted in 2003 after the American invasion of Iraq. Adm. Fallon, who put his country and his integrity before his career, spoke out against a war with Iran, tried to stop it and lost his job as the head of CENTCOM. He has been replaced with Gen. David H. Petraeus, whose devotion to his career admits no such moral impediments. <P> <I>

" ... There is no greater threat to Israel or peace than Iran,"</I> Obama assured AIPAC. <I>"This audience is made up of both Republicans and Democrats. And the enemies of Israel should have no doubt that regardless of party, Americans stand shoulder to shoulder in support of Israel's security. ... The Iran regime supports violent extremists and challenges us across the region. It pursues a nuclear capability that could spark a dangerous arms race and ... its president denies the Holocaust and threatens to wipe Israel off the map. ... [M]y goal will be to eliminate this threat."</I> <P>

Barack Obama, when we need sane leadership the most, has proved feckless and weak. He, and the Democratic leadership, is as morally bankrupt as those preparing to ignite our funeral pyre in the Middle East.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Chris Hedges, </font> the former Middle East bureau chief for The New York Times, spent seven years in the Middle East. He was part of the paper's team of reporters who won the 2002 Pulitzer Prize for coverage of global terrorism. He is the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=War+Is+a+Force+That+Gives+Us+Meaning&Go.x=12&Go.y=8&Go=Go">War Is a Force That Gives Us Meaning</A>. His latest book is <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=American+Fascists%3A+The+Christian+Right+and+the+War+on+America&Go.x=8&Go.y=13&Go=Go">American Fascists: The Christian Right and the War on America</A>.
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Death By Privatization <P> </font> <?font> <font size="+2">

On January 2nd, yet another American soldier died in Iraq. But Staff Sergeant Ryan Maseth, a highly-decorated Green Beret, didn't die from a roadside bomb or an al Queda sniper. He was killed by his shower. <P>

More accurately, Sgt. Maseth's killer was privatization. That's the out-of control policy of turning over essential military support systems to a sprawling, unregulated network of for-profit corporations and letting them get away again and again with shoddy - even deadly - work. <P>

Sgt. Maseth was safely inside his Army base in Baghdad when he reached for the shower faucet. Electricity instantly shot through the pipes, through the water itself, and through his entire body, electrocuting him. His mother, stunned, pressed the Army for details, but got only hemming and hawing at first, then she got a lie: she was told that her son had a "small appliance" with him in the shower. She knew better and kept pushing, finally learning that the facility's water pump had not been properly grounded. <P>

Worse, Army documents reveal that Halliburton, under contract to inspect such systems, had found serious electrical problems in this facility nearly a year before Sgt. Maseth's last shower. Why wasn't it fixed? Because Halliburton's contract did not cover<I> "fixing potential hazards,"</I> instead requiring only that it fix equipment already malfunctioning. Meanwhile, the Army itself should have known about this death trap, but under the Pentagon's convoluted privatized system, the danger that Halliburton found was not red-flagged and was never reviewed by a<I> "qualified government employee."</I> <P>

At least a dozen of our soldiers have been killed by improper grounding of electrical equipment, but Halliburton coldly claims that it is not part of the Army and has no contractual obligation to prevent the electrocution of American Troops.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Saving Seeds - Part 2 <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mel Bartholomew </font> <P> <b>

WASTEFUL SINGLE ROW GARDENING </b> <P>

SAVING SEEDS - PART 1 described all the reasons why I think it's not worth while to grow plants in order to save their seeds.  Another thing wrong with old-fashioned, inefficient, single row gardening, which most people don't realize until it is too late, is that when you plant all those seeds at the same time in one long single row they all come to harvest at the same time.  Wonder of wonders - I wonder if anyone ever thought of that as something home gardeners don't want.  Farmers, yes, home gardeners, no. But no one ever told us that's what we would get.  Who wants 20 heads of lettuce all within one week ? As it turns out, everything that we have been taught all our lives about single-row gardening, I began to think, was terribly wasteful and almost to the point of being really dumb. Why do we plant everything in a row and then space the row three feet apart? Why do we plant a whole packet of seeds and then thin 95% of them out? <P>

Why do we plant so much all at once and then it all comes to harvest all at once, when for a home garden we just want a little bit but continually through the whole garden season? Why do we roto-till and fertilize and amend the soil over the entire garden area when most of it was in 3-foot wide aisles which grew nothing but a tremendous crop of weeds, especially when we watered the entire garden area? How dumb is that ? <P>  <B>

STOP SENDING SEEDS </B> <P>

In our humanitarian projects and in working with other nonprofit organizations, we found the first request from both the recipients overseas and the giving organization in this country was, <I>"We need seeds, we need lots of seeds."</I> Everyone wants seeds and I've seen huge boxes of seeds being sent overseas and I know they are all going to be wasted by being poured out in a single-row system.  I thought, <I>"What a terrible waste and what a terrible disappointment." </I> It stands to reason that if they use all their seeds at once, then they are going to just want more and if the donating organization can't keep shipping pounds and pounds of seeds to them, their program isn't going to be successful. <P> <B>

STOP TEACHING SINGLE ROW GARDENING </B> <P>

Now, at first, you might say, <I>"Well, that's a very good reason then, for them to start growing their own seed."</I> But, I say NO , go back to reasons one and two why I think it is a waste of time. It is much better to teach them an efficient, condensed planting system like Square Foot Gardening that teaches conservation, rather than stick to an antiquated, inefficient system that merely promotes and breeds more inefficiency and waste in every single step of the way. <P> <B>

START USING SQUARE FOOT METHOD </B> <P>

Since Square Foot Gardening takes only 20% of the space of a conventional garden, it also takes less than 5% of the seeds and that is because we don't waste seeds or plant too many, only to have to thin them out. If you recall the SFG planting directions, you will remember that we just put a pinch of seeds. See Rule No. 8 of the SFG Ten Basics and that is plant only a pinch (2 or 3 seeds) in each hole or each space. Now if you start with a packet of 1,000 lettuce seeds and there are four plants per square foot and you put in 2-3 seeds in each hole, you've only planted 10 seeds for each square foot of lettuce. Divide 1,000 by 10 and you have enough seeds in that one packet for 100 people. And that is  just one slender thin packet of seeds.  Compare that with  the 100 people each planting an entire packet of seeds - 100 packets vs. 1 packet - that's efficiency. That's Square Foot Gardening ! <P> <B>

ELIMINATE THINNING </B> <P>

Remember also that when the seeds do sprout, rather than conventional single-row thinning, which actually disturbs the one plant you want to save, we take a pair of scissors and snip off the extra one or two sprouts leaving one plant per space. That also reduces the risk of the gardener wanting to transplant the extras and put one here and one there and pretty soon they are too crowded. Square Foot Gardening allows every plant to be in the exact perfect spacing for that variety. <P> <B>

TRY CONSERVATION </B> <P>

In summary then, I would say in order to conserve your seeds, plant wisely and efficiently and there will be enough seeds for every garden, rather than trying to spend extra time, space, energy, water, etc., to allow the plants to go to seed and try to save those seeds for next year's garden. It's a lot easier to store the left over packet of unused seeds, than to grow even more. <P> <B>

STORE FOR NEXT YEAR </B> <P>

The other thing that SFG teaches is to store your left over packets for the next planting, even if it's next year.  Stored cool and dry, your seeds will last for many years.  That's not easy in tropical, developing countries, but storage in a Ziploc or plastic bag in the coolest, driest spot in the house is well worthwhile. <P> <center> <img src="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ThinDirections.jpg"> </center> <P> <B>

REPACKAGING MAKES SENSE </B> <P>

One of the procedures we use at the Square Foot Gardening Foundation, is to repackage seeds into small zip-lock plastic bags and put just enough for <P>

that variety in one square foot, or maybe two plantings when  using a pinch of seeds times the spacing. This may seem like a lot of work, but it allows everyone to receive and to realize that conservation of seeds is the primary first step in gardening. I again repeat - seeds are very inexpensive. Why do you think there are so many seeds in a $1.49 packet of lettuce seeds ? It is because the packaging and the marketing of those seeds cost a zillion times more than the actual seeds do. I would venture to say that in one $1.49 packet, even when you get 1,000 seeds, those actual seeds are worth probably  less than 10 cents. It is all the other things that go with running a business and getting the product out to the public that is so expensive. Just the transportation alone is probably much more costly than the seeds themselves. <P> <B>

RARE AND REMOTE </B> <P>

There may be exceptions to the above advice about not trying to grow your own seeds, but it would have to involve very rare and difficult-to-find seeds or if you are in a location that is so remote no one can get another packet of seeds to you for the next five years. Let's teach conservation and efficiency so all of our gardening aid programs can be more successful.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.squarefootgardening.com/"> Mel Bartholomew </A> </font>is an inventor, author, and founder of the Square Foot Gardening Foundation. 
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One of Jim's 4'x4' today. Notice the lush spring growth. <br> </center> 

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td>

<p> <br> </font> </font>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/teahanjim.jpg"> <br>

My Neighbor's Competition <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

My garden's better than yours </font> <br>

By Jim Teahan <P>

For several years I had, what I thought was a great garden out back even though there were plenty of weeds by the beginning of July and sprawling squash, tomato, and cucumber vines along with the surviving lettuce, and carrots. My wife then spoiled it all by telling me about one of our neighbors who was producing enormous amounts of produce and food. I couldn't really imagine somebody having a better garden than I had. <P>

That fall , this neighbor gave the entire neighborhood quite a few large banana squash. When I asked my wife how she grew so much, she told me she had a gardening method that produces a very large harvest from a very small garden.  She added her tomato plants not only came earlier than anyone else's, but they were now 7 feet tall ! <I>"Are you telling me she has a better garden than mine?"</I> I incredulously asked my wife. She responded that my neighbor's garden out produced mine by almost ten-fold. <P> <B>

THE COMPETITION BEGINS </B> <P>

With that comment , the competition began.  My neighbor never knew she had become a contestant in the battle of the gardens.  I told my wife that I was going to prove I could do anything - and even more - in my garden that this neighbor could do in hers, without ever seeing what her garden looked like. <P<B>

THE CONTEST CONTINUES </B> <P>

The next spring , as the gardening season started, I was determined to win. But, my neighbor beat me again. The following year I vowed to fight harder and smarter, so I began quizzing this neighbor at church about her garden planning. I certainly didn't expect her to tell me in February that she had already started her tomato plants inside. <I>"You start your own tomato plants?" "I sure do." " Well, isn't it a little early ?" "Nope." </I> <P>

A couple of weeks later I quizzed her some more. <I>"I started my lettuce." " You what ?" "I started my lettuce." " What do you mean - it's still February! " "In another couple of weeks I will start putting things out in my garden."  " What ? There's no way it's going to live - we still have a month, maybe two, maybe three, of freezing weather ." "Oh no, it doesn't matter - it still grows. I have a way of protecting it.  That's why I am able to start harvesting salad greens by April." " You've got to be kidding me ." "Nope." </I> <P> <B>

TRYING TO MAKE UP FOR LOST TIME </B> <P>

So, I frantically went home and tried to figure out a way to make up for lost time.  I just couldn't lose to her for the third year in a row. I planted like a mad dog as soon as I could.  I borrowed a roto-tiller from my father in-law. Of course I had to borrow a truck to pick it up and then again to return it Soon I had that soil all ready to go - well, almost ready to go. It was still a little early and so I ended up with a muddy mess, but, a few weeks later, it had finally dried out. <P>

I then asked my neighbor how she was doing.   She mentioned she already had things growing in her garden.  I asked, <I>"What are you going to do when it freezes?" </I> She replied, <I>"I protect my produce. You should come over and see it."</I> I should have gone, but I didn't. When my garden did dry, I hurriedly planted all my crops. I would plant things until I ran out of rows, or until I ran out of seeds, whichever came first. <P>

Soon April arrived and my neighbor began harvesting from her garden. Was I ever mad!  I had just barely gotten my garden planted and here she was harvesting lettuce, peas, and radishes. Several weeks passed and I saw my neighbor again.  She told me she was planting her second harvest. My mouth fell open, <I>"Huh-already? " "Yep."</I> <P> <B>

GROWING WEEDS AND FRUSTRATION </B>  <P>

By mid summer my garden was growing and looking good. The next time I saw my neighbor, she asked me how much time I spent weeding. I told her, <I>"More than I like - I have to pull weeds in the garden every day before I can actually enjoy my garden." </I> Then I asked about her weeding. She replied, <I>"I really don't have any." "How's that? Don't have any what?"  "Weeds. I just don't have any."</I> <P> 

I remember coming home and getting angry at my wife - who had nothing to do with any of this. Do you know what really made me mad?  My wife came back with, <I>"See, I told you before to see what she does. You don't have a chance against her." </I> That was it ! I was going to finish out the year with a killer crop and show her that she had nothing on me. However, a couple of weeks later, I gave up on my garden that was now nothing but weeds, weeds and more weeds along with a few surviving tomatoes and lettuce plants. <P> <B>

THE DISCOVERY </B> <P>

My neighbor then delivered another bunch of squash.  With that, I just had to ask her how she did all of this.  She invited me over to look at her garden and this time I went.  She showed me what I thought was a large grow box with neatly arranged squares in it.  She then told me about this thing called <I>"square foot gardening."</I> There were giant tomato plants, alongside flowers and everything else you can imagine. By the time I left her home, I knew I needed to try this new way of gardening. <P> <center><IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/JimStrawberries.jpg"> </font><font size="+1"> <br>

Yum Yum look at all those strawberry plants. <br>Notice the good-looking vinyl box and grid.<br> So easy to protect from the birds in Jim's new SFG. <P></font> <font size="+2"></center> <B>

COMPETITION REVEALED </B> <P>

I then asked my neighbor if she knew of my little competition that had been going on for the past 3 years.  She didn't and just laughed. <I>"What's the first thing you do to get your garden ready?" </I>she asked me.  <I>"I roto-till it ." "Why would you do that ?" "I don't know - it's the way I have always done it." <P> <center><font size="+1"><IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/JimbedsFence.jpg"> <br>

A view of Jim's new 4'x12' SFG beds. <br>Notice the vertical frame ready for summer tomatoes. </font> <P> <B>

BOTH WINNERS IN THE END </B> <P></center>

It became obvious that this new way of gardening was the way to go.  Less work, less water, less weeding, no thinning, no roto-tilling, and huge harvests!  I tried Square Foot Gardening the next year and it was the greatest garden I ever had.  In fact, I had so much fun, I built another box. <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Jim Teahan
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Marine Corps Martial Law? <br></font> </font>  <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF> <center>

-- An Indy Alert Update -- </center> </font> <br>

By Maj. William B. Fox <br>

Capt. Eric H. May <br>

Dr. James H. Fetzer <br>

SFC Donald Buswell <P> <center> <I> </font> <font size="+1">

-- Indianapolis 6 News reporter:  "The  Marine Corps is aiming for realistic training to bring the sights and sounds of war to Indianapolis ..."<P>

-- Indianapolis 6 News anchor:  "Hopefully the people will not be alarmed by what they see." <P>

<A HREF="http://www.dailynewscaster.com/2008/06/03/marines-to-begin-martial-law-training-in-indianapolis/">Daily Newscaster</A>, June 3, "Marines to Begin Martial Law Training in Indianapolis"  <P>

* * * <P> </font> <font size="+2"> </I> </center>

The Bush administration and its neo-con hardliners are cleverly preparing the U.S. military and the American people for martial law.  Shortly after 9/11, they created a nationwide U.S. military Northern Command and a nationwide police force, Homeland Security. They wanted to protect us against more terror attacks, they said.  Since then, NorthCom and HomeSec have been running increasingly intrusive martial law-style terror drills.  They aim to set up a war-ready police state - one in which there will be no questions about past failures and crimes. <P>

In her article <A HREF="http://www.freedomsphoenix.com/Find-Freedom.htm?At=024641&From=News">"Fascist America, In 10 Easy Steps,"</A>, Naomi Wolf describes how the Bush administration is taking all 10 steps.  She explains that in 2006 the Thai military sent troops into residential areas as part of its coup de etat. She might have pointed out that aspiring dictator Augusto Pinochet of Chile sent troops through residential neighborhoods on <I>"exercises" </I>before his 1973 coup de etat to condition Chileans for martial law. <P>

America's founders opposed foreign entanglements because they knew that the same Leviathan military machine that could crush foreigners abroad could also oppress citizens at home. After the neo-cons orchestrated the American invasion of Iraq, they encouraged Israeli <I>"Gaza-style"</I> tactics against Iraqis, as well as torture. <P>

A year ago, the Bush administration created NSPD-51, which effects martial law in the event of an emergency. Under the provisions of NSPD-51, the Bush administration itself will be able to decide just what constitutes such an emergency. It has steadfastly refused to explain the particulars of the directive to Congressional leaders, including Bernie Thompson, Chairman of the House Homeland Security Committee. On July 20, an apprehensive Oregon Representative Peter DeFaszio confided to journalists: <I> "Maybe the people who think there's a conspiracy out there are right."</I> <P>

* * *

A week ago, we co-authored the <A HREF="http://www.lonestaricon.com/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=2911&z=254">"Indy Alert"</A> about the June 4-19 terror drills that have brought 2,300 Marines of the 26th Marine Expeditionary Unit (MEU) from Camp Lejuene, N.C. to the Indianapolis area. For the next two weeks, fully armed, battle-dressed Marines will conduct urban warfare against hypothetical terrorist cells in local communities. Recent and current events have raised fears both in and out of Indianapolis that the terror drills presage martial law. <P>

-- In April 2008, a law enforcement official described joint Federal and state <A HREF="http://www.blacklistednews.com/view.asp?ID=6276">"Operation Sudden Impact"</A> as "martial law training." <P>

-- In mid-May, a FEMA concentration camp drill went <I>"live" </I>in Waterloo, Iowa, resulting in the largest mass arrest in Iowa history. <A HREF="http://www.roguegovernment.com/news.php?id=8948">"Secretive FEMA Camp Drill Running in Iowa"</A> <P> 

-- Tuesday, The Lone Star Iconoclast posted "Explosive Expose -- US/BP Terror Drill," which detailed SWAT-style terror drills at the refinery, and efforts of local officials to hide them from the public.  <A HREF="http://www.gcpolicenews.com/index.cfm?act=Newsletter.cfm&category=News%201&newsletterid=10691&menugroup=Home">The Police News, </A>a Texas law enforcement journal, republished the article. <P>

-- Thursday, the Washington Post article <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/06/04/AR2008060402205.html">"D.C. Police to Check Drivers In Violence-Plagued Trinidad"</A> reported that police are setting up a military check point system inside the nation's capitol. Arthur Spitzer, legal director for the ACLU's Washington office, said: <I>"My reaction is, welcome to Baghdad, D.C ...I mean, this is craziness. In this country, you don't have to show identification or explain to the police why you want to travel down a public street."</I> <P>

* * * <P>

The FBI set up the Indianapolis terror drills, according to 26th MEU Public Affairs Officer 1LT Timothy Patrick. Major T.A. Smith, Chief Deputy of the Bartholomew County Sheriff's Office, told us that the Department of Homeland Security was also involved in planning the drills. <P>

We contacted Special Agent Robert Myrick, the FBI's lead agent for the exercise, who refused to answer questions.  He referred us to Wendy Osborn of FBI Public Affairs, who referred us back to the 26th MEU. <P>

According to Lt. Patrick, until June 19 Marines will be identifying, targeting, and executing raids on designated <I>"terrorist cells"</I> in abandoned houses and industrial buildings.  Each raid will involve between a squad and a platoon of Marines, and will be preceded by the arrival of a public affairs detachment urging civilians not to be alarmed. Most raids will be at night, and will not be announced until shortly before they take place. Local police and other first responders will handle traffic, answer complaints, and evacuate possible casualties. <P>

The 26th MEU has a new Military Operations Urban Terrain (MOUT), or urban combat training village, at Camp Lejeune. Much closer to Camp Lejeune than Indiana, the FBI has its own extensive "Hogan's Alley" urban combat training center in Quantico, Va. <P>

When asked about the need to go all the way to Indiana to train in civilian communities, Lt. Patrick responded that all this would help take Marines <I>"out of their comfort zone" </I>and go beyond <I>"muscle memory."</I> <P>

* * * <P>

Neither the Marines nor Indiana police had been briefed on the significance of the Posse Comitatus Act, which establishes the separation of military and police functions. None of them believed that they were part of an emerging police state or a future state of martial law. Former Marines and police tend to be more aware about the post-9/11 state of affairs.  Many of them state their concerns at <A HREF="http://www.PatriotsQuestion911.com"> Patriots Question 911. </A>

True supporters of the Marine Corps should oppose the neo-con attempt to turn it into a Nazi Waffen S.S. or Soviet NKVD by letting it loose inside our civilian communities.  The ultimate mission of the Marine Corps is to protect and defend the Constitution, not to practice waging war against America. <P>

* * * <P>

Dr. James H. Fetzer and Major William B. Fox are former Marine Corps officers. Captain Eric H. May and Sergeant First Class Donald Buswell are former members of Army intelligence. <P>

For further reading: <P>

Dr. James H. Fetzer, <A HREF="http://www.amfirstbooks.com/IntroPages/ToolBarTopics/Articles/Other_Topics/9-11_Anomalies/Dr._James_H._Fetzer_2008-04-22_9-11_and_the_Neo-Con_Agenda.html">"9/11 and the Neo-Con Agenda."</A> <P>

Captain Eric H. May, <A HREF="http://www.thepriceofliberty.org/07/10/01/may.htm

">"Amerika Uber Alles'-Our Nazi Nation."</A>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:captainmay@prodigy.net">

Captain May </A></font>is a former Army military intelligence and public affairs officer, as well as a former NBC editorial writer. His political and military analyses have appeared in The Wall Street Journal, The Houston Chronicle, Military Intelligence Magazine and is the intelligence correspondent for Issues & Alibis magazine. For his homepage and schedule of upcoming interviews, refer to <A HREF="http://www.spiritone.com/~pazuu/pow-mia/Ghost_Troop_Captain_Eric_H_May.htm">his homesite.</A>
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Degrees Of Significance <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

The Nomination of Barack Obama </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

The symbolic significance of Obama Barack's nomination victory is not insubstantial. In a land where, not so long ago, having the slightest drop of<I> "Negro blood"</I> in your genetic inheritance was enough to bar you -- legally and formally -- from many jobs, educational opportunities, places of residence, medical care, full participation in society, etc. (and where these obstacles still persist, in practice if not in law, for many people), it is striking to see a man whose father was not only black but also a <I>"full-blooded African" </I>(cue the psychosexual <I>"Mandingo"</I> anxieties of generations of trembly white folk) on the doorstep of the White House. At the very least -- until the novelty wears off (and novelty wears off very, very quickly in America)-- if Obama wins the presidency, there will be some aesthetic relief in seeing a different kind of face on the tee-vee mouthing various pieties, refusing to take any options off the table, etc., in place of the long procession of pasty white males of Northern European descent. <P>

As for the substantial significance of Obama's nomination win, there is none. The only thing that really matters is what the human being named Barack Obama will do with power (if he gets it), and not his skin color. Or to put it another way: What difference did Colin Powell's status as a non-white person in the highest cabinet office make when the question of aggressive war was on the line? None. He was later replaced not only by another non-white person, but by a non-white female, Condi Rice. What difference did Rice's ethnicity and gender make to her collusion with the Bush faction's brutal policies of aggressive war, torture, rendition, state terror, etc.? None. <P>

The salient point of this truly degrading campaign has always been: what will the winner do in office? Will he (there is no need to add the<I> "or she"</I> now) immediately begin the process of withdrawing from Iraq and making reparations for the mass slaughter and mass destruction of our war crime there? And speaking of war crimes, will the winner instigate investigation and prosecution of Bush Administration officials for a host of high crimes, foreign and domestic? Will he begin the process of winding down America's worldwide military empire of more than 700 bases? Will he halt the militarization of space? Will he end the multi-generational boondoggle of<I> "missile defense"?</I> Will he call for the immediate repeal of the draconian Bankruptcy Bill, that bipartisan weapon of mass destruction in the elite's unrelenting class war against working people, artisans, small business owners and the poor? <P>

These are just a very few of the many essential and highly urgent issues that a new president committed to genuine change in the corrupted currents of our moribund Republic would have to take on. It goes without saying that John McCain will do none of the things outlined above. He is a dedicated, unashamed errand boy of empire, and would never upset the apple cart -- and long-term agenda -- of the war-profiteering class and its many courtiers and dependents. <P>

And by every indication we have seen so far, it is increasingly obvious that Barack Obama won't do these things either. How can we know this? Because, as a member of the United States Senate, he could have already been actively addressing these burning issues --  had he wanted to. He could have introduced bills of impeachment against Bush and Cheney for their high crimes. He could have already introduced bills calling for the repeal of the Military Commissions Act and the Bankruptcy Bill. He could have introduced bills outlawing rendition, closing the concentration camp on Guantanamo Bay, shutting down the worldwide gulag of "secret prisons." He could have introduced a bill calling for the full and completely withdrawal of American forces from Iraq, and reparations for the Iraqis. He could have introduced bills rolling back the empire of bases, cutting off funds for missile defense, condemning the U.S. government's pivotal role in suffering and brutality in Somalia. He could not have stopped the war, closed Gitmo, restored the Constitution, prosecuted the Administration criminals for war crimes, torture, treason, corruption and malfeasance all by himself. But he could have at least tried to set the ball rolling, using all the institutional instruments -- and popular acclaim -- at his command to try to force action on these and other issues. But he did not do so; he is not doing so now; and there is no reason to believe that he will do so in the future, despite the eloquent lip service he occasionally pays to one or two of these points. <P>

And already, a rather sinister theme is being woven into the heroic narrative of his campaign triumph. I'm in the <I>"Homeland"</I> at the moment, with a rare full exposure to the blisteringly stupid television news. And within minutes of the first word of Hillary Clinton's suspension of her campaign, I saw talking heads reaching out and giving America a big ole hug of self-congratulation for Obama's victory. <I>"I think this speaks very well of us as a people,"</I> said one earnest commentator, a no-doubt<I> "progressive"</I> academic eagerly supplying a soundbite through his neatly-trimmed beard. <I>"I think it makes us look great!"</I> enthused no less an expert than Jim <I>"Ace Ventura"</I> Carey, who was collared at some sort of green consciousness event and asked his opinion of the historic development. The conventional wisdom <I>"takeaway" </I>was already solidifying: America is uniquely great and divinely special, because we've allowed a black man to win a presidential nomination -- and he's still alive! That's the kind of people we are. USA! USA! <P>

But a more accurate picture of <I>"the kind of people we are"</I> can be found in <A HREF="http://www.tinyrevolution.com/mt/archives/002327.html">an excellent post by Bernard Chazelle</A> at A Tiny Revolution. As Chazelle notes, vast swathes of Americans have shown themselves to be eager, avid supporters of terrorism -- as long as it's terrorism that works, terrorism that gets the job done quickly and efficiently without getting all bogged down in complications and stuff that sometimes clutters up the teevee. You should read the whole article, but here are some excerpts: <I> <P>

The point of this post is not that attacking Iraq was bad (though it was); it is not that Shock-and-Awe was terrorism (though it was). It is that Bush, for once, did not lie. He asked us with utter clarity and no ambiguity whatsoever: do you want to be a terrorist? And America said yes. The question "Shall we do Shock-and-Awe?" does not mean "Do you want to avenge 9/11?" or "Do you want to liberate Iraqis?" or "Do you want to remove a WMD threat?" If it did, it would be phrased differently. There is no need to invoke terror for any of these purposes. But Shock-and-Awe explicitly appeals to the intention of terrorizing. "Do you want to do Shock-and-Awe?" means "Do you want to be a terrorist?" For this one time, the US government told the truth and called its own terrorism by its name. America understood, and America cheered.... <P>

When you plan a bombing attack on a major city and you call it Shock-and-Awe, you quite clearly intend to cause horrendous fear in the population. That would be the standard interpretation of anyone with minimum fluency in the English language: shock, awe, bombs. What else could it mean? <P> </I>

Indeed, the meaning of "Shock and Awe" has always been clear. Chazelle goes on to quote from the two military scholars who first clearly explicated the doctrine: <P> <I>

Shock-and-Awe is explained in great detail in a 1996 book written by its two architects, Ullman and Wade. The authors explain in it that the goal is to control "means of communication, transportation, food production, water supply, and other aspects of infrastructure." The objective is to cause

the threat and fear of action that may shut down all or part of the adversary's society. <P>

One seeks to shut down, not the military infrastructure, but the adversary's society. Am I putting too much emphasis on just one unfortunate choice of words? Let's hear Ullman elaborate on the subject: <P>

"You're sitting in Baghdad and all of a sudden you're the general and 30 of your division headquarters have been wiped out. You also take the city down. By that I mean you get rid of their power, water. In 2,3,4,5 days they are physically, emotionally and psychologically exhausted." <P>

It's unambiguous. The goal is to use violence to inspire fear in a way that will shut down all or part of society. The objective is the same as that of 9/11: bring a society to its knees by using terror. (The Ullman-Wade book even mentions Hiroshima approvingly as an example of Shock-and-Awe.) <P>

Shock-and-awe is factually, conceptually, and morally equivalent to or worse than 9/11. Factually: Iraq Body Count estimated the death toll [of the initial "Shock-and-Awe attack at the beginning of the war] at more than 6,000, which is twice 9/11. Conceptually: The means are terrorism, i.e., the goal is to achieve political ends through violence and fear against innocent people. Morally: this was not self-defense or even retaliation; it was premeditated murder of thousands of innocent civilians (including many more children than on 9/11). </I> <P>

When people tell you Americans can't understand <I>"Islamofascist terrorists,"</I> tell them that Americans, in fact, are uniquely qualified to understand bin Laden. <P>

Will Obama -- in the White House or on the campaign trail -- denounce the<I> "War on Terror"</I> for what it really is: a war of state terror, waged almost entirely against civilian populations? He has not done so; indeed, on his website he calls for fighting the War on Terror in a <I>"smarter way."</I> (There will be no inefficient, cluttery terrorism when Obama is on the job!) He wants an even bigger, more powerful, more <I>"stealthy"</I> military. He wants to go into Pakistan where, he says, there are <I>"tens of thousands of terrorists"</I> who have <I>"made their choice to attack America.</I>" Think of that: a vast horde of terrorists just chomping at the bit to attack America. How can we, in good conscience, NOT attack those Pakistani badlands? <P>

Here Obama indulges in the favorite Bush-McCain pastime of equating every opponent of U.S. policy with an al Qaeda terrorist longing to hit the <I>"Homeland." </I>There are tens of thousands of supporters of the Taliban (both the Afghan and Pakistani branches) in the region, almost none of which have remotely <I>"made the choice to attack America."</I> (The original Taliban was against al Qaeda plans to attack the United States, and offered to turn bin Laden over to international justice after 9/11 -- but you won't hear Obama waxing lyrical on that theme.) Instead, he conjures up a whole new enemy -- <I>"tens of thousands"</I> of America-attacking vipers nursing in Pakistan's bosom -- to keep the Terror War going strong. <P>

So here is the significance of Obama's nomination: More Terror War. More murder -- directly, by proxy, by remote control. More manufactured enemies. A continued military presence in Iraq (all "combat troops" withdrawn, eventually, maybe, but other troops left there to <I>"target al Qaeda in Iraq"</I>). No reparations. A bigger, faster, more far-reaching military wrapping the globe. No options taken off the table -- ever. <P>

Hey, you know what? The novelty is wearing off already.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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US Issues Threat To Iraq's $50 Billion Foreign Reserves In Military Deal <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Patrick Cockburn </font> <P>

    The US is holding hostage some $50bn (£25bn) of Iraq's money in the Federal Reserve Bank of New York to pressure the Iraqi government into signing an agreement seen by many Iraqis as prolonging the US occupation indefinitely, according to information leaked to The Independent. <P>

    US negotiators are using the existence of $20bn in outstanding court judgments against Iraq in the US, to pressure their Iraqi counterparts into accepting the terms of the military deal, details of which were reported for the first time in this newspaper yesterday. <P>

    Iraq's foreign reserves are currently protected by a presidential order giving them immunity from judicial attachment but the US side in the talks has suggested that if the UN mandate, under which the money is held, lapses and is not replaced by the new agreement, then Iraq's funds would lose this immunity. The cost to Iraq of this happening would be the immediate loss of $20bn. The US is able to threaten Iraq with the loss of 40 per cent of its foreign exchange reserves because Iraq's independence is still limited by the legacy of UN sanctions and restrictions imposed on Iraq since Saddam Hussein invaded Kuwait in the 1990s. This means that Iraq is still considered a threat to international security and stability under Chapter Seven of the UN charter. The US negotiators say the price of Iraq escaping Chapter Seven is to sign up to a new <I>"strategic alliance"</I> with the United States. <P>

    The threat by the American side underlines the personal commitment of President George Bush to pushing the new pact through by 31 July. Although it is in reality a treaty between Iraq and the US, Mr Bush is describing it as an alliance so he does not have to submit it for approval to the US Senate. <P>

    Iraqi critics of the agreement say that it means Iraq will be a client state in which the US will keep more than 50 military bases. American forces will be able to carry out arrests of Iraqi citizens and conduct military campaigns without consultation with the Iraqi government. American soldiers and contractors will enjoy legal immunity. <P>

    The US had previously denied it wanted permanent bases in Iraq, but American negotiators argue that so long as there is an Iraqi perimeter fence, even if it is manned by only one Iraqi soldier, around a US installation, then Iraq and not the US is in charge. <P>

    The US has security agreements with many countries, but none are occupied by 151,000 US soldiers as is Iraq. The US is not even willing to tell the government in Baghdad what American forces are entering or leaving Iraq, apparently because it fears the government will inform the Iranians, said an Iraqi source. <P>

    The fact that Iraq's financial reserves, increasing rapidly because of the high price of oil, continue to be held in the Federal Reserve Bank of New York is another legacy of international sanctions against Saddam Hussein. Under the UN mandate, oil revenues must be placed in the Development Fund for Iraq which is in the bank. <P>

    The funds are under the control of the Iraqi government, though the US Treasury has strong influence on the form in which the reserves are held. <P>

    Iraqi officials say that, last year, they wanted to diversify their holdings out of the dollar, as it depreciated, into other assets, such as the euro, more likely to hold their value. This was vetoed by the US Treasury because American officials feared it would show lack of confidence in the dollar. <P>

    Iraqi officials say the consequence of the American action was to lose Iraq the equivalent of $5bn. Given intense American pressure on a weak Iraqi government very dependent on US support, it is still probable that the agreement will go through with only cosmetic changes. Grand Ayatollah Ali al-Sistani, the immensely influential Shia cleric, could prevent the pact by issuing a fatwa against it but has so far failed to do so. <P>

    The Grand Ayatollah met Abdul Aziz al-Hakim, the leader of the Islamic Supreme Council of Iraq (ISCI), which is the main supporter of the Iraqi government, earlier this week and did not condemn the agreement or call for a referendum. He said, according to Mr Hakim, that it must guarantee Iraqi national sovereignty, be transparent, command a national consensus and be approved by the Iraqi parliament. Critics of the deal fear that the government will sign the agreement, and parliament approve it, in return for marginal concessions.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 

Patrick Cockburn </font> is the Middle East correspondent for the British newspaper The Independent, he was awarded the 2005 Martha Gellhorn prize for war reporting. His book on his years covering the war in Iraq, <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/1844671003/nationbooks08"> The Occupation: War and Resistance in Iraq </A>(Verso) was a finalist for the National Book Critics Circle Award for non-fiction.
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U.S. Oil Independence; Not! <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Good Morning Middle America, your King of Simple News is on the air. </font> <br>

By Mike Folkerth <P>

Way, way back in ancient times, all the way back to 1973, the members of OPEC threw the U.S. into a recession by establishing an oil embargo. In other words, they cut us off from their oil and the U.S. suffered its first fuel shortage since the end of WWII. <P>

OPEC consists of Iran, Iraq, Kuwait, Saudi Arabia, Venezuela, Qatar, Indonesia, Socialist Peoples Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, United Arab Emirates, Algeria, Nigeria, Ecuador, Angola and Gabon. As you can see, these are all well governed stable countries and friends of the U.S. who we can trust. <P>

For those of you who believe that, I am looking for investors for my new invention that burns plain dirt in your automobile. <P>

But getting back to 1973; never underestimate our government leaders' abilities to deal with the most challenging of adversaries...by giving a speech. Richard Nixon gave a dandy in November of 1974. <P>

Mr. Nixon was on a roll that day and trotted out his <I>"Project Independence." </I>The United States, Nixon asserted, should be independent of all oil producing countries, <I>"including our Canadian friends,"</I> by 1976. Canadians <I>"can be pretty tough on us sometimes when they are looking down our throats."</I> I suspect that Mr. Nixon may have previously been enjoying another famous Canadian import, fine blended whiskey. <P>

The U.S. of course, would never take advantage of our neighbors...unless under the unusual circumstance of our having something that they wanted. <P>

Nixon went on to promise massive public funding for the exploration of American's remaining energy resources-Alaskan oil and gas, offshore oil reserves, nuclear energy and synthetic fuels from coal and oil shale. Well, if that won't do it what would? <P>

Mr. Nixon's plan worked so well that by 1977, the United States was importing a new record high of 46.5 percent of the oil that we needed to fuel our vehicles, heat our homes, and run our industry. <P>

Okay just a minor setback, but have no fear, government is here. In reaction to the continual rising prices and elevated levels of imports, our Nation established a Department of Energy, spent billions of dollars on researching and finding new sources of energy supply, and redesigned our cars, houses, and factories to make them more energy efficient. Hear, hear. <P>

This heroic effort of increasing government while spending billions of dollars and ignoring all geological and scientific evidence to the contrary, has over the past 31 years, been extremely effective at increasing our foreign oil dependence to 75%. <P>

You will note that all of the solutions touted in 1973 are the same ones that are being rerun in 2008. The problem in 1973 was of course that oil is finite, while the problem in 2008 is that oil is finite. <P>

How good is government forecasting? The Annual Energy Outlook 1998 (AEO98) reference case, projected that net dependence would exceed 50 percent in 2000 and rise to 66 percent by 2020. How about 75% in 2008? This is your tax money at work. <P>

Americans aren't real keen on history, but who needs it? Once we start drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Reserve, I bet we can increase foreign oil dependence to at least 95%. After all, that does seem to be the trend. <P>

I should point out that every president since Nixon has made the same promise regarding oil independence. But, since history isn't all that interesting, how about we take a little futuristic tour? I'm bettin' that the oil embargo of 1973 will look like a trip to Disneyland compared to the one that's coming up. What say you?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mikefolkerth.com/">Mike Folkerth</A></font> is not your run-of-the-mill author of economics. Nor does he write in boring lecture style. Not even close. The former real estate broker, developer, private real estate fund manager, auctioneer, Alaskan bush pilot, restaurateur, U.S. Navy veteran, heavy equipment operator, taxi cab driver, fishing guide, horse packer...(I won't go on, it's embarrassing) writes from experience and plain common sense. He is the author of <A HREF="http://mikefolkerth.com/the-book/">"The Biggest Lie Ever Believed."</A>
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"The greatest tyrannies are always perpetrated in the name of the noblest causes." </font> <font color=#000000>~~~ Thomas Paine
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When A Little Dissent Is Too Much <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Norman Solomon </font> <P>

Over the years, once in a great while, I've been surprised to cross paths

with a journalist at a major TV outlet who actually seems willing and able

to go outside the conventional boundaries of media discourse. <P>

That's what happened one day in the fall of 2005 at the Boston headquarters

of the CN8 television network, owned and operated by the corporate media

giant Comcast. I showed up for an interview about my book <I>"War Made Easy:

How Presidents and Pundits Keep Spinning Us to Death."</I> My expectations weren't very high. <P>

After all, I was setting foot in the studios of a large commercial TV

channel with wide distribution of its programming in New England and beyond.

And Comcast, shall we say, has earned a reputation as a voracious media

conglomerate with scant interest in the public interest. <P>

I was scheduled to appear on a prime-time nightly show hosted by Barry

Nolan, a longtime TV newsman. When the cameras started rolling, it quickly

became clear that he'd actually read the book -- and was willing to explore

its documentation and damning implications about the use of media to drag

the United States into one war after another. <P>

Wow, I thought. This guy Nolan has some guts. I wonder how he gets away with

it. <P>

As I later learned, Nolan -- then in his late 50s -- had a long record of

satisfying the producers of high-profile TV shows. Overall, he was hardly a

renegade. During most of the 1990s, for instance, he was an anchor of <I>"Hard

Copy," </I>a syndicated and rather tabloid-like TV show. <P>

I was interviewed by Nolan two more times, most recently last fall. I found

him consistently well-informed, thoughtful, concerned with substance and

willing to follow evidence to logical conclusions. <P>

Nolan was apparently trying to provide the kind of public affairs coverage

that's in short supply from a TV world of superficial cable quip-fests and

defamations. <P>

In other words, Barry Nolan was trying to be what Fox News Channel's 

Bill O'Reilly is not. <P>

And it turns out that Nolan isn't just a good journalist. He's also someone

willing to take a risk on behalf of his conscience. <P>

"Barry Nolan's opinion of Bill O'Reilly spun him right out of his job," the

ABC News website reported late last month. <I>"The fed-up TV newsman lost his

anchor seat after protesting a decision by a New England media association

to bestow its top journalism award on the Fox News anchor." </I> <P>

Comcast fired Nolan from his job as an anchor at the network's <I>"Backstage"</I>

program. While Nolan was free to think it was outrageous that the New

England chapter of the National Academy of Television Arts and Sciences

opted to give its highest honor to O'Reilly, the network's problem was that

Nolan actually did something about it. <P>

At a May 10 banquet for the awards ceremony, Nolan passed out a six-page

summary of some of the low points of O'Reilly's career. <I>"Nolan said he

objects to the commentator's bullying style, claiming that O'Reilly

frequently bends the facts in order to get across what he described as

venomous opinions,"</I> ABC News reported online. <I>"It's not the type of

journalism that should be recognized in the profession for excellence, he

said."</I> <P>

The Comcast management thought that Nolan's use of the First Amendment was

unbecoming of an anchor. <P>

Barry Nolan's response: <I>"I'm interested in telling everyone in the country

to stand up and say something is wrong when something is wrong. We've been

through an awful dark time in our history where there are a lot of people

telling you to sit down and shut up. From Dick Cheney to Bill O'Reilly, I'm

done with bullies." </I> <P>

Later, in an article that appeared on the Think Progress website, Nolan

elaborated: <I>"O'Reilly was an appalling choice, not because of his political

views, but because he simply gets the facts wrong, abuses his guests and the

powerless in general, is delusional, and, well, you might want to Google:

Narcissistic Personality Disorder." </I> <P>

But what Barry Nolan quietly passed out at the awards dinner was not a

matter of opinion. He provided information -- in particular, direct quotes

from O'Reilly. And that was too much for the Comcast network. As Nolan puts

it, <I>"I got fired from my job on a news and information network for reporting

demonstrably true things in a room full of news people." </I> 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.normansolomon.com">

Norman Solomon's </A> </font> book "Made Love, Got War: Close Encounters with America's Warfare State" just came off the press. The foreword is by Daniel Ellsberg. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http://www.MadeLoveGotWar.com"> www.MadeLoveGotWar.com</A>. The documentary film "War Made Easy: How Presidents and Pundits Keep Spinning Us to Death," based on Norman Solomon's book of the same name, went into home-video release and is now available on DVD from Netflix, Amazon and similar outlets. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http://www.WarMadeEasyTheMovie.org">www.WarMadeEasyTheMovie.org</A>.
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Farewell, All You Old Homophobes <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

California's extraordinary, newfound majority support for gay marriage? Thank the young </font> <br>

By Mark Morford <P>

It's a generational thing, you could say, grinning just a little as you do so. <P>

It's because younger people today - those under, say, 45 or so - have been far more exposed to the gay "lifestyle" and to more fluid notions of gender and sexuality, to the idea of homosexuality as a common, nonthreatening, everyday, what's-the-big-deal shrug, and therefore, as a demographic, they/we understand that allowing gay people to wed doesn't actually mean our shaky notions of God and family and society will collapse like a priest's willpower at a Boy Scout jamboree. <P>

This, I think, was perhaps the most fascinating tidbit of insight to emerge from the most recent poll of Californians where, for the first time in state history, <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2008/05/28/MNOU10U8MB.DTL">a majority of those polled</A> said they support the idea of gay marriage and/or oppose a new and vile push for a state constitutional amendment to ban it outright. And that majority consists, by and large, of the young. <P>

It's an intriguing - if slightly morbid - thing to note, because on the flip side, the poll also found that most people over age 65 don't like the idea of gay marriage one little bit because, well, they usually can't exactly explain why, though it's not difficult to guess: It's what they were taught, what was implied, it's what their own parents passed on to them, as did their church, their culture, society as it was during their upbringing, and it was largely a narrow and repressed and sexually unaware period that finally, mercifully seems to be gasping its last. <P>

And hence the obvious conclusion: It's only because the "Greatest Generation" is finally dying off that something like gay marriage can be realized as less of a silly threat. Or, more bluntly: As die the old, so dies the ugly intolerance so many of them carried like a sad, hereditary disease. <P>

I know, it sounds a bit harsh. And it probably is. But just looking at the raw data, it appears to be one of the more lucid, clear-cut cases of generational upheavals in recent history. Hell, just 30 years ago, support for gay marriage was a measly 28 percent. In 1985, it was 42 percent. Now, at least according to one major poll (others aren't quite there yet, but it's getting very close) it's 51 percent, and growing fast. <P>

What's more, among those 18 to 29 years old, support is at a whopping 68 percent, whereas only 36 percent of people over 65 think it's totally OK to love whomever you want and marry them and then redecorate the kitchen and fight about appliances and money and sex and kids and, later, who gets the dog in the divorce. <P>

Translation: The tipping point has finally been reached, and there's no going back. Gay marriage as an issue, as a hot button, as a nasty right-wing political weapon will soon vanish into the <A HREF="http://www.dailykos.com/storyonly/2008/5/28/10128/3130/698/524084">dustbin of history.</A> I mean, thank God. <P>

But is it fair to say that it's always the older generations who cling to outmoded, oppressive inhibitions and constraints, who tend to impede real progress and social change because, well, they just don't understand the new ideas and what's happening around them (Hi, Sen. McCain!) because, as the disheartening maxim goes, the older you get the more you tend to stiffen and clamp down and mummify your notions of how it's all supposed to work? Sure seems that way. <P>

Then again, it's also certainly no universal truth; I get plenty of e-mail from wonderful, open-minded septuagenarians who happily celebrate the notion of gay marriage (or a female president, or a black president, or the green movement, or teaching "real" sexuality in schools, and so on), just as I get plenty of nauseating e-mail from young, violently homophobic Midwestern "fag"-haters who wouldn't know open-minded gender fluidity if their favorite NASCAR driver suddenly revealed a passion for tiramisu and old Judy Garland movies. <P>

Either way, you gotta admit, it's sort of staggering, this shift. It's also sort of wonderful. Because it also means that, while the brutal Bush regime tried to clamp down and convince everyone that clinging to homophobia and Biblical literalism was actually a nice way to live, all it did was create a nasty little speed bump. <P>

So then, can you extend this line of thinking a bit? Can you suggest, say, the fact that Hillary Clinton came within inches of the Democratic presidential nomination also indicates a similar generational turning point, because it marks the long overdue death of a certain strain of vile, tired sexism that's been carried around for generations by the old-boy network? <P>

Maybe you can. Because my guess is, the next time a smart, experienced, wildly able female runs for president, few in the culture will really blink an eye and we'll only hear the most tepid of sexist grunting from old timer pundits over on Fox News, simply because the upcoming generation of young women will be, by default, far more empowered and skilled and experienced than ever before. Yes, Hillary helped pave the way, but so did, you know, death. <P>

Same goes for Barack Obama. His broad, rather astonishing appeal to the normally apolitical younger generation isn't merely due to his own youthfulness, or the fact that he knows what the Internet is, whereas you get the impression John McCain still can't set the clock on his VCR. No, much of Obama's incredible success can largely be credited to the blessed - and quite literal - dying off of some very old, ugly ideas of race and how a president is supposed to look. <P>

These are some big moments. These are socio-cultural milestones, heavy and historic and powerful, and they suddenly seem to be coming faster and at a more invigorating pace than ever. It's doubly interesting given how society usually progresses in fits and starts and random convulsions; it expands and contracts and only rarely makes unmistakable, permanent leaps forward. <P>

Not this time. This is like a massive chunk of the cultural iceberg finally falling away, revealing strange and lovely new passageways into the human experiment. <P>

So then, perhaps the most important question of all has nothing to do with homosexuality, or politics, or silly "culture wars," or even stunning generational flips. After all, while it might be sardonic fun to cheer the end of the old folks and their oppressive beliefs, no generation is ever immune to suddenly turning into the very thing it once professed to be railing against. (Witness, won't you, aging, panicky <A HREF="http://www.radaronline.com/features/2008/05/generation_x_millennials_facebook_kevin_colvin_baby_boomers.php">Generation X's hot frustration with whiny, spoiled little Gen Y</A>. So cute.) <P>

Maybe the most vital question is, how to stay flexible? No matter your upbringing, your generational biases, your received opinions and hatreds and viewpoints, how do you crack open your heart to new possibilities, invite new perspectives, understand that nothing actually has to be the way you thought it had to be, before it's too late and you find yourself older and yet in some ways not at all wiser, on the ugly side of a landmark poll?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:mmorford@sfgate.com"> Mark Morford's </A> </font> Notes & Errata column appears every Wednesday and Friday on SF Gate and in the Datebook section of the San Francisco Chronicle. To get on the e-mail list for this column, please  <A HREF="http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/newsletter/services/signup"> click here </A> and remove one article of clothing! 
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Direktor Furman, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your constant defense of Wal-Mart's economic and labor policies, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Demoncratic Whores" </I> you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with ruby clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer, Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 07-05-2008. We salute you Herr Furman, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 
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Investigate This <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Scott Ritter </font> <P <I>

"I think the questions were asked. I think we pushed. I think we prodded.  I think we challenged the president.  I think not only those of us in the White House press corps did that, but others in the rest of the landscape of the media did that. ... The right questions were asked. I think there's a lot of critics-and I guess we can count Scott McClellan as one-who think that, if we did not debate the president, debate the policy in our role as journalists, if we did not stand up and say, 'This is bogus,' and 'You're a liar,' and 'Why are you doing this?' that we didn't do our job. And I respectfully disagree. It's not our role." </I> <P>

That was NBC correspondent David Gregory, appearing on MSNBC's <I>"Hardball With Chris Matthews."</I> He was responding to former White House press secretary Scott McClellan's new book, <I>"What Happened: Inside the Bush White House and Washington's Culture of Deception."</I> McClellan has challenged the role of the U.S. media in investigating and reporting U.S. policy in times of conflict, especially when it comes to covering the government itself. <P>

As a critic of U.S. foreign policy in the Middle East, especially when unsubstantiated allegations of weapons of mass destruction are used to sell a war, I am no stranger to the concept of questioning authority, especially in times of war. I am from the Teddy Roosevelt school of American citizenship, adhering to the principle that <I>"to announce that there must be no criticism of the president, or that we are to stand by the president right or wrong, is not only unpatriotic and servile, but it is morally treasonable to the American public." </I> <P>

Some may point out that Roosevelt made that statement in criticism of Woodrow Wilson's foot dragging when it came to getting America into World War I, and that it is odd for one opposed to American involvement in Iraq to quote a former president who so enthusiastically embraced military intervention. But principle can cut both ways on any given issue. The principle inherent in the concept of the moral responsibility of the American people to question their leadership at all times, but especially when matters of war are at stake, is as valid for the pro as it is the con. <P>

The validity of this principle is not judged on the level of militancy of the presidential action in question, but rather its viability as judged by the values and ideals of the American people. While the diversity of the United States dictates that there will be a divergence of consensus when it comes to individual values and ideals, the collective ought to agree that the foundation upon which all American values and ideals should be judged is the U.S. Constitution, setting forth as it does a framework of law which unites us all. To hold the Constitution up as a basis upon which to criticize the actions of any given president is perhaps the most patriotic act an American can engage in. As Theodore Roosevelt himself noted, <I>"No man is above the law and no man is below it; nor do we ask any man's permission when we ask him to obey it." </I> <P>

Now David Gregory, and others who populate that curious slice of Americana known as <I>"the media,"</I> may hold that they, as journalists, operate on a different level than the average American citizen. As Mr. Gregory notes, it is not their <I>"role"</I> to question or debate policy set forth by the president. This is curious, coming from a leading member of a news team that prides itself on the <I>"investigative"</I> quality of its reporting. If we take Gregory at face value, it seems his only job (or <I>"role"</I>) is to simply parrot the policy formulations put forward by administration officials, that the integrity of journalism precludes the reporter from taking sides, and that any aggressive questioning concerning the veracity, or morality, or legality of any given policy would, in its own right, constitute opposition to said policy, and as such would be <I>"taking sides."</I> <P>

This, of course, is journalism in its most puritanical form, the ideal that the reporter simply reports, and keeps his or her personal opinion segregated from the <I>"facts" </I>as they are being presented. While it would be a farcical stretch for David Gregory, or any other mainstream reporter or correspondent, to realistically claim ownership of such a noble mantle, it appears that is exactly what Gregory did when he set forth the parameters of what his <I>"role"</I> was, and is, in reporting on stories such as the issue of Iraqi weapons of mass destruction and the Bush administration's case for war. For this to be valid, however, the issue of journalistic integrity would need to apply not only to the individual reporter or correspondent, but also to the entire system to which the given reporter or correspondent belonged. In the case of Gregory, therefore, we must not only bring into the mix his own individual performance, but also that of NBC News and its parent organization, General Electric. <P>

As a weapons inspector, I was very much driven by what the facts said, not what the rhetoric implied. I maintain this standard to this day in assessing and evaluating American policy in the Middle East. It was the core approach which governed my own personal questioning of the Bush administration's case for confronting Iraq in the lead-up to the war in 2002 and 2003. I am saddened at the vindication of my position in the aftermath of the invasion and occupation of Iraq, not because of what I did, but rather what the transcripts of every media interview I conducted at the time demonstrates: The media were not interested in reporting the facts, but rather furthering a fiction. Time after time, I backed my opposition to the Bush administration's <I>"case"</I> for war on Iraq with hard facts, citing evidence that could be readily checked by these erstwhile journalists had they been so inclined. Instead, my integrity and character were impugned by these simple recorders of <I>"fact,"</I> further enabling the fiction pushed by the administration into the mainstream, unchallenged and unquestioned, to be digested by the American public as truth. <P>

Scott McClellan is correct to point out the complicity of the media in facilitating the rush to war. David Gregory is disingenuous in his denial that this was indeed the case. Jeff Cohen, a former producer at MSNBC, has written about the pressures placed on him and Phil Donahue leading to the cancellation of the latter's top-rated television show just before the invasion of Iraq in March 2003.  Katie Couric, the former co-host of NBC's <I>"Today Show"</I> (and current news anchor for CBS News), has tacitly acknowledged <I>"pressure"</I> from above when it came to framing interviews in a manner that was detrimental to the Bush administration's case for war. Jessica Yellin, who before the war in Iraq worked for MSNBC, put it best: <I>"I think the press corps dropped the ball at the beginning," </I>she told CNN's Anderson Cooper.<I> "When the lead-up to the war began, the press corps was under enormous pressure from corporate executives, frankly, to make sure that this was a war that was presented in a way that was consistent with the patriotic fever in the nation and the president's high approval ratings." </I> <P>

Now, one would think that a journalist with the self-proclaimed integrity of Gregory would jump at the opportunity to take the bull by the horns, so to speak, and focus on this story line, if for no other reason than to prove it wrong and thereby clear his name (guilty by association, at the very least) and the name of the organization he represents. The matter is simple, on the surface:  NBC network executives either did, or didn't, pressure their producers and reporters when it came to covering and framing stories. Surely an investigative reporter of Gregory's talent can get to the bottom of this one? <P>

While Gregory certainly does not need help from someone of such humble journalistic credentials as myself, perhaps my experience as a former weapons inspector in tracking down the lies and inconsistencies of the Iraqi government could be of some assistance. The first thing I would do is to frame the scope of the problem. The issue of Iraq as a target worthy of war really didn't hit the mainstream until the summer of 2002, so I would start there. I would be interested in defining the potential sources of <I>"pressure"</I> that could be placed on NBC as an organization when it came to reporting on Iraq. <P>

We do know, courtesy of the Pentagon, that throughout the summer and fall of 2002, NBC News, via its Pentagon bureau chief and other contacts, worked closely with the Office of the Secretary of Defense, Public Affairs, on the issue of media access in any potential future conflict with Iraq. We also know that these meetings were an outgrowth of a meeting held on Sept. 28, 2001, when the Pentagon and bureau chiefs, including representatives from NBC News, discussed how to balance the needs of the media to do their job while protecting national security and the safety of military personnel. The issue of embedding media personnel with the military was raised, with the Pentagon emphasizing that <I>"security at the source"</I> was the principle means for which to ensure no security breach occurred. This meant that if journalists were so embedded, they would have to be responsible about what they reported. <P>

This concept of self-censorship is not a new one, nor is it particularly controversial. Ernie Pyle and Joe Rosenthal, two famous journalists from World War II, were able to establish stellar reputations while operating under the conditions of wartime censorship. So were thousands of other journalists, in several wars. In this manner, journalists covering D-Day knew of the invasion long before the American public, or even members of Congress. Were they bad journalists for not reporting what they knew beforehand? Were their parent organizations corrupted by agreeing to censorship as a prerequisite for access?  The answer in both cases is clearly <I>"no."</I> <P>

However, in the interest of establishing a foundation of fact upon which to further any investigation into the possibility of pressure being exerted on NBC reporters and/or correspondents covering a war between the United States and Iraq, an intrepid investigator would want access to documents and records from those early meetings between the Pentagon and NBC News. What were the specific terms spelled out in those meetings? What derivative internal documents were generated inside NBC News, and its corporate master, General Electric, based upon those meetings, and what did those documents discuss? Unlike the situation faced by journalists during World War II, America and Iraq were not yet at war, so did NBC News establish policies on how to balance the operational security needs of the military while reporting on a war which, in the summer and fall of 2002, the Bush administration said wasn't being planned? <P>

Formal planning for <I>"Operation Iraqi Liberation"</I> (only later renamed <I>"Operation Iraqi Freedom"</I>) commenced early on in 2002. The U.S. Army began working on a public affairs plan early in 2002 and, in June of that year, briefed U.S. Central Command on a concept for large-scale media embedding for ground forces. U.S. Central Command expanded the Army's plan to include the other services, and by September 2002 had prepared a draft public affairs annex to the overall war plan. Formal public affairs planning for U.S. Central Command was initiated in October 2002, when a planning cell was established.  In its first meeting, from Oct. 2-7, the Pentagon reviewed past media operations in time of war, and recommended a break with the past practice of a media pool, and instead suggested a formal embedded media program. These and other media-related issues were consolidated into Annex F (Public Affairs) of the formal <I>"Operation Iraqi Liberation" </I>war plan. It is curious that the Pentagon acknowledges a formal war plan in existence at a time when senior Bush administration officials were telling members of Congress that there were no plans to attack Iraq and that the Bush administration was focusing its efforts on diplomacy. <P>

The embedded media program was formally endorsed by the Pentagon in November 2002. On Nov. 14, 2002, Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, together with the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, sent a message to all military commanders discussing public affairs, and in particular the embedded media program. In it, Rumsfeld addressed how potential future operations [i.e., war with Iraq] could shape public perception of the national security environment, and recognized the need to facilitate access to national and international media to <I>"tell the factual story-good or bad-before others seed the media with disinformation and distortions as they most certainly will continue to do. Our people in the field need to tell the story."</I> <P>

When did NBC News become aware of this Rumsfeld memo? Were there any reactions to the concept of embedded journalists being targeted by the military as being facilitators for disseminating a pro-Pentagon point of view? The Pentagon states that while no formal meetings about draft public affairs annex content were conducted with bureau chiefs, <I>"informal discussions were held with some key individuals in the media, who provided input for consideration."</I> The Pentagon also acknowledges that changes to the public affairs annex were made <I>"based on a bureau chief's recommendation."</I> Was NBC News part of the <I>"informal discussions"</I> with the Pentagon? Did NBC News provide any recommendations to the Pentagon's public affairs office based on such meetings?  If so, what were the recommendations, who made them, and how was this staffed within the NBC/GE corporate structure? <P>

These are important questions, since balancing the need to maintain secrecy of potential military operations would appear to conflict with any effort undertaken by NBC News to probe Bush administration claims on not only the justification for confronting Iraq, but whether or not there was any plan to attack Iraq to begin with. How did NBC News compartmentalize its knowledge of the Bush administration's plans to attack Iraq? Was there any crossover in terms of management? Did the same personnel who managed Pentagon relations also manage the reporters whose task it was to press the Bush administration on the veracity of its case for war against Iraq? Did such crossover ever manifest itself in a case of conflict of interest? What is the documentary record of internal discussions within NBC in this regard? Were any policies established on the control of information that touched upon sensitive military activities? <P>

It might appear as if I am on a fishing expedition, so to speak, probing for documents for which there is no evidence that they even exist. Again, I'll do my best to help focus David Gregory on his investigation. Much has been made of the fact that parent company GE makes a great deal of money from the machinery of war. It is useful, however, to examine a specific case, an instance where the news operation, the corporate parent and the military were all too intertwined. <P>

In November 2002, the Pentagon established formal rules that specifically forbade any journalist to <I>"self-embed" </I>with a given military unit, noting that all requests for embedding would be handled via the Pentagon's public affairs office.  At the same time, in Kuwait, the U.S. Army's 3rd Infantry Division brigade and battalion commanders were experimenting with embedding journalists during short (three to five days) training exercises. The 2nd Brigade Combat Team in particular pushed the embedding concept, getting journalists embedded at the battalion level.  From this experience, the 2nd Brigade was able to establish embedding tactics, techniques and procedures that worked for both the media and the commanders.  According to the U.S. Army, <I>"The embeds realized they needed to work with their equipment and develop procedures for filing reports.  They identified problems with the durability of their equipment and its ability to withstand the elements and a need for power sources for extended periods." </I> <P>

One of these embeds was NBC News correspondent David Bloom. It should be noted that Bloom tragically died while covering the Iraq war. Bloom was a rising star at NBC, with an eye for a developing story. <I>"Early on,"</I> NBC News President Neal Shapiro said shortly after Bloom's death, <I>"he said, 'I want a piece of this war.' "</I> Shapiro isn't specific about the date Bloom made that statement, but since Bloom was dispatched to Kuwait in November 2002, we can assume it was on or about that time. Bloom was one of the embeds who worked closely with the U.S. Army during that time, developing the <I>"tactics, techniques and procedures"</I> for embedded media. In December 2002, Bloom called NBC News from Kuwait, where he had just covered the largest U.S. military live-fire exercise since the first Gulf War. Bloom told his NBC News bosses that he had been given permission to embed with the 3rd Infantry Division, even though official Pentagon policy in place at the time specifically forbade any such action. Bloom already exhibited a familiarity with the war plans of the 3rd Infantry Division, bragging that they were the <I>"tip of the spear."</I> Not only would Bloom and his cameraman be able to ride with the 3rd Infantry Division, they would be able to broadcast live while doing so. Clearly, Bloom and his 3rd Infantry Division colleagues had perfected their embed <I>"tactics, techniques and procedures."</I> <P>

The 2nd Brigade Combat Team had offered Bloom the use of a large M-88A1 tank recovery vehicle. Bloom had worked with the Army to mount a camera and a mobile satellite transmission unit on the M-88. The images taken from the camera would be sent back, while the M-88 was traveling at speeds of up to 50 miles per hour, to a radically modified Ford F-450 SuperDuty truck that carried specialized satellite communication equipment built by Maritime Telecommunications Network, and a gyro-stabilizing transmission dish mounted underneath a protective dome on the rear body. This truck would trail the leading elements of the 3rd Infantry's spearhead at distances of up to two miles. The M-88 carrying Bloom broadcast microwave signals back to the Ford F-450 truck, which in turn transmitted these signals via satellite uplink back to NBC News headquarters. <P>

Bloom was able to provide the specifications of his idea to his NBC bosses, and in just 40 days, engineers from Maritime Telecommunications Network and NBC were able to modify a Ford F-450 to not only withstand the rigors of the Iraqi desert, but also to accommodate the electronics and satellite dish. Four weeks before the start of the war, the vehicle was tested, only to have the signal drop every time the vehicle turned. The engineers worked frantically to fix the problem, and the modified F-450, nicknamed the <I>"Bloommobile,"</I> was airlifted to Kuwait, arriving just days before the start of the invasion. <P>

The cost of the Bloommobile has not been formally revealed, but is thought to run into seven figures. This vehicle would never have been made without the support of GE, which underwrote the cost of its construction. GE also fronted for NBC in negotiating special clearances with the Pentagon and State Department on exceptions to policy and import-export control. The Pentagon's official policy while the Bloommobile was being built was for embeds to ride in vehicles provided by their respective unit, and that the media were not to provide their own transportation. Clearly, the Bloommobile represented a stark exception to that rule. <P>

Keep in mind that the entire time GE/NBC was investing millions of dollars into building the Bloommobile so they could get crystal-clear live video transmitted from the <I>"tip of the spear,"</I> the Bush administration was playing coy on the subject of war with Iraq. With GE/NBC News so heavily invested in exploiting a war, was there any pressure placed on NBC reporters/correspondents concerning how they dealt with the Bush administration's case for war? It is a fair question, and one that could best be dealt with through an examination of the internal GE/NBC documents concerning the Bloommobile. Who in GE/NBC served as the project manager for the Bloommobile? Certainly Bloom, the brain trust, was away in Kuwait. Who oversaw the project back in the United States? What did the Bloommobile cost? What was the internal debate within GE/NBC concerning the merits/faults of the Bloommobile? An organization like GE/NBC does not allocate millions of dollars on a whim. There had to be some sort of oversight that was documented. Who in GE/NBC fronted for the Bloommobile with the U.S. government? What is the record of communication between GE/NBC and the U.S. government concerning the vehicle?  Did GE/NBC have to provide the U.S. government with any guarantees concerning the use of the Bloommobile? <P>

In investing in the vehicle, GE/NBC News was investing in the war. There are quid pro quo arrangements made every day, and the link between the U.S. government granting NBC News so many exceptions in the creation and fielding of the Bloommobile, and the crackdown within the GE-controlled NBC/MSNBC family on anti-war and anti-administration sentiment, cannot be dismissed as simply circumstantial. But a review of the available documents would clarify this issue. <P>

David Gregory has vociferously defended the role he and NBC News played in the lead-up to the Iraq war. Scott McClellan's new book, combined with testimony from other sources, including those from within the NBC News family, has called into question the integrity of the operation Gregory serves.  An allegation from a credible source has been made, and any denial must therefore be backed with verifiable, documented information. To paraphrase former Secretary of State Colin Powell when talking about Iraq before the invasion, the burden is on NBC to prove that it wasn't complicit with the Bush administration concerning its reporting on Iraq and administration policies, and not on NBC's critics to prove that it was. <P>

The old proverb notes that "a fish stinks from its head," something that aptly describes the GE/NBC News team when discussing the issue of Iraq. I challenge David Gregory to demonstrate otherwise.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Scott Ritter</font> a former Marine Corps intelligence officer, was a chief inspector for the United Nations Special Commission in Iraq from 1991 until 1998. He is the author of several books; <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/104-6025813-8319912?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Target+Iran&Go.x=0&Go.y=0&Go=Go">"Target Iran,"</A> with a new afterword by the author, was recently released in paperback by Nation Books.
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Put Up Or Shut Up <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mary Pitt </font> <P>

Okay, America, it's time to put up or shut up! After a couple of generations have reached maturity since the civil rights marches and all the hoopla that was brought about by the women's rights movement, we have it made on the basis of equal rights for all, right? We have banished chauvinism, both sexual and racial, and we are now the model for a modern democratic republic and an example to the rest of the world of a society that should be emulated? We shall see! <P>

For the first time in history, we have been a part of an historic contest between a woman and a man of African extraction to represent a major party in the race for the presidency of the United States. By a narrow margin, the Democratic party has chosen a man of mixed race to represent them in the general election. The test for the nation is now whether that man or the white hero of a former war, after years of additional service in the senior body of our government, should be chosen to direct the future progress of our nation into the future and, in a sense, to guide the process of bringing the world together in a spirit of common humanity. This choice should be made in an atmosphere of civility and common cause. <P>

There are many problems to be addressed in the coming months and the criteria with which we make our decisions are critical to the future of the entire world. Should we continue our occupation of a Middle Eastern state and threaten others with invasions if they are unaccepting of our edicts? Should we continue the current economic pattern of allowing the extremely wealthy to make their own rules and to reap the benefits of unscrupulous and excessive wealth to the detriment of the common folk, the poor, the disabled, and the elderly? Should we continue to pour trillions of dollars into the effort to subjugate a people of a different race and religion while neglecting the very real needs of the soldiers who are the real victims of this effort? <P>

And, first and foremost, we must search our souls in the making of that decision in order to be sure that we are using the proper yardstick in measuring what out final decision should be. It is already a given that the Democratic candidate will be subjected to the worst possible form of racial discrimination that the evil minds of unrepentant bigots will be able to devise. It began during the primary season with the forwarded e-mails which branded Senator Obama as a Muslim and pointed out that his middle name is one that was shared by the tyrant of Iraq whom we were taught, (wrongly, as it turned out), to hate as an instrument of the devil himself. <P>

In the few days since the primary count ended, the internet is hopping with transmissions reputed to be of the Senator Obama's family tree and their connections with scurrilous African leaders. Soon we will be led to believe that we know everything about every facet of this man's life which can be creatively construed to be derogatory all the way back to and including his toilet training. One would think that Senator McCain would show a bit of sympathy for his opponent since he was himself the victim of such <I>"swift-boating"</I> attacks in previous elections but I believe we will find him silent on the subject. <P>

But there is an ulterior motive in this effort. The purpose of trying to find any acceptable reason for the citizens to vote against this man is to allow cover for those who will not vote for him anyway, though for reasons they would refuse to admit. You see, it had become politically incorrect for anyone to admit to that most basic and deplorable motive that is and has been at the base of the opposition to the nomination of Senator Obama. That motive is bigotry, a sin which every modern-day American will deny ever feeling. <P>

We are the epitome of equal rights! The Shining City On The Hill! The example of democracy for the civilized world! It is time to put up or shut up! The world is waiting to see if our deeds are equal to our words this time. We WILL be receiving e-mails with propaganda which will try to discourage us from voting for a candidate not based on his own character and actions but which will urge us to use other excuses to justify our own mistrust of one whose skin is a darker shade of tan than our own. <P>

There is little that can be done to stop the dissemination of these outright lies and, truth be told, we would not want to since, as internet bloggers and writers, we want the internet to remain free. However, we can immediately delete those that we receive or, better yet, return them to sender with a few well-chosen words of truth. While many people will dutifully forward these messages to everyone on their mailing list without thinking, we must be vigilant, knowing full well that, at the same time, this campaign of slander is taking place, the Republican candidate will be trying to score on the fear factor which would have us believe that Iraq is still as dangerous as we were led to believe it was before the invasion and before we learned that it was based on carefully-nurtured lies... <P>

This is one small thing that we can do to fight back. Let the warmongers know that the American people are onto them and will not be swayed by their racial ethnocentric fear tactics but will make up our own minds based on the expressions of intentions from the candidates themselves. We must remain in control and make these decisions based on our own and our nation's future well-being and not on the familiar tenets of fear and racial and religious distrust that have been fostered by the Bush administration. If we do not speak up as individuals, there will be no changes in the path of the nation. <P>

Yes it is time to put up or shut up, to stand up and speak up and let the opposition know that we will not tolerate their underhanded methods of spreading lies and mis-statements regarding any one of the candidates and that the time is past when they can do so with impunity and without retaliation. Now, those of us who believe in the free exercise of democracy can make it known that we have had enough of the threats and fear mongering of the ultra-right and that we're mad as hell and we're not going to take it any more! It's the least we can do on behalf of our own freedoms and our future.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Mary Pitt</font> is a very<I> "with-it"</I> old lady who aspires to bring a bit of truth, justice, and common sense to a nation that has lost touch with its humanity in the search for societal<I> "perfection."</I> Huzzahs and whiney complaints may be sent to <A HREF="http://mailto:mpitt@cox.net"> mpitt@cox.net </A>
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Roger And Out <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Neil Young <P>

Trippin' down that old Hippie Highway <br>

Got to thinkin' 'bout you again <br>

Wonderin' how it really was for you <br>

And how it happened in the end <br>

But I guess I'll never know the truth <br>

If you were really all alone <P>

We were just a couple of kids then <br>

Livin' each and every day <br>

When we both went down to register <br>

We were laughin' all the way <br>

That's when we named it the Hippie Highway <br>

I still call it that today <P>

Roger and out good buddy <br>

I still call it that today <P>

Two camaros racin' down the road <br>

Feels just like yesterday <P>

Roger and out good buddy <br>

I feel you in the air today <P>

I know you gave for your country <br>

I feel you in the air today <br>

Roger and out good buddy <br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2006/2008 Neil Young
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Bill Moyers addresses NCMR 2008
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An April 28 letter from Sgt. David Howard to his wife, Monica. </font>

</center>

<font size="+3"> <font color=#0000FF> <P> <br> 

Love Letters From U.S. Troops Increasingly Gruesome <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

WASHINGTON-According to a Pentagon report leaked to the press Monday, love letters written by U.S. troops have nearly tripled in their use of disturbing language, graphic imagery, and horrific themes since the start of the war. <P>

The report, which studied 600 romantic notes sent over a period of two years, found a significant increase in terrifying descriptions of violence and gore, while references to beautiful flowers, singing bluebirds, and the infinite, undulating sea were seen to decrease by 93 percent. <P> <I>

"Not only are U.S. soldiers stationed in Iraq less likely to compare their lover's cheeks to a blushing red rose,"</I> the report read in part,<I> "but most are now three times more likely to equate that same burning desire to the 'smoldering flesh of a dead Iraqi insurgent,' and almost 10 times more likely to compare sudden bursts of passion to a 'crowded marketplace explosion.'"</I> <P>

According to detailed analysis of the letters, the longer a U.S. soldier had been stationed in Iraq the more macabre the overall tone of his correspondence became. Troops who had been fighting for less than a year lapsed into frightening allegory only 15 percent of the time, while those who had been serving between two and three years described their affection for loved ones back home as more vibrant and alive than any of the children in the village of Basra. <P>

Troops stationed in Iraq for four years or longer composed their letters entirely in blood. <P>

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/letter_excerpt.jpg"> </center> <P> <I>

"The more often U.S. soldiers are confronted with images of carnage, the more these elements become present in their subconscious and, ultimately, in their writing,"</I> said Dr. Kendra Allen, a behavioral psychologist who reviewed the Pentagon's findings. <I>"This is precisely why we see so many passages like, 'Darling, I miss the way your bright green eyes always stayed inside your skull' and 'Honey, how I dream of your soft, supple arms-both of them, still attached as ever, to the rest of your body.'" </I> <P>

Allen went on to say that many of the harrowing details found in the love letters were linked to specific events in Iraq. A bloody clash with Islamic extremists in late March resulted in more than 40 handwritten notes from a single battalion, all of which contained some version of the message <I>"My love for you spills out of me like my lower intestine, my gallbladder, and my spleen."</I> <P>

The most noticeable change came after a violent border skirmish in May that left four U.S. soldiers dead and dozens more severely injured. Since the incident, a number of letters, which had previously signed off with <I>"Yours forever,"</I> instead ended with <I>"Please God, deliver me from this nightmarish hellhole! The screaming-it never stops! Christ, I beg you, make it all go away! Make the parade of blood and pain and tears go away!"</I> <P>

A number of wives and fiancées of servicemen in Iraq, many of whom are now unsure how to reply to their partners abroad, provided personal accounts of how the tone of their correspondence has changed. <P> <I>

"Getting love letters from my husband used to be my favorite part of the week. But these days, they're almost impossible to get through,"</I> said Sheila Miller, whose husband, Michael, has been in Iraq since 2004.<I> "Yes, it's still flattering to be told that you're as beautiful as a syringe full of morphine, or that you're as much a part of his being as the shrapnel near his spine. But I'm really starting to worry about him."</I> <P> <I>

"My husband has never really been the romantic type, but even this is strange for him,"</I> said Margaret Baker, the wife of Sgt. Daniel Baker. <I>"How am I supposed to react to hearing that my name is the sweetest sound in a world otherwise filled with desperate cries of anguish? I made the mistake of showing [daughter] Gracie the birthday card her father sent her from Tikrit and she hasn't spoken for a month."</I> <P>

In response to the damaging report, Defense Secretary Robert Gates spoke on behalf of the thousands of soldiers on active duty in the Middle East, saying the study's findings were <I>"misrepresented"</I> and any rise in horrific metaphors and similes was in no way related to the situation in Iraq. <P> <I>

"I've been to our bases overseas and let me be the first to tell you that conditions in Iraq are the best they've ever been,"</I> Gates announced at a press conference Friday. <I>"In fact, I would go so far as to say that we're making as much progress here as, say, an army private who accidentally falls on a land mine, and instead of choosing to die in the middle of the road like some dog, drags his bleeding trunk-inch by throbbing inch-to the side of a nearby ditch."</I> <P>

Added Gates, <I>"It's that good."</I> <br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008</font> <A HREF="http://www.theonion.com/content/index"> The Onion. </A>
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Tom Hayden announces, "The U.S. Has Its Own Dr. Strangelove In Iraq." <br> <br>

Uri Avnery reports, "All Quiet On The Gaza Front." <br> <br>

Chris Hedges considers, "The Hedonists Of Power." <br> <br>

Jim Hightower pleads, "Someone Please Speak To Secretary Peake." <br> <br>

Mel Bartholomew with some common sense about, "Community Gardens." <br> <br>

Russell Derickson lectures on water, "Distillation." <br> <br>

Amy Goodman interviews Senator Russ Feingold, "Senator Feingold Will Filibuster FISA." <br> <br>

Chris Floyd with a must read, "Heat Waves." <br> <br>

Jason Miller returns with, "An Immodest Proposal." <br> <br>

Mike Folkerth says, "Take This Economic's Test." <br> <br>

Norman Solomon neatly ties together, "Health Care And Ghosts Of War." <br> <br>

Mark Morford exclaims, "We are doomed! Sort of!"<br> <br>

Con-gressman John Barrow D/Georgia wins the coveted "Vidkun Quisling Award!" <br> <br>

Maureen Dowd studies, "The Carla Effect." <br>  <br>

Mike Wrathell wonders, "ANWR: Drilling Into The Last Frontier?" <br> <br>

And finally in the 'Parting Shots' department Will Durst asks, "The Primary Is Finally Over: Now What?" but first Uncle Ernie laments, "Fourth Amendment: We Hardly Knew Ye!" <br> <br>

This week we spotlight the cartoons of David Fitzsimmons with additional cartoons and photos from Ruben Bolling, Micah Wright, Bruce Yurgil, Wizard Of Whimsy, Destonio, Mel Bartholomew, Mike Wrathell, John Sherffius, The Peoples Cube.Com, Pat Racimora, D.T., U.S. Army,  Issues & Alibis and Pink & Blue Films. <br> <br>

Plus we have all of your favorite Departments...  <br> <br>

<A HREF="#TheQuotableQuote..."> The Quotable Quote... </a> <br>

<A HREF="#TheDeadLetterOffice..."> The Dead Letter Office... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#TheCartoonCorner..."> The Cartoon Corner... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#ToEndOnAHappyNote..."> To End On A Happy Note... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#HaveYouSeenThis..."> Have You Seen This... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#PartingShots..."> Parting Shots... </A> <br>

<A HREF="#ZeitgeistTheMovie..."> Zeitgeist The Movie... </A> <P> 

Welcome one and all to "Uncle Ernie's Issues & Alibis." 

<p> <br> 
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Fourth Amendment: We Hardly Knew Ye!

 <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Ernest Stewart </font> </font> <font size="+1"> <br> <br> <I> <center>

The Democrats "hand[ed] President Bush one of the last major legislative victories he is likely to achieve"; that "the deal appears to give Bush and his aides, including Attorney General Michael B. Mukasey and Director of National Intelligence Mike McConnell, much of what they sought in a new surveillance law"; and  "The negotiations underscored the political calculation made by many Democrats who were fearful that Republicans would cast them as soft on terrorism during an election year." ~~~ Dan Eggen and Paul Kane ~ Washington Post <br> <br>

"When dogma enters the brain, all intellectual activity ceases!" ~~~ Robert Anton Wilson <br> <br>

Still alive and well <br>

I'm still alive and well <br>

Every now and then I know it's kind of hard to tell <br>

But I'm still alive and well <br>

Still Alive And Well ~~~ Johnny Winter

<br> <br> </center> </I> </font> <font size="+2">

Here we go again with another<I> "Don't do as we do, do as we say,"</I> moment. You may recall that in the war crime trials of WWII a popular German defense was, <I>"I was only following orders."</I> Which up until that time was a real defense. Ergo don't go after the soldiers who were doing what they were told but go after the generals and the politicians that gave them the orders. After all, in most armies whether, German, French, English or American, those who didn't follow orders were often shot or worse. It was only with those geniuses at Nuremburg who said you are not to follow orders that you know are illegal that this catch-22 was born. Of course, this has never applied to American soldiers. Just ask the various troopers who said no to the Iraq war as it is in itself, and for all those who willing deploy, a <I>"WAR CRIME."</I> In every instance, they have been persecuted for doing what they are legally required to do! Not to mention the grunts who were tried for torturing victims while the Generals and Government officials who gave them the orders all got off scot-free! <br> <br>

Now it seems that the traitors in the US House and Senate have passed legislation that allows the Telecoms who knew they were breaking laws, not to mention violating the <A HREF="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/billofrights.html">4th Amendment,</A> off the hook for their crimes just like the Fuhrer wanted. Are you surprised by this act of treason? I'm not! <br> <br>

Even our beloved cult of personality leader Il Duce, er, Barry, jumped on the bandwagon, which ought to open the eyes of his blind cultists, but it won't! The American Sheeple are just about the dumbest critters on the planet. I used to think all that you had to do to wake them up was to show them the undisputed truth and they'd see the light. I was incredibly wrong in that assumption. As with most things American, present a clever phrase, a pretty face and Americans will follow you anywhere, even over the cliffs like the lemmings that they are. <P>

Here's Barry's reason for committing treason... <br> <br> <I>

"Given the grave threats that we face, our national security agencies must have the capability to gather intelligence and track down terrorists before they strike, while respecting the rule of law and the privacy and civil liberties of the American people. There is also little doubt that the Bush Administration, with the cooperation of major telecommunications companies, has abused that authority and undermined the Constitution by intercepting the communications of innocent Americans without their knowledge or the required court orders. <br> <br>

"That is why last year I opposed the so-called Protect America Act, which expanded the surveillance powers of the government without sufficient independent oversight to protect the privacy and civil liberties of innocent Americans. I have also opposed the granting of retroactive immunity to those who were allegedly complicit in acts of illegal spying in the past. <br> <br>

"After months of negotiation, the House today passed a compromise that, while far from perfect, is a marked improvement over last year's Protect America Act. <br> <br>

"Under this compromise legislation, an important tool in the fight against terrorism will continue, but the President's illegal program of warrantless surveillance will be over. It restores FISA and existing criminal wiretap statutes as the exclusive means to conduct surveillance - making it clear that the President cannot circumvent the law and disregard the civil liberties of the American people. It also firmly re-establishes basic judicial oversight over all domestic surveillance in the future. It does, however, grant retroactive immunity, and I will work in the Senate to remove this provision so that we can seek full accountability for past offenses. But this compromise guarantees a thorough review by the Inspectors General of our national security agencies to determine what took place in the past, and ensures that there will be accountability going forward. By demanding oversight and accountability, a grassroots movement of Americans has helped yield a bill that is far better than the Protect America Act. <br> <br>

"It is not all that I would want. But given the legitimate threats we face, providing effective intelligence collection tools with appropriate safeguards is too important to delay. So I support the compromise, but do so with a firm pledge that as President, I will carefully monitor the program, review the report by the Inspectors General, and work with the Congress to take any additional steps I deem necessary to protect the lives - and the liberty - of the American people."<br> <br> </I>

If you believe a single word of that poli-speak then join your brothers and sisters for the run to the cliffs! Wouldn't it be a much better world if it were that easy, if all the brain deads ran over a cliff or were all called up to <I>"heaven"</I> and left the rest of us in peace? No, the truth of the matter is that Barry wants to have those illegal, immoral powers for his own use against America! PERIOD!<br> <br>

In summation, let's recall the wise words of Gore Vidal who said... <br> <br> <I>

"It makes no difference who you vote for - the two parties are really one party representing four percent of the people." </I> 

<br> <br> <B>

In Other News

</B> <br> <br> <center>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/wackydude.jpg"> <br> Mr. Freshwater </center> <br> <br>

Here's the strange, twisted tale of Mount Vernon, Ohio middle school science teacher John Freshwater and his penchant for torturing his students for the glory of god! One would have thought that a position of science teacher wouldn't have gone to practitioner of magic? However, one would be wrong! <br> <br>

It seems Johnny liked to mix his religious madness in the classroom by using science to torture his students in the name of the <I>"Lord!"</I> John was wont to use electricity to brand his students arms with the symbol of the cross in welts caused by the electricity burning dots in the students arms. Halleluiah! Feel the power of the <I>"Lord!"</I> <br> <br> <center>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/torturecross.jpg"> </center> <br> <br>

Not only that, but this has been going on in the school system for years despite numerous complaints filed by the students' parents! For years, Freshwater taught intelligent design and discredited evolution in his science classroom. Can you say billion dollar lawsuits, boys and girls? It went on for so long because many parents were afraid of retaliation is they ratted out this child molester to authorities. For example, here's one parents complaint to their attorney... <br> <br> <I>

"We are religious people, but we were offended when Mr. Freshwater burned a cross onto the arm of our child. This was done in science class in December 2007, where an electric shock machine was used to burn our child. The burn was severe enough that our child awoke that night with severe pain, and the cross remained there for several weeks. ... We have tried to keep this a private matter and hesitate to tell the whole story to the media for fear that we will be retaliated against." </I> <br> <br>

Only after several parents went public to the news with photos of their children's arms and the Columbus Dispatch ran articles on it did the school board take action and voted, 5-0, to terminate Freshwater's contract. <br> <br>

As far as I know there are no criminal complaints against Freshwater. If Homeland Security is looking for a terrorist, I'd say look no further than Johnny! <br> <br>

So I guess god does work in mysterious ways, but not surprising, if you don't constantly flatter he/she/it, like Johnny, god will torture you in hell for eternity. Christians are ever so kinky! 

<br> <br> <b>

And Finally

</b> <br> <br> 

We're back and we're beautiful, well, we're back anyway and just by the skin of our teeth! <br> <br>

We somewhat survived the move from the Misty Mountains of suburban Asheville to the rolling hills of Trinity, South Carolina and took a lease on a house right across the street from a large and mysterious cemetery! <br> <br>

As for our June deadline we made it thanks to Mary, Jack, Mel and Bob who passed on enough of their Stimulus Rebate Checks to help us keep publishing by making Junes bills with $75 left over to apply to the July 21 deadline. <br> <br>

Yippee but <blink> <B>A LITTLE HELP YA'LL!</B> </blink> Of our annual $4500 debit we've cleared a third with about $1500 due in both July and September. If just 10% of you who like and need what we do, i.e., tell it like it is, sent us $20 a year, not a week or a month but a year, we'd be fine and I wouldn't have to beg, borrow and bore you to keep casting the truth upon the internet! This is about all that's left of that <I>"Liberal Media"</I> that you've heard so much about. Support us if you must! Support us while you can! Support us if you dare! <br> <br>

<br> <br><B>

***** 

</B><br> <br> 

</font> <font size="+1"> <I> <center>

"The era of manufacturing consent has given way to the era of manufacturing news. <br>Soon media newsrooms will drop the pretense, and start hiring theater directors instead of journalists."<br> ~~~ Arundhati Roy ~~~</center> </I> </font> <font size="+2"> <br> <br>

So to contribute to the cause and help us keep fighting for you just visit our <A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html">donations page </A>

and follow the instructions there. Thank you! <br> <br>

Ernest & Victoria Stewart

<br> <br> <B>

***** 

</B><br> <br> 

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/russert-chucky.jpg"> <br>

05-07-1950 ~ 06-13-2008 <br>

Burn Baby Burn! <br> <br>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Terminatorsw.jpg"> <br>

04-07-1946 ~ 06-15-2008 <br>

You won't be back! <br> <br>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/cb_cyd_charisse_0094.jpg"> <br>

03-08-1922 ~ 06-17-2008 <br>

R.I.P. Sweetie! <br> <br>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/kalitta-scott.JPG"> <br>

02-18-1962 ~ 06-21-2008 <br>

Tach it up, tach it up... <br> <br>

<IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/Georgecarlinmugshot.jpg"> <br>

05-12-1937 ~ 06-22-2008 <br>

"Shit, Piss, Fuck, Cunt, CockSucker, MotherFucker, and Tits!"

</center>

<br> <br> <B>

***** 

</B><br> <br> 

The "W" theatre trailers are up along with the new movie poster and screen shots from the film. They are all available at the all-new "W" movie site:

<A HREF="http://wthemovie.com/">http://wthemovie.com. </A>

Both trailers are on site and may be downloaded; the new trailer can be seen with Flash on site. You can download in either PC or Mac formats. I'm in the new trailer as myself but don't blink or you'll miss me! The trailers are also available on YouTube along with a short scene from the film. </A>

<br> <br> <B>

********************************************

</B><br> <br>

We get by with a little help from our friends! <br>

So please help us if you can...? <br>

<A HREF="http://issuesandalibis.org/donate.html"> Donations </A>

<br> <br><B>

********************************************

</B><br> <br> </center>

So how do you like the 2nd coup d'etat so far? <br>

And more importantly, what are you planning on doing about it? <br> <br>

Until the next time, Peace! <br>

<font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <a href="mailto:uncle-ernie@issuesandalibis.org"> Ernest Stewart </a>  </font> a.k.a. Uncle Ernie is an unabashed radical, author, stand-up comic, DJ, actor, political pundit and for the last 7 years managing editor and publisher of Issues & Alibis magazine. In his spare time he is an actor, writer and an associate producer for the new motion picture <A HREF="http://wthemovie.com"> "W." </A>

</font> <br> <br> <br> <br>

 <br>

</td> </tr> </table> 
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The U.S. Has Its Own Dr. Strangelove In Iraq <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Tom Hayden </font> <P>

In the depths of the Cold War, Stanley Kubrick created a notoriously-mad scientist character, Dr. Strangelove, whose passion was for dropping atomic bombs. Now there is a rising media and Beltway fascination with a new Dr. Strangelove, whose passion is imposing a mad science of counterinsurgency on Iraq. <P>

His name is David Kilcullen, an Australian academic and military veteran whom the Washington Post's Thomas Ricks once described as Gen. David Petraeus' <I>"chief adviser"</I> on the counterinsurgency doctrine underlying the surge in Iraq. <P>

Kilcullen advocated a <I>"global Phoenix program"</I> in an obscure military journal, Small Wars, in 2004. For the ahistorical or uninitiated, Phoenix was a largely off-the-books detention, torture and assassination program aimed at tens of thousands of South Vietnamese who were identified by informants as the Vietcong's <I>"civilian infrastructure." </I>The venture was so discredited that the US Congress denounced and disbanded it after hearings in the 1970s. <P>

But Kilcullen says the Phoenix program was <I>"unfairly maligned"</I> and was actually a success. So inflammatory was his advocacy in some circles that he revised his 2004 paper to rename the Phoenix program one of <I>"revolutionary development."</I> <P>

In addition, he advocates <I>"armed social science,",</I>which involves a key role for anthropologists and shrinks of various kinds in order to <A HREF="http://www.newyorker.com/archive/2005/07/11/050711fa_fact4?currentPage=2">"exploit the physical and mental vulnerabilities of detainees." </A> <P>

The long New Yorker piece by George Packer pictured Kilcullen as a charming, eccentric, and isolated genius of sorts. In the Washington culture of national security think tanks, he appears to be a familiar and friendly figure. <P>

His latest media fan is the Post's David Ignatius, reporting a Kilcullen briefing given <I>"in a private capacity" </I>at the Philip Merrill Center for Strategic Studies. It was an argument for appearing to get out of Iraq while staying in, expressed in the Kilkullen formula <A HREF="http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/06/18/AR2008061802635.html?hpid=opinionsbox1">"Overt De-Escalation, Covert Disruption.".</A>Kilcullen argues that the American troop presence is so large that it's counter-productive, only inflaming Iraqi sensibilities. What is required is a combination of US combat troop withdrawals combined with <I>"black" </I>special operations to<I> "hunt terrorists"</I> plus <I>"white"</I> special operations forces training and embedded with the Iraqi security forces, turning tribes against tribes wherever possible. Covert warfare is the future: <I>"over the long run, we need to go cheap, quiet, low-footprint."</I> And, he might have added, off the television screen and front pages. <P>

What Kilcullen means is a kind of deception-based warfare that is contradictory to democracy itself, with its instruments of critical media, congressional oversight, and public disclosure of the cost in blood, taxes and honor. The key militarily is to secure the civilian population from the insurgents, in South Vietnam by <I>"strategic hamlets,"</I>in Iraq by the <I>"gated communities"</I> with checkpoints, blast walls, concertina wire, fingerprinting, retinal scans and house-to-house population listings. The insurgents, meanwhile, are to be hunted, killed if necessary, and detained without charges in American-controlled or American-supported prison camps indefinitely, without access to lawyers, journalists, human rights observers, or family members. In most cases, there are no charges against them. Maj. Gen. Antonio Taguba, who headed the Abu Ghraib inquiry, has more than once suggested that <I>"a systematic regime of torture"</I> occurs in these camps. That's not including the CIA's secret rendition sites or the secret Baghdad prisons under the US-funded Ministry of the Interior, as reported previously in the New York Times. <P>

Naturally the distinction between civilian and combatant is difficult to draw in counterinsurgency warfare. But aside from those already killed, it is a fair estimate that 100,000 detainees are currently languishing in such facilities in Iraq and Afghanistan, few with any charges against them. These facilities are incubators for future insurgencies. Last week, after a long hunger strike, for example, 1,100 detainees escaped an Afghan facility after the Taliban blew up the walls. The Pentagon's plan is to build a permanent $60 million new detention facility on forty acres. The money might be better spent on lawyers for the present defenseless detainees. <P>

These are the realities masked behind the almost-sensual description of a <I>"lighter, smaller, more nimble residual force"</I> in Ignatius' summary of the Kilcullen scenario. <P>

How have the nation's once-great newspapers come to virtually sanctify -- and obfuscate the real meaning of -- these military doctrines, as if there were no alternatives? An explanation is impossible to obtain. But the uncritical acceptance, and even promotion, of counterinsurgency as a rational, realistic alternative to the either the status quo or withdrawal draws the Times and Post closer to the very Pentagon news manipulation operation they have recently exposed. The mainstream media have rarely if ever published anti-war critiques by leaders of protests against US military policy since the 2002 buildup, to the 2003 invasion, to the current turn to counterinsurgency. On the contrary, both the Post and the Times regularly publish the views of unrepentant neo-conservatives with no military experience whatsoever. The only valid <I>"anti-war"</I> voices apparently must be former military men or White House operatives who have turned against their former employers. The spectrum of the <I>"op-ed page"</I> is devolving into center-right insiders. As a result, the wild frontier of the blogosphere has exploded as the only outlet for dissent, with or without the documentation. The two opposing sides of the Iraq debate now inhabit separate worlds, the anti-war voices having been expelled from the mainstream for being prematurely anti-war or not being attendees at places like the Philip Merrill Center for Strategic Studies. <P>

In the era of Dr. Strangelove, the sociologist C. Wright Mills vented against the national security intellectuals as <I>"crackpot realists." </I>Few realized then [or now] that our lives and future are placed at risk by the unbalanced nature of our national dialogue, including the extreme gap between the reportage in America and the rest of the world. <P>

Will a November election of Barack Obama bring an end to the one-note monotony of the national security debate? I fervently hope so. Obama to his credit favors combat troop withdrawals and diplomacy with Iran rather than obliteration. Obama and John McCain would seem to have totally opposing views of Iraq. But at a deeper level, Obama seems to be heading towards the counterinsurgency trap -- planning to leave a <I>"lighter, smaller, more nimble residual force" </I>behind in a wasteland of preventive detention, secret gulags, and advisers like David Kilcullen. For the media and public to fail to recognize, evaluate and debate this likely future during the presidential campaign will mean something beyond tragedy or farce.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008

Tom Hayden </font>is a former state senator and leader of Sixties peace, justice and environmental movements. He is a professor at Occidental College, Los Angeles, and was a visiting fellow at Harvard's Institute of Politics last fall. His books include <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8832454-2773259?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=The+Port+Huron+Statement&x=0&y=0">The Port Huron Statement</A> [new edition], <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/104-8012185-7421545?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=Street+Wars&x=0&y=0">Street Wars</A> and <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/104-8012185-7421545?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=The+Zapatista+Reader&x=0&y=0">The Zapatista Reader</A>.

 <P> <br> </font>

</td> </tr> </table> </center>
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<br> 

<center> <table width=80% border=0> <tr> <td> 

<font size="+3"> <font color=#FF0000>
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All Quiet On The Gaza Front  <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Uri Avnery </font> <P>

AND SUDDENLY: quiet. No Qassams. No mortar shells. The tanks are not rolling. The aircraft are not bombing. <P>

In Sderot, sighs of relief. Children venture out. Inhabitants who have exiled themselves to other towns return home. <P>

And the reaction? An outburst of jubilation? Dancing in the streets? Applause for the Prime Minister and the Minister of Defense, who at long last have come to their senses? <P>

Not at all. The expression on the nation's face is a grimace of disgust. What kind of thing is that? Where is our victorious army? <P>

The people of Sderot are really angry. OK, so there are no Qassams, but this was supposed to happen only after the army had entered Gaza and wiped it out.

Haaretz headed its front page with the mendacious headline: <I>"Israel pays with deeds - and gets promises."</I> <P>

<I>"It's fragile," </I>Ehud Olmert soothes us, it can come to an end any minute. And the other Ehud, Barak, who pushed for the cease-fire, has an excuse: we have to go through the motions before starting the Big Operation in Gaza. For the sake of Israeli and international public opinion. <P>

And nobody says: Thank God, the killing has stopped! <P>

WHY? WHAT causes this almost unanimous reaction of disappointment? Why is there a general feeling of humiliation, almost of defeat? <P>

It's because the national ego is hurt. How wonderful it would have been to see the Israeli army in Gaza destroying Hamas, together with the entire city. But, instead of the crushing victory, we have something that smacks of a rout. And that in spite of the assertions of those now rooting for re-occupying the Gaza Strip: that at any minute, with just a little more starvation and closure, the population would have broken and rebelled against Hamas. <P>

From the military point of view, a year of war in the Gaza Strip has ended in a draw. IDF-Hamas 1:1. But the IDF and Hamas are not two football teams of equal standing. Hamas is an armed political-religious movement, what is termed in current Western parlance <I>"a terrorist organization."</I> When such an organization achieves a draw with one of the mightiest armies in the world, it can justifiably claim victory. <P>

The aim of Olmert's war was to topple the Hamas government in the Gaza Strip and to destroy the organization itself. This has not been attained. On the contrary, according to all reports, Hamas is stronger than ever, and its hold on the Strip is solid. Even in Israel that is not questioned. <P>

For a year, the Israeli government has maintained a total blockade of the Strip - on land, at sea and in the air. It has enjoyed the unqualified support of Europe, which assisted in starving a population of one and a half million men and women, children and old people. The US was, of course, a full partner in this glorious enterprise. Hosni Mubarak's Egypt, dependent on the US, collaborated, if unwillingly. <P>

All this was not enough to beat poor and crowded Gaza, a narrow strip of land 35 km (22 miles) long and 10 km (6 miles) wide, into submission. Not only did the rockets not stop, but their range increased. Their victims in Israel were few, a child could count them, but their impact on morale was immense. <P>

The Israeli army was helpless against this primitive weapon, which costs next to nothing. The army killed wholesale and in retail, on land and from the air, with missiles, shells and infantry weapons. To no avail. <P>

Hamas has survived, but it, too, did not achieve its aim. It had no answer to the blockade. Only the pressure of international public opinion (as well as the Israeli peace forces) prevented total starvation, but in the Strip there was a shortage of everything. Unemployment was rampant, fuel disappeared, many inhabitants suffered from undernourishment, bordering on starvation. <P>

That is the nature of a draw: neither of the two sides is able to force a decision and impose its will on its opponent. <P>

A CEASEFIRE only comes about when both sides need it. (True, Carl von Clausewitz, the Prussian military philosopher, has said that in war it is impossible for a situation to be beneficial to both sides at the same time, that something that is good for one side is necessarily bad for the other. But in real war there are exceptions.) <P>

Indeed, the Israeli army needed the ceasefire no less than Hamas. That became clear from the comments of the <I>"military correspondents,"</I> almost all of whom are thinly disguised army spokesmen. Of course, not one of the cabinet members would have agreed to a ceasefire if the army brass had objected. <P>

Usually, the army bosses press for one more action, one more operation, one more war. Have they suddenly turned into doves? Not really. But they knew that they had to choose between two <I>"bad"</I> options: a ceasefire or the <I>"Great Operation"</I> - the re-conquest of the entire Gaza Strip. <P>

The commanders did not like the first option, and that is an understatement. It means admitting failure. But the second option they liked even less - much, much less. <P>

The Great Operation, which a large part of the public yearned for, which almost all the media demanded at the top of their voices, is very problematical. Hamas has had a lot of time to prepare for it. No army likes to fight in a built-up area, among a crowded population. Every alley is a potential trap, every man - and every woman - a potential suicide bomber. Even if the army succeeded in entering and occupying the strip with only <I>"tolerable"</I> casualties, that would just be the beginning of the troubles. Every day soldiers would be killed. The mutual bloodletting would be endless. See: the Iraq war. <P>

Public opinion is fickle. Every dead soldier whose smiling picture is shown on television increases the pressure to get out. Sooner or later the army would be compelled to leave - and the situation would revert to what it was before, only worse. <P>

The army chiefs know this. Olmert and Barak also know this. The lesson of the Second Lebanon War has not been forgotten. There is no mood for war. <P>

THE CEASEFIRE has far-reaching political implications. It changes the Palestinian - and perhaps the regional - map. <P>

One can protest from here to eternity, one can shout from the rooftops that <I>"we don't negotiate with Hamas" </I>and that <I>"we have no agreement with Hamas"</I> - every child understands that we indeed do, and indeed have. <P>

This is an agreement between the Government of Israel and the Gaza authorities. It means a de facto recognition of the Hamas government there. In Gaza, too, every child understands that the Israeli government was compelled to agree because it was unable to break Hamas by force. <P>

In the eyes of the Palestinians, the situation is clear: Mahmoud Abbas in Ramallah has not got anything from the Israelis, Hamas has. <P>

Abbas tries by peaceful means. He is the darling of the Americans and the Israelis. But since the great performance in Annapolis, not only has he not achieved any meaningful concessions at all and not freed a single prisoner, but additional prisoners are being taken every night, the settlements are being enlarged and the Israeli government announces grandiose new building projects in East Jerusalem and the entire West Bank. And the Israeli government would not dream of agreeing to a ceasefire there. <P>

While at the same time Hamas, besieged by the whole world, losing fighters every day, has attained a significant military and political achievement: goods will flow into the Strip, cars will again bounce along the potholed roads, the Rafah crossing, which cuts off the Strip from the world, will be opened. In the coming prisoner exchange, hundreds of Palestinian prisoners will be released in return for the captured Israeli soldier, Gilad Shalit. <P>

The conclusion? Everybody can ask themselves: if I were a Palestinian, what conclusion would I draw? <P>

The ceasefire affects the balance of power within the Palestinian people. Hamas has proved that it can maintain an orderly government. Now it is proving that it can control the radical organizations, too. <P>

The wisest thing Mahmoud Abbas can do now is to form a Unity Government, based on both Hamas and Fatah. <P>

WILL THE ceasefire hold? The correspondents report that nobody expects it to. <P>

When Olmert says that it is fragile, he knows what he is talking about.

There is no written agreement. No orderly mechanism for settling disputes. No arbitrator to decide, in case of need, which side is responsible for a violation. <P>

If somebody in Israel wants to break the ceasefire, nothing will be easier: a squad leader opens fire on a group of Palestinians near the border fence, because he suspects that they are about to plant an explosive device. A spy helicopter pilot believes that he is being shot at and launches a missile. The army intelligence chief claims that large quantities of arms are being smuggled into the Strip. <P>

It can be done in other ways, too. The army will kill half a dozen Islamic Jihad militants in the West Bank. In response, the organization will fire a salvo of Qassams at Sderot. The army will announce that this is a violation of the agreement and answer with an incursion into the Gaza Strip. It will even be right formally, since the ceasefire does not cover the West Bank. <P>

Every agreement holds only as long as both sides believe that it serves their interests. If one of them thinks otherwise, it will break it (and assert that the other side broke it first). In this case, the first to break it will most likely be the Israeli side. <P>

A CEASEFIRE is not peace (salaam), and not even an armistice or truce (hudnah). It is no more than an agreement between combatants to stop shooting for some time. <P>

In the nature of things, each side will use the ceasefire to prepare for the next round of fighting - to breathe deeply, to rest, to train, to plan, to obtain more advanced weapons. <P>

But the ceasefire can become more than that. It can lead to Palestinian unity, to Israeli re-thinking, to a practical advance towards a peaceful solution. At the very least, every day of the ceasefire saves human lives. <P>

And in the meantime the Hebrew and the international dictionaries have acquired another Arabic word: Tahdiyeh, calm.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Uri Avnery ~~~<A HREF="http://www.gush-shalom.org/english/"> Gush Shalom </A>
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The Hedonists Of Power <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Chris Hedges </font> <P>

Washington has become Versailles. We are ruled, entertained and informed by courtiers. The popular media are courtiers. The Democrats, like the Republicans, are courtiers. Our pundits and experts are courtiers. We are captivated by the hollow stagecraft of political theater as we are ruthlessly stripped of power. It is smoke and mirrors, tricks and con games. We are being had. <P>

The past week was a good one if you were a courtier. We were instructed by the high priests on television over the past few days to mourn a Sunday morning talk show host, who made $5 million a year and who gave a platform to the powerful and the famous so they could spin, equivocate and lie to the nation. We were repeatedly told by these television courtiers, people like Tom Brokaw and Wolf Blitzer, that this talk show host was one of our nation's greatest journalists, as if sitting in a studio, putting on makeup and chatting with Dick Cheney or George W. Bush have much to do with journalism. <P>

No journalist makes $5 million a year. No journalist has a comfortable, cozy relationship with the powerful. No journalist believes that acting as a conduit, or a stenographer, for the powerful is a primary part of his or her calling. Those in power fear and dislike real journalists. Ask <A HREF="http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Seymour_Hersh">Seymour Hersh </A>and <A HREF="http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Amy_Goodman">Amy Goodman</A> how often Bush or Cheney has invited them to dinner at the White House or offered them an interview. <P>

All governments lie, as I.F. Stone pointed out, and it is the job of the journalist to do the hard, tedious reporting to shine a light on these lies. It is the job of courtiers, those on television playing the role of journalists, to feed off the scraps tossed to them by the powerful and never question the system. In the slang of the profession, these television courtiers are <I>"throats."</I> These courtiers, including the late Tim Russert, never gave a voice to credible critics in the buildup to the war against Iraq. They were too busy playing their roles as red-blooded American patriots. They never fought back in their public forums against the steady erosion of our civil liberties and the trashing of our Constitution. These courtiers blindly accept the administration's current propaganda to justify an attack on Iran. They parrot this propaganda. They dare not defy the corporate state. The corporations that employ them make them famous and rich. It is their Faustian pact. No class of courtiers, from the<A HREF="http://www.malaysiakini.com/letters/80902"> eunuchs behind Manchus </A>in the 19th century to the Baghdad caliphs of the <A HREF="http://www.wsu.edu/~dee/ISLAM/ABASSID.HTM">Abbasid caliphate</A>, has ever transformed itself into a responsible elite. Courtiers are hedonists of power. <P>

Our Versailles was busy this past week. The Democrats passed the <A HREF="http://ap.google.com/article/ALeqM5hJKgeE0Z-SivATjok-utYBdh9wDwD91DUFHO1">FISA bill</A>, which provides immunity for the telecoms that cooperated with the National Security Agency's illegal surveillance over the past six years. This bill, which when signed means we will never know the extent of the Bush White House's violation of our civil liberties, is expected to be adopted by the Senate. Barack Obama has promised to sign it in the name of national security. The bill gives the U.S. government a license to eavesdrop on our phone calls and e-mails. It demolishes our right to privacy. It endangers the work of journalists, human rights workers, crusading lawyers and whistle-blowers who attempt to expose abuses the government seeks to hide. These private communications can be stored indefinitely and disseminated, not just to the U.S. government but to other governments as well. The bill, once signed into law, will make it possible for those in power to identify and silence anyone who dares to make public information that defies the official narrative. <P>

Being a courtier, and Obama is one of the best, requires agility and eloquence. The most talented of them can be lauded as persuasive actors. They entertain us. They make us feel good. They convince us they are our friends. We would like to have dinner with them. They are the smiley faces of a corporate state that has hijacked the government and is raping the nation. When the corporations make their iron demands, these courtiers drop to their knees, whether to placate the telecommunications companies that fund their campaigns and want to be protected from lawsuits, or to permit oil and gas companies to rake in obscene profits and keep in place the vast subsidies of corporate welfare doled out by the state. <P>

We cannot differentiate between illusion and reality. We trust courtiers wearing face powder who deceive us in the name of journalism. We trust courtiers in our political parties who promise to fight for our interests and then pass bill after bill to further corporate fraud and abuse. We confuse how we feel about courtiers like Obama and Russert with real information, facts and knowledge. We chant in unison with Obama that we want change, we yell <I>"yes we can,"</I> and then stand dumbly by as he coldly votes away our civil liberties. The Democratic Party, including Obama, continues to fund the war. It refuses to impeach Bush and Cheney. It allows the government to spy on us without warrants or cause. And then it tells us it is our salvation. This is a form of collective domestic abuse. And, as so often happens in the weird pathology of victim and victimizer, we keep coming back for more. 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 Chris Hedges, </font> the former Middle East bureau chief for The New York Times, spent seven years in the Middle East. He was part of the paper's team of reporters who won the 2002 Pulitzer Prize for coverage of global terrorism. He is the author of <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=War+Is+a+Force+That+Gives+Us+Meaning&Go.x=12&Go.y=8&Go=Go">War Is a Force That Gives Us Meaning</A>. His latest book is <A HREF=" http://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_ss_b/105-8624308-2540467?initialSearch=1&url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=American+Fascists%3A+The+Christian+Right+and+the+War+on+America&Go.x=8&Go.y=13&Go=Go">American Fascists: The Christian Right and the War on America</A>.
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Someone Please Speak To Secretary Peake <P> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

James Peake is a man with a plan - and it truly is a sorry one. <P>

Peake is George W's secretary of veteran affairs, and he has recently issued an edict banning voter registration efforts inside veterans hospitals, nursing homes, rehab centers, and homeless shelters. Yes, veterans who were sent to war in the name of defending freedom; veterans who did their duty, with many suffering physical and mental harm; veterans whom Bush tells us we must honor - those veterans are to be barred by their own agency from getting the help they need to participate in America's political process. <P>

All across the country, both non-partisan groups and political groups of all stripes have routinely been allowed inside these public facilities to help vets register. However, Peake now wants to shut democracy's door on our country's ailing veterans. <P>

The agency's May 5 directive reads like a page of newspeak ripped from Orwells's 1984. It opens with a shining declaration that VA policy is<I> "to assist patients who seek to exercise their right to register and vote." </I>Then, in a clanging autocratic reversal, it declares: <I>"However, due to Hatch Act requirements and to avoid disruptions to facility operations, voter registration drives are not permitted."</I> <P>

The Hatch Act? That's the law that bans federal employees from engaging in partisan political activity. Maybe Secretary Peake is unaware that the patients under his care are not federal employees. They're veterans, with full Constitutional rights. Secondly, would someone please inform the obviously-befuddled secretary that registering people to vote is not a partisan activity? <P>

In fact, maybe you'd like to inform him yourself and also suggest that he get out of the way of groups helping vets exercise their freedoms. Contact Secretary Peake at : 202-273-4800.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A href="http://www.jimhightower.com/"> Jim Hightower's </A> </font> latest book, <A HREF="http://search.barnesandnoble.com/booksearch/results.asp?WRD=If+The+Gods+Had+Meant+Us+To+Vote+They+Would+Have+Given+Us+Candidates&userid=JT3jZopC3p&cds2Pid=9481">"If The Gods Had Meant Us To Vote They Would Have Given Us Candidates," </A>is available in a fully revised and updated paperback edition. 
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Community Gardens <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

The DOs and DON'Ts </font> <br>

By Mel Bartholomew <P>

In the last 25 years , I have organized, run, visited, filmed and observed community gardens all around the country, I've realized that they all seem to have similar problems and pitfalls. The biggest mistake you can make is to give each individual garden or gardener too much space. Believe me, it will go to weeds and destroy the look of the entire garden area no matter how neatly the other spaces are kept. Keep in mind at the very beginning everyone is enthused, will promise you the moon, they'll be there every week, they'll take care of their garden, they'll weed it, etc., etc., but things happen. Lives get complicated, people move or get involved in other things, children take precedent, family goes on vacation - all kinds of things happen. <P>

My first community garden was like that before I invented the Square Foot Gardening System. We all planted in rows spaced 3 feet apart like all the gardening experts taught everyone (and in fact, many are still teaching this outdated system). Those 3-foot rows sprouted so many weeds you couldn't even see what was supposed to be growing in each row. The next year, we converted to my newly invented Square Foot Garden system with a 15-foot x 15-foot space for each plot. Those were the individual family plots. Oh, they complained at first "I need more space - we want a big garden - we're gonna grow a lot of things". Yeah, like weeds, I thought. They expressed all of those concerns but I had done my homework and completed my experiments the year before. <P>

I knew how much you could grow in a 4-foot x 4-foot block IF you used the Square Foot System by laying down a grid and kept replanting every square foot as it was harvested. As it turned out, a 4-foot x 4-foot area was sufficient for one person to have either a salad or dinner vegetables during the entire growing season. Therefore, a family of four needed just four blocks spaced in a 15-foot x 15-foot area very nicely with 3-foot aisles down the center and 4-foot aisles between their neighbors. To satisfy the ambition of some, we allowed them to sign up for two family spaces but only the second season after they had proved that they could keep their garden neat and tidy, which turned out to be very easy with a Square Foot Garden. <P> 

In general , your community garden will need a set of rules (and these should be posted) that everyone will abide by. They are pretty self-explanatory and can quickly be set down by the organizers. Things like hours, accessibility, plants not allowed because they are too messy or space taking, how to settle disputes, tools (where they're kept) and, the really big one, water (how and when it can be used). It really boils down to respecting your neighbor's space and taking care of your own. Sort of like the neighborhood isn't it?

<P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/squareinsert3.gif"> </center> <P>

This 15-foot x 15-foot spacing , allows a 2-foot wide path all around the

perimeter of each space. If your neighbor has the exact same thing, then you have created a 4-foot wide path or really a buffer zone between neighboring family plots. No one should be able to put up a fence although vertical frames or towers, tripods and beanpoles should be allowed inside each 4 x 4 planting block. <P>

That spacing and layout eliminates the interference of some rapidly growing crops that actually become overgrown like corn, squash, pumpkins, etc. They could shade or invade your neighbors' plots. All plants must be contained within each 4 x 4 planting block. What if someone wants to rototill their entire 15 x 15-foot area and put in row crops ? You're gonna have "Trouble in River City". Don't let them do it. It'll just turn into a weed filled mess and destroy the looks of your entire community garden.

Next column: More tips on how to get started with a Community Garden - Part 2.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.squarefootgardening.com/"> Mel Bartholomew </A> </font>is an inventor, author, and founder of the Square Foot Gardening Foundation. 
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Distillation <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Treatment Systems for Household Water Supplies </font> <br>

By Russell Derickson <P> <B>

What impurities will distillers remove?</B> <P>

The distillation process removes almost all impurities from water. Distillers are commonly used for removing nitrate, bacteria, sodium, hardness, dissolved solids, most organic compounds, heavy metals, and radionucleides from water. Distillers remove about 99.5 percent of the impurities from the original water. <P> <B>

What impurities are not removed? </b> <P>

Distillers can allow 0.3 to 0.5 percent of water impurities to exist in the storage container after distilling. <P>

Some volatile organic contaminants (VOCs), certain pesticides and volatile solvents, boil at temperatures very close to water (207-218 degrees Fahrenheit). These types of contaminants will not be substantially reduced in concentration by distillation. Properly equipped distillers can reduce VOC concentrations effectively. <P>

Although bacteria are removed by distillation, they may recolonize on the cooling coils during inactive periods. <P> <B>

Water Testing </B> <P>

Before you buy a water treatment unit, you should know what impurities are in your water supply. To determine the types and amounts of impurities in your water, you should have it analyzed by a certified laboratory. The results of the water test will help determine the best water treatment system to use. <P>

If you obtain water from a private water supply (you supply your own water), you also make the final decision about water testing. However, it is recommended that testing be done on a regular basis. When problems do occur, more frequent testing may be required until a solution is found. <P>

Community water supplies are monitored and treated to protect users from health threatening water impurities. Ask your water supplier for a copy of the latest water test results. <P> <B>

The Distillation Process </B> <P>

Distillers use heat to boil water into steam which is condensed back into water and collected in a purer form. When water boils, it leaves impurities behind in the boiling chamber. The rising steam passes into a cooling section and condenses back into a liquid. The condensed liquid (water) then flows into a storage container (Figure 1). Distillers remove almost all of the impurities from water supplies. As water is heated the impurities in the boiling chamber increase in concentration. The water left behind in the boiling chamber is discarded and the process is started over.

Distilled water has a bland taste, because the dissolved minerals that give water a pleasing taste have been removed. Distilled water should be stored under sanitary conditions in plastic, glass or stainless steel containers.

Household distillers are designed for providing water for drinking and cooking. It is not economical to distill water for other uses like flushing toilets, bathing, washing clothes, and cleaning. <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ae1032-1.gif"> <br> </font <font size="+1"> <B>

 Figure 1. The distillation process. </B> </font> <font size="+2"> </center> <P> <B>

Types of Distillation Equipment</B> <P>

Distillers are commonly made of stainless steel, aluminum, and plastic materials. These materials do not absorb impurities from water and are easy to clean. <P>

There are two types of distillers: batch units and continuous flow units (Figures 2 & 3). <P> <B>

Batch Distillers: </B><P>

Water is poured directly into the boiling chamber. The unit is turned on and the water is heated to boiling. When all the water in the boiling chamber is evaporated, the unit shuts off. Distilled water is removed from the storage container for household use. Batch units can range from 1gallon countertop units to 10gallon floor units. Batch distillers produce from 3 to 10 gallons of distilled water per day. The smallest distillers are about the same size as a coffee maker. <P>

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ae1032-2.gif"> <br> </font> <font size="+1"> <B>

Figure 2. Batch distiller. </B> </font> <font size="+2"> </center> <P> <B>

Continuous flow units: </B> <P>

Continuous flow or automatic units are connected to the water supply line. The water level in the boiling chamber is maintained by a float valve connected to the water supply. As distilled water is removed from the storage tank, the unit turns itself on and starts producing more distilled water. A discharge line periodically removes the concentrated impurities from the boiling chamber. Distilled water is either stored in a container or is piped to the use area. <P>

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ae1032-3.gif"> <br> </font <font size="+1">  <P> <B>

Figure 3. Continuous flow distiller. </B> </font> <font size="+2"> </center> <P> <B>

Distiller accessorie:</B> <P>

 Additional storage containers, transfer pumps and special kitchen taps can be installed adjacent to a distiller. Increased storage capacity will only be advantagous for continuous flow units. For example, you can install a kitchen tap and an under-the-sink reserve tank that has a level switch to turn on a small transfer pump. This pump transfers water from the distiller to a storage container located under the sink (Figure 4). When the under-the-sink reserve tank empties it turns on the transfer pump to refill the reserve tank. When the distiller's storage tank empties, it turns itself on and fills the storage containers. <P>

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ae1032-4.gif"> <br> </font <font size="+1"> <B>

Figure 4. An illustration of an under-the-sink water storage container. </B> </font> <font size="+2"> </center> <P> <B>

How are volatile organic compounds (VOC) removed? </B> <P>

Distillers can remove VOCs by three methods: 1) gas vents, 2) fractional columns and 3) activated carbon filters (ACF). Distillers that use a combination of VOC removal methods are more efficient than one single method. <P>

Gas vents are small holes drilled into the passage leading to the cooling coils. Gas vents allow VOCs to escape the distiller before they enter the cooling section coils. These holes (one or two) are usually from .045 inches to .065 inches in diameter. <P>

Fractional column distillers (Figure 5) use differential cooling to remove VOCs. VOCs are removed when they condense in a different section of the fractional column than where water does. Fractional distillers usually cost more than distillers with gas vents or ACF cartridges. <P>

<center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/ae1032-5.gif"> <br> </font <font size="+1"> <B>

Figure 5. An illustration of a reflux distiller. </B> </font> <font size="+2"> </center> <P>

Activated carbon filters (ACF) trap VOCs (refer to Activated Carbon Filtration in the Treatment Systems for Household Water Supplies Series). The ACF units are normally located at the end of the cooling coils and remove the VOCs prior to entering the distilled water storage container. ACFs can also be placed in the water supply line to reduce VOCs entering a distiller. <P>

Removal of VOCs in distillers without gas vents, fractional columns or ACFs can also be accomplished with some success by discarding the first pint (1/2 liter) of distilled water in the storage container. <P> <B>

Proper Maintenance </B> <P>

Minerals and other residues accumulate in the boiling chamber as water is boiled away. These minerals and compounds need to be removed occasionally. The boiling chamber of a distiller should be emptied about once a week. When distillation is continuous, the boiling chamber should be emptied more often. If these materials (scale and sediment) are not removed periodically, a distiller becomes inefficient. <P>

Mineral scale buildup from hard water can be difficult to remove without the use of an acid-type cleaner. Commercial cleaning agents are available. The cleaners usually contain sulfamic acid or other organic acids. DO NOT use strong mineral acids like hydrochloric, sulfuric or nitric to clean distillers. Strong acids can damage stainless steel and aluminum. Check the owners manual or consult your local distiller dealer for the appropriate cleaner to use. <P>

To remove the scale buildup from a distiller, fill the distiller with the proper acid mixture to approximately 1/2 inch above the mineral line. Let the acid solution sit for the proper amount of time, then discard and rinse. <P>

An alternative cleaning agent is vinegar because it contains acetic acid, a weak organic acid. Pour a 50 percent solution of vinegar into the distiller to about 1/2 inch above the top of the mineral line. Let the unit sit over night, then discard and rinse. If mineral scale is still present, increase the vinegar concentration or cleaning time. <P>

Other regular maintenance duties may include replacing the ACF cartridge and keeping the gas vent holes free of mineral deposits. These steps are necessary to ensure that distillation units equipped to remove VOCs will effectively perform that function. <P><B>

Lifespan:</B> <P>

 The lifespan of any distiller depends on the levels of impurities in the raw water supply, how often the distiller operates, and how often the distiller is cleaned. A good distiller should last 10 to 15 years with proper maintenance and routine cleaning. The most common repair for distillers is replacing a heating element or a cooling fan. <P> <B>

Cost of Distillation </B> <P>

Equipment Purchase Price <P>

Distillers cost from $200 to $1500 for home use models. Counter top distillers will range from $200 to $500 and automatic models from $600 to $1500. In addition to the purchase cost, there are yearly operation costs. These include electricity, chemical cleaners, and possibly replacement ACFs. Yearly operation costs depend on how often a distiller is used. <P> <B>

Examples of purchase cost: </B> <P>

For about $250, you can purchase a 5 quart batch unit (about the same size as a coffee maker). Five quarts of raw water are poured into the boiling chamber. The unit is plugged in, and the distillation process starts. Distilled water is stored in an external plastic container. The unit shuts off automatically when the boiling chamber is empty. It has a maximum output of 4 gallons per day. <P>

For about $1200, you can purchase a 10-gallon per day continuous flow unit with a 4-gallon storage container. When water is removed from the storage container, the unit refills the boiling chamber and begins distilling. The unit shuts off when the storage container is filled. Typical dimensions of this system are about 3 feet high by 2 feet wide by 1.5 feet deep. <P> <B>

Operation Costs </B> <P>

Distiller operation costs are directly related to the amount of distilled water you will use daily. The largest operation cost is electricity. Small batch distillers range from .25 to .30 gallons per kilowatt-hour (gal/KWH) and larger automatic continuous flow distillers range from .30 to .34 gal/KWH. <P>

The electrical cost is easy to calculate: <P>

Wattage of unit <P>

Cost = 0.024 x ---------- x Cost of electricity ($/KWH) <P>

Production  (gal/day) or

Wattage of unit, time to distill, cost of <P>

Cost =  x  1 gallon (hrs)  x  electricity ($/KWH) 1000

<P> <B>

For Example: </B> <P>

1100 watt distiller produces 8 gal/day (3hr/gal) _and electricity costs $0.10/KWH <P>

1100 cost = 0.024 x ---- x 0.10 = $0.33/gal or (33 cents/gal) 8

<P>or <P>

cost = 1100 x 3 x 0.10 = $0.33/gal <P>

Typical electrical cost for a family of four will range from $275 to $400 per year (or $22 to $34 per month), because the average family of four uses 3 gallons/day (1100 gallons/year) of water for drinking and cooking. Consult the owners manual or check with a dealer for the cost of a ACF cartridge replacement for a particular distiller. Cleaning cost increases with increased distiller operation. <P> <B>

Total Cost over the life span of a distiller </B> <P>

The total cost of running a distiller includes the purchase price (or rental cost) and cost of operation (electricity and maintenance cost). Typical operational costs range from $0.35 per gallon to $0.50 per gallon. Bottled distilled water, in comparison, costs from $0.30 to $1.50. Based on the example below, it will cost an average family of four $38.60 per month for distilled water or $456.50 per year. <P> <B>

Example of Total cost of distilled water per gallon: </B> <P>

Lets assume for $800 you could purchase a 1100 watt distiller that would last 10 years at full production of 8 gallons/day and electricity costs $0.10/KWH. How much will a gallon of distilled water cost? <P> <B>

Cost assumptions:</B> <P>

electricity = $0.10 / KWH <br>

repairs & cleaning = 10% of purchase price/year <r>

10 year life span <br>

1100 watt unit produces 8 gal/day <br>

purchase price = $800    <P> <B>

Total cost per gallon over ten years </B> <P>

Purchase price <br>

  $800/8(gal/day)/365(days/year)/10years $0.027/gal<br>

  (based on continuous operation)<P>

Electricity <br>

  1100wt/1000(wt/KWH) X 3(hr/gal) X $0.10KWH  = $0.33 /gal<P>

Repairs & Cleaning <P>

  $800 X 0.10/8(gal/day)/365(days/year)<br>

  (annual cost = 10% of purchase price)
      = $0.027/gal <br>

TOTAL     $0.384/gal  <P>

A typical distiller might realistically only run 60 to 70 percent of the time. The above total cost per gallon was figured at full production. If the distiller ran 70 percent of the time, the cost per gallon would increase by $0.0314 per gallon. The distiller idle time varies with how much distilled water is needed by the user. Based on the example above, it will cost a typical family $38.60 per month ($456.50 per year) for distilled water. <P> <B>

What are the advantages of distillers?</B> <P>

Distillers remove almost all of the impurities found in water, produce sodium free water, and are relatively easy to maintain. Most distillers are mechanically simple. <P> <B>

What are the disadvantages of distillers?</B> <P>

Distillers have small capacities and use considerable energy to process water. Because of the small capacities, distillers are limited to point-of-use systems. Distillers without gas vents, fractional columns, or ACF units will not remove VOCs. Heat generated by a distiller must be dissipated into the surrounding environment. <P> <B>

Items to consider when purchasing a distiller </B> <P>

. Test your water for impurities. A distiller might not be the best treatment alternative. <br>

. How much distilled water does your household need? (per day, per year) <br>

. What type of distillers will fit into your needs? <br>

. How easy is the distiller to clean and/or repair? <br>

. What type of convenience level should a distiller offer? (manual or automatic operation) <br>

. What will you do with the by-products of distillers -- waste water, waste heat, old ACF cartridges? <br>

. Is it designed to remove VOCs? Some distillers are designed to remove VOCs but many are not. <br>

. What is the cost of maintenance? <br>

. Purchase price does not directly indicate a distiller's performance. A moderately priced unit might work as well as expensive units. <br>

. Don't buy more equipment than you need. <br>

. Choose a reputable dealer -- Get guarantees in writing and read them thoroughly. <br>

. Beware of advertising that is too good to be true. <p>

Equipment should carry UL and NSF or AWQA approval.<br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2008 Russell Derickson</font>, is an Extension Associate in Water and Natural Resources, South Dakota Extension Service_.
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By: Amy Goodman </font></font> <font size="+1"><P>  <I> <center> 

"One of the greatest intrusions, potentially, on the rights of Americans protected under the 4th Amendment." ~~~  Senator Russ Feingold </center> </I> <P> </font><font size="+2"> <B>

    Amy Goodman:</B> It's being described as the most significant revision of the nation's surveillance law in three decades. The Senate is preparing to vote on rewriting the nation's Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act and giving immunity to phone companies involved in President Bush's secret domestic spy program. On Friday, the Democratic-controlled House approved the measure by a vote of 293-129. The legislation gives the government new powers to eavesdrop on both domestic and international communications. The American Civil Liberties Union has warned it would allow for the mass, untargeted and unwarranted surveillance of all communications coming into and out of the United States. <P>

    While Democratic leaders in Congress, as well as Democratic presidential candidate Barack Obama, have hailed the bill as a <I>"compromise," </I>Democratic Senator Russ Feingold of Wisconsin describes it as a<I> "capitulation."</I> Senator Feingold has been the leading congressional voice against the Bush administration's warrantless spy program since it was exposed nearly three years ago. Today, the Wisconsin senator joins us from Washington, D.C. <P>

    Welcome to Democracy Now!, Senator Feingold. <P> <B>

    Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> Good morning, Amy. <B> <P>

    Amy Goodman:</B> Can you describe the legislation that the Senate is considering, is expected to pass by Friday?<B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold: </B>Well, this is a great blow to the rights of the American people. And much of the publicity has been about a very important aspect: giving these telephone companies immunity that cooperated with the President's illegal program. We think that should be decided based on current law, not some kind of a retroactive immunity. But that's essentially what this bill does. <P>

    But you know what? Even worse are the provisions of the bill that will make it very easy for the government to essentially suck up the communications, all communications of Americans that go overseas, whether it's an email or a text message or a phone call to a daughter, junior year abroad, or a child who's in Iraq or a reporter or a business associate. This is one of the greatest intrusions, potentially, on the rights of Americans protected under the Fourth Amendment of the US Constitution in the history of our country. <P>

    And unfortunately, it's going to go through with the help of some Democrats. So this is a very, very sad day for our Constitution and for our rights, and it's not justified by the terrorism issue, because we do not have any problem at all with going after anybody that we have reasonable suspicions about. It has to do with sucking all this information into a huge database in a way that is very intrusive on the privacy of all Americans. <P> <B>

    Amy Goodman:</B> What role did the telecommunications companies play in writing this bill? <B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> Well, they clearly wanted this immunity. They think they should be let off the hook, regardless of what the current laws require. I think, and many of my allies on this think, that the courts should decide it based on the law. <P>

    Sadly, the administration has been very behind the telephone companies' desire to have this immunity, maybe even leading the charge, because there is an additional benefit to them if this immunity goes through. It may block our ability to directly challenge in court the violation of the Constitution that the illegal wiretapping program represents. <P>

    The President takes the position that under Article II of the Constitution he can ignore the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act. We believe that that's absolutely wrong. I have pointed out that I think it is not only against the law, but I think it's a pretty plain impeachable offense that the President created this program, and yet this immunity provision may have the effect not only of giving immunity to the telephone companies, but it may also allow the administration to block legal accountability for this crime, which I believe it is. <P>

    And, you know, the United States Supreme Court, even though seven out of the ten justices - seven out of the nine justices were appointed by Republicans, they just recently repudiated the President again on excessive executive powers when it came to the detainees. Here, they may do it also, and it would be a very significant ruling. And yet, the administration may well be able to block accountability on this in front of the courts by this legislation that Democrats are going to allow to go through.<P> <B>

    Amy Goodman:</B> Senator Feingold, explain exactly what you think is an impeachable offense.<B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> Well, you know, this is one of the things that's been debated over the centuries, but I believe that when - it has to do with the rule of law and the very structure of our system of government, in other words, not just the issue that many have been concerned about, misleading the country into war, the Iraq war. That was a terrible thing, and, you know, some say that's an impeachable offense. But to me, when the law is clear, when it's absolutely clear that there is a clear statute and the President creates his own idea of a law and says he doesn't have to follow the duly elected laws of the land, to me, that's right at the core of what the founders of this country meant when they talked about high crimes and misdemeanors. <P>

    So, I'm not calling for impeachment. I'm not saying that that's something that's realistic or the right thing for Democrats to do at this point. What I'm saying is the idea of a law that will prohibit the courts potentially from ruling on this is against the rule of law and also protects the President from a historical record that I think should show that he did something that was at least impeachable when it comes to these warrantless wiretaps. <P> <B>

    Amy Goodman: </B>Now, last year, you called for President Bush and Vice President Cheney - it was just about a year ago - to be censured, not impeached, but censured. Do you think they should be impeached now? <B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> I think they should be censured. I think the idea of going through an impeachment process at this point is obviously not going to happen and a sort of a futile exercise, because there's simply not the will to do it. But I think a censure resolution that essentially lays out the same case, that for the first time since Andrew Jackson says this president has actually violated the laws of the land and has disregarded our system of government, is a very important step. I know it won't happen. I know it's not going to be brought up. But I do think it would be the appropriate step and at least set the stage for pulling back on these excessive claims of executive power that were made by this president. The next president has to renounce these kind of claims, and I think a censure resolution would help that. <B> <P>

    Amy Goodman: </B>What's stopping your colleagues from doing this? The argument they use against impeachment is what you said: whether or not it's merited, they don't want to get bogged down, and they feel the election is a form of impeachment, if the Democrats win. But what stops them from censuring the President and Vice President? <B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold: </B>Well, I wish they would do it. I'm sure what they would say, and I do understand it at some level, is we want to show the American people that our focus is on solving their problems - healthcare, getting us out of Iraq, getting away from dependence on foreign oil - and that that's what the image that we want to have going into the election. That's an understandable argument, but it begs the question of, what about history? What about the rule of law? How do you justify not doing something? So that's why I think censure is a good combination with our primary focus on trying to show that we're going to have a different regime when we come in, it's going to be a different approach to these issues. But I do know that most Democrats are not interested in pursuing the censure at all. <B> <P>

    Amy Goodman:</B> Back to FISA, the FISA law, the House Democratic leaders call it a bipartisan compromise, because instead of giving blanket retroactive immunity to phone companies that facilitated the President's spy program, it would route the grants of immunity through a district court. As long as the companies can demonstrate to a judge that they were instructed to spy on Americans by the President or the Bush administration, they would be spared the trouble of litigating at this point, what, more than forty lawsuits against them, and there's many more expected. What's your response to that? <B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold: </B>It's not even a fig leaf; it's a joke. It does not in any way prevent the ruling from that court, basically automatically, of immunity, because it just involves saying, "Look, they've got a piece of paper from the government." This is nothing but Democrats trying to pretend that they're doing something here. They are doing nothing. They're giving in. Senator Kit Bond, a Republican from Missouri, is basically giggling at the fact that the Republicans and the administration got essentially everything they want on this. It's sadly a great failure on the part of the Democratic majority that was elected in 2006 primarily to get us out of Iraq, but also significantly to protect the Constitution of the United States. This is not a proud moment. <B> <P>

    Amy Goodman: </B>Who do you feel is in charge right now? Is it the Democrats or the Republicans? <B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold: </B>Well, you know, on the domestic issues, the Democrats are doing pretty well, except for when we run into a filibuster. So we have been able to get some achievements. But whenever you come up against one of these national security issues, the President and the fear of Democrats of standing up to the President and the Vice President still have the trump card, and they seem to always win, on whether it be the Iraq issue or the Constitution or the civil liberties issues, because Democrats are still afraid to stand up and say, <I>"Look, we know you're using fear as a tactic, and we're not afraid of it."</I> But unfortunately, they still have the trump card, despite the very low popularity of the President and the fact that it's a lame-duck administration. <P> <B>

    Amy Goodman:</B> Senator Feingold, will you filibuster this bill? <B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> We are going to resist this bill. We are going to make sure that the procedural votes are gone through. In other words, a filibuster is requiring sixty votes to proceed to the bill, sixty votes to get cloture on the legislation. We will also - Senator Dodd and I and others will be taking some time to talk about this on the floor. We're not just going to let it be rubberstamped. <B> <P>

    Amy Goodman:</B> Would you filibuster, though? <B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> That's what I just described. <B> <P>

    Amy Goodman:</B> Senator Barack Obama last year said that he was opposed to granting retroactive immunity to the telecoms, but he has now indicated support for the FISA deal. Your thoughts?<B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> Wrong vote. Regrettable. Many Democrats will do this. We should be standing up for the Constitution. When President Obama is president, he will, I'm sure, work to fix some of this, but it's going to be a lot easier to prevent it now than to try to fix it later. <B> <P>

    Amy Goodman:</B> Campaign finance. Feingold, McCain - McCain-Feingold bill. Last week, the big news, Senator Obama, though signing on the dotted line last year that he would support public financing, that if the other candidate, as well, would support, would be a part of it, he would also, he has pulled out of this. What are your thoughts, as the architect of the campaign finance bill in the Senate? <B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> Well, my first thought is that Barack Obama is going to be a great president. I am absolutely moved by his candidacy. I will be very excited to work with him as the new president. But on this particular issue, I wish he had not made this decision about his campaign. He was one of the very first senators to come forward and co-sponsor our legislation to fix the system. <P>

    But the system is primarily broken when it comes to the primaries, as Senator Obama just witnessed. The general election system is not broken in the same way, and there is no good reason, in my view, for a candidate to say that $84 million isn't enough, given the exposure that both of these candidates have already had. So it's a sad moment. <P>

    Hopefully, again, under President Obama, we will aggressively move to change the system and fix it across the board, because the new election, of course, starts right away. In 2009, even in 2008, people start running around Iowa. We need to get this in place and fix it. But I do regret that for the first time a candidate is not going to be taking public financing in the general election. <P> <B>

    Amy Goodman: </B>What about his argument that when you're less well known, you're at a disadvantage if you can only spend a certain amount of money, even if the opponent, in this case John McCain, can only spend that amount of money, as well?<B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> Well, that would mean we wouldn't have any laws like this at all. If you can make the argument that you're not very well known, therefore you should be able to do whatever you want and not abide by a public financing system that has been in place for twenty-five, thirty years, it just undercuts the whole rationale of having public financing, which I believe in, which Senator Obama believes in, and should be the system that we have. <B> <P>

    Amy Goodman: </B>On that issue of campaign finance, the issue of the 527s, that even if you're limited in - both candidates to the same amount of money spent in the general election, that these 527s are not, and they can be running a major campaign, as, well, the swift-boating of John Kerry in 2004 showed? <B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> Yeah, well, you know, I think candidates that really present their message well should not be afraid of 527s. 527s are a form of speech that I happen to think actually are not allowed under the Watergate law. And Senator McCain and I actually have both legislation and litigation that would prove that. But until we have finally gotten the determination on that from the courts, the 527s may well continue. But the notion that a candidate should spend himself into oblivion as a way to counter that, I think it actually is a gift to the 527s. Candidates that show that they're willing to abide by a certain limit to get their message out, I think, will appeal to the American people. But I know there's a great disagreement about this, and in the end, we're going to have to do something about the 527s.<B> <P>

    Amy Goodman:</B> We're talking to Senator Russ Feingold, Democratic senator from Wisconsin, opposed to the FISA legislation that could well be approved this week. Is it a done deal, Senator Feingold, or do you think people can weigh in?<B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold: </B>People should weigh in, even though it is a done deal for now. But we are going to have a new president. And the new president, I think, will be Senator Obama. And I know that he has sensitivity to the issues here, both with regard to the telephone company issue, but even more importantly, I think obviously he has a good sense of the intrusive nature of some of these issues with regard to the sucking up of our information, our telephone calls of an international nature. So, showing public concern about this now creates a platform to try to fix this in the future. <P>

    It is sunsetted, but it's not sunsetted 'til 2012, which is way too long. But there will be an opportunity to build public support to fix this, and I intend to be part of that effort, and I hope the new president will. So I've seen quite an outpouring on this already. Let's keep it going. Let's make it clear that there is a constituency in America that still stands up for the rights of Americans and their privacy. <P><B>

    Amy Goodman:</B> Senator Feingold, I know you have to go. I want to ask you about you writing to Attorney General Michael Mukasey in December asking for his analysis of the legality of the CIA's detention and interrogation program. Have you gotten a response from him? <B> <P>

    Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> I am not able to talk about that right now.<B> <P>

    Amy Goodman: </B>Last question: the war - what is your proposal right now for withdrawal?<B> <P>

Sen. Russ Feingold:</B> It continues to be the Feingold-Reid legislation that would set a timetable by which our troops would be safely withdrawn, and at the end of that period, the funding would be withdrawn after the troops are safely withdrawn. I still believe that's the only way to go. <P>

This open-ended commitment in Iraq is weakening America. It is not achieving what we need to achieve. I was just in Pakistan looking at the situation, where all of our top experts agree the biggest problem is with regard to al-Qaeda and terrorism, and we've got our focus all wrong. It is draining us. Osama bin Laden said in 2004 his goal wasn't to defeat us militarily; it was to bankrupt us. And that's exactly what Iraq is doing at this point, without the benefits that the American people expected. <P><B>

Amy Goodman:</B> Senator Russ Feingold, I want to thank you for being with us.<B> <P>

Sen. Russ Feingold: </B>Thank you. <B> <P>

Amy Goodman:</B> Democratic senator from Wisconsin, joining us from Washington, D.C.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> 2008 Amy Goodman</font> is the host of <A HREF=" http://www.democracynow.org/">"Democracy Now!,"</A> a daily international TV/radio news hour airing on 650 stations in North America.
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Burning Off the Fog of the FISA Fiasco </font> <br>

By Chris Floyd  <P>

Arthur Silber brings the heat in his latest posts on the FISA <I>"compromise."</I> He cuts through the surface outrage over the Democratic-led, Obama-approved evisceration of the Constitution <A HREF="http://powerofnarrative.blogspot.com/2008/06/no-one-is-safe-ii-fisa-is-only-prelude.html">to expose the even deeper outrages </A>beneath. And he takes on <A HREF=" http://powerofnarrative.blogspot.com/2008/06/prefatory-thoughts-on-enablers-of-evil.html">those progressive enablers</A> who denounce critics of Obama's position for their <A HRE"http://digbysblog.blogspot.com/2008/06/talk-to-hand-by-digby-im-getting-some.html">freshman dorm cynicism"</A> - i.e., calling a shameful action a shameful action, and decrying the Democratic candidate's active collusion in undermining freedom.  <P> <B>

I.</B>

Silber's latest gives us the grim word that "<A HREF="http://powerofnarrative.blogspot.com/2008/06/no-one-is-safe-ii-fisa-is-only-prelude.html">FISA is Only the Prelude to Nightmare.</A>" As he puts it [see the original for links]: <P> <I>

...[As] odious and destructive of liberty and privacy as the new FISA "compromise" bill is, there is one perspective from which the momentous to-do about this legislation is very badly misplaced. The selective focus on FISA misses the crucial larger picture in a way that ensures that the ruling class's hold on increasingly tyrannical power will never be challenged -- which is, of course, precisely what the ruling class wants. In one sense, I certainly won't criticize those who protest the FISA legislation so vehemently, because I favor almost anything that throws a monkey wrench into the operations of our monumentally awful and oppressive federal government. <P> 

However, and it is an exceptionally large however, if their protests about FISA remain the sole (or even the major) focus of the complaints about the surveillance state, the protesters will make a very large gift to those who wish to oversee, regulate and control every aspect of our lives. <P> </I>

He then quotes <A HREF="http://balkin.blogspot.com/2008/06/why-obama-kinda-likes-fisa-bill-but-he.html">Jack Balkin's pertinent observation</A> that Obama approves the compromise because he very much wants to have those broad powers when he is president. As Balkin notes, it is the unheralded part of the bill -- which vastly expands <I>"the executive's ability to wiretap and engage in much broader searches of communications than were permissible under the law before"</I> -- that is actually its most egregious and far-reaching element. The legal immunity for telecoms that helped Bush violate the law is but the icing on this poison cake. Obama can score political points by criticizing this element of the bill, because it doesn't really matter. It's almost impossible that immunity will be stripped from the final bill, as Democratic leaders have already admitted.  The big corporations will be protected, and President Obama will have those expanded powers in hand -- to be used only for good, of course. <P>

Silber then moves to a telling point that he has hammered home many times before: the FISA law itself -- not just this <I>"compromise"</I> -- is a forceful, brutal rape of the Constitution, a shocking outrage against liberty that has been going on for decades: <P> <I>

I must immediately interject that to discuss these issues [pertaining to liberty and privacy] with regard to FISA is ludicrous in a much deeper sense. As Jonathan Turley [has explained], FISA itself is a secret court whose very purpose is to circumvent the requirements of the Fourth Amendment. The FISA court is no protection against illegitimate government intrusion at all. But as Turley notes, that we are fighting over whether to grant the executive branch and FISA still more untrammeled authority to disregard constitutional rights is a measure of how far we have already marched toward tyranny... <P> 

If we were genuinely concerned about civil liberties and privacy, we would return to the Fourth Amendment and the procedures it requires, and the FISA regime would be abolished entirely. That's right: it would be abolished. No one wants to do that. Too radical, doncha know. That's scary talk, much scarier, it would appear, than the tyranny which daily strengthens its death grip on all our throats. Nonetheless, if you want to understand the nature and scope of the decades-long attack on individual liberty, you had better remember what FISA is. <P> </I>

Watch the layers peel away. The FISA compromise bill is abominable, without question; anyone who supports it cannot possibly be regarded as a serious believer in constitutional democracy. Yet behind this truth is another one, noted above: the FISA system itself is an abomination for a free people. And behind this comes yet another, grimmer truth: the FISA system, either old-style or the new Obama-abetted version, is just a miniscule part of the <I>"endless array of weapons"</I>? at the disposal of the National Surveillance State: <I> <P>

With regard to FISA and issues of liberty and privacy in general, let me now ask you a few questions. How long do you think it would take you to identify, read, and understand every provision in every statute, regulation and other authorization that gives surveillance powers to the government? Furthermore: Would you know each and every place to look, or how to determine what those places were? Additionally: With a staff of 20, or 50, could it be done, even if you were provided with limitless time and limitless funds? <P>

I submit to you, without qualification or reservation, that you could not do it. No one could. Consider that most legislators in Washington aren't even aware of much of what's in the bills they so eagerly vote on. Consider the prohibitive length and complexity of legislation that comes before Congress. That's true of what is going on now. If you tried to track down every piece of legislation, every regulation, every administrative agency ruling, and every other pronouncement still in effect that allows the government to surveil and otherwise keep track of you, me, the guy down the street, the woman next door and the man in the moon, based on alleged concern with and the need to protect us all from the ravages of drugs, "illicit" sex, any and all other suspected criminal activity and, natch, terrorism, how on God's green earth would you do it? You couldn't. I further submit to you that the only reason you appear to have some precious remnants of freedom left, and the only reason you remain at liberty, is that the government hasn't comprehensively focused on all the powers it already possesses and hasn't come anywhere close to utilizing them fully and consistently. This is the moment you should fall to your knees and thank whatever gods may be for the miraculous, close to perfect incompetence of the pathetically ineffectual blockheads in Washington. <P> </I>

Silber then goes through just a handful of these sinister instruments, garnered from a few moments of web research, detailing their forceful penetration into every aspect of our lives. In conclusion, he quotes the credo of the <A HREF="http://epic.org/">Electronic Privacy Information Center</A>, which tries to keep track of ever-spreading ooze of the Surveillance state, a 1928 quote from Justice Louis Brandeis:<I> "The right to be left alone -- the most comprehensive of rights, and the right most valued by a free people."</I> Silber concludes: <P> <I>

In terms of liberty and freedom, the right to be left alone is the most precious value of all. Regardless of what happens with FISA, and even if FISA were abolished altogether, you lost that right decades ago. <P>

And if it is up to the ruling class, you are not getting it back. <P> </I>

Hot enough for you out there? Go read the whole thing, and you'll really start to sweat.

<P> <B>

II.</B>

As noted above, Obama has taken some heat for his embrace of the Democrat's deadly FISA farce. Disappointment, even anger, is certainly rife across the progressosphere. For some stalwarts, it has induced a new sense of grim realism, ranging from <I>"ya gotta do what ya gotta do, and I'm glad our guy's got the balls to do what he gotta do" </I><A HREF="http://www.huffingtonpost.com/jonathan-solomon/by-any-means-necessary_b_108274.html">offered by Jonathan Leigh Solomon</A>, to the <A HREF="http://digbysblog.blogspot.com/2008/06/talk-to-hand-by-digby-im-getting-some.html">strange blast produced by Digby</A>, which Silber, in another piece, rightly describes as <I>"We're 2% less shitty than Pure Evil! It's all we've got!" </I> <P>

Digby too has criticized Obama's FISA move, albeit with the usual <I>"I just can't figure out why he would do such a thing"</I> trope, which she has had to apply to virtually every action taken by the Democrats in recent years. [The answer, of course, as Silber has often noted, is plain: they<I> "do it"</I> - sell out to corporations, to warmongers, to authoritarianism and unaccountable power - because they want to do it. It's what they believe in.] Her disappointment in Obama is palatable. Yet in responding to unnamed persons who have apparently deluged her with comments along the line of <I>"a plague on both your houses,"</I> she comes back with this: <P> <I>

Democrats have certainly enabled [Republican authoritarians] over the years and will likely continue to. They are politicians, after all, not comic book superheroes. But there should be no doubt to anyone who isn't wrapped up in immature freshman dorm cynicism, that there is a distinct difference between those who believe in the concept of an imperial presidency and those who are simply weak and corrupt. They both undermine freedom, but the first is many orders of magnitude worse than the second.

<P>

Perhaps that's not much to work with, but it's all we've got and in the end there will be no one around to acknowledge the intellectual superiority of those who sat on the sidelines, starry eyed and impotent, railing about third parties and revolution, while the world went to hell. (See: Communist Party, Germany, 1932) But hey, everybody has a right to their own kind of therapy and ineffectual whining is as legitimate as anything else. Whatever gets you through the night. <P> </I>

So if you are someone like - well, like me, for instance - who says that Obama's actions and choice of advisers seem to suggest that he will not overturn, roll back or seriously challenge the long-running liberty-devouring, militarist, corporatist trends of the American Imperium, and could possibly even augment some of them - then you're just a German commie from 1932.  <P>

Well, I never. And here all this time I thought I was a Buddhist Jacobin in the Reconstruction Era - which is about as historically coherent as her allusion. <P> 

Digby seems to think that it was stay-at-home, stick-in-the-mud German Communists who somehow let Hitler obtain power in 1932. She also seems to think that the German Reds were some sort of starry-eyed, impotent "third party" sitting on the sidelines twiddling their thumbs while the Nazis strutted into office. In fact, the Communists were the second largest party in the country in the 1932 Reichstag elections. And in the last free election that year (or relatively free; a succession of right-wing governments had already introduced many of the authoritarian measures that the Nazis later extended), the Communists were gaining support, while the Nazis were losing voters. The Reds were also in the streets, battling it out with Brownshirts, putting their bodies on the line, and paying a heavy price - both then and later. Of course, this kind of thing is not real activism, not like, say, blogging, or clicking a <I>"donate"</I> button at barackobama.com. Still, "ineffectual whining" or even "starry-eyed impotence" might not be the best descriptors for people who were beaten, stabbed, shot and later put into concentration camps for fighting fascism. <P>

What really opened the door to Hitler's rise to power was the collapse of the centrist parties' belief in democracy, and their acquiescence - and sometimes active collusion - in tyrannical measures that eviscerated the republic. Here one might attend to <A HREF="http://www.amazon.com/Coming-Third-Reich-Richard-Evans/dp/0143034693/ref=pd_bbs_sr_1?ie=UTF8&s=books&qid=1214231017&sr=8-1">The Coming of the Third Reich</A>, by Richard J. Evans, a work described by top historian Ian Kershaw as <I>"the most comprehensive history in any language of the disastrous epoch of the Third Reich." </I> <P>

At one point, Evans describes the events of July 1932, when Nazi stormtroopers invaded a working-class town outside Hamburg which heavily supported the Communists. The ensuing violence - when those impotent Red whiners poured out to defend the community - gave the increasingly authoritarian central government of Chancellor Franz von Papen an excuse to seize control of the <I>"progressive"</I> state government of Prussia - which covered more than half the country - and impose military rule there. Evans notes: <P> <I>

Papen's coup dealt a mortal blow to the Weimar Republic. It destroyed the federal principle and opened the way to the wholesale centralization of the state. Whatever happened now, it was unlikely to be a full restoration of parliamentary democracy. After 20 July 1932 the only realistic alternatives were a Nazi dictatorship or a conservative, authoritarian regime backed by the army. The absence of any serious resistance on the part of the Social Democrats, the principal remaining defenders of democracy, was decisive. It convinced both conservatives and National Socialists that the destruction of democratic institutions could be achieved without any serious opposition.</I> <P>

Historical analogies are just that: analogies, not exact parallels. Still, if one wanted to toss around comparisons between America today and Germany in 1932, one could do worse than point to the way that centrist parties - even <I>"progressive"</I> parties, like the Social Democrats - failed to stand up for democracy in the face of authoritarian encroachments. That would actually make more sense that comparing a few unnamed malcontents to a fantasy image of <I>"starry-eyed,"</I> fence-sitting, marginalized German commies of yore. <P>

But Silber finds implications beyond mere historical inaccuracy in Digby's piece: <P> <I>

...one of the keys to the intellectual rot and moral corruption underlying Digby's pronouncements will be found right here: "[T]here is a distinct difference between those who believe in the concept of an imperial presidency and those who are simply weak and corrupt. They both undermine freedom, but the first is many orders of magnitude worse than the second."  <P>

This is profoundly wrong, and exactly backwards. Think about this: as history has demonstrated many times, full actualization of a great evil such as the imperial presidency is only made possible by those who are weak and corrupt... <P> </I>

Silber later notes in an aside: <P><I>

 Does Digby mean to suggest -- honestly, truly and seriously, as in a conclusion supported by close study of the presidency in twentieth century America -- that Democrats are opposed on the basis of some kinda, sorta political principles to "the concept of an imperial presidency"? Honestly? Truly? Seriously? </I> <P>

Silber also contrasts the<I> "frantic activity"</I> and "frenzied motions" surrounding the entirely predictable Democratic complicity in the FISA bill - including energetic campaigns that have raised hundreds of thousands of dollars almost instantly to mount election challenges to Democratic supporters of the bill - with the near silence, and total non-action, that has greeted attempts to head off a war with Iran. Silber <A HREF="http://powerofnarrative.blogspot.com/2007/02/dispatch-from-germany-summer-of-1939_26.html">long ago proposed a plan</A> for a national media campaign to rouse public opposition to military aggression against Iran. He undertook to carry out most of the work himself, or freely turn it over to others with better ideas and more resources - if even a modicum of proper financial backing for such a campaign could be found. With just a couple of posts, any one of the major progressive blogs could have generated sufficient funds to begin such an effort - as we have seen in just the past few days. None did. <P>

That's their right, of course. Everyone is free to choose their own priorities. For some, it's stopping an act of mass murder that could lead to catastrophic suffering and upheaval on a global scale for decades to come. (An act which Obama has continually and forcefully - some might say maniacally - insisted that he is more than willing to perform.) For others it's holding the Democrats' feet to the fire - over and over and over again - in the wistful hope that they will perhaps someday be marginally less evil in their weak and corrupt undermining of freedom than the Republicans are. Whatever gets you through the night, I guess. <P>

But let's end with a question. Which of these priorities is actually much more positive than the other, imbued with a much greater belief in democracy, in hope and change, in the infinite possibilities of the human spirit, in the efficacy of political activism? The one that accepts weakness, corruption and the undermining of freedom as a basic principle, the best we can do,<I> "all we've got"? </I>Or the one that calls upon the better angels of our nature to stop needless suffering - and to end our acquiescence in a system that depends on perpetual war and authoritarian power to maintain its engines of injustice and domination? 

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.chris-floyd.com/"> Chris Floyd </A> </font>
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An Immodest Proposal <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Sink your teeth into this... </font> <br>

 By Jason Miller <P>

Let's face it, my fellow freedom and burger loving Americans. It is becoming painfully obvious that our non-negotiable American Way of Life is increasingly under attack. Yet while our meat consumption may be a wedge issue our foes are using against us, it can also be our salvation. <P>

We are facing swarms of terrorists in the Animal Liberation Front, mobs of fanatical extremists at PETA, and hordes of Nazi-like, in-your-face vegans and vegetarians. Like deranged street prophets, they spout all kinds of nonsense about speciesism, the suffering of sentient beings, animal rights, compassion for livestock in factory farms, and other deluded ramblings. <P>

Though we recognize their ridiculous utterances, beliefs, and acts to be those of mentally unbalanced losers who need a ridiculous cause in their miserable lives to prevent them doing the world a favor by committing suicide, how long can we afford to ignore these violent and dangerous individuals? Their numbers are growing way too rapidly for my comfort. <P>

We also need to consider that our addiction to meat is also causing problems so deep that we can no longer maintain our dominant position simply by beating down environmental activists with our clever arguments and significantly larger wallets. The hideous truth is bubbling so close to the surface that we can no longer maintain the status quo with specious arguments and asinine sound bites disseminated by our allies like Fox, Viacom, the New York Times, and CNN. <P>

Cattle, the source of our beloved beef, are now the number one source of greenhouse gasses. And even some of our staunchest supporters are beginning to admit that Climate Change is a real phenomenon. <P>

Our meat habit is causing deforestation to accelerate at an alarming rate. Since we need the trees to cleanse the air of carbon dioxide and replenish OUR oxygen, we must preserve OUR remaining forests. I still can't abide those moronic tree huggers who fail to realize that the trees are OURS to do with as we please, but when OUR survival is threatened, it's time to do something! <P>

Our supply of potable water is shrinking at a frightening pace. Those enviro idiots do have a point when they remind us that it takes far more water to raise livestock for meat production than it does to cultivate crops. Obviously we don't give a damn if millions of Third Worlders in places like Timbuktu die of thirst, but when treasures like Vegas are increasingly in jeopardy, we need to stir ourselves to act. <P>

Much of the arable land we could use to produce more crops for human consumption is instead used to raise and feed livestock. 35,000 people die each day from the effects of starvation. We needn't concern ourselves about those people per se, but the deeper issue is that that number could amplify, people who matter could start dying, and riots or revolutions could threaten our free market system. <P>

Animal loving freaks terrorizing us. Polar ice caps melting. Chaotic weather. Forests on the verge of extinction. Food riots. A rapidly dwindling water supply. Capitalism under siege. We are facing a nightmare, ladies and gentlemen. <P>

AND the Earth is grossly over-populated. At 35,000 deaths a day, our de facto culling process is grossly inadequate to preserve OUR planet for those of us who count. Humanity has exceeded its carrying capacity and our numbers continue to grow exponentially. We've got to start killing off the expendables much more rapidly and efficiently. <P>

So what to do? <P>

It's quite simple, really. We must abandon all types of meat we now consume and begin satisfying our palates and protein requirements with human flesh. <P>

I know the notion of cannibalism violates a long-standing taboo in most cultures, but if we abandon conscience, morals and ethics (which are nothing more than antiquated absurdities that impose ridiculous restraints on our behavior), logic dictates that we begin eating our fellow humans. <P>

Our necessary humanitarian interventions and courageous efforts to advance the democracy of free markets are already justifiably eliminating millions of barbarians who stand in the way of the proliferation of the American Way. In fact, we are doing those wretches a favor by putting them out of their misery. <P>

Yet instead of employing our military to kill our enemies and leave their corpses to rot, why not have our soldiers round them up and process them in factory farms designed to process humans? <P>

We Americans are the fittest of the species, and hence the most well-equipped to survive. History has proven that beyond the shadow of a doubt. As the fittest, we have the right to utilize our inferiors to ensure our survival. So why not eat them? <P>

We already spend nearly a trillion dollars a year defending ourselves from millions upon millions of evil savages. Rather than devastating the infrastructure of nations we are Americanizing with bombs and missiles, why not round up uncooperatives and carve them up into delicious steaks in Halliburton-constructed meat-packing facilities? <P>

Imagine what a peaceful world it would be if we began serving Palestinian instead of KC strip. <P>

A billion Chinese Commies would guarantee us an adequate food supply for years to come. And talk about solving the population problem! <P>

For those who prefer sun-dried jerky, there'd be Arab, African and Persian cuisine on the menu. Those savage creatures are only standing between us and OUR precious resources anyway. <P>

And let's not forget those bastards who beat us in Vietnam. After all, revenge is a dish best served cold. <P>

For those of us living in the free world, where democracy, capitalism and Anglo culture reign supreme, the most appealing aspect to putting human flesh on our plates would be the elimination of the undesirables, useless eaters, and enemies in our midst. <P>

Mexican illegals? Yo quiero Taco Bell! <P>

Welfare queens, crack whores, and drug dealers? Dark meat anyone? <P>

Gays and lesbians? Adds a whole new connotation to "taste the rainbow," doesn't it? <P>

Repulsive homeless scum? Their meat might be a little tough and stringy but what's wrong with eating a little wild game once in awhile? <P>

Domestic terrorists and anti-American dissenters? We'd savor that flavor, wouldn't we? <P>

Close your eyes and envision a world defined by these conditions: <P> <I>

1. A sustainable human population level.<br>

2. An end to the relentless efforts of those animal rights crackpots.<br>

3. A cessation of food riots.<br>

4. The elimination of the possibility of starvation for those of us who deserve to live.<br>

5. A significant reduction of greenhouse gasses. <br>

6. World peace (dissenters, non-conformists, and terrorists are pretty harmless once they're on our dinner plates!) <P> </I>

Implementing such a plan will be fraught with difficulty. It will also be quite an adjustment to adapt to our new source of the meat we crave. <P>

However, our non-negotiable American Way of Life is at stake. If we want to preserve the safety, comfort, and pleasure to which we TRUE Americans are entitled, we must put aside our fears and silly moral inhibitions. <P>

Here's to outgrowing our childish idealism, adopting an uncompromisingly pragmatic view, and simply saying, <I>"Meats meat, so let's eat!"</I>

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://civillibertarian.blogspot.com/"> Jason Miller </A></font> is a recovering US American middle class suburbanite who strives to remain intellectually free. His essays have been widely published, he is an associate editor for <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/"> Cyrano's Journal Online, </A> and publishes <A HREF="http://www.bestcyrano.org/THOMASPAINE/"> Thomas Paine's Corner </A> within Cyrano's. He welcomes your <A HREF="mailto:JMiller@bestcyrano.org"> constructive correspondence.</A>
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Take This Economic's Test <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Mike Folkerth </font> <P>

Good Morning America, your King of Simple News is on the air. <P>

The King and Queen of Simple are going to be out on the road this week, checking out the hiways and byways of our nation (well, part of it). I hope to be able to access my site and post my finding along the way. Please feel free to comment on today's article and be patient, I promise to come back. Thank all of you sooooo much for your readership and friendship. Mike <P>

U.S. NEWS: Okay, get out your pencil and paper; we're going to do a little math and economics today. Don't worry, it's not regular government math, it's Mikemathics and Mikeronomics. <P>

Here's the first problem that I want you to solve. If a country imported 75% of their oil, and the countries that export that oil to them quit doing so, how much oil would the citizens of the import country have left? <P>

Those who answered, <I>"None, because the import country's government would confiscate the remaining 25% to wage war on the export country that cut them off," </I>are correct. Those who answered <I>"25%"</I> haven't read the associated text, <I>"The Biggest Lie Ever Believed."</I> <P>

Next question: The export country cuts back by 20% of the previous amount of oil sent to the import country, creating a shortage. How long would the line be at the gas station be and how high would the price go? <P>

Those who answered, <I>"Camping equipment should be standard on all trips to the gas station and having a co-signer would become mandatory for a fill-up,"</I> nailed the answer. <P>

Here is problem number 3: If a country is a net importer of food and the countries that export that food quit sending it because they are currently eating all of it themselves, how much food will be left at the grocery 10 minutes after the news breaks that there is a food shortage? <P>

Those who said, <I>"There may be a couple of jars of hairy anchovies and one package of tripe remaining;"</I> got this one right. You guys are good! <P>

Now, this next question is more difficult so put on your thinkin' caps. Here it is: If the import country (which obviously can't support their own people without the help of countries that cut their citizens' heads off for jaywalking) were also in the business of importing more than a million additional people per year, would the food and fuel situation get better or worse? <P>

I know this one is tough, so I'm going to help you a little. The million plus additional people definitely drive cars and eat... and have more kids. <P>

Times up, put your pencils down. Who said,<I> "No country in the world is that dumb?"</I> Those who answered something similar to this get an <I>"A"</I> in economics and common sense, but I'm afraid that I have to fail you in American History; sorry. <P>

One more general question before we take the final exam. If great big ships and giant airplanes that use massive quantities of a finite resource, such as oil, deliver the food and fuel to the import country, and if the resource, such as oil, became very costly, or worse, was not available, what would happen? <P>

Those who answered, <blink><I>"Holy Mother of Jesus!"</I> </blink> are right on target. <P>

Pick your pencils back up and get ready for the final exam. Here's the final question: If there really were a country dumb enough to import the essential elements of life from nations that didn't even like them to start with, and at the same time, elected to also import millions of immigrants (and let a few million more sneak in when they aren't looking), how long would the elected officials be allowed to remain in office? <P>

Everyone who answered, <I>"232 years and counting,"</I> graduated from today's exam with honors. <P>

So what's my point? Truth is far stranger than fiction.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://mikefolkerth.com/">Mike Folkerth</A></font> is not your run-of-the-mill author of economics. Nor does he write in boring lecture style. Not even close. The former real estate broker, developer, private real estate fund manager, auctioneer, Alaskan bush pilot, restaurateur, U.S. Navy veteran, heavy equipment operator, taxi cab driver, fishing guide, horse packer...(I won't go on, it's embarrassing) writes from experience and plain common sense. He is the author of <A HREF="http://mikefolkerth.com/the-book/">"The Biggest Lie Ever Believed."</A>
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Health Care And Ghosts Of War <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By Norman Solomon </font> <P>

Speaking in a time of war, Martin Luther King Jr. said: <I>"Somehow this

madness must cease."</I> <P>

Forty-one years later, young soldiers are returning to the United States

from terrifying zones of carnage. The old claims of a justified war have

melted away. So have the promises of a humane society back home. <P>

Statistics about the war dead tell us very little about human realities. And

familiar downbeat numbers about health care -- 47 million Americans with no

health insurance, perhaps an equal number woefully under-insured -- tell us

very little about the actual consequences or other options. <P>

<I>"The shocking facts about health care in the United States are well known,"</I>

Yes! Magazine noted in the autumn of 2006. <I>"There's little argument that the

system is broken. What's not well known is that the dialogue about fixing

the health care system is just as broken."</I> <P>

That's an apt description. For all the media focus and political rhetoric on

health care, the mainline discourse is stuck in a corporate-friendly rut.

But there are signs that a movement for a rational, humanistic health care

system in this country is now gaining strength. <P>

A few hours after writing these words, I'll be at a large demonstration in

San Francisco. The lightning rod for this historic June 19 protest is a

national meeting of America's Health Insurance Plans, an outfit that

cheerily pitches itself as <I>"a national trade association representing nearly

1,300 member companies providing health benefits to more than 200 million

Americans."</I> <P>

As it happens, this meeting of America's Health Insurance Plans got underway

just as news broke that the congressional <I>"leadership"</I> has devised a formula

to fully fund more war. <I>"Democratic and GOP leaders in the House announced

agreement Wednesday on a long-overdue war funding bill they said President

Bush would be willing to sign," </I>the Associated Press reported. The bill

would <I>"provide about $165 billion to the Pentagon to fund military

operations in Iraq and Afghanistan for about a year."</I> <P>

There's a lot of profit in death. Under the guise of national security. And

under the guise of health care. <P>

Today, across the United States, people are dying because they don't have

access to health care. But policy solutions are available. In Congress,

about 90 co-sponsors are backing H.R. 676, a bill to provide <I>"comprehensive

health insurance coverage for all United States residents." </I>Call it whatever

you like -- <I>"single payer"</I> or <I>"improved Medicare for all" </I> or <I>"universal

health care with choice of providers and no financial barriers."</I> What it

adds up to is the policy option of treating health care as the human right

that it is. <P>

In the latest edition of <I>"Health Care Meltdown,"</I> author C. Rocky White

identifies himself as <I>"a conservative Republican who has always held an

entrepreneurial 'pull yourself up by your own bootstraps' free-market

philosophy."</I> A longtime physician, White describes <I>"the frustration I began

to experience while trying to provide compassionate, quality health care in

the context of a market in which the accustomed rules of business economics

don't apply."</I> <P>

Dr. White immersed himself in research on health care policy and finance.

Then he pored through reams of the latest data on the tradeoffs of reform

options. <I>"No matter how I turned the cube,"</I> he writes, <I>"the answer never

changed. That answer was nearly impossible for me, a free-market Republican,

to accept."</I> <P>

Here are Dr. White's two key conclusions in his own words: <P> <I>

* "Until we remove the motive of profit from the financing of health care,

we cannot and we will not resolve our current health care crisis." <P>

* "Any group that proposes reform policy that maintains the use of

for-profit insurance companies in a so-called free market is being driven by

one single motive -- to protect the golden coffers of their share of the $2

trillion cash cow!" <P></I>

Dr. White adds: <I>"To continue down this road is paramount to suggesting that

we privatize our fire and police services and turn them into for-profit

organizations. You do that and people will die -- just like they are dying

now under our current health care system!"</I> <P>

Grotesquely, the insurance and hospital industries at the center of health

care in the United States are, in effect, profiting from priorities that

condemn many people to death and many more to avoidable suffering. <P>

Meanwhile, corporate enterprises continue to make a killing from U.S.

military expenditures now in the vicinity of $2 billion per day. <P>

During a wartime speech in 1969, the Nobel Prize-winning biologist George

Wald said: <I>"Our government has become preoccupied with death, with the

business of killing and being killed."</I> <P>

The preoccupation continues. <P> <I>

"When machines and computers, profit motives and property rights, are

considered more important than people,"</I> Martin Luther King observed,<I> "the

giant triplets of racism, extreme materialism, and militarism are incapable

of being conquered." </I> <P>

Still, somehow, this madness must cease.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://www.normansolomon.com">

Norman Solomon's </A> </font> book "Made Love, Got War: Close Encounters with America's Warfare State" just came off the press. The foreword is by Daniel Ellsberg. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http://www.MadeLoveGotWar.com"> www.MadeLoveGotWar.com</A>. The documentary film "War Made Easy: How Presidents and Pundits Keep Spinning Us to Death," based on Norman Solomon's book of the same name, went into home-video release and is now available on DVD from Netflix, Amazon and similar outlets. For more information, go to: <A HREF="http://www.WarMadeEasyTheMovie.org">www.WarMadeEasyTheMovie.org</A>.
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We are doomed! Sort of! <br> </font> </font><font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Earth in crisis, food and water increasingly scarce, people freaking out. Should you join them? </font> <br>

By Mark Morford <P>

It would be nice to think much of the ugliness is coming to an end. <P>

It would be lovely to imagine the era of brutal Earth-mauling technologies, coal extraction and petroleum and industrial agriculture and strip mining and clear cutting and industrial fishing and all rest, all the more rapacious and unforgiving notions of how we exist on this planet are, after an era of unchecked capitalistic greed and waste and over-consumption right along with almost zero concern for consequences and the ethics of sustainability, finally moving toward obsolescence -- or rather, are quickly being shoved there by sheer necessity, brutal market forces, as supply runs dry and oil production slows and the Earth groans and spits and says, <I>"enough already."</I> <P>

It is a pivotal time, and now more than ever, you get to choose the lens through which you want to watch it all unfold. Or implode. <P>

Are we headed toward a brighter future packed like a <A HREF="http://www.screamingenergy.com/energy_drink_155.php">Hooters Energy Drink </A>with a renewed sense of hope and global cooperation? Or is our species plainly doomed to be crushed under the corn syrupy weight of our own gluttony and ego and entitlement? Are we waking up just in time to save ourselves from ourselves, or is that fistful of sociocultural Ambien we downed all those years ago merely causing us to sleep-drive into a wall of nuclear asbestos? <P>

Choose your attitude, baby. Because on the one hand, you can cruise through cool conscious hipster mags like<A HREF="http://www.grist.org/"> Grist or<A HREF="http://www.treehugger.com/"> Treehugger and <A HREF="http://www.dwell.com/">Dwell </A>and <A HREF="http://www.goodmagazine.com/">Good</A> and the like, and be happily inspired by all the latest ideas for sustainable development and socially conscious tech -- from micro-turbines built right into the skin of buildings, to amazing new solar panels, cool prefab housing, better batteries, <A HREF="http://jalopnik.com/tag/toyota-microcar/">microcars, </A>electric mopeds, eco-nightclubs, dual-flush toilets and CFLs and bamboo everything, wind farms and urban solar initiatives and LEED-certified homes and even some tentative positive ideas from Big Auto. Hell, even toxic monolith Clorox has <A HREF="http://www.cloroxgreenworks.com/">a green line of products</A> that's actually, well, relatively green. Go figure. <P>

Every major newspaper site has a <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/green/">green section</A>. Every intellectual rag features weighty thought pieces on how we might stave off the encroaching calamities. Every pop culture magazine pumps out a heartfelt "<A HREF="http://www.vanityfair.com/politics/green/">green issue,</A>" despite how said magazine is usually printed on sweet virgin wood pulp and coated in petroleum-based wax and Chinese-made ink and if you lick the pages you will likely get cancer of the teeth. But hey, check out that sweet profile of Leo DiCaprio. Mmm, grass-fed hunkiness. <P>

The goodness is spreading. Nearly all formerly soul-deadening supermarkets from Safeway to Wal-Mart to Ralph's now have large organic sections and multiple recycling bins and swell-sounding sustainability policies to match their new, softer lighting and friendlier layout, all designed to create a more welcoming vibe so you can feel like you're not contributing quite so painfully to the global petroleum-based corporate mega-economy when you buy that flat of strawberries in January. <P>

And then there are the crazy inventors, the mad geniuses you can read about just about everywhere, the ones who've developed a Potential Answer to It All, maybe a new engine that runs on salt water and cat dander, or a new <A HREF="http://www.heartcom.org/0-PointEnergy.htm">zero-point energy </A>technology, or some sort of nano-cellular magnetic generator, or a method by which we can power the entire planet using only the energy created by mixing fingernail clippings and bat guano with whatever toxic gloop Ann Coulter is made of. <P>

Indeed, it feels like incredible inventions are now pouring out of the woodwork, though this merely might be a reflection of our increased sense of desperation to find a magic bullet before it's too late. In other words, the mad geniuses have always been there, but we've never needed them so badly to really take notice. <P>

Problem is, most of these nascent technologies come with a giant throbbing caveat: They're either still in concept stage, have barely been tested, or they only exist in the inventor's garage in happy rickety Make-style geekdom on an old Formica table next to a giant <A HREF="http://gizmodo.com/5018137/3800%2Bpiece-death-star-diorama-is-coolest-star-wars-lego-ever">Death Star made of Legos.</A> Almost none is provable at scale, none ready to be manufactured for the masses. <P>

Add to this the fact that the forces of Bush Regime have slowed, stalled, blocked, or otherwise worked like bitter hellspawn to aggressively reverse every progressive (read: non-petroleum based) energy idea for nearly a decade, and all that positivism can be swiftly swallowed by the wary dragons of harsh reality. <P>

Truly, before you get to too cozy with your low-VOC paint and organic grass-fed burger, it takes but a split second to shatter that green lens of hope and replace it with a crimson one full of blood and pollution and phthalates and cheap copper wiring in the form of e-waste, dumped into the slums of China and India, as the residual plastic floats out to the <A HREF="http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/g/a/2007/10/26/notes102607.DTL">Pacific Garbage Patch</A> and further chokes the <A HREF="http://www.treehugger.com/files/2008/06/pacific-tuna-overfishing-addressed.php">collapsing fish and seafood stocks</A> of the world. <P>

How bleak do you want it? Tar sand extraction? Receding ice floes? Ocean food-chain collapse? Clean water crisis? Brutal food shortages? The plight of the rich who are struggling with being <A HREF="http://www.nytimes.com/2008/06/01/fashion/01rich.html?_r=2&oref=slogin&oref=slogin">slightly less rich?</A> Hell, you only have to glance at a single snapshot of those violently polluted Asian and Indian slums, or even of ominous shots of Beijing and Hong Kong and Mexico City and Las Vegas, to feel that we are still growing and lurching and sucking down resources far too quickly to understand how to do so responsibly. <P>

For every bit of good news, bad seems to top it like a dirt clod on an ice cream cone. More than 10 years ago, we banned CFCs and as a result, the ozone hole is actually healing, which could theoretically help slow global warming. Then again, as the ice shelves melt, more trees grow, which, given the circumstances, might actually make things worse by reducing the <A HREF="http://www.treehugger.com/files/2008/06/trees-tundra.php">albedo effect</A>. <P>

On it goes. Flooding in the Midwest has <A HREF="http://www.grist.org/comments/food/2008/06/13/">severely damaged corn and soy crops,</A> further straining the food supply and washing tons of pesticides into the water table. Meanwhile, California is in drought, wildfires are spreading like, well, wildfire as the state endures its driest spring ever. <P>

It's tempting to see it as one vicious tug of war, eternal dark forces pitted against eternal light, exemplified by, say, Big Oil CEOs on one side and hemp-loving biodiesel hippies on the other, a grand footrace to see if our rapacious capitalistic appetites will destroy us before our finer reason and good conscience saves us in the final minute. <P>

Far harder to swallow the reality, which is far more gray and murky and strange. Because of course there is no 100-percent perfect energy source, no such thing as zero pollution, no magic bullet, no way to move through God's wicked workshop without breaking a few glasses and swiping some gumballs and leaving skid marks on the lawn. Maybe the real question isn't which lens to choose, but rather, do we even know how to see?

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="mailto:mmorford@sfgate.com"> Mark Morford's </A> </font> Notes & Errata column appears every Wednesday and Friday on SF Gate and in the Datebook section of the San Francisco Chronicle. To get on the e-mail list for this column, please  <A HREF="http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/newsletter/services/signup"> click here </A> and remove one article of clothing! 
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Heil Bush, <P> <font color=#0000FF>

Dear Unter Gruppenfuhrer Barrow, </font> <P>

Congratulations, you have just been awarded the <I>"Vidkun Quisling Award!"</I> Your name will now live throughout history with such past award winners as Marcus Junius Brutus, Judas Iscariot, Benedict Arnold, George Stephanopoulos, Ralph Nader, Vidkun Quisling and last year's winner Volksjudge Anthony (Fat Tony) Kennedy. <P>

Without your lock-step calling for the repeal of the Constitution, your support of our two coup d'etats, your total support for the wars and spying upon innocent Americans, Iraq and these many other profitable oil wars to come would have been impossible! With the help of our mutual friends, the other <I>"Demoncratic Whores" </I> you have made it possible for all of us to goose-step off to a brave new bank account! <P>

Along with this award you will be given the Iron Cross 1st class with ruby clusters presented by our glorious Fuhrer, Herr Bush at a gala celebration at <I>"der Wolf's Lair," </I>formally <I>"Rancho de Bimbo," </I>on 07-05-2008. We salute you Herr Barrow, Sieg Heil! <P>

Signed, <br>

Vice Fuhrer Cheney <P>

Heil Bush  </font>

</font> 
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The Carla Effect <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

By MAUREEN DOWD </font> <P>

The French are different from you and me. <P>

Yes, they have Sarkozy. <P>

And they have Carla. <P>

And they have <I>"the Carla effect,"</I> as it's known in Paris. <P>

If an American first lady, or would-be first lady, described herself as a <I>"tamer of men" </I>and had a <I>"man-eating"</I> past filled with naked pictures, Mick Jagger and Eric Clapton, sultry prone CD covers, breaking up marriages, bragging that she believes in polygamy and polyandry rather than monogamy, and having a son with a married philosopher whose father she had had an affair with, it would take more than an appearance on <I>"The View" </I>to sweeten her image. <P>

It's hard to imagine the decibel level on Fox News if Michelle Obama put out a CD this summer, as Carla Bruni-Sarkozy is, with songs featuring lyrics like<I> "I am a child/despite my 40 years/despite my 30 lovers/a child";</I> and this song, <I>"Ma came": "You are my junk/more deadly than Afghan heroin/more dangerous than Colombian white. .../My guy, I roll him up and smoke him." </I> <P>

Or if Michelle gave an interview, as Carla did in a new book, <I>"La Véritable Histoire de Carla et Nicolas,"</I> revealing that she fell in love with her husband for his many fertile brains. <P> <I>

"I didn't expect someone so funny and so alive," </I>she said, recalling their blind date at a dinner party. <P> <I>

"I was seduced by his physical appearance, his charm and his intelligence. He has five or six brains which are remarkably irrigated.

"I didn't go out with cretins before I met him. That's not my style. But he is really, really quick." </I> <P>

One chapter of the book is called <I>"Le Diable s'Habille en Carla,"</I> or<I> "The Devil Wears Carla."</I> And the most repeated anecdote is the one where Carla slyly teases the French justice minister, Rachida Dati, a Sarko protégé, as they pass by a bed in the Élysée: <I>"You would have loved to occupy it, wouldn't you?"</I> <P>

But somehow the French - who are<I> "polymorphously perverse,"</I> as Woody Allen admiringly called Diane Keaton in <I>"Annie Hall"</I> - have become so enamored of their new first lady that they're starting to like her husband more. <P>

At the funeral of Yves Saint Laurent in Paris, Sarkozy got some catcalls when he got out of his car, while Carla, a former model for the designer, who calls herself <I>"nothing more than a folk singer,"</I> got applause and oohs and aahs. <P> <I>

"Preceded by a sulfurous reputation," </I>Le Journal du Dimanche reported, <I>"Carla Bruni has improbably succeeded in a country so traditionally attached to conventions: in less than six months, the third wife of Sarko has conquered, after that of the President, the heart of the French: 68 percent of them, according to our JDD poll, appreciate their new first lady." </I> <P>

In a recent survey in Le Figaro, the French president was back up at 37 to 41 percent favorables from a low of 32 percent last month. <P><I>

"The president is better,"</I> a close adviser to the mercurial Sarko told a reporter. <P> <I>

"There is definitely a serenity in his life now,"</I> the French writer Olivier Royant told me. <P> <I>

"He has stopped behaving like a twit since the marriage,"</I> a veteran observer of European politics agreed. <I>"And unlike Cécilia, who seemed like a self-conscious pill who hated being at the Élysée, Carla is playing her role well. She is bien dans sa peau, happy in her own skin." </I> <P>

Intuitively aware of the media, she handles both the French and foreign press with a down-to-earth aplomb. She has said she will keep her personality <I>"while respecting the dignity of the position"</I> and take her job <I>"seriously." </I>She plans to write a diary, adding: <I>"I write in French and dream in Italian."</I> <P>

The magazine Le Point had a cover with Carla's gleaming face and the headline <I>"La Présidente,"</I> with a picture inside of Sarko standing docilely behind his wife, as she sat at his desk and offered that assured feline gaze to the camera. <P>

Just as Carla charmed the Queen of England and Princes Charles and Philip with her demure French schoolgirl look, she charmed George and Laura Bush on their visit, inviting Laura 30 minutes early for a girls' tête-à-tête, and then sitting next to the American president and keeping him entertained with a spirited conversation in English, one of her three languages and sort of his one language. <P>

At a press availability the next day, W. interrupted his own boring observation about <I>"the importance of the Doha Round"</I> to smilingly tell his pal Sarko: <I>"It was a great pleasure to have been able to meet your wife. She's a really smart, capable woman, and I can see why you married her. And I can see why she married you, too."</I>

 <BR> <FONT COLOR=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://topics.nytimes.com/top/opinion/editorialsandoped/oped/columnists/maureendowd/index.html?8qa%0A">Maureen Dowd </A></font>is the  winner of the 1999 Pulitzer Prize for distinguished commentary.
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ANWR: Drilling Into The Last Frontier? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> <font color=#0000FF>

Inviting President Bush to take a hike in ANWR. </font> <br>

By Mike Wrathell  <P>

There has been a lot of talk about drilling oil in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, or ANWR, pronounced <I>"an-waar,"</I> lately, and having visited Alaska and been wowed by its untouched magnitudinous beauty, I thought it a good topic to discuss, as teevy news shows often show sound bites only and leave you without enough information to make an intelligent decision of your own. I guess we are supposed to rely on the <I>"experts"</I> who know that whatever they decide is right and the other sides' side is beneath consideration. <P>

Two separate great herds of caribou, or reindeer as we Michiganders call them when we aren't listening to Elton John's <I>"Caribou" </I>CD, use ANWR's lands throughout most of the year, sometimes also venturing into Yukon and the Northwest Territories. <P>

The Refuge also has more polar bear babies born near the Arctic shore than any other area in Alaska, let alone the United States, of course....we have one at the Detroit Zoo named Talini. She is three now.... <P> <center> <IMG SRC="http://www.issuesandalibis.org/talini22-1.jpg"> <br> <font size="+1"><I>Talini and I hanging out at The Detroit Zoo <br>when she was a little polar bear cub.</I> </font> </center> <P>

I was thinking maybe building a pipeline for the oil to Fairbanks might be a compromise between leaving the Refuge a true refuge, and turning part of it, the parts most vital to the polar bears, into a drilling operation. <P>

The wild terrain and long distance to Fairbanks might

make such an idea fiscally untenable, but transporting

oil via the Arctic Ocean is an environmental disaster

waiting to happen, what with icebergs and drunken

captains and equipment failures and mishaps. Such a

pipeline would also need to be elevated every half

mile or so to allow the caribou to cross underneath

it, too, I would think, but would defer to wildlife

experts on that one, as should Congress. <P>

It seems that there must be a better way than to take away a refuge from golden eagles and polar bears and reindeer and a host of other animals and plants. It would take seven years to get the oil going and it would not even necessarily lower the price of oil. A half of one percent of all the world's oil is there, so Brit Hume on Fox <I>"News"</I> reported. <P>

Have you ever held out your hand to a baby polar bear? Thank God, Senator John McCain of Arizona is against the risk of destroying the beauty of the Refuge with an unnecessary risk. <P>

But if there is more talk of drilling there in Congress, I hope they will invite members of the Alaska Wilderness League and other leading environmental groups to tag along on a trip to ANWR. I don't think any legislator should vote to destroy America's greatest refuge for Artic wildlife without seeing it and hearing from its strongest advocates. <P>

It is about time our politicians think deeply and not be held sway to the oil lobby or whoever else wants them to risk the eternal destruction of a refuge that Teddy Roosevelt would surely defend with his big stick. <P>

I visited Alaska in August 2000. I saw some reindeer, two grizzly bears, and a lot of other animals. I also saw Mt. McKinley at sunset. <P>

I know we need to get the price of gasoline down, or at least keep it where it is, but we have to keep our thinking caps on. A refuge is a refuge. The polar bears did not raise the price of gas on us. Don't blame them. <P>

For more information, visit <A HREF="http://www.alaskawild.org/">The Alaska Wilderness League </A>and the<A HREF="http://alaska.fws.gov/nwr/arctic/"> U.S. Fish & Wildlife Webpage for ANWR</A>.

 <br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 <A HREF="http://ultra-renaissance.com/">Mike Wrathell. </A> </font>is an artist and a former <I>"Cub Reporter"</I> for Issues & Alibis Magazine. He is an actor in the new motion picture "W" and in his spare time is running for the office of Macomb County Prosecutor! Write Mike <A HREF="mailto:mwrathell@yahoo.com">@. </A>
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The Marching Song Of The Covert Battalions <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2">

By Billy Bragg <P>

Here we are, seeking out the Reds <br>

Trying to keep the communists in order <br>

Just remember when you're sleeping in your beds <br>

They're only two days drive from the Texas border <P>

How can a country large as ours <br>

Be scared of such a threat <br>

Well if they won't work for us <br>

They're against us you can bet <br>

They may be sovereign countries <br>

But you folks at home forget <br>

That they all want what we've got <br>

But they don't know it yet <P>

We're making the world safe for capitalism <P>

Here we come with our candy and our guns <br>

And our corporate muscle marches in behind us <br>

For freedom's just another world <br>

for nothing left to sell <br>

And if you want narcotics we can <br>

get you those as well <P>

We help the multi-nationals <br>

When they cry out protect us <br>

The locals scream and shout a bit <br>

But we don't let that affect us <br>

We're here to lend a helping hand <br>

In case they don't elect us <br>

How dare they buy our products <br>

Yet still they don't respect us <P>

We're making the world safe for capitalism <P>

If you thought the army <br>

Was here protecting people like yourself <br>

I've some news for you <br>

We're here to defend wealth <br>

Away with nuns and bishops <br>

The Good Lord will help those that help themselves <br>

I've some news for you <br>

We're here to defend wealth <P>

We're making the world safe for capitalism. <br> <font color=#0000FF>(c) 2000/2008 Billy Bragg
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<br> Betty Bowers Explains Prayer to Everyone Else
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The Primary Is Finally Over: Now What? <br> </font> </font> <font size="+2"> 

By Will Durst <P>

Finally? Yes, finally. Not a trick? No trick. Over? Yes. Over. It is once again safe for the faint of heart to come out from under the covers. The battle royale is done and the shrapnel has been kept to a minimum. At long last, the bedraggled Democrats have come to the blessed end of their perpetual primary pursuit. Not the beginning of the end. Nor the almost near middle of the end, but the very end end. The butt end. The last millimeter of moldy hair on the bulbous pimple on the butt end of the end end. An end officially signaled by the reluctant arrival of Hillary Clinton at the sequestered gate of Acceptance. <P>

Acceptance. The final state of grief which has been attained only after an unseemly amount of time spent lounging with her old man on the porch swing at the House of Denial. And a couple of not so brief forays to the double-wide Recreational Vehicle of Anger and Depression. Then some boilermakers and cigars back at Denial House. And don't forget that quickie in the Vice Presidential Suite of the Bargaining Motel. But now the cloak of Acquiescence has been thrown over her shoulders by members of her own staff, while the Democratic Tactless Squad wraps Bill in the Shut- the Hell- Up Sheet while beating him across the head and shoulders with rolled up copies of the latest issue of Vanity Fair. <P>

Say what you will about Hillary, the woman does not give up easily. She possesses the stick-to-itiveness of an emaciated tick. She's like one of those Japanese soldiers who emerges from an island cave thirty years after the war is over. Not knowing that she lost and having learned nothing except how to subsist on a diet of bark and moss. But she saved her finest hour for the curtain call. Brilliant exit strategy. Gave the best speech of your life in the process of bowing out. Terrific timing. Next time, she might want to write the good speech for the opening or during the campaign instead of the close. <P>

But now its time to move on. Since he's clinched the nomination, Barack Obama has also assumed the responsibility of unifying the Democratic Party, a task to which we all wish him luck. Unifying Democrats is like trying to herd a clew of worms over a chicken wire walkway onto an electric waffle iron. Like nailing lime Jell- O with carrot shreds to a tree. Reconstituting the original ingredients of a bouillabaisse. Unburning a bridge. The good news is the Democrats have gotten their ducks all in a row. The bad news it's closing in on duck season and Dick Cheney is reaching for his blaze orange hat. <P>

The Dems are fond of calling themselves the party of the big tent, which is all well and good, but you know what else they hold in big tents? Oriental rug sales. Used car clearances. And circuses. And as the newly installed ringleader, Mr. Obama is going to need to find himself a really big chair and an awfully long whip to control the political menagerie that will be encircling him. And something bright and shiny to keep the paying customers focused on the center ring and not the eternally attendant freak show. And cotton candy is always nice.

<br> <font color=#0000FF> (c) 2008 </font> <A HREF="http://www.willdurst.com"> Will Durst, </A> is an actor, comic, writer, former radio talk show host and defense liability.
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