
CUBA’S ‘INTERNET LAW’

Medicare Malaise

There are a lot of ways one can explain how a
Republican federal
government just left

of Attila the Hun can pass a
massive piece of legislation
which supposedly intends to
expand Medicare, a program
symbolizing social welfare.
Sure, when the bill passed it
was a mere year away from
elections. Sure, the Bush
Administration knows that
it’s only major base of
support was for its handling of the War on Terror, and
that it needed to shore up efforts on domestic issues

Amnesty International Blunders on Resolución 180

BY ANDREW GARIB

The synthesis of ideology and corruption and the ‘other’ Great Lie of 2003
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Many readers of Turn Left, and certainly all
who have read the book or watched the
video Manufacturing Consent, are

undoubtedly familiar with Noam Chomsky’s ‘paired
example’ of Cambodia and East Timor.  Although
human history doesn’t generally allow for controlled
experiments, on occasion a paired example produces
something akin to one, where fair comparisons can be
made.

Condemnations of Cuba’s recently passed
Resolución 180/2003, or ‘Internet Law’ as it has been
referred to, offer something akin to a controlled
experiment for elucidating an underlying bias. For those
who take the time to scratch below the surface of the
issue will find that the actions being taken in Cuba are
so thoroughly justified that all that remains are the
assumed intent of the law by its foreign critics. 

BY CRIS MCCONKEY

See Communication, page 6
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The plan is complex and
sophisticated – in fact it’s so vast
that ... few or none of the
politicians who voted on the bill
even read the document.

Uncovering that bias has implications beyond Cuba –
it has relevance for a range of issues at the intersection
of the developed and developing world.

In brief, here is an account of what Resolución
180/2003 does and does not do:

(1) The law only applies to a server if it is
used for (U.S.) dollar-based accounts.

(2) The law directs the Cuban telecom
enterprise Etecsa to provide protection from
hacking, fraudulent and non-authorized use. 
That is, to prevent hacking into accounts or
fraudulently setting up new accounts that end
up taking up space on servers and using up

for votes. It’s true Bush and company needed to help
deflect attention away from lackluster job growth and
what they knew to be an upcoming ‘oops’ from U.S.
weapons inspector David Kay this year. But the

November 2003
Medicare mega-bill was
much more than any of
these. It was pure fraud.

This is not
something the American
public is unaware of,
either. A Washington
Post/ABCNews poll
suggests that nearly
forty percent of
Americans disapprove

of the legislation, with slightly less than a third approving
of the passing of the bill. What’s more is that the very

people who the bill was designed to help – retirees –
are the biggest doubters. Among senior citizens (65+),
47% disapprove of the bill, versus 26% who approve,
according to ABCNews.com. The 2003 Medicare bill
is clearly not meant to be an election issue.

The bill is designed to provide drug-benefit
coverage for retirees through the subsidization of health
insurance companies. The plan is complex and
sophisticated – in fact it’s so vast that, according to
Lewis Lapham in his article in the February edition of
Harper’s, few or none of the politicians who voted on
the bill even read the document. This is hardly a
coincidence – the bill was rammed through Congress
with the greatest expediency (anyone remember the
Patriot Act?) at the same time as another fiasco of a

“In spite of Amnesty International’s idea that all Cubans should have free phones, computers and Internet
access (which of course we all support) there are NO problems with e-mail in Cuba now days.  And there is
actually MORE Internet access now than before.

This is one more example of how news bad mouthing Cuba gets around the world in seconds while it takes
a serious effort to get any attention to Cuba’s side of things … The crack down was on people with subsi-
dized phone accounts who had Internet  accounts (which go through an expensive satellite hook up be-
cause the US won’t allow a regular cable to be hooked up to Florida) bought on the black market from
people working in mixed (Foreign Capitalist/Cuban Government) offices where the people selling access
didn’t pay for the accounts either … some thing like when a cable company in the US finds out that people
are tapping their cable without paying...”

- E-mail message from a friend in Havana
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14 February 2004, San Francisco –
Hundreds of gays from across America
descended upon the nation’s ‘Gay
Capitol’ San Francisco, California to
be legally married on Valentine’s Day.
It was the third day in a row that couples
lined up for government-sanctioned
nuptials (nearly 900 couples were
married by Saturday) and the
proceedings are planned to continue
throughout the long weekend.

The effort was led by newly-
elected mayor Gavin Newsom, openly
protesting a 2000 California ‘defense-
of-marriage’ bill, and spurred on by a
Massachusetts Supreme Court decision
in November that guaranteed gay
marriage rights in the state – a first in
the nation. After the court decision in
Massachusetts, a constitutional
convention in the northeastern,
predominantly Catholic state proposed

HEADLINES

Same Sex Progress Despite
Massachusetts Stalling 1 January 2004, Tokyo – For the

fourth year in a row, Japanese Prime
Minister Junichiro Koizumi visited
Yasukuni Shrine in Tokyo, a Shinto
place of worship seen
commonly as a
monument to Japanese
military aggression and
colonialism during the
first half of the 20th

century and thought to
house as many as 2.5
million Japanese who
died in foreign wars –
including many war
criminals. The
provocative move was
the first time Koizumi
visited the shrine on
New Year’s Day, when many
Japanese visit Buddhist and Shinto
shrines for the first time.

The belligerent action has
sparked opposition from countries
affected by Japanese colonialism in the
past, in particular Korea and China.
The 1937-1938 so-called Rape of

a gay-marriage ban, which was
amended with a civil-union
compromise, but was turned on 12
February. Activists on both sides of
the debate saw the compromise bill
as abhorrent to their values. The
legislature resumes its deliberations on
constitutional amendments on 11
March.

While there is much hope left
for progress in Massachusetts, the
religious right and other conservatives
continue to push ‘defense-of-marriage’
bills in states across the Union,
including Ohio. And while President
George W. Bush has said he would
support a federal constitutional
amendment on marriage discriminating
against gay couples, many American
gays venture north of the border to
Ontario, where same-sex marriage is
legal. (Sources: ABC, CBC)

Japanese PM Visits
Controversial Shinto Shrine

Nanking was one of the largest acts of
genocide before World War II, where
Japanese imperial troops killed
upwards of 300,000 Chinese and

raped 80,000 women and
girls. The Japanese
government still refuses to
apologize for war crimes
committed before and
during the Second World
War, and a significant
number of Japanese still
deny that the atrocities
even happened.

Members of
Koizumi’s governing
coalition expressed both
regret and concern that the
action violates the

Japanese constitution, which forbids
state engagement in religious activities.
The Prime Minister rejected such
accusations, claiming that he visited the
shrine as a private individual – despite
the fact that he signed his name in the
visitors’ book as the prime minister.
(Source: CBC)

1 January 2004, Hong Kong – Organizers
of a massive protest in Hong Kong estimate
upwards of 100,000 marched from a city
park to the government’s headquarters
demanding the return of full democracy
and the resignation of the city’s chief
executive Tung Chee-hwa. Protesters
claimed Tung failed to listen to the city’s
cries for political reform.

The protest echoes pro-
democratic sentiment expressed in July
2003’s rally against Tung’s anti-
subversion bill, which drew an estimated
500,000 – the largest protest in China since

Tens of Thousands March for
Democracy in Hong Kong

the 1989 crackdown and massacre at
Tiananmen Square in Bejing. The anti-
subversion bill was a proposed national
security law which would have banned
treason, subversion, sedition and other
crimes against the state, and would have
given police new powers to deal life
sentences for convictions of some offenses.

Hong Kong had been a British
colony until 1997, when the massive city was
repatriated to the People’s Republic of China.
It is a world center for trade and among the
richest cities in the world. (Source: CBC)

11 February 2004, Washington – Federal Reserve
Chair Alan Greenspan echoed complaints of
progressives and conservatives alike in warnings
regarding the Bush Administration’s $521 billion federal
deficit for 2004. The imbalance will ‘pose serious
longer-term fiscal difficulties,’ according to
Greenspan, who has served under presidents Reagan,
Bush Sr, and Clinton in his long career.

Most notably, the Reserve Chair commented
on the possibility that ‘Federal budget deficits could
cause difficulties even in the relatively near term’ if
lenders seek higher interest. Greenspan was critical
of tax-cutting, free-spending mantras of the
government, slammed politicians who advocate
policies to increase deficit and observed that few
lawmakers spoke of meaningful deficit reduction.
Greenspan warned that current trends may affect the
viability of social programs, in particular, social
security, as baby-boomers continue to retire.

Greenspan is not alone in his
concern over Bush neoconservative
fiscal policy. Last month, the
International Monetary Fund (IMF)
warned that the large government
deficit racked up by the Bush
Administration in the world’s largest
economy may cause serious instability in world markets.
Within a few years, the IMF forecasts a possible
unprecedented debt of 40% of GDP, which could further
undermine the value of the dollar and destabilize
international exchange rates. According to the 7 January
IMF report, the risk of such debt is a hiking of global
interest rates and a slowing of global investment and
growth. Domestically, the IMF warns that underfunded
Medicare and Social Security funds could produce
shortages in the tens of trillions of dollars – $47 trillion
over the next 70 years, or five times current GDP.

Bush Administrations officials remain
dismissive of such warnings – which have been
echoed by economists worldwide – and remain faithful
to administration fiscal ideology. This despite obvious
efforts on the part of the IMF – often criticized as an
institution set up exclusively for American aims – to
gain the attention of both the world media and the
American government. The IMF has been critical of
US policy in the past few years, however this report
is the most critical, widely reported and lengthy to
date. (Sources: NYT, CBC)

Greenspan, IMF warn
about $521B  U.S. Deficit

Koizumi
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12 February 2004, Ithaca, NY – Dozens packed Kauffmann
Auditorium in Goldwin Smith Hall to participate in The Cornell
Caucus, an event sponsored by the Cornell Political Coalition, the
US-India Political Action Committee (US INPAC), Democracy
Matters, as well as the Cornell Democrats and Republicans. The
hour-long debate between representatives of the Democratic
primary candidates and George W. Bush was capped with a mock
primary and presidential election among the audience members.

Dr Howard Dean was represented by the articulate and
outspoken Peter S. Cohl ’05, Senator Edwards by Rachel Gage ’03,
and John Kerry by Matthew Gewolb ’04. Veteran Cornell Republican
and Review alum Ryan Horn ’02 represented the Bush/Cheney camp.
US INPAC Vice President Ganesh Sivarajan ’06 acted as moderator
for the event.

Both Gewolb of the Kerry camp and Gage of the Edwards
camp slammed Attorney General John Ashcroft for overstepping
his bounds within the Patriot Act and abusing his power. Cohl
however, representing Dean, condemned the act and noted that
Kerry had in fact voted for it in September of 2001. Horn was
adamant that the Patriot Act was not all as bad as it has been
presented in the media, noting that, for example, the provision within
the act allowing the government to track library cards has yet to be
used. TL staffers are unconvinced.

Deaniac Cohl provided interesting and creative ways to
counter the Bush campaign reform bill of 2002, suggesting that

the government
match every
dollar of private
i n d i v i d u a l
contributions
with five dollars
of taxpayer
money and
proposing the
introduction of
civic campaign
hours allotted
on public
airwaves. Gage

presented a stance strongly against the immigration reform bill of
2004, which gave restricted rights to formerly illegal immigrant
workers. Gage echoed Edwards in opposing the establishment of a
group of ‘second-class guest workers’ without the power to protect
their families’ rights to stay in America. On this issue, Horn
supported the bill but asserted the need to make English the official
language of the United States – to the obvious exclusion of Spanish.

Horn was particularly keen on presenting his and President
Bush’s stance on Affirmative Action. While the entire Democratic
panel supported the program wholeheartedly, Horn described
Affirmative Action and all race-based criterion for employment
and college admissions as essentially racist, ideas which deserve
to be sent ‘back to the grave with the late Jim Crowe.’ Progressives
in the audience were left scratching their heads.

In the end, Dean won the mock primaries with 37 votes (with
29 for Edwards and 18 for Kerry). If Kauffmann auditorium were a
republic, then Dean and Cohl would have swept to power, taking 56
votes to Bush’s 17 in the mock presidential election. Cohl, president
of Cornell for Dean and with the clear backing of the audience,
proclaimed Cornell ‘Dean Country.’ (Source: Staff, CDS)

LOCAL NEWS

11 February 2004, Port-au-Prince –
The West’s poorest nation is in turmoil
as popular protest against Haiti’s
President Jean Bertrand Aristide has
escalated and turned deadly. Dozens
have been killed in the past months on
the island nation which has only 5000
poorly-equipped police officers and no
army. Haitians have risen in rebellion
with accusations of corruption and
political violence placed upon the
Aristide government. In 2000,
international aid halted after a flawed
election brought Aristide and his party
back to power. More than half the
island’s 8 million are unemployed or live
on less than a dollar a day.

The United States has
condemned the violence and called on
Aristide to respect human rights, and
United Nations Secretary General Kofi
Annan has signaled that his organization
is increasing its involvement. President
Aristide was first elected in 1990 and
was subsequently ousted by Haiti’s
military. In 1994 the United States

Haitian Protests vs. Aristide
Rock Island Nation;

Haiti and Lesotho Hunger Warning

intervened and replaced Aristide at the
top of government. A former Catholic
priest, Aristide has promised to
improve the situation of the historic
country’s most desperate. On 1 January
Haiti celebrated the 200th anniversary
of its independence from Napoleonic
France.

In Rome, the United Nation’s
World Food Program warned that as
many as 270,000 Haitians could go
hungry if violence continues to delay
food aid. As much as a third of the
country suffers from malnutrition.

The World Food Program also
issued a warning regarding the Kingdom
of Lesotho, a small nation surrounded
by South Africa, where as many as
700,000 may go hungry due to
agricultural conditions. Drought and
insect infestation have ravaged the tiny
kingdom. The UN has issued its alerts
regarding Haiti and Lesotho while
already engaged in fighting hunger in
North Korea, Ethiopia, Chad, and Iran.
(Sources: NYT, CBC)

Dean, Kerry, Edwards
Battle Bush in Mock

Primaries and
Elections at CU

10 February 2004, Paris – The
French National Assembly voted
overwhelmingly to ban Muslim
womens’ headscarves and other
ostensible religious and political
symbols from public schools in the
nation with Europe’s largest Muslim
population. Banned in addition to the
scarves are excessive hairiness and
bandannas which could be religious
symbols, large crosses, yarmulkes and
turbans.

The law also includes a
guarantee of total equality in schools,
especially for physical education, and
addresses teachers’ concerns about
disruptive Muslim students in history
classes who effectively deny the
Holocaust. France’s education minister
Luc Ferry has made it clear in interviews
that religious beliefs are not valid
excuses to miss biology or physical
education classes, or to question

France Bans Head Scarves,
Ostensible Religious Symbols

in Schools
teachings about the World War II
slaughter of Jews and other minorities
by the Nazis.

The government has introduced
the law in response to growing Islamic
militancy, racism and anti-Semitism in
France. It believes that the
reinforcement of the secular republican
ideal can help reduce fanaticism and
violence, but critics argue that the law
can only inflame sentiment and breed
more hostility in France’s immigrant
populations and among its own five
million Muslims. While many French
see Muslim headscarves and other
ostensible signs of Islam as adversarial,
most Muslims see their freedom of
peaceful religious expression unjustly
curtailed by the new legislation.

The bill is expected to easily
pass through the Senate on 2 March.
(Sources: CBC, NYT)

‘Cornell is Dean Country!’

Violence is out of control in the poorest nation in the West.
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From The Editor’s Desk
Bush Theory of Knowledge: The Skeptical Hypothesis
BY ANDREW GARIB

Cynics would argue that presidents
live from election to election.
Election campaigns last two to four

years, depending on approval ratings, and
just about all government actions – save for
the most fundamental ideological pursuits –
are in fact panderings to particular
demographics, special interests or
politicians. One must admit that there is an
element of truth in the cynic’s voice: we are
reminded of the infamous Karl Rove
PowerPoint diskette which spoke of war in
Iraq in terms of simple election strategy
months before the US invasion; New
spending initiatives seem to appear at the
right time of the year; new policy benefiting
specific groups
seems to pop up at
just the right time. It
too often feels like
General Rove – not
President Bush – is
the one calling the
shots.

To us
electoral plebes, the
issue is a
philosophical rather
than a political one.
What’s confusing
isn’t our persistent
apathy and mistrust
of government
institutions and personalities (that’s been a
mainstay in politics since, I would assume,
the founding of ancient cities in
Mesopotamia) but those niggling gaps
between us and the President’s circle of
power and between the President’s words
and those nagging little things we call facts.
The thing with facts is they tend not to go
away.
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What’s confusing isn’t our
persistent apathy and mistrust
of government institutions and
personalities ... but those
niggling gaps between us and
the President’s circle of power
and between the President’s
words and those nagging little
things we call facts ...

Bush’s skeptical argument is
more revealing than the
administration might hope, for
placing emphasis on
intelligence gathering only
makes more glaring the
decision to go to war itself...

Take for example those pesky
weapons of mass destruction in Iraq. They
clearly don’t exist. Advanced nuclear
weapons technology is not ‘buried in some
guy’s backyard’, as proposed by Cornell
Republican Mike Lepage in an October
debate. One can form a sort of theory of
(political) knowledge about this issue.
Clearly there is a large and ominous gap in
knowledge between what was our President
accused the now impotent Saddam Hussein
of in January 2003 and what we have now.
Here’s a brief summary:

January 2003: Saddam has all sorts
of weapons of mass destruction, and he’ll
be able to use them very, very soon.

February 2004: Well, Saddam sure
could have built weapons of mass
destruction if he wanted to. That’s for darn

sure. Ha!
A n d

hence the
problem: a lacuna
through which
one can drive an
Abrams tank.

Haven’t
we said enough
about the Bush
Administration’s
unabashed and
repeated lying to
America and the
world about its
motives and
justification for

war? Clearly not. In this election year, the
issue has been brought up repeatedly by
politicians on both sides of Congress, and
oddly enough the President has made
motions to respond to the critics. Almost.

Would you trust a C-student to
teach you philosophy?

Bush thought he had Orwellian
theory of knowledge down to a science when

he plowed through with the second
American war in the Gulf last year, justifying
the invasion with worst-case-scenario
intelligence which was totally false. Now that
many in Congress and the American people
are hip to the game – two recent high-profile
polls put Bush’s approval rating at two-year
lows, and one gives John Kerry an edge over
Bush if presidential elections were held now
– our President has taken a new turn in
epistemology. That key missing link in the
chain of
u n d e r s t a n d i n g
between Mr.
Hussein’s backyard
nuclear program
and Bush foreign
policy wasn’t the
poor interpretation
or the politicization
of the intelligence-
gathering process.
It was, supposedly,
the breakdown of
the intelligence
system itself.

To be fair, reforms in our
intelligence system may be needed. Former
intelligence analyst under the Clinton
administration Kenneth Pollack writes in this

month’s Atlantic of the need to reconsider
our management of intelligence operations
in light of the Iraq situation. Pollack, a
member of the Brookings Institute, was a
long time reluctant proponent of the idea of
the need to topple Saddam, and admits fully
that his conclusion (which was formed in
his 1999-2001 term at the National Security
Council) was itself based on faulty evidence
gathered since the ending of the 1998 round
of UN weapons inspections in Iraq. Yet
Pollack himself criticizes the Bush
administration’s politicization of the
intelligence process and the
misrepresentation of intelligence by hawks
in government. While Pollack published his
The Threatening Storm: The Case for
Invading Iraq in 2002, the leading Iraq expert
proposed the invasion as an eventual rather
than acute necessity, and that his estimation
of the threat from Baghdad before the
Hussein regime’s demise was far more
conservative than those purported by Bush
and company.

The fact that Bush has recognized
the inconsistencies in his supposed
intelligence sources is no wonder. Last
month U.S. Chief Weapons Inspector David
Kay came up utterly empty handed in his
post-war scouring of Iraq for any WMD’s,
and with Bush’s popularity way down this
month, the assignment of moderate John
McCain to head the inquiry into intelligence
shortcomings prior to the war should come
as no major surprise. What leaves
philosophers and lay-people alike scratching
their heads is the implication that without
such faulty data to lead Bush’s policy astray,

there would be no motive to invade
whatsoever.

The irony lies in the
Administration’s dogged insistence that
faulty intelligence – not well-timed pre-
election grandstanding or neoconservative
Machiavellian international foreign policy –
was a crucial factor in the decision to invade.
Bush’s words remain smothered in the
language of peace, stability and liberation
(tell that to the average inhabitant of the

Sunni Triangle),
and the
administration can
only counter
criticisms about
the WMD fiction
with cries of
solipsism.

This is all
quite instructive.
While Bush is very
much ready to
distract a nation
with the

recognition of the limits of knowledge in
intelligence gathering, he’s not nearly as
enthusiastic on meaningful investigation
into what his administration actually did with
such astoundingly faulty evidence – the

gung-ho nature in which the United States
rushed into war and fumbled the post-war
situation. Bush’s skeptical argument is more
revealing than the administration might
hope, for placing emphasis on intelligence
gathering only makes more glaring the
decision to go to war itself, which, may I
remind you, was based upon U.S.
intelligence that was ‘almost all wrong’
according to David Kay. As Pollock writes,
the typical Republican defense in light of
Kay’s findings (and, might I add, much of
the world’s vindicated gut feelings) – that it
was the fault of the CIA and plain wrong
intelligence – seems to imply, ridiculously,
that Bush may not have gone to war at all if
he had known that Hussein was not a real
threat. The fact remains clear: We were going
to war, with or without the Security Council’s
consent, with or without the support of our
allies, with or without proper post-war
planning – and with or without strong
intelligence. When it comes to Bush’s ‘with
us or against’ War on Terrorism dichotomy,
the facts are clearly situated in the ‘against’
camp.

Analysts and journalists need to
stop pretending that the Bush justification
for war was ever wholly genuine. Bush is no
Descartes: He can’t build the foundations
of truth from nothing but the assertion that
he is president, therefore the weapons exist.
Our lesson? The next time Bush and Co. try
and teach us the metaphysics of terrorism
or the epistemology of intelligence, don’t
just close your eyes and hope he disappears.

Class begins November 2004.

I vote for the guy on the left.

TL



BY ALEXANDRA BERKE

What’s
o I’m going out. I wish us a
happy, joyfully Shabbat that
would make my legs tear
apart from dancing.’ Here
my Israeli friend Ophir, who

I met over winter break on my first trip
to Israel, managed to perfectly encap-
sulate the mental image Israel conjures
up for me. A group of Israeli soldiers, all
college aged in American terms, danc-
ing like mad to European pop music, guns
slung casually over their shoulders or in
a pile in the middle of the frenetic circle.

For many people, including my-

self before I visited, Israel does not rep-
resent fun things. Whenever I told
people I was traveling to Israel over
winter break, their eyes would become
wide and they would say things like,
‘Are you sure?’ ‘Be safe,’ and ‘Don’t
ride on any buses.’ I can only assume
they were thinking of the suicide at-
tacks, the tanks and the military check-
points.

 And these were just the liber-
als I know here at home. Around the
world, and in different groups, Israel

represents more sinister things. For in-
stance, the fence currently being built in
Israel is simultaneously viewed as an
apartheid fence by some and a necessary
security measure by others. But there are
also views in between. Take the soldiers
I met in Israel as examples: They all agree
that there needs to be a fence between
the Israelis and the Palestinians, but, by
and large, they also feel that the fence
should be drawn along the borders as
agreed upon in the 1967 war. Those bor-
ders are being fudged partially to avoid

fencing in settlements where
religious Jews have set up
homes in the West Bank.

The settlements are very
controversial among Israeli
Jews.  Although Israel is a
Jewish state, and approxi-
mately five million of the six
million citizens are Jewish,
they are not by any means
all religious. Those Jews who
have settled in the West
Bank receive a lot of protec-
tion from the Israeli army be-
cause of their incredibly dan-
gerous positioning. But many
Israelis don’t want soldiers to
protect the settlers. They
want Palestinians to have
their own state. They want
Israel to exist, peacefully,
even if that means existing
within borders that don’t in-
clude the West Bank, the
Gaza Strip or the Golan

A Happy Medium
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Heights.
When people talk about being

pro-Israel I find it infuriating. The impli-
cations of saying you’re pro-Israel seem
to include being anti-Palestinian and
hypocritical. Maybe I’m being naïve, but
I was really taken with the Israeli sol-
diers I met. Here I am, 19 years old,
going to classes, doing reading and tak-
ing tests while my Israeli peers are serv-
ing 2-3 years in the army. That doesn’t

mean they all are in combat. Those who
we met were working as Naval intelli-
gence officers, essentially a desk job in
Tel Aviv. But they all had friends in com-
bat, and regardless, they are devoting
their lives to their country – a concept
that seems foreign to me here. They
were all pro-Israel in that they believed
in its necessity and loved their lives there.
They spoke not of the hardships of liv-
ing with terror or their Jewish beliefs,
but the dance parties that go on around
Jerusalem during some of the Jewish
holidays and the intense beauty of their
country.

This isn’t to say that no Israelis
hate Palestinians, or even Arabs in gen-
eral. But being pro-Israel doesn’t mean
being anti-Palestinian state, pro-killing of
Palestinians or even pro-Israeli govern-
ment.  Even as the controversial fence
is being built, the New York Times re-
ports that the Israeli Supreme Court is
set to hear arguments against the loca-
tion of the fence from the Association
of Civil Rights in Israel, a group that is
headed by a Jew, arguing that the fence’s
current path violates Palestinian rights.

Just as it’s possible to be a pa-
triotic American who doesn’t support
President Bush, the war in Iraq, the ram-
pant racism in America or any number
of other parts of American culture and
life, it is possible to be pro-Israeli and in
favor of Palestinian statehood. So, when
thinking about Israel it may be helpful
not to think in terms of pro or con, of
Israelis and Palestinians, but of the
people who live there. The dancing, the
joking, and the singing. Let’s not stop
questioning the Israeli government’s ac-
tions, but let’s not forget that Israelis
question them, also.

Re: ‘Cornell Cinema and
Campus Groups Must
Refocus on Cuba’, Letter to
the Editor, Vol IV Issue I,
October 2003

February 3, 2004

Dear Editor,

It is quite easy for last fall’s letter
writer to attack CUSLAR and
LASP for their decision to show
Estella Bravo’s film Fidel.  The
attack was less about the showing
the film per-se than it was a
rant that folks in CUSLAR and
LASP are blinded by their
enthusiasm for the Cuban
Revolution and thus fail to grasp
the seriousness of human rights
abuses in Cuba.

Letter to the Editor

...Many Israelis don’t want
soldiers to protect the set-
tlers. They want Palestinians
to have their own state. They
want Israel to exist, peace-
fully, even if that means ex-
isting within borders that
don’t include the West Bank,
the Gaza Strip or the Golan
Heights.

I make this uniform look gooood...

Have something to say?
Write a letter to the Editor!

Send your thoughts to
asg29@cornell.edu

‘

The issues are complex and
cannot be dealt with in a short letter
defending the decision to show the
film.   What can be said quite clearly
and concisely is that the sort of self-
censorship hinted at in the letter is
inappropriate for a campus film
series, and no one should expect a
particular film not to reflect the
views and emphasis of the
filmmaker.  Certainly, it would be a
grave mistake to pull a film because
of reviews in the New York Times.

Cris McConkey
Town of Enfield

TL

TL

Israel isn’t a monolith, no matter what side of the fence you’re on
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‘to eliminate all
obstacles to access to
the Internet imposed by
its policies.’   (2)

In other words, the State is supposed
to continue to subsidize web-surfing by
anyone who can hack into or access the
system with a password purchased on
the black market and tolerate this theft
of service – and if it does not, then it is
violating a fundamental human right of
access to electronic information.  This
is a specious argument and quite a
demand to place on a developing nation
with extremely limited and expensive
bandwidth that is paid for in U.S. dollars
as the country struggles to meet the
bandwidth needs of those sectors critical
for advancing the common good.  Do
we really need to invent an ulterior
motive?

I think it is a mistake to put so much
emphasis on having full internet access
to the World Wide Web for ‘alternative
views and a space for discussing them’,
especially for a developing nation with
very limited bandwidth for Internet
connections.  What’s more, the new
measures are not targeted at e-mail
accounts, and e-mail remains a primary
mode of electronic communication and
is growing in Cuba.

Both Internet and e-mail access is
on the rise in Cuba. Karen Wald writes,
‘There are “Internet cafes”, for
example, and access provided at all
Cuban medical schools, and also at many
post offices where people can get on
the Internet.  So the point isn’t to keep
people off the Internet.’

The issue has been raised that it is
extremely difficult for ‘ordinary Cubans’,
who must convert pesos to dollars at a
rate of about twenty to one, to come up
with the needed dollars if they are not
afforded access otherwise.  What is not
taken into account is that when the social
wage is included for what otherwise
would be personal expenses for health,
education, food guaranteed under the
ration plan, and rent, wages in Cuba are
pretty decent compared with most of
the developing world.  So I don’t find
that ‘ordinary Cubans’ are at any special
disadvantage in the regard compared
with those in other developing countries. 
But it is a struggle for most, and there
are other pressing needs. 

There also is a growing Intranet. 
Of course this is seen by some foreign
critics as just one more example of the
State trying to control information by
limiting access, when really this is a very
positive development.  The contention of
foreign critics is really over priorities, and
therein lies a bias that is generally not so
apparent when issues are raised under
the mantle of human rights and electronic
access to information.  José Steinleger
writes in La Jornada:

‘Notwithstanding the
cost of international
connectivity, Cuba uses

“Communication, information and education are now available to everybody and anybody
who can afford a computer and an Internet account.” The person who wrote this lives
in Nicaragua, a country where a scarce 0.04 percent has Internet access.

José Steinleger, La Jornada, 2/6/2004

An Internet Index (Harper’s style)

Total projected cost of  ‘Project Unidad’ — an undersea fiber
optic cable from Key West, Florida, to Havana, Republic of Cuba
that was abandoned in 2000 :   $13 million.       (1)

Total amount the U.S. Agency for International Development spent
‘to promote a peaceful transition to democracy in Cuba’ during
1996-2001:   $12 million.       (2)

Bandwidth that would have been provided by the proposed
undersea fiber optic cable:   40 Gigabits per second.   (1)

Bandwidth currently afforded for all of Cuba for Internet
connectivity via an expensive satellite connection:  < 8 Megabits
per second.        (3)

Reason why Quest Net Corp. abandoned ‘Project Unidad’:  
extreme difficulty in obtaining U.S. Department of Commerce
licenses.  (1)

Number of companies who failed to obtain licenses in the five
years previous for similar proposals to provide an undersea fiber
optic cable to serve Cuba:   3. (1)

Reason why the Bureau of Export Administration (BXA) of the
United States Department of Commerce refused the licenses:  
Concerns about technology transfers to the Republic of Cuba.  
(1)

Percentage of population in Cuba with access to the internet:  
4.3%    (4)

Percentage for Russia: 4.2%
Percentage for Africa: <1%
Percentages for Guatemala, El Salvador, Nicaragua, and

Honduras:   0.6%, 0.7%, 0.04%, and 0.03%
Percentage of the world’s population with no access to the

Internet: 90%
Percentage of those connected to the Internet who live in

developed countries: 70%
Primary mode of connecting to the Internet in the developing

world:   Email.

Telephone sets per every 100 inhabitants in Cuba:   6.37

Number of professionals, doctors and paramedics who gain
access to the Net through Cuba’s INFOMED, the Internet service
of public health:   nearly 30,000.

Number of pornographic Internet sites, mostly in developed
countries:   17,000  (5)

Reason why the Cuba passed resolución 180/2003:   to protect
its computer network from hackers, fraudulent and non-authorized
use.

Number of servers that this law applies to:   1

Sources:

(1) 2000 Commercial Highlights, U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council http://
www.cubatrade.org/2000hlights.html

(2)Terrorism and Civil Society as Instruments of U.S. Policy in Cuba, Philip Agee http://
www.counterpunch.org/agee08092003.html

(3) Email communication from a Cuban net administrator

(4) Figures from the International Telecommunications Union (ITU)

(5) Ignacio González Planas, Minister of Information Technology and Communication

considerable amounts of Cuba’s
bandwidth without paying –
essentially, to prevent the
stealing of service.

(3) Other servers, which are
‘peso-based’ to begin with, like
Infomed for the health system,
a cultural site for cultural
workers, Ceniai for scientists,
etc., are NOT affected by this
new regulation, and thus
thousands of doctors, other
health professionals, performing
artists, university professors, and
others have full access to
Internet in their homes as well
as at work.

(4) The law has no bearing on
the some 480,000 Cuban e-mail
accounts. 

Apparently not seeing any need to
do a thorough investigation and analysis
first, Amnesty International was quick
to issue a press release in righteous
condemnation:

 ‘The new measures,
which limit and impede
unofficial internet use,
constitute yet another
attempt to cut off
Cubans’ access to
alternative views and a
space for discussing
them,’ Amnesty states
in its release from
London. ‘This step,
coming on top of last
year’s prosecution of
75 activists for
peacefully expressing
their views, gives the
authorities another
mechanism for
repressing dissent and
punishing critics.’   (1)

Moreover, the International
Federation of Library Associations and
Institutions (ILFA) issued a statement
two weeks later, citing the Amnesty
International press release and Freedom
House as its sources:

‘The new bill will
especially affect those
who without
authorization have
accessed the Web from
their homes. The bill
states that the Internet
can be used only via
telephone services
charged in U.S. dollars,
which few people can
get hold of.’  The ILFA
statement concludes by
urging ‘the Cuban
Government to respect,
defend and promote the
basic human rights
defined in Article 19 of
the United Nations
Universal Declaration
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Political debate is healthy
and important, but patriotism
isn’t about your stance on
foreign policy. It is about
genuinely wanting America
to prosper, and helping it to
do so ...

A person’s love for America,
however, should not be
measured by political opinion.
It should be measured by the
actions patriotism prompts
him or her to take ...

the internet in a
rational, creative and
orderly manner.
Instead of prioritizing
the residential and
corporate markets (an
endeavour which
belongs to
telecommunication
companies and
international providers),
the most dynamic
development of Cuban
Information is
dedicated to social,
cultural, educational
and health issues. Every
kid and youth in the
country has access to
computers, even the elderly and
children in daycare.’  (4)

I’m sure Frank Calzon would feel differently about
all this.  Calzon, a CIA trained warrior among Cuban
exiles, fought at the Bay of Pigs and has served as
executive director for the Cuban American National
Foundation.  He gained publicity six years ago when
he sent money, computers and fax machines to four
Cuban men later convicted as agents of a foreign
government.  The U.S. government allegedly gave
$775,000 to the NGO group Reporters Without Borders
and funnelled the money through Freedom House, an
organization headed by Frank Calzon.  So, it comes

as no surprise that Freedom
House was very much central
in the effort to lambaste Cuba
over Resolución 180/2003. 

What is important to Calzon
and others of his persuasion is
for Cubans to be able to access
CubaNet, a US funded web site
that posts articles by Cuban
‘independent journalists’.  This
fact regarding CubaNet (along
with CANF and some other
U.S. web sites targeting Cuba)
should come as no surprise to
anyone who has even a cursory
understanding of the
considerable efforts from the
U.S. to de-stabilize Cuba. 
When discussing access to the

Internet as a place for ‘alternative views and a space
for discussing them’, we need to keep in mind that
invariably, so long as the U.S. remains a hostile power,
this is largely, in my opinion, a code phrase for U.S.
mediated efforts to undermine the integrity of the Cuban
government.  (5)

W hat is particularly irksome is the total disregard
for the role the U.S. has played in making Internet
connectivity and telecommunication in general as
expensive and limited as it is in Cuba. If we want to
see real positive change, then we must lift the U.S.
blockade, normalize relations, allow trade and free
travel, and allow Cuba a new fibre-optic cable.

Taking the Politics out of Patriotism

As America finds itself in a complicated
confrontation with terrorism and fear, tempers
are flaring and rhetoric is becoming extreme.

It is common to hear commentators and pundits
viciously label each other as unpatriotic merely
because of a difference of opinion. Despite their
frequency, all such accusations are false. Political
debate is healthy and important, but patriotism isn’t
about your stance on foreign policy. It is about
genuinely wanting America to prosper, and helping it
to do so.

There are highly visible outlets for patriotism,
like serving in the armed forces or taking on
leadership of a humanitarian organization at home.
Leadership and military roles aren’t for everyone

however, and they aren’t the only kind of patriotic
actions. Community service, in all its local and national
forms, is an essential means for helping America.
Cleaning up local parks, helping to build affordable
housing, and feeding the hungry are only a few
examples of what needs to be done. They aren’t liberal
or conservative in nature – they are simply acts of
human kindness toward fellow Americans.

Simply doing your part may be the best expression of your love of country

In addition to helping people today,
patriotism is also about building a stronger tomorrow.
That means not carelessly wasting resources that the
next generation will need. Conservation comes in
many forms, but one of the most worthwhile and
easiest is recycling. It requires no great effort to put
your paper with the paper, bottles with bottles, and
garbage with the garbage. If, out of ignorance or
apathy, you throw your trash anywhere, you will not
only be failing to do your part, but also you will be
keeping others from doing theirs. If there is pizza in
with the paper, the whole bin can’t be recycled, and
the efforts of all those who sorted will be wasted along
with the resources they contributed.

It doesn’t take that much effort to put things
in the right bin, and it isn’t complicated either. If you
have any questions, visit, http://www.tompkins-
co.org/solidwaste/prepgln.html to find out what you
need to know. There’s no good reason not to make
this small daily contribution to tomorrow.

BY TIMON STASKO

I think it is a mistake to
put so much emphasis on
having full internet
access to the World Wide
Web for ‘alternative
views and a space for
discussing them’,
especially for a
developing nation with
very limited bandwidth...

Notes:

(1) Amnesty International Press Release, Cuba: Further bans on
freedom of expression, 12/01/2004. http://web.amnesty.org/library/
Index/ENGAMR250032004?open&of=ENG-CUB

(2) IFLA Committee on Free Access to Information and Freedom
of Expression (FAIFE),
Librarians’ deep concern over Cuba’s move to restrict Internet
access, 1/16/2004.
http://www.ifla.queenslibrary.org/V/press/cuba160104.htm

(3) Ignacio González Planas, Minister of Information Technology
and Communication (MIC) in an interview for Cubadebate.cu
Digitization and Internet access in Cuba will continue to increase,
1/19/2004.  http://havanajournal.com/business_comments/
P1275_0_4_01

(4) José Steinleger, An Opinion on the Internet in Cuba, La Jornada,
2/6/04 http://www.zmag.org/content/
showarticle.cfm?SectionID=54&ItemID=4943

(5) Colby College gets ringside view of Cuban-Americans mixing
it up, Let Cuba Live newsletter, February 2004 http://
www.letcubalive.org

TL

Politics is a useful tool, and one Americans
should proudly use to improve our country. A person’s
love for America, however, should not be measured
by political opinion. It should be measured by the
actions patriotism prompts him or her to take. There
is a great deal of good to be done in our world. Just
because some parts are easy doesn’t mean they
aren’t important. Besides – if they are easy, why
aren’t we all doing them?

More than flag-waving...

TL
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‘The more one knows about it, the less likely he
or she is going to like the 2003 Medicare bill ...’
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A piece of legislation this
crooked must have a shady
upbringing – and indeed
this idea is born out in the
birth of Dr. Bill Frist’s
love-child with corporate
America.

mega-bill made its speedy attempt through the halls of
government: that concession-packed and equally
heinous energy bill.

The Medicare overhaul, the largest change in
Medicare since the program’s 1965 inception, passed
both the House and Senate by the slimmest of margins.
The House passed the 681 page bill at 6:00 a.m. on 22
November with a vote of 220-215 – the bill was such
an atrocity that it took hours of arm-twisting and bribery
in order to coax even Republican members to fall in
line.

I, like Lapham and Congress, am dependent
on the press for information on the bill and have not
had a chance to sit down and scan its nitty-gritty.
Nevertheless, we
and the rest of the
public seem to
share the same
doubts based upon
what we learn
from the media:
According to the
above-mentioned
poll, 58% of the 1/
6 of the population
who have followed
the story closely
disapprove of the
bill, many strongly
disagreeing. What can be concluded from this? (No,
Ms. Coulter, it’s not liberal bias.) The more one knows
about it, the less likely he or she is going to like the
2003 Medicare bill, which is now law like-it-or-loathe-
it.

The flaws are many but easily enumerable.
Lapham’s list of woes, as well as those of many other
journalists and Hill-watchers, go something like this:
The government is now forbidden, in the vast majority
of cases, to negotiate a bulk discount on drugs, as
Canadian governments do regularly to provide their
citizens with cheap medication; it is now illegal to
(re)import drugs from Canada where drugs bought in
bulk are fractions of the usual price; for drugs outside
the Medicare plan, it’s forbidden to purchase
supplemental private insurance; 6 million people have
a reduced or eliminated current Medicare drug
coverage thanks to the law; and payment is suspended
for seniors exactly at the point when most need the
most coverage, at $2250 a year, only to resume at

$3600. Lapham adds that companies are given
‘maximum flexibility’ in choosing their beneficiaries
(offering their services only to those whose business
is profitable) and that the government now as much as
ever depends on drug and insurance firms to control
costs and curtail spending – leaving Medicare and
taxpayers to foot the bill on whatever decisions the
industry makes.

Oh, and what a bill. The cost is projected at
$400 billion over the next 10 years (falling $121 billion
short of our federal deficit), but Lapham is quick to
add that since costs are regulated by the market alone,
that $400 billion could share the fate of our federal
deficit, and balloon to corporate subsidy record
numbers. So much for conservative small-government
– this is neoconservative debt-boosting at its best.

I should mention that as it stands, America’s
current medical system, utterly dependent on markets
and private business, ranks 37th in the world for health
system performance, and 54th-55th in its fairness of
financial contributions to the health system – despite
spending more money by percentage of GDP and
overall than any other country – according to the World
Health Organization. Yet with this Medicare bill or
without, problems with the private system are
nonetheless mounting. A recent New York Times article
(“Companies Limit Health Coverage of Many
Retirees”, 3 February 2004) reports that companies
are beginning to drop retired employees from their own
health-benefit programs, offering instead group plans
that are often out of the financial reach of retirees.
There’s pressure on the system from all sides – and
this travesty of a law only makes the situation worse.

A piece of legislation this crooked must have
a shady upbringing – and indeed this idea is born out in
the birth of Dr. Bill Frist’s love-child with corporate

America. Senate majority leader Frist himself has a
$26 million stake in this country’s largest consortium
of for-profit hospitals and medical centers, the Hospital
Corporation of America (or HCA, founded by Frist’s
father). Frist’s partner-in-crime J. Dennis Hastert, as
well as House majority leader Tom DeLay among
others, could be named in the next House ethics
committee hearing in a few months, as complaints of
bribes and other arm-twisting tactics used to pass the
bill in Congress (including subsequently muted cries
from the Republican side) have surfaced, if only
temporarily. What we do have as concrete evidence
of fishy business is the 3-hour stretching of the 15-
minutes allotted for voting on the Medicare bill, giving
Tom DeLay sufficient time to pull representatives in
line in order to produce the razor-thin margin of victory.
It certainly makes one wonder just how bad a bill has

to be for a party to resort
to such tactics in order to
pull fellow party members
on board.

As the ABC/
Washington Post poll
shows, America is
responding. Cities and
states across the Northeast
– including Boston – have
vowed to break the new
Medicare law and
purchase Canadian drugs at
a 30%-80% savings. If

there were ever an example of a bill out of sync with
the needs of the average American, this would be it.

For the Bush Administration, it is not enough
to fight the nationalization of healthcare on ideological
grounds. There is somewhere a perhaps unwritten
requirement that in the process of quashing progress,
corporate friends of government, no matter how
crooked, are to make the real gains. That’s why
Lapham’s article uses the term ‘medical-industrial
complex’ – for military expenditure, as a portion of
GDP, is a mere polished coin to the gold mine that is
the private industry of human health. The corruption
and ideology of free-market exposure of our most
important capital go hand in hand. No moral and well-
informed citizen can ignore the need for a new deal
for America’s health care system.

Source: http://www.abcnews.go.com/sections/politics/
US/medicare_poll_031208.html

Watching President Bush being
interviewed by Tim Russert on
NBC’s Meet The Press has to

make you smile.  Smile with confidence and
assuredness.  Smile that we have a president
who doesn’t know his plurals and tenses.
But he went to Yale.  We know he’s a smart
fellow.

Smile because we have a president
who has no record reporting to National
Guard duty in Alabama in the summer and
fall of 1972.  But it’s alright, he says those
non-existent records are ‘just wrong’, and
hasn’t he always been so honest with the
American people?

Smile at the president’s assertion
that the deficit projected at $521 billion for
the 2004 fiscal year can and will be cut in
half within 5 years.  If you remember, two

years ago, the Bush administration predicted
a deficit of $14 billion for fiscal 2004.  Almost
every major
economic research
and policy center
admits the
infeasibility of
Bush’s claim.
Smile that we have
a president who
has spent more
than most
presidents in
history and still
has a shoddy
economy to show for it.  Even Rush
Limbaugh, the CATO institute, and the
Heritage Foundation have at times criticized
Bush’s ‘not so compassionate conservatism’

and his record spending.  When Russert asks
Bush about their claims, once again, Bush

plainly says
‘they’re wrong’.
Funny that Bush
and the usually
ultra-conservative
think tanks and
radio voices are not
on the same page.

Smile that
we have a president
who confidently
hands tremendous
tax breaks to

corporations and his rich friends during a
time of war, while every president in history
has raised taxes during times of war since
the civil war.  Smile that we have a president

who believes tax cuts for the rich (40% of
the cuts go to the top 1% of earners), and
the elimination of the estate tax (a tax
effecting only the richest people in America)
and the capital gains tax (a tax on unearned
income of which rich people pay the greatest
proportion) will stimulate the economy.  Well,
if you call stimulation the loss of 2.2 million
jobs – the most since Hoover during the
depression – then our president is surely
stimulating the economy.  Smile that the Bush
tax cuts are responsible for a significant
portion of the deficit.

And most of all, I will really smile
because John Kerry is ahead of Bush in
national polls.

Smile...
There are more reasons than you may think for liberals to be content in 2004
BY ALEXANDER ELLIS ROBERTS

Even Rush Limbaugh, the CATO
Institute, and the Heritage
Foundation have at times
criticized Bush’s ‘not so
compassionate conservatism’
and his record spending.

TL

TL
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A Presidential Resume
America is hiring in November 2004. Does this candidate have what it takes?

GEORGE W. BUSH
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue

Washington, DC 20520

EDUCATION AND EXPERIENCE:

Law Enforcement:
I was arrested in Kennebunkport, Maine, in 1976 for
driving under the influence of alcohol. I pled guilty, paid
a fine, and had my driver’s license suspended for 30
days. My Texas driving record has been ‘lost’ and is
not available.

Military:
I joined the Texas Air National Guard and went AWOL.
I refused to take a drug test or answer any questions
about my drug use. By joining the Texas Air National
Guard, I was able to avoid combat duty in Vietnam.

College:
I graduated from Yale University with a low C average. I
was a cheerleader.

PAST WORK EXPERIENCE:

I ran for U.S. Congress and lost. I began my career in
the oil business In Midland, Texas, in 1975.

I bought an oil company, but couldn’t find any oil in
Texas. The Company went bankrupt shortly after I sold
all my stock. I bought the Texas Rangers baseball team
in a sweetheart deal that took land using taxpayer
money.

With the help of my father and our friends in the oil
industry (including Enron CEO Ken Lay), I was elected
governor of Texas.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS AS GOVERNOR OF TEXAS:

I changed Texas pollution laws to favor power and oil
companies, making Texas the most polluted state in
the Union. During my tenure, Houston replaced Los
Angeles as the most smog-ridden city in America.

I cut taxes and bankrupted the Texas treasury to the
tune of billions in borrowed money.

I set the record for the most executions by any governor
in American history

With the help of my brother, the governor of Florida,
and my father’s appointments to the Supreme Court, I
became President after losing by over 500,000 votes.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS AS PRESIDENT:

I am the first President in U.S. history to enter office
with a criminal record.

I invaded and occupied two countries at a continuing
cost of over one billion dollars per week.

I spent the U.S. surplus and effectively bankrupted the
U.S. Treasury.

I shattered the record for the largest annual deficit in
U.S. history.

I set an economic record for most private bankruptcies
filed in any 12-month
period.

I set the all-time record for most foreclosures in a 12-
month period.

I set the all-time record for the biggest drop in the history
of the U.S. stock market.

In my first year in office, over 2 million Americans lost
their jobs.

I’m proud that the members of my cabinet are the richest
of any administration in U.S. history. My ‘poorest
millionaire,’ Condoleeza Rice, has a Chevron oil tanker
named after her.

I set the record for most campaign fund-
raising trips by a U.S. President.

I am the all-time U.S. and world record-
holder for receiving the most corporate
campaign donations.

My largest lifetime campaign
contributor, and one of my best friends,
Kenneth Lay, presided over the largest
corporate bankruptcy fraud in U.S.
history: Enron.

My political party used Enron private
jets and corporate attorneys to assure
my success with the U.S. Supreme
Court during my election decision.

I have protected my friends at Enron
and Halliburton against investigation or prosecution.
More time and money was spent investigating the
Monica Lewinsky affair than has been spent
investigating one of the biggest corporate rip-offs in
history.

I presided over the biggest energy crisis in U.S. history
and refused to intervene when corruption involving the
oil industry was revealed. I presided over the highest
gasoline prices in U.S. history.

I changed the U.S. policy to allow convicted criminals
to be awarded government contracts. I appointed more
convicted criminals to administration than any President
In U.S. history.

I created the Ministry of Homeland Security, the largest
bureaucracy in the history of the United States
government.

I’ve broken more international treaties than any President
in U.S. history.

I am the first President in U.S. history to have the United
Nations remove the U.S. from the Human Rights
Commission.

I withdrew the U.S. from the World Court of Law.

I refused to allow inspector’s access to U.S. ‘prisoners
of war’ detainees and thereby have refused to abide by
the Geneva Convention.

I am the first President in history to refuse United Nations
election inspectors (during the 2002 U.S. election).

I set the record for fewest numbers of press conferences
of any President since the advent of television.

I set the all-time record for most days on vacation in
any one-year period.

After taking off the entire month of August, I presided
over the worst security failure In U.S. history.

I garnered the most sympathy for the U.S. after the
World Trade Center attacks and less than a year later
made the U.S. the most hated country in the world,
perhaps the largest failure of diplomacy in world history.

I have set the all-time record for most people worldwide
to simultaneously protest me in public venues (15 million
people), shattering the record for protests against any

person in the history of mankind.

I am the first President in U.S.
history to order an unprovoked, pre-
emptive attack and the military
occupation of a sovereign nation. I
did so against the will of the United
Nations, the majority of U.S.
citizens, and the world community.

I have cut health care benefits for
war veterans and support a cut in
duty benefits for active duty troops
and their families — in wartime.

In my State of the Union Address, I
lied about our reasons for attacking
Iraq and then blamed the lies on our
British friends.

I am the first President in history to have a majority of
Europeans (71%) view my presidency as the biggest
threat to world peace and security.

I am supporting development of a nuclear ‘Tactical
Bunker Buster,’ a WMD.

I have so far failed to fulfill my pledge to bring Osama
Bin Laden [sic] to justice.

RECORDS AND REFERENCES:

All records of my tenure as governor of Texas are now
in my father’s library — sealed and unavailable for public
view.

All records of SEC investigations into my insider trading
and my bankrupt companies are sealed in secrecy and
unavailable for public view.

All records or minutes from meetings that I, or my Vice-
President, attended regarding public energy policy are
sealed in secrecy and unavailable for public review.

PLEASE CONSIDER MY EXPERIENCE WHEN
VOTING IN 2004.

SEND THIS TO EVERY VOTER YOU KNOW.

The following is an interesting chain e-mail satiriz
ing the resume of our current President George W.
Bush. The author is unknown to TL Staff. Given

what we’ve read, we can only hope for the candidate’s
sake that the interview goes really well.

TL

Not enough interviews with the
American people...

JOIN TURN LEFT!
Write for Cornell’s most trusted name in progressive news and opinion!

Visit us online and sign up for our listserv!

www.CUTURNLEFT.org
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Something’s cooking in the world of politics, but few are paying attention.
News is a weapon that can be wielded by foregrounding some stories, or,
more pertinently, by burying others. TL staff takes a look at the news items
that aren’t always (or are no longer) front-page material.

THE BACK BURNER

Things we already know  – some
paraphrased press headlines TL staff thinks shouldn’t
surprise you at all.

26 January 2004: Chief U.S. Weapons Inspector David Kay
finds absolutely no evidence of
Weapons of Mass Destruction in Iraq.
The White House remains confident
that the weapons will be found. <INSERT
LAUGH TRACK HERE> The
administration later appoints Senator
John McCain (R- Ariz.) to find out
where the intelligence went wrong. TL Staff hopes America
can figure out where President Bush went wrong.

12 January 2004: A damning report by military analyst
Jeffrey Record, a professor at the Strategic Studies Institute
of the U.S. Army War College, condemns the U.S.-led
invasion of Iraq as ‘an unnecessary war of choice.’ Record
describes the War on Terrorism as an ‘open ended,
gratuitous conflict’ that threatens to create more enemies

Geneva – Isn’t that on Lake
Seneca? – Actually it’s a city in Switzerland,
after which a set of U.N. declarations which made
torture in any context unacceptable was named. The
Geneva Conventions, with the 1975 U.N. Convention
Against Torture require states to prevent torture by
any and all means, and make illegal the deportation
of individuals to countries where it is known he or
she will be tortured. Now tell that to Tom Ridge.

On 26 September 2002
(coincidentally exactly a year and two
days after the passing of the 2001 Patriot
Act), MAHER ARAR, a Syrian-born
Canadian citizen was detained at John
F. Kennedy airport after returning alone
from vacation in Tunisia. Although Arar
carried a Canadian passport, American
officials believed he had ties to al Qaeda,
and deported him to Syria two weeks
later.

After six months in a Syrian jail, Damascus
informed the Canadian government that it intended
to charge Arar with membership in a banned
organization, the Muslim Brotherhood of Syria. By
August of 2003, London-based Syrian Human Rights
Committee said, based upon credible information, that

the engineer from the Ottawa
Valley was being tortured and
beaten in Syrian jail without
even being charged with a
crime.

Only on 5 October 2003 – more than a year
after his detainment at JFK – Arar was freed from jail
and allowed to return home to Canada. Arar claims he
was in fact tortured mentally and physically and forced
to confess that he took part in terrorist training in
Afghanistan – despite the claims from both Syria and
U.S. Attorney General John Ashcroft that he was not.

than it subdues, and condemns Bush
language on terrorism as ‘a semantic
swamp.’ Ouch.

10 November 2003:  U.S. administrator
in Iraq L. Paul Bremer cites an influx of
foreign terrorists in predicting a drastic
increase in terrorist attacks in the troubled country.
Bremer says attacks will increase because ‘the terrorists
can see the reconstruction dynamic is moving in our
direction.’ So terrorist action will increase AND things are
going our way. Tell that to the families of the 50
killed in a car bombing south of
Baghdad on 10 February and of the
540 U.S. soldiers killed since
March.

15 December 2003: Iraqis are thrilled that
the Butcher of Baghdad is finally in custody
and that his forces can no longer strike fear in the people
of Iraq like they have in the past. Then, the feelings of

Ashcroft and Homeland Defense czar Tom Ridge
(surprise, surprise) assert that assurances were
given before the deportation that Arar would not
be tortured. This is from the same administration
that lists Syria as a country that routinely tortures
prisoners. On 5 November, President Bush himself
referred to Syria as a country with ‘a legacy of torture.’
Ashcroft, along with the entire Bush Administration
refuses to explain just why Arar was sent to Syria
rather than Canada beyond assurances that the action
was legal and in the interests of ‘national security’.

TL Staff wonders when the doublespeak
and hypocrisy will end with this
administration.

On 22 January, Arar filed a lawsuit against
the U.S. government seeking compensation and a
declaration that the government acted illegally. Named
in the lawsuit are Ridge, Ashcroft, Federal Bureau of
Investigation director Robert Mueller, as well as ten
other unnamed individuals who participated in Arar’s

detention and interrogation while on U.S. soil. The
victim in fact has a theory of his own – the U.S.
government suspected he was a terrorist, and so sent
him to Syria expressly for the Syrians to do their dirty
work.

While some observers have questioned details
of Arar’s story, few doubt that he was sent to Syria
against his will and tortured there. And if you think it’s
an issue only affecting those born in the wrong
countries, ask Canadian counter-terrorism expert David
Hudak, who was held in a U.S. prison in connection

with his New Mexico counter-terrorism training camp.
Hudak was acquitted in early November – after 16
months in an American jail.

There are many stories like these – some
worse – which shed light on the dimming situation of
our civil liberties in the United States. On 7 January,
the United States government re-asserted its right to
declare U.S. citizens ‘enemy combatants’. Could you
be the next Maher Arar? (Source: CBC)

euphoria subside as Iraqis return to their life of suicide and
car bombings, chronic shortages, soaring prices and
occupation by a power they don’t trust – all under the
auspices of the Blunderer of Baghdad, Paul Bremer.

15 December 2003: An ABC/Washington Post poll shows
that the capture of SaddamHussein has had no effect on the
number of Americans who say the Iraqi war was
worth fighting, which remains at 53%. And
even after the humiliating capture
of one of the Middle East’s
most ruthless men, only 14
percent say the war has gone better
than expected, and 27 percent say it has been
going worse than expected. TL staffers
suppose that the rest of America figured the war
and subsequent occupation have gone just about as badly
as they expected.

…And this just in: TL Staff reports that 100% of Americans
are still wondering what happened to Osama. (Sources:
CBC, ABC)

Arar with daughter, Baraa. No one deserves torture.
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The Darker Side of The Iraqi Occupation
As if hundreds of civilian and military
deaths and scores of casualties aren’t
enough in George Bush’s post-Saddam
grand scheme for Iraq, there’s more
trouble brewing in the Gulf nation than
meets the eye. After nine months of
occupation and rebuilding, some stories
have come to be more disturbing than
others – especially when the focus is
on our soldiers rather than their job.

Lieutenant Colonel Allen West
has been charged with aggravated
assault and has been suspended since
August after allegedly beating and
threatening to kill an Iraqi police officer

he was interrogating about attacks on
U.S. forces. West is the highest-
ranking officer to be convicted of
assaulting an Iraqi since the beginning
of the 2003 invasion in March. Before
his suspension, West was in charge of
700 occupying troops. While his actions
could have led to a full court-martial,
the officer has only been fined $5000,
according to a statement released by
West’s division, based upon the
‘mitigating factors … of the stressful
environment … [and West’s] record as
an officer and commander’. West’s

Retired Canadian General ROMÉO

DALLAIRE, who in 1994 was in charge of
the United Nations peacekeeping force in
Rwanda during the 100-day slaughter of
800,000 Tutsis
and moderate
Hutus, slammed
members of the
Rwandan army
as well as the
governments of
France, Belgium
and the United
States last month
for their
responsibilities in
the genocide.
Fulfilling his part in the
United Nations
tribunal hearings on
the Rwandan
genocide, which
began in April of 2002,
Dallaire put the blame
for the atrocity
squarely on the shoulders of members of the Rwandan
government and military, including Colonel Theoneste
Bagosora, who took control of the country after the
President’s plane was shot down in April of 1994.

There is a problem with
the term ‘COLLATERAL

DAMAGE’ – it comes up
too often in Afghanistan.
While American servicemen and
women, among others, are
targets for terrorist action in
Iraq, it seems that in Afghanistan
more often than not it’s
American troops doing the
damage.

A 6 December New York
Times story reports that nine
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children are dead 80 miles
southeast of Kabul after an
air attack targeting a suspected
member of the Taliban. After the attack,
ground forces investigating the area
found the bodies of the children, as well
as the supposed body of the suspect.
A commission was to be set up in order
to investigate the tragedy. It was later
revealed that dead man believed to be
the suspect was in fact someone else.

Less than a week later, six
children were crushed to
death by a collapsing wall

during a U.S. bombing and
raid of a suspected weapons
storehouse of a local rebel leader in
Gardez, just south of Kabul. The bodies
of the children and two other adults
were later discovered by ground
troops. ‘We try not to kill anyone,’
commented Lt. Col. Bryan Hilferty,
saying that the United States regrets any
civilian deaths.

An air raid in southern
Afghanistan targeting local
insurgents killed 11 people,
including four children, in

request to retire in the Spring has been
accepted by the division commander.

Defense Secretary Donald
Rumsfeld has ordered a probe into a
spate of alleged sexual assaults
involving U.S. troops in Iraq and
Kuwait. In a memo, the Defense
Secretary expressed concern regarding
the incidents among the troops, and that
such behavior would not be tolerated.
The probe will look into whether the
Pentagon has done enough to prevent
sex assaults within the ranks and to help
victims.

A 7 February ABCNews
report finds that troops are
increasingly forced to buy their own
gear due to chronic shortages – nine
months after the declaration of the end
of the Iraqi war. In particular demand
are vests with armored plates, which,
according to the Pentagon, are still in
short supply, especially for guardsmen
and reservists. Troops now rotating out
of Iraq are required to leave their vests
and plates behind for the use of
incoming troops. (Source: ABC)

Dallaire also blasted the governments of
France and the United States, who refused to support
the U.N. effort in the region in the situation when he
knew the murders were beginning. Belgium takes
particular responsibility, as it withdrew its U.N. troops

which formed the backbone of the U.N. operation,
after 10 Belgian soldiers were killed by Rwandan
soldiers. Clearly these governments preferred the
deaths of tens of thousands of innocents to re-
experiencing the disastrous 1993 U.S. intervention into

Somalia, where U.S. soldier’s bodies were dragged
through the streets of Mogadishu.

No American government – Democratic or
Republican – can conscionably launch a major invasion
with almost no justification, when ten years earlier the

use of force and
not the
justifications
were wanting.
The gap in
moral reasoning
is appalling, and
it is up to
A m e r i c a n
voters – and
indeed, those of
the rest of the
world – to see it
closed. We in
the West and
North can no
longer excuse
ourselves from
preventing the
greatest of
disasters when
we are so
willing to insert
ourselves into
unca l led- for

situations.
Ten years after the genocide, the United

Nations is still repatriating the last of 2 million refugees
who fled Rwanda in 1994. The scars of Western apathy
will linger well past today. (Source: CBC)

The Makings of a Nightmare:
Dallaire and Rwanda

Victims of the 1994 atrocity share pictures of the dead.

January. The attempt to rout insurgency
in the out-of-control south and east
regions of Afghanistan before summer
elections have, according to critics,
forced the U.S.-led coalition into a
desperate rush effort to gain security in
one of the world’s most troubled regions
as quickly as possible.

The moral of the story? TL Staff
reminds its readers that America is part
of two quagmires, not just one. The
least readers and the popular press can
do is give the ongoing Afghanistan story
the respect it deserves. (Sources: CBC,
NYT, ABC)
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Top Ten Compassionate Conservative
Pranks Bush Will Pull Before November

Take a six-foot tall cardboard cut-out of the fuzziest, cutest, softest, cuddliest brown bear that you can find. Got it? Good. Now cut
a hole the size and shape of a man’s face in the bear’s head. Great. Now just stick George W. Bush’s face in that hole (make
sure it’s going in the right side...) and take a picture.

Voila. Compassionate Conservatism.

Here are TL’s Top Ten compassionate conservative pranks George W. Bush will pull before the 2004 election.

The face that will win the 2004 election.
AAAAAAAAAHHHHHH!!!!!

1. Extend full marriage rights – to Michael
Jackson. (Don’t worry, it won’t get past
Congress.)

2. A decree to give Guantanamo Bay
detainees 30 seconds more time outdoors
each week.

3. A law defining illegal immigrant workers
as at least 3/5 a person. Hey, better than
0/5.

4. Donald Rumsfeld to begin writing a
column for the New York Times. The Times’
new motto: ‘Expect the World - Within
Shooting Range’.

5. Ronald Reagan’s former co-star Bonzo
the Chimp nominated as the head of the
Environmental Protection Agency.

6. Model United Nations are to be once
again legal in the State of Texas.
Henceforth, France shall be allowed to
return to all model UN’s across America,
repealing of a 2002 law.

7. The stars of Queer Eye for the Straight
Guy to be given Medals of Honor for their
contributions to the War against Bad Style.

8. All regulated substance offenses prior
to 1998 are to be removed from all persons’
records, including that of the President.

9. A national moratorium on the death
penalty in cases involving Enron
executives.

10. TRILLION DOLLAR TAX CUTS FOR THE
RICH!!!


