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The Novenber presidential election is arguably the npbst inmportant one
in at

least fifty years. As citizens, we are being asked whether or not to
“conti nue

the course” that we are on as a country. Stated another way, we are
bei ng asked

whet her or not we want to keep the current regine in power in the Wite
House.

However, a better question for this election year is why woul d we want
to keep

the Bush adm nistration in power, given their m sdeeds these past three
years?

“M sdeeds” is perhaps an understatenent, but whatever term one uses,

t he

i nportant case to be made is that the Bush White House is the nopst
corrupt one

we have seen in recent history. By “corrupt,” | mean that the actions
and

policies of the Bush adm nistration have been unconstitutional
underocratic in

principle, unethical, and/or illegal. Al though the m sdeeds that
characterize

this administration are legion, | will limt ny exanples for sake of
space.

I. Unconstitutional Acts

Janes Madi son, the author of our Constitution, stated that this
docurnent is a

sacred trust between the people and the government. Thus, “every

[ gover nnment ]

usur pation [of power over the people] is an encroachnent on the private
rights

not of one, but of all.” How has the Bush adnini stration encroached
upon the

“rights of all”?

The USA PATRI OT Act—Fhis is the |egislation pushed through the Congress
i mediately after 9/11/01 by M. Bush and M. Ashcroft. Wen the
Judi ci al branch

of governnent drafts legislation that allows itself pernission to spy
on its

citizens, often without warrant and w thout judicial oversight, and to
search

and seize the property of its citizens with the same |ack of warrant
and

oversi ght, then mani pul ates that proposal through Congress instead of
relying on
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t he usual period for reading and debating the | aw, our denobcracy is in
peril .

One cannot argue that it is needed to “protect us fromterrorism” not
only

because one cannot preserve rights by rejecting them but al so because
t he

di smantling of our rights-based systemis precisely what the terrorists
seek to

do! Here are the main rights under attack by PATRI OT:

e Probabl e Cause (the Fourth Anendnent)—irst, PATRI OT all ows

gover nnent a

spying on U.S. citizens for “suspicion” only, which is a direct
contravention of

t he Fourth Amendnent requirement for probable cause. Second, Section
214 states

that no warrant is required for use of devices designed to nonitor

i ncom ng and

out goi ng phone nunbers fromcitizens phones; just “rel evance to an
ongoi ng

terrorist investigation;”

e Privacy (the Fourth Amendnent)—First, Section 206 allows “roving

W retaps.”

Thus, if the FBI is investigating someone who uses a |library conputer,
any

person who al so uses that conputer can be nonitored by the FBI w thout
their

know edge or consent. Second, Section 213 pernits “sneak-and-peek”
searches of

one’ s home and/or office by Federal agents, w thout notifying the
person they

were there. Further, this Section allows delayed notification of search
war r ant,

and prohibits the person searched from nmonitoring what was searched or
what was

t aken’

e Checks and Bal ances between the Judicial, Executive, and Legislative
branches

of governnent, which provide a guarantee that governnmental power will
not be

consol i dated or abused by one branch: First, Section 206 rules that no
j udi ci al

reviewis pernmtted of roving wiretaps. Second, Section 215 requires a
judge to

court order seizures of “any tangible thing” the FBI requests, nerely
by

claimng that it is “sought for” a terrorisminvestigation or that it
is for

“clandestine intelligence activities;”

» Free Speech (the First Amendnent)-—First, Section 218 pernits
surveill ance of

any “U S. person” for any crimnal investigation, as |long as

i nformation

gathered is for “a significant purpose.” Second, Sections 215 & 505

i ssues gag

orders on those visited by the FBI. Third, Section 412 allows detention
and

deportation of any inmgrant who even verbally supports a terrori st



organi zation. Fourth, Section 802 defines “donestic terrorisnf as “acts
dangerous to hunan life that are a violation of crimnal laws..[that]
appear to

be intended.to influence the policy of a governnent by intimdation or
coercion.”

I1. Crcunmventing the Principles of Denocracy

The Bush adm nistration has circumvented denocracy in at |east four
particularly

horrific ways. First of all, its secrecy. Judge Danon Keith stated from
t he

bench, in a ruling against the use of the PATRI OT Act by the

admi ni stration that

“denocracy di es behind closed doors.” By npbst accounts, this

admi ni stration has

mai nt ai ned the hi ghest degree of secrecy of any administration in
recent

history. This includes the follow ng actions taken by M. Bush and/or
hi s

adm ni stration:

« withholding the nanes and treatnent of the prisoners at Guantanano
Bay;

 barring the press and public frominmm grati on hearings;

e nost promnently, the extrenme secrecy surrounding the events | eading
up to

9/ 11, including the long stonewalling the adnm nistration did to prevent
an

investigation into intelligence and other failures leading to 9/11.
Even t hough

M. Bush eventually acqui esced to such a panel under politica
pressure, he

continued to stonewall on providing themtinely and inportant

i nformati on;

e excludi ng nenbers of Congress fromgaining infornmation they have

| egal | y asked

for in order to performtheir constitutional duties. The Bush

VWi t ehouse has

told Congress flat out that no nore questions fromthemconcerning its
spendi ng

of taxpayer noney will be accepted or answered;

e the new |l egislation creating the Departnent of Honeland Security

f orbi ds

di scl osure of any information concerning public health, safety, and the
environnent that private industry |abels “sensitive.” Thus, businesses
are now

all owed to conceal even the nbst mnor of safety violations which
concern the

public health;

e Vice President Dick Cheney has successfully bl ocked public know edge
of his

neeting with energy company | obbyists who were involved with his energy
task force

e The Vice President refuses to answer questions concerning the his
four heart

attacks, and his current health status. He has consistently told
reporters that



he woul d give theminformation on his health, but he never does. It is
fully

wi thin bounds that citizens be informed about the failing health of the
second- hi ghest | eader in our |and,

e M. Cheney’'s secrecy concerning the fact that while he was in charge
of

Hal | i burton, the conpany did oil business with Iraq, lran, Libya,

| ndonesi a,

Saudi Arabia, and Azerbaijan. These are all countries that are well
known for

massi ve human rights violations. Not only that, but Congress had passed
| egi sl ation forbidding economic aid to Azerbaijan due to such rights

vi ol ati ons.

But M. Bush signed a presidential order overriding the law, and M.
Cheney’ s

conpany was right back in business there;

e Bush tightly controlled the nedia by bringing friendly and out of

t own

journalists in to cover his official doings instead of relying on the
usual

Wi te House press corps;

e The administration’s involvenent in the Project for a New Anerican
Century.

It’s first publication came in 1992, and outlined plans for US.
hegermony in the

world by attacking Iraq, lIran, Syria, and North Korea, and all they
needed was

somet hing “li ke a new Pearl Harbor;”

e M. Cheney’'s creation of a secret government, making decisions out of
t he

spotlight and with no accountability to Congress or to the public;

e The White House covering up the Red Cross report concerning prisoner
abuse in

Abu Grai b, which was delivered to M. Bush a full two nmonths before the
pi ctures

that came out that shook the world. Not only have they kept that report
secret,

but they have also stifled the report fromArmy Major CGeneral Antonio
Taguba,

whi ch was presented to the Pentagon in March of this year

The second al arming way in which the Bush team has inhibited denocracy
from

functioning as it should is in its secret executive orders—Any of the
foll owi ng

executive orders can be researched on www. whi t ehouse. gov, or by

per usi ng

journalistic articles on them

» Postponed public release of thousands of declassified presidentia
docunent s

that are 25 years old or nore

» stopped the Reagan presidential papers frombeing released to the
public, even

t hough President Reagan had signed off on doing so, as required by |aw,
e sent hundreds of mllions of dollars to religious organizations with
no

obligation to show us where the nmoney is going or howit’'s being used;



e signed an executive order shifting the approval needed for use of the
Carni vore conputer system used to collect and store massive anpbunts of
information on citizens fromtheir Internet Service Provider use, from
t he

Assistant Attorney General’'s office to the field offices, which neans
easi er use

and | ess judicial oversight;

* A Canadian citizen was secretly deported to Syria |last year by the
u.S.

government, where he was beaten and tortured for ten nonths before his
rel ease.

This was done on a secret presidential “finding” authorizing the CIAto
deport

foreigners without due process;

e« order takes the entire court systemout of the process of arrest and
detention

of alien terrorist suspects;

* Renoval of information from governnment websites concerning “the use
of condons

to prevent HHV/ AIDS, the fact that abortions do not increase the risk
of breast

cancer, Labor Departnent statistics on mass |ayoffs, and budget

i nformation

showi ng state-by-state cuts in federal prograns.”

e Placing judges on the bench by fiat when it becones clear that they
will not

obt ai n congressi onal approval;

» Three executive orders expandi ng whomin his adnm nistration can
classify

records to nmake informati on unavailable to reporters or the public
(e.g.

secretary of agriculture, secretary of health and human services, and
t he head

of the EPA).

The third, and perhaps the nost chilling, underm ning of denobcracy M.
Bush has

engaged in concerns his involvenment in religion. Siding with the
extrem sts of

the so-called “religious right” (who are neither religious nor right
but rather

represent the viewpoints of the equivalent of an American Taliban), M.
Bush has

systematically excluded all other faith perspectives from having an

i nfl uence on

his policies, and has engaged policies calculated to solidify the
far-right base

of the Republican Party, which has far nore power than its nunbers
shoul d al I ow.

For exanpl e:

e he rejected the plea of not only the pope, but of nmany mainstream

religious

voices in the US. and in the world, not to rush to war in lraq. For
exanpl e,

the American Catholic Bishops, Archbi shop Desnond Tutu, Episcopa

Bi shop of

Washi ngt on John Chane, and Shel by Spong, all nade appeals that were



flatly

rej ected by Bush;

* his rejection/limtation of stemcell research, opposition to
abortion, and

his public opposition to gay marriage are i ssues focused on by the
“religious

right;”

e continuing with this theme, M. Bush is quietly involvenment with the
hard-ri ght group “Focus on the Famly,” and joined themin crafting a
politica

nove agai nst gay marriages well before nayors and states began to

di scuss and/ or

act on the question.

 Bush and nmenmbers of his adnministration neet with evangelica
Christians

(organi zed into the “Apostolic Congress” and calling thenmsel ves “the
Christian

Voice in the Nation’s Capital,” and openly advocating a “one-state
solution” in

Israel [i.e. no Palestinian state]), before fornulating or announcing
m d- East

pol i ci es;

e M. Bush has allowed religious groups to obtain federal grants to
build

centers for religious worship, sonething never before done in the

hi story

of this country, which traditionally has respected the First Anendnent
nore than

apparently M. Bush does;

e his nearly single-issue litnus test for nom nation of new federa

j udges of

bei ng anti-aborti on;

* his “faith-based initiatives” which clearly violate the First
Amendnent and

al so steer needed funds away from those in need;

The fourth way the Bush adm ni stration has underni ned denocracy is by
overturning environmental |egislation by fiat, and by repl acing
scientists and

scientific research with conmttee nenbers and findings that are

i deol ogi cal |y

determ ned, not scientifically and objectively researched. Exanpl es of
this

i ncl ude the foll ow ng:

e the Union of Concerned Scientists, with support from nmany ot her
organi zed and

unor gani zed scientists, have charged the Bush administration with
suppr essi ng

research and mani pul ati ng science in favor of ideology “on gl oba
warning, air

quality, sexual health, cancer and other issues.” Wen the Wite House
deni ed

t he charges, a group of scientists, including 20 Nobel |aureates,
responded to

the White House denial with a point by point rebuttal

 Bush has al so becone known for dunping respected scientists from
gover nnent a



panel s and replacing themw th political appointees whose opinions are
nore in

line with his and corporate America’ s business ideol ogy.

* Robert F. Kennedy has accused the Bush adm nistration of drastically
changi ng

over 200 environnental |aws to favor corporate and polluter interests;
e the EPA now does the bidding of corporate America, and where they do
not, Bush

sinmply orders themto do this. For example, the agency nysteriously
killed the

EPA' s pl anned energency announcenment that 16 billion tons of ternolite,
a

substance that contains |lethal |evels of asbestos, had been mxed with
fertilizers and home insul ation. For another exanple, telling the EPA
t hat

carbon dioxide is not a pollutant that the agency is permtted to
regul at e;

* his “Clean Skies Initiative” will allow 17,700 ol der coal -burning
plants to

continue to pollute by avoiding having to purchase expensive
“scrubbers” to

clean their enissions;

» the refusal of the Bush adm nistration to sign or to abide by the
Kyot o

agreenment to reduce carbon dioxide enissions, which cause gl oba
war m ng, even

though the U.S. is the greatest producer of these em ssions, wll nake
it

extremely difficult for the world to avoid environmental catastrophe in
t he near

future;

e Bush has al so covered up and suppressed his own scientists’ research
into the

seriousness of global warm ng. For exanmple, it is already known that

gl obal

warmng kills over 150,000 people a year worldw de. In addition, a

Ger man

government study states that measures four times greater than the Kyoto
agreement that M. Bush refused to sign will now be needed to stemthe
tide of

gl obal warm ng and stop the polar ice caps fromnelting. In fact, the
chi ef

scientist in England has warned that global warming is a bigger threat
t han

terrorism and the environnmental policies of the U S. President are

al so worse

than terrorism

 the Bush administration has announced plans to scuttle the “Roadl ess
Ar ea

Conservation Rule” passed in January, 2001. This law limts | ogging and
devel opnent where no roads were already built. Wen Bush cuts this | aw
down, his

friends in the logging industry will be cutting down our nationa
forests as well;

e Bush’s EPA has al so dropped investigations into over 100 power plants
and

factories for violating the Clean Air Act, and also dropped 13 cases in



which it

was determ ned that pollution laws had in fact been violated. In
response,

Denocratic senators, attorneys general, and | awers from seven

Nor t heast ern

states are not only pressing for an investigation, but have sued the
Bush

adm nistration for failing to regul ate power plant emni ssions of carbon
di oxi de;

e Bush has proposed a new directive, which would exenpt nunerous

gover nnent a

agencies fromfollow ng environnmental |aw, under the guise of “nationa
security.” The plan includes allow ng the “degradation of public
resour ces--such

as building new roads through national forests for use by the border
patrol —with

no i nput fromthe public whatsoever;”

e In July of this year, Bush proposed to scrap a rule “that put nearly
60

mllion acres of national forest largely off linmts to | ogging, mning
or ot her

devel opnent in favor of a new systemthat would |leave it to governors
to seek

greater—er fewer—strictures on road construction in forests;”

e Bush has made an effort to anend the 1973 Endangered Species Act so
u. s

conpani es can i nport endangered aninmals if they pay the country they
are taking

it from for conservation efforts. Renowned primatol ogi st Jane Goodal
calls

this effort “terrifying,” and bl ames | obbyi sts from busi nesses that use
ani mal s

for entertainment in the U S. for these attenpts to undo inportant

| egi sl ati on;

e M. Bush said of his energy plan, unveiled in May, 2001, that it
woul d “make

this country the world' s | eader in energy efficiency and conservation
in the

21st century.” However, the bill he presented “devotes |less than ten
percent of
the $25.7 billion in tax breaks to energy efficiency;”

e The Bush adnministration is also in the process of weakening | aws
regardi ng the
| evel s of nercury in the air

I1l. Cass wars (economnics)

James Madi son and Thomas Jefferson agreed that taxation should be
proportiona

to one’s share of property, and that the purpose of taxes was “the
genera
wel f are.
wrong wth

peopl e having different |evels of income. But when the tools of
governnent are

used to enhance the standing of those at the top of the econonic scale
and to

As these founders recogni zed, there is certainly nothing



exacerbate the tension-filled gap between the “haves” and the “have
nots,” then

government has ceased to live up to its end of the sacred trust that

t he peopl e

at large put init. Here are some of the ways in which M. Bush has
failed to

live up to his duty to allow general prosperity, preferring instead to
assi st

the wealthy to becone wealthier:

e He has given nassive tax cuts to the wealthy ($726 billion proposed
for this

fiscal year alone, cut back a the last minute by nore | evel - headed
Republ i cans

who joined with Denocrats to cut that anmount), conbined with massive
spendi ng,

especially for the mlitary, conbined on the other side with nassive
cuts in

government services such as Medicaid, foster care and adoption
programs, schoo

| unch progranms, and student |oans. The proposed tax cuts woul d give
nore than

$93,000 to a famly with a million-dollar income, while half of al

t axpayers

woul d receive $100 or less, this according to the Tax Policy Center of
t he

Brooki ngs Institution. According to the Financial Tines, the stinulus
the cuts

can be expected to give to the econony would be "negligible;" b) in a
rel ated

item the Congressional Budget Ofice states forthrightly that the

bi ggest cause

of the nassive deficit we have accunul ated under Bush is the massive
tax cuts

for the wealthy;

e The Bush administration has clained that “outsourcing,” that is, the
novenent

of jobs overseas, is good for the econonmy. But a list of the main
“out sourcers”

in corporate Anmerica just so happens to coincide with the top
contributors to

t he Bush canpai gn: American Express, Bechtel, Dell Conputers, Ford,
Gener a

Electric, Hewl ett Packard, and Sallie Mae, to name just some of them
 The | eadi ng Republican strategi st today, G over Norquist, has nade
public the

econom ¢ plans for the Bush adm nistration and the right-w ng ideol ogy.
He said

the goal is “to starve the beast” (government) with trillions of
dollars in
deficits, until, as Bill Myers summarizes it, “the United States

government is

so anenmic and anorexic it can be drowned in a bathtub;”

* He has re-classified | ow paying fast-food jobs as “manufacturing
jobs” in

order to cover up the nassive |loss of the latter type of job during his
tenure

as President;



e Wiile giving tax cuts, he opposed giving health care to Nationa
Guard

nmenbers, and proposed cutting $1.5 billion fromfunding for mlitary
fam |y

housi ng and nedical facilities. In addition, he has cut $700 nmillion
fromjob

training prograns for those recently displaced by the novenent of jobs
over seas,

and $225 mllion in funding for youth job training grants, and;

e his ideas for funding education include a cut of $270 mllion from
Pell Grants

for students, a cut of $230 million fromvocational and community
col l eges, a

freezing of Teacher Quality State Grants for teacher training, and an
i ncrease

in his “No Child Left Behind Initiative” by elimnation of 45 education
prograns

and cutting back 18 educati on prograns;

* his (failed) attenpts to cut overtime pay for Anmerican workers can
only be

consi dered a war on the |ower and middl e class;

e Bush’s veteran's package includes denials of hundreds of thousands of
cl ai ns

or “better-off” veterans, $250 annual enrollnent fees.

V. Moral issues

It is certainly no secret that every President has lied on occasion to
t he

Ameri can people. But when |ying becomes pervasive and thus a nodus
operandi for

a given presidency, that President and his admnistration have failed
to set and

| ead by exanmple of noral rectitude. Here are a few of the Bush
admnistration’s

serious lies:

e Bush has clained that he served a conplete termin the Texas Ar
Nat i ona

Guard, but records show that M. Bush accumul ated no flying experience
during

the entire year of 1972, nor is he on the payroll for the third quarter
of that

year. Furthernore, in M. Bush's annual performance review while in the
servi ce,

dated May 2, 1973, it stated “Lt. Bush has not been observed at this
unit” for

t he past year;

e Continuing with this theme of his nmilitary service, M. Bush stated

t hat he

has already released all records of his mlitary service. The
Washi ngt on Post,

in response, stated that “no such infornation has been released,” in
response to

whi ch the administration rel eased docunents which they claimed “proved”
Bush

served during 1972-1973. However, the third quarter pay period records
wer e



m ssing fromthose docunents. When the New York Times filed a Freedom
of

I nformati on Request with the Pentagon to obtain them the Pentagon said
t hose

records were “inadvertently destroyed,” and that no paper back-up of

t hem exi st ed;

e the untrue charge that government |abor unions were refusing to
cooperate in

key homel and security measures;

e M. Cheney has told alnost too nmany lies to count, particularly about
Hal | i burton and during the lead-up to the Irag war. John Dean has the
best

collection of them!| have read so far, but here are three that did not
make t he

Dean’s list: i) lrag is “the geographic base of the terrorists who have
had us

under assault now for many years, but especially on 9/11.” M. Cheney
has

apparently forgotten about Osana bin Laden, the Taliban, and

Af ghani stan; ii)

his insistence that Mohamed Atta, the head of the 9/11 hijackers, net

i n Prague

with Iraqi intelligence officials before the attacks, even in the face
of Czech

Presi dent Havel's conclusion, along with his intelligence conmunity,
that there

is no evidence for this; iii) Cheney’s doing business with Caynman

| sl ands and

with Iran in defiance of a U S. ban against such activities. The G and
Jury is

now i nvestigating these Cheney/Halliburton actions;

e The Bush administration kept the true cost of Medicare fromthe
country, with

prescription drug cards costing nore than they clainmed they would, with
evi dence

that they knew this in advance. Even Richard S. Foster, the
government’s chi ef

anal yst of Medicare costs, said that the Wite House had partici pated
in the

decision to withhold information that indicated that M. Bush’'s

pr oposed

| egi slation would “be far nore expensive than | awmmakers knew;”

e M. Bush has stated, concerning his tax plan, that “by far the vast
majority

of the help goes to the people at the bottom of the end of the economc
| adder,”

when in fact, the Congressional bipartisan Joint Commttee on Taxation
st ated

t hat househol ds making | ess than $40,000 a year (i.e. the bottom hal f
of the

“econom ¢ | adder”) received only 10% of M. Bush’'s tax cut;

e For nore, Senator Charles Rangel has edited a docunentation of the
237 nost

perni ci ous and inportant lies Bush has told. There are quite a few

i mpressive

collections of Bush lies, and the list is growing. See al so David Corn
The Lies



of George W Bush; Al Franken, Lies and the Lying Liars W Tell Them
M chael

Moor e, Dude, Were's My Country?; Jim Hi ghtower, Thieves in Hi gh

Pl aces. | have

al so done a Google search on “Bush lies,” and “lying,” and it turned up
over

three million hits!

The second way in which M. Bush has failed as a noral |eader includes
a host of

i moral actions that violate the general sanctions of any given noral
code.

These include the follow ng actions:

e M. Bush bilked the taxpayers of Texas nillions of dollars, which he
put into

hi s pocket, through his shady dealings concerning the Texas Rangers
basebal

team and their new stadi um

* He has rewarded his main corporate supporters by giving thembillions
of

dol l ars of business in lIraq;

e M. Bush regularly has protestors renoved fromhis sight, fromhis
vicinity,

and fromhis notorcade route, to the point of having them arrested;

e Bush takes revenge on people who either criticize or |eak even

uncl assi fi ed

infornation to the press;

* he deliberately refuses to count Iraqi civilian casualties inflicted
by our

mlitary;

e his administration has reveal ed the name of a ClA agent’s wife,
putting her

life in danger and her career at an end, all for retaliation for taking
i ssue

with the President’s |ies about Irag’s attenpting to buy “yell ow cake”
from

Ni ger for nuclear weapons. This is still “under investigation” by our
Justice

Depar t ment ;

e The Bush administration has planned to devel op what they

euphem stically cal

“m ni -nukes” so that the U S. can use nucl ear weapons in a future war
wi t hout

destroying the world. Destroying even a part of the environnent and the
peopl e

for hundreds if not thousands of miles around the explosion by
radiation is

highly imoral and irresponsible. It also will lead to a new arns race,
somet hing from which we just energed,;

e the administration constantly attenpts to keep Americans living in
fear and

thus quietly subm ssive to adm nistrative actions by crying wolf
regardi ng

possible terrorist threats. This is especially disturbing because, in
case after

case, after the warning has been nade, others cone forward to
denonstrate that



the adm nistration had no or very little evidence on which to base its
war ni ng.

Al'l the warnings that have been comi ng out this sunmer had little
evidentiary

basis to sound the alarns they did, including the so-called “threat to
u. s

financial institutions;”

 they have obstructed investigators fromeverything fromthe 9/11
Conmi ssion to

the latest investigation, that of the | eak of the Cl A operative’'s nane
(Valerie

Pl ame). The delaying tactics of the adm nistration on this case has
caused not

only a letter fromfour senators asking the President what he is doing,
but it

i s raising suspicions about evidence tanpering and |egal obstruction of
justice.

V. Violations of Constitutional and International Law. The Iraq

i nvasi on

e it is now well known sone of the biggest lies and m sinformation M.
Bush and

M. Cheney, et. al. used to sell the war;

e Abu Graib, which involves Bush to at |east the degree that he had his
| awyer,

Al berto Gonzal es, send hima brief showing a | egal way around bei ng
prosecut ed

for crimes violating the Geneva Convention regarding the torture of
pri soners.

Over and above this, however, news now comes out of President Bush
signing off

on the torture plans, and also sitting on videotapes of U S. soldiers
sodoni zi ng

young lragi boys. W have only seen the begi nning of this massive
scandal

whi ch, if connected to M. Bush, would nmake hima war crim nal

* his deliberate ignoring of the civilian casualties inflicted by U S.
forces;

* his lies to Congress (an inpeachabl e of fense-—why is the medi a not
scream ng

about this, like they did for dinton's |lie about his BJ?), including
telling

Congressional |eaders that Iraq was devel oping its nuclear capabilities
and t hat

it was connected to 9/11, so M. Bush wanted the Congress to act

qui ckly, based

on his prom se that he would provide themwith nore information. He
never did.

In fact, the hype that culmnated in Colin Powell’s lie-filled speech
to the

United Nations has been conpletely discredited by nunerous articles and
aut hors.

They knew full well that Irag was not connected to 9/11, did not have
nucl ear

weapons program did not have WWMD's, did not attenpt to purchase
urani um from

Ni ger, did not have significant connections with al Qaeda, and did not



nmeet with

one of the 9/11 hijackers in Prague before the attack, yet they stated
it al

anyway. Even the Senate Intelligence committee, in its report on the
intelligence failures prior to the invasion, concluded that the Wite
House had

“m srepresented” conflicting intelligence clains;

 blatant disregard of the international community in pushing for war;
* ignoring the international |aws of war;

e ignoring the ethical need for a just cause (i.e. imminent threat) in
order to

go to war;

e giving contracts in Iraq to his corporate friends and canpai gn
contributors.

The list starts, of course, with Halliburton ($7 billion in Iraq oi
contracts),

but also includes big donors to the Republicans |ike Science
Appl i cations

I nternational Corporation (gave approximately $3 mllion to the
Republ i can

Party, and | anded an Iraqg contract for $82 mllion);

e the administration is covering up the fact that the U S. is now al so
i nvol ved

in what is called “extraordi nary rendering,
pri soner

arrested in the U S is secretly taken to another country, such as
Syria or

Jordan or Pakistan, where torture is routinely done. They are called
“ghost

prisoners” because no one knows their whereabouts. That the U S. does
this often

under the Bush administration is now becom ng news;

e M. Bush has stated that the U. S. invasion of Iraq was done
def end..t he

credibility of the United Nations,” when the U S. rejected the U N

i nvol venent

prior to and after the invasion

e keep in mnd the reports fromtw well-respected public servants,
former

Secretary of the Treasury Paul O Neill and forner National Security
Advi sor

Ri chard C arke, both of whom have clai med consistently that M. Bush

pl anned to

attack Ilraq right after 9/11/01. In addition to these nen, British
Anbassador to

the U S. Christopher Meyer said that Bush had nmade it clear at a dinner
with

Prime Mnister Tony Blair, on 9/18/ 01, that he wanted to attack Iraq
The

Washi ngt on Post has also confirned this report. Al so, Senator Bob

G aham of

Florida stated that a senior mlitary commander told himin February of
2002

that “we are nmoving military and intelligence personnel and resources
out of

Af ghani stan to get ready for a future war in Iraqg.
i nspect or

whi ch neans that a

“

to

Al so, U N weapons



Hans Bl i x has consistently nmade the sanme claim Bush’'s order that no
medi a be

permitted to show the flag-draped coffins returning with our dead

sol diers from

I raq;

e The administration has engaged in econonic bribery of other nations
to join

“the coalition of the willing” to send troops to assist in the US.

i nvasi on and

occupation of Iraq. For exanple, Israel was “rewarded” $4-5 billion in
mlitary

aid for allying against Iraq; Jordan picked up about $1 billion; Egypt
$1.5

billion; Poland, Hungary, and 15 other countries who sent troops split
$308. 1
mllion.

These are all very serious charges and very serious issues (my origina
[ist of

Bush m sdeeds that | used to wite this article covers over sixteen
pages!). It

woul d seem cl ear that when a President and/or his adm nistrati on engage
in

subt erfuge and circumventi ons of denopcratic processes on a regul ar
basi s, the

citizens are left with little choice but to replace that President. The
possi bl e

response to these accusations on the part of supporters of M. Bush
woul d be to

attenpt to change the subject by attacking John Kerry or “liberals.”
Duri ng

di scussions of this issue fromnowto the election, we cannot all ow
such

failures to respond directly to the charge of M. Bush's undermn ning of
denocracy to be left unchall enged. Bush supporters owe the Anerican
peopl e an

explanation as to what it is that M. Bush has done for the genera
good, for

the majority of people, that we should give himallowances for the acts
he has

performed so far? It is insufficient in reason to give sinplistic or
pietistic

answers or to be a single-issue voter (e.g. “He protects us from
terrorism” or

“he is a Christian,” or “he opposes abortion and gay narriage”). Such
sinmpl e

answers only bypass the charge we should be maki ng of M. Bush: that he
has

i gnored the Constitution, underm ned denocracy, acted inmmorally, and

| ost the

standi ng Anerica has around the world as a noral |eader. These issues
far

out wei gh the stands M. Bush mi ght have on any given issue, or any
smal | series

of issues. It is ny position that unless America wakes up and gets this
man out

of office this tine around, it may be too late to nmmintain denpcracy in



the future.
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