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What's the Difference?

Joe Scarborough over at MSNBC, Bush press secretary Scott M ellan
and ot her

conservatives have questioned why John Kerry hasn't condemmed ads t hat
cal

George Bush's record of service in the National Guard into question
(actually

Kerry did). | don't like to believe I'ma hypocrite, so | thought about
t he

i ssue and determ ned why criticisnms of Bush's Guard record are not
conparable to

the attacks on Kerry's service record.

Attacks on Bush's guard record are based on questions that arise
because of his

guard record. H s guard record docunents that he did not take his
physi cal and

was suspended fromflying. It is fair to ask why and to criticize him
for not

fulfilling his obligation or wasting the taxpayer noney invested in
training

him 1t goes beyond fair to produce an ad specul ating that Bush failed
to take

hi s physi cal because the National Guard instituted a drug test that
year and

Bush was usi ng cocai ne.

By his own adnission, Bush admtted that he went to Al abana without
aut horization and did not show up for Guard duty in Al abama at the
dates he was

required to do so. From May to Septenber, he | ogged no service.

The only man who "renmenbers" seeing Bush at his Al abama Guard post is a
republ i can who remenbers seeing Bush in nmonths when by his own

acknow edgnent

Bush wasn't there. This lacks a certain credibility.

Bush's file has a report by his supervisors which docunents that he was
not

observed at the base in the past twelve nmonths and so they could not
eval uat e

him This report was filed on a day when Bush clains he was at the
base.

A Bush famly friend acknow eged under oath using his position to help
Bush get
into the guard over other young nmen who were on a waiting |ist.

Bush hinself said alternatives to going to vietnamwere shooting out
hi s

eardrum fleeing to Canada, or "learning to fly pl anes.
to fly

So he | earned



pl anes.

Bush |ied about his service in his biography, claimng that he
continued to fly
pl anes when the record shows that he did not.

There are al so records that are supposed to be in that file that are
not. Still,

it would be unfair to produce an ad with one man's cl ains that he

wi t nessed

files being destroyed. These all egations are unproven.

It would al so be unfair to say that Bush did not earn his honorable
di schar ge.

Regar dl ess of whether he showed up when he shoul d have or whether we
bel i eve he

did not deserve a discharge, if the Guard concluded that he ultimtely
fulfilled

the hourly requirements and gave hi m an honorabl e di scharge, we mnust
accept that

di scharge as genuine until evidence surfaces to prove otherw se. And
don't

mean a denocrat conming forward and clainming this is not true but

of fering no proof.

Now let's | ook at Kerry's record. Every one of Kerry's performance
eval uati ons

is positive--top of the line. Al the existing reports produced thus
far that

were witten at that time show that John Kerry earned his nedals and
that the

clains nade in the report were accurate. In one event, Kerry and his
cr ewman

reported that they were under fire. Reports on one boat the follow ng
day shows

it suffered bullet holes; Kerry's boat was descri bed as being rendered
i noperable by a mne. Two other soldiers were awarded bronze nedal s

t hat day;

one for acts of courage perforned under fire, and the other for

suppr essi ng

gunfire directed at the US troops. There is zero evidence that Kerry
had

anything to do with produci ng these reports. Hi s nane does not appear
on them

and ot her nanes/signatures do appear on them

Al the reports filed for Kerry's nedals were vetted and signed by
Kerry's

superiors. These sane superiors praised Kerry years later and as
recently as 2003.

Kerry's nedi cal reports docunent three injuries. Kerry has never

cl ai med t hat

these were serious injuries. On the contrary. The reports on the
injuries

docunent eneny fire. None of the signatories to these nedical reports
have



claimed the wounds were illegitimte.

The nmen who actually served on a boat with Kerry--save one--support his
accounting of events and have recountered sinilar experiences. At |east
one of

themis a long-tinme republican. None of these nmen have ever been huge
denocratic

party donors.

There is absolutely nothing in John Kerry's service record that could
be

constituted as anything other than positive. Yet all these nen--nany
with strong

republican ties--have come forward to make clains that disagree with
the record

created during Kerry's tine of service.

They have no evidence. Al the evidence that exists contradicts their

cl ai s,

save one--that Kerry wasn't in Canbodia on Christmas Eve. The record
does not

show that Kerry was in Canbodia at that time and there are no w tnesses
who

recall this. Yet there's also no evidence to contradict it, because we
know t hat

covert runs into Canbodia occurred.

It is fair to produce an ad criticizing Kerry for his anti-war position
after

the Vietnamwar. It is not fair to chop up his statements to give a

fal se

i npression of what he said. It is fair to question whether Kerry, as a
conmander, should have stayed with his men after getting a third purple
heart

i nstead of electing to be re-stationed. It is not fair to say he is a
coward who

didn't earn his nmedals or that he and his nen are all liars.

In summary, the criticismof Bush's record is based on the record; the
criticism

of Kerry's record is contradicted by the record, which is why it's
not hi ng nore

than sl ander. The way these "swiftboat liars" crunble under nedia
scrutiny makes

nme think they would be very poor witnesses on cross-exani nation. Kerry
shoul d

sue their asses and force themto spend sone of their tinme and noney
def endi ng

t hensel ves.

Can you i magi ne the questions? M. Hoffman, are you saying that as a
Navy

of ficer, you petitioned for nedals wi thout assuring that the clains
wer e

legitimate and that you filed fal se perfornance eval uations? M. Eliot,
are you

saying that as a Navy commander, you lied on Kerry's eval uati on?



M. Thurl ow, was your second in conmand, Robert Eugene Lanbert, |ying
when he

signed a petition for your bronze medal ? When you recieved this nedal,
why

didn't you tell the Navy it was inaccurate and return it?

I"'mnot a |lawer, but any good | awer could shred these stories wthout
br eaki ng

a sweat. If it wouldn't take so much of Kerry's time, |1'd suggest he
file a

| awsuit agai nst these individuals. Wuld they |lie under oath? Wuld

t hey di savow

their owmn mlitary service and adnmt that they did not performtheir
duties

properly while in the service, petitioning for nedals for cowards and
gi vi ng

f ake performance eval uati ons?

And what coul d be obtained during discovery? Menps between Rove and
John

ONeill? If Kerry loses this election, | hope he files that |awsuit.
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