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ISRAELI MEDIA

THE LANGUAGE
OF OCCUPATION

If you want to be a journalist in Israel, there are some things you'll
need to know — such as the right choice of words when you
write about the Israel-Palestine conflict, says Yonatan Mendel

year ago I applied for the job of

Occupied Territories corre-

spondent at Ma’ariv, an Israeli

newspaper. I speak Arabic and
have taught in Palestinian schools and
taken part in many joint Jewish-Palestin-
ian projects. At my interview the boss
asked how I could possibly be objective.
I had spent too much time with Pales-
tinians; I was bound to be biased in their
favour.I didn’t get the job. My next inter-
view was with Walla, Israel’s most pop-
ular website. This time I did get the job
and I became Walla’s Middle East corre-
spondent. I soon understood what Tam-
ar Liebes, the director of the Smart Insti-
tute of Communication at the Hebrew
University, meant when she said: Jour-
nalists and publishers see themselves as
actors within the Zionist movement, not
as critical outsiders.’

This is not to say that Israeli journal-
ism is not professional. Corruption, social
decay and dishonesty are pursued with
commendable determination by news-
papers, TV and radio. That Israelis heard
exactly what former President Katsav
did or didn’t do with his secretaries

proves that the media are performing
their watchdog role, even at the risk of
causing national and international em-
barrassment. Ehud Olmert’s shady
apartment deal, the business of Ariel
Sharon’s mysterious Greek island, Bin-
yamin Netanyahu’s secret love affair,
Yitzhak Rabin’s secret American bank
account: all of these are freely discussed
by the Israeli media.

When it comes to ‘security’ there is no
such freedom. It’s ‘us’ and ‘them’, the
IDF and the ‘enemy’; military discourse,
which is the only discourse allowed,
trumps any other possible narrative. It’s
not that Israeli journalists are following
orders, or a written code: just that they’d
rather think well of their security forces.

In most of the articles on the conflict
two sides battle it out: the Israel Defence
Forces, on the one hand, and the Palestini-
ans, on the other. When a violent inci-
dent is reported, the IDF confirms or the
army says but the Palestinians claim:
‘The Palestinians claimed that a baby
was severely injured in IDF shootings.’ Is
this a fib? ‘The Palestinians claim that Is-
raeli settlers threatened them’: but who

When it comes
to 'security’
there is no such
freedom.
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April 2008 | TheREADER 3



ISRAELI MEDIA

The Israeli army
never
intentionally
kills anyone, let
alone murders
them - a state
of affairs any
other armed
organisation
would be
envious of.

Even when

a one-ton bomb
is dropped onto
adense
residential area
in Gaza, killing
one gunman and
14 innocent
civilians,
including nine
children, it's still
not an
intentional
killing or
murder: itis

a targeted
assassination

are the Palestinians? Did the entire Pales-
tinian people, citizens of Israel, inhabi-
tants of the West Bank and the Gaza
Strip, people living in refugee camps in
neighbouring Arab states and those liv-
ing in the diaspora make the claim? Why
is it that a serious article is reporting a
claim made by the Palestinians? Why is
there so rarely a name, a desk, an organ-
isation or a source of this information?
Could it be because that would make it
seem more reliable?

When the Palestinians aren’t making
claims, their viewpoint is simply not
heard. Kesheyv, the Centre for the Protec-
tion of Democracy in Israel, studied the
way Israel’s leading television channels
and newspapers covered Palestinian ca-
sualties in a given month — December
2005. They found 48 items covering the
deaths of 22 Palestinians. However, in
only eight of those accounts was the IDF
version followed by a Palestinian reac-
tion; in the other 40 instances the event
was reported only from the point of view
of the Israeli military.

Another example: in June 2006, four
days after the Israeli soldier Gilad Shalit
was kidnapped from the Israeli side of
the Gazan security fence, Israel, according
to the Israeli media, arrested some sixty
members of Hamas, of whom 30 were
elected members of parliament and eight
ministers in the Palestinian government.
In a well-planned operation Israel cap-
tured and jailed the Palestinian minister
for Jerusalem, the ministers of finance,
education, religious affairs, strategic af-
fairs, domestic affairs, housing and pris-
ons, as well as the mayors of Bethle-
hem, Jenin and Qalqilya, the head of the
Palestinian parliament and one quarter
of its members. That these officials were
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taken from their beds late at night and
transferred to Israeli territory probably to
serve (like Gilad Shalit) as future bar-
gaining-chips did not make this opera-
tion a kidnapping. Israel never kidnaps:
it arrests.

The Israeli army never intentionally
kills anyone, let alone murders them — a
state of affairs any other armed organi-
sation would be envious of. Even when
a one-ton bomb is dropped onto a dense
residential area in Gaza, killing one gun-
man and 14 innocent civilians, including
nine children, it’s still not an intentional
killing or murder: it is a targeted assassina-
tion. An Israeli journalist can say that
IDF soldiers hit Palestinians, or killed
them, or killed them by mistake, and that
Palestinians were hit, or were killed or
even found their death (as if they were
looking for it), but murder is out of the
question. The consequence, whatever
words are used, has been the death at
the hands of the Israeli security forces
since the outbreak of the second intifada
of 2087 Palestinians who had nothing to
do with armed struggle.

Responding to terror

The IDF, as depicted by the Israeli me-
dia, has another strange ability: it never
initiates, decides to attack or launches an
operation. The IDF simply responds. It
responds to the Qassam rockets, responds
to terror attacks, responds to Palestinian
violence. This makes everything so much
more sensible and civilised: the IDF is
forced to fight, to destroy houses, to
shoot Palestinians and to Kkill 4485 of
them in seven years, but none of these
events is the responsibility of the sol-
diers. They are facing a nasty enemy,
and they respond dutifully. The fact that



their actions — curfews, arrests, naval
sieges, shootings and Killings — are the
main cause of the Palestinian reaction
does not seem to interest the media. Be-
cause Palestinians cannot respond, Israeli
journalists choose another verb from the
lexicon that includes revenge, provoke,
attack, incite, throw stones or fire Qas-
sams.

Interviewing  Abu-Qusay, the
spokesman of Al-Agsa Brigades in Gaza,
in June 2007, I asked him about the ra-
tionale for firing Qassam missiles at the
Israeli town of Sderot. ‘The army might
respond,’ 1 said, not realising that T was
already biased. ‘But we are responding
here,” Abu-Qusay said. ‘We are not ter-
rorists, we do not want to kill . . . we are
resisting Israel’s continual incursions into
the West Bank, its attacks, its siege on
our waters and its closure on our lands.’
Abu-Qusay’s words were translated into
Hebrew, but Israel continued to enter
the West Bank every night and Israelis
did not find any harm in it. After all it
was only a response.

At a time when there were many Is-
raeli raids on Gaza I asked my colleagues
the following question: ‘If an armed
Palestinian crosses the border, enters Is-
rael, drives to Tel Aviv and shoots people
in the streets, he will be the terrorist and
we will be the victims, right? However, if
the IDF crosses the border, drives miles
into Gaza, and starts shooting their gun-
men, who is the terrorist and who is the
defender? How come the Palestinians
living in the Occupied Territories can
never be engaged in self-defence, while
the Israeli army is always the defender?’
My friend Shay from the graphics de-
partment clarified matters for me: ‘If you
go to the Gaza Strip and shoot people,
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you will be a terrorist. But when the
army does it that is an operation to make
Israel safer. It’s the implementation of a
government decision!’

Blood on whose hands?

Another interesting distinction between
us and them came up when Hamas de-
manded the release of 450 of its prison-
ers in exchange for Gilad Shalit. Israel
announced that it would release prison-
ers but not those with blood on their
hands. It is always the Palestinians —
never the Israelis — who have blood on
their hands. This is not to say that Jews
cannot kill Arabs but they will not have
blood on their hands, and if they are ar-
rested they will be released after a few
years, not to mention those with blood
on their hands who’ve gone on to be-
come prime minister. And we are not
only more innocent when we kill but
also more susceptible when we are hurt.
A regular description of a Qassam mis-
sile that hits Sderot will generally look
like this: ‘A Qassam fell next to a residen-
tial house, three Israelis had slight in-
juries, and ten others suffered from
shock.” One should not make light of
these injuries: a missile hitting a house in
the middle of the night could indeed
cause great shock. However, one should
also remember that shock is for Jews
only. Palestinians are apparently a very
tough people.

The IDF, again the envy of all other
armies, kills only the most important
people. ‘A high-ranking member of
Hamas was killed’ is almost a chorus in
the Israel media. Low-ranking members
of Hamas have either never been found
or never been killed. Shlomi Eldar,a TV
correspondent in the Gaza Strip, bravely
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Why tell them
what the
soldiers do,
describing the
fear they create,
the fact that
they come with
heavy vehicles
and weapons
and crush

a city’s life,
creating a
greater hatred,
sorrow and

a desire for
revenge?

wrote about this phenomenon in his
book Eyeless in Gaza (2005). When Riyad
Abu Zaid was assassinated in 2003, the
Israeli press echoed the IDF announce-
ment that the man was the head of the
military wing of Hamas in Gaza. Eldar,
one of Israel’s few investigative journal-
ists, discovered that the man was merely
a secretary in the movement’s prisoner
club. It was one of many occasions in
which Israel “upgraded” a Palestinian
activist,” Eldar wrote. ‘After every assas-
sination any minor activist is “pro-
moted” to a major one.’

This phenomenon, in which IDF
statements are directly translated into
media reports — there are no checkpoints
between the army and the media — is the
result both of a lack of access to informa-
tion and of the unwillingness of journal-
ists to prove the army wrong or to por-
tray soldiers as criminals. ‘The IDF is
acting in Gaza’ (or in Jenin, or in Tulkarm,
or in Hebron) is the expression given out
by the army and embraced by the media.
Why make the listeners’ lives harder?
Why tell them what the soldiers do, de-
scribing the fear they create, the fact that
they come with heavy vehicles and
weapons and crush a city’s life, creating
a greater hatred, sorrow and a desire for
revenge?

Non-lethal power cuts

In February, as a measure against Qas-
sam militants, Israel decided to stop
Gaza’s electricity for a few hours a day.
Despite the fact that this means, for in-
stance, that electricity will fail to reach
hospitals, it was said that ‘the Israeli
government decided to approve this
step, as another non-lethal weapon.” An-
other thing the soldiers do is clearing —
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khisuf. In regular Hebrew, khisuf means
to expose something that is hidden, but
as used by the IDF it means to clear an
area of potential hiding places for Pales-
tinian gunmen. During the last intifada,
Israeli D9 bulldozers destroyed thou-
sands of Palestinian houses, uprooted
thousands of trees and left behind thou-
sands of smashed greenhouses. It is bet-
ter to know that the army cleared the
place than to face the reality that the
army destroys Palestinians’ possessions,
pride and hope.

Another useful word is crowning
(keter), a euphemism for a siege in which
anyone who leaves his house risks being
shot at. War zones are places where
Palestinians can be killed even if they
are children who don’t know they’ve en-
tered a war zone. Palestinian children, by
the way, tend to be upgraded to Palestin-
ian teenagers, especially when they are
accidentally killed. More examples: iso-
lated Israeli outposts in the West Bank
are called illegal outposts, perhaps in con-
trast to Israeli settlements that are appar-
ently legal. Administrative detention
means jailing people who haven’t been
put on trial or even formally charged (in
April 2003 there were 1119 Palestinians in
this situation). The PLO (Ashaf) is al-
ways referred to by its acronym and
never by its full name: Palestine is a word
that is almost never used — there is a
Palestinian president but no president of
Palestine.

‘A society in crisis forges a new vocab-
ulary for itself,” David Grossman wrote
in The Yellow Wind, ‘and gradually, a new
language emerges whose words . . . no
longer describe reality, but attempt, in-
stead, to conceal it.” This ‘new language’
was adopted voluntarily by the media,



but if one needs an official set of guide-
lines it can be found in the Nakdi Report,
a paper drafted by the Israeli Broadcast-
ing Authority. First set down in 1972 and
since updated three times, the report
aimed to ‘clarify some of the professional
rules that govern the work of a newsper-
son’. The prohibition of the term East
Jerusalem was one of them.

The restrictions aren’t confined to ge-
ography. On 20 May 2006, Israel’s most
popular television channel, Channel 2,
reported ‘another targeted assassination
in Gaza, an assassination that might
ease the firing of Qassams’ (up to 376
people have died in targeted assassina-
tions, 150 of them civilians who were not
the target of assassinations). Ehud Ya’ari,
a well-known Israeli correspondent on
Arab affairs, sat in the studio and said:
‘The man who was killed is Muhammad
Dahdouh, from Islamic Jihad . . . this is
part of the other war, a war to shrink the
volume of Qassam activists.” Neither
Ya’ari nor the IDF spokesman bothered
to report that four innocent Palestinian
civilians were also killed in the operation,
and three more severely injured, one a
five-year-old girl called Maria, who will
remain paralysed from the neck down.
This ‘oversight’, revealed by the Israeli
journalist Orly Vilnai, only exposed how
much we do not know about what we
think we know.

Just the facts?

Interestingly, since Hamas took over the
Gaza Strip one of the new ‘boo’ words in
the Israeli media is Hamastan, a word
that appears in the ‘hard’ news section,
the allegedly sacred part of newspapers
that is supposed to give the facts, free
from editorialising. The same applies to
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movements such as Hamas or Hizbul-
lah, which are described in Hebrew as
organisations and not as political move-
ments or parties. Intifada is never given
its Arabic meaning of ‘revolt’; and Al-
Quds, which when used by Palestinian
politicians refers only to ‘the holy places
in East Jerusalem’ or ‘East Jerusalem’, is
always taken by Israeli correspondents
to mean Jerusalem, which is effectively to
imply a Palestinian determination to
take over the entire capital city.

It was curious to watch the newspa-
pers’ responses to the assassination of
Imad Moughniyeh in Syria a few weeks
ago. Everyone tried to outdo everyone
else over what to call him: arch-terrorist,
master terrorist or the greatest terrorist on
earth. It took the Israeli press a few days
to stop celebrating Moughniyeh’s assas-
sins and start doing what it should have
done in the first place: ask questions
about the consequences of the killing.
The journalist Gideon Levy thinks it is
an Israeli trend: ‘The chain of “terrorist
chieftains” liquidated by Israel, from Ali
Salameh and Abu Jihad through Abbas
Musawi and Yihyeh Ayash to Sheikh
Ahmed Yassin and Abdel Aziz Rantisi
(all “operations” that we celebrated with
great pomp and circumstance for one
sweet and intoxicating moment), have
thus far brought only harsh and painful
revenge attacks against Israel and Jews
throughout the world.’

Israeli correspondents on Arab affairs
must of course speak Arabic — many of
them indeed studied it in the security es-
tablishment’s schools — and they need to
know the history and politics of the Mid-
dle East. And they have to be Jews. Strik-
ingly, the Israeli-Jewish media prefer to
hire journalists with average Arabic
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If the
separation wall
built on
thousands of
dunams of
confiscated
West Bank land
separates
people
(including
Palestinians
on opposite
sides of the
wall), then
itis an
apartheid wall

rather than native speakers, since they
would be Palestinian citizens of Israel.
Apparently, Jewish journalists are better
equipped than Arab Israelis to explain
‘what Arabs think’, ‘Arab aims’ or ‘what
Arabs say’. Maybe this is because the
editors know what their audience wants
to hear. Or, even more important, what
the Israeli audience would rather not
hear.

Racism and apartheid

If the words occupation, apartheid and
racism (not to mention Palestinian citi-
zens of Israel, bantustans, ethnic cleansing
and Nakba) are absent from Israeli dis-
course, Israeli citizens can spend their
whole lives without knowing what they
have been living with. Take racism
(Giz’anut in Hebrew). If the Israeli parlia-
ment legislates that 13 per cent of the
country’s lands can be sold only to Jews,
then it is a racist parliament. If in 60
years the country has had only one Arab
minister, then Israel has had racist gov-
ernments.

If in 60 years of demonstrations rub-
ber bullets and live ammunition have
been used only on Arab demonstrators,
then Israel has a racist police. If 75 per
cent of Israelis admit that they would re-
fuse to have an Arab neighbour, then it
is a racist society. By not acknowledging
that Israel is a place where racism shapes
relations between Jews and Arabs, Is-
raeli Jews render themselves unable to
deal with the problem or even with the
reality of their own lives.

The same denial of reality is reflected
in the avoidance of the term apartheid.
Because of its association with white
South Africa, Israelis find it very hard to
use the word. This is not to say that the
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exact same kind of regime prevails in the
Occupied Territories today, but a country
needn’t have benches ‘for whites only’ in
order to be an apartheid state. Apartheid,
after all, means ‘separation’, and if in the
Occupied Territories the settlers have
one road and Palestinians need to use al-
ternative roads or tunnels, then it is an
apartheid road system. If the separation
wall built on thousands of dunams of
confiscated West Bank land separates
people (including Palestinians on oppo-
site sides of the wall), then it is an
apartheid wall. If in the Occupied Terri-
tories there are two judicial systems, one
for Jewish settlers and the other for
Palestinians, then it is an apartheid jus-
tice.

And then there are the Occupied Ter-
ritories themselves. Remarkably, there
are no Occupied Territories in Israel. The
term is occasionally used by a leftist
politician or columnist, but in the hard
news section it doesn’t exist. In the past
they were called the Administered Terri-
tories in order to conceal the actual fact
of occupation; they were then called
Judea and Samaria; but in Israel’s mass
media today they're called the Territories
(Ha-Shtachim). The term helps preserve
the notion that the Jews are the victims,
the people who act only in self-defence,
the moral half of the equation, and the
Palestinians are the attackers, the bad
guys, the people who fight for no reason.
The simplest example explains it: ‘a cit-
izen of the Territories was caught smug-
gling illegal weapons.’ It might make
sense for citizens of an occupied territory
to try to resist the occupier, but it does-
n’t make sense if they are just from the
Territories.

Israeli journalists are not embedded



they haven’t been asked to make their
audience feel good about Israel’s mili-
tary policy. The restrictions they observe
are observed voluntarily, almost uncon-
sciously — which makes their practice all
the more dangerous.

Yet a majority of Israelis feel that their
media are too left-wing, insufficiently
patriotric, not on Israel’s side. And the
foreign media are worse. During the last
intifada, Avraham Hirschson, then the
minister of finance, demanded that
CNN’s broadcasts from Israel be closed
down on the grounds of ‘biased broad-
casting and tendentious programmes
that are nothing but a campaign of in-
citement against Israel’. Israeli demon-
strators called for an end to ‘CNN'’s un-
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reliable and terror-provoking coverage’
in favour of Fox News. Israeli men up to
the age of 50 are obliged to do one
month’s reserve service every year. ‘The
civilian,” Yigael Yadin, an early Israeli
chief of staff, said, ‘is a soldier on 11
months’ annual leave.” For the Israeli
media there is no leave. CcT

Yonatan Mendel was a correspondent
for the Israeli news agency Walla. He is
currently at Queens’ College, Cambridge
working on a PhD that studies the
connection between the Arabic language
and security in Israel.

This essay was originally published by
the London Review of Books — visit the
website at www.lrb.co.uk
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IRAQ’S OTHER VICTIMS

THE AGONY OF THE
WINTER SOLDIERS

At last USA soldiers get a chance to speak out against the war in Iraq.
Dahr Jamail reports on the Winter Soldier hearings

"We've heard
from the
politicians,
from the
generals, from
the media

- now it's our
turn,” said

Kelly Dougherty,
executive
director of

Iraq Veterans
Against the War

ason Moon suffers from persistent

insomnia as he wrestles with mem-

ories of his time in Iraq. “While on

our initial convoy into Iraq in early
June 2003, we were given a direct order
that if any children or civilians got in
front of the vehicles in our convoy, we
were not to stop, we were not to slow
down, we were to keep driving,” says the
former National Guard and Army Re-
serve member. “In the event an insurgent
attacked us from behind human shields,
we were supposed to count. If there
were thirty or less civilians we were al-
lowed to fire into the area. If there were
over thirty, we were supposed to take fire
and send it up the chain of command.
These were the rules of engagement. I
don’t know about you, but if you are
getting shot at from a crowd of people,
how fast are you going to count, and
how accurately?”

Moon is taking part in Winter Sol-
dier. This is public testimony organized
by the Iraq Veterans Against the War
about the human consequences of failed
U.S. policy in the occupations of Iraq
and Afghanistan.
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The group takes its name from the
Winter Soldier testimony by Vietnam
Vets, including John Kerry, in 1971, which
played a part in turning public opinion
against that war.

“We've heard from the politicians,
from the generals, from the media — now
it’s our turn,” said Kelly Dougherty, ex-
ecutive director of Iraq Veterans Against
the War. Dougherty, who served in Iraq
in 2003 as a military police officer, said,
“It’s not going to be easy to hear what
we have to say. It's not going to be easy
for us to tell it. But we believe that the
only way this war is going to end is if the
American people truly understand what
we have done in their name.”

When I was reporting from Iraq for
eight months on and off between No-
vember 2003 and February 2005, Iraqis
told me of atrocities U.S. soldiers were
committing. The accounts now from sol-
diers themselves confirm an awful pic-
ture.

“An Iraqi was once selling soda out of
a motorcycle to soldiers in a waiting con-
voy,” says Moon. “In the side-car was his
seven-to-eight-year-old child. When the





















treatment centres: evidence so far. British
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George Monbiot’s latest book is Heat:
How To Stop The Planet From
Burning. His new book, Bring On The
Apocalypse, is published this month.
This essay originally appeared in
London’s Guardian newspaper.
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RISE AND FALL

THE HARDER

THEY COME... .

Michael I. Niman on New York governor Elliot Spitzer

Despite all the
rhetoric and
mythologies
about equality,
freedom,
meritocracy,
opportunity, and
a host of other
lies that placate
the masses and
maintain the
social order, the
United States is
a nation of the
rich, by the rich
and for the rich

o put the Spitzer prostitution
scandal into perspective, let me
go back two decades to when I
first started teaching college —
back when Eliot Spitzer was a young
upstart district attorney. I was teaching
an alternative media course to, I always
suspected, a class that included a num-
ber of potheads. I asked my students a
question that I told them I didn’t actu-
ally want them to answer aloud — but
just think about the answer: “How many
of you have dealt dope?” It wasn’t a se-
cret that at least a third of college stu-
dents smoked marijuana, at least occa-
sionally. Of those students who partake,
it’s routine to buy a bag of dope and
split it among friends or sell some in or-
der to help fund the remainder. Both ac-
tions legally constitute dope dealing.

I then cited FBI documents from two
decades earlier, released to the public as
a result of the Freedom of Information
Act. The FBI, the documents show,
transgressed from the business of law
enforcement to becoming a hit squad
for the Nixon administration. And in
service to the curmudgeonly president’s
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agenda, the FBI had gone to battle
against the pesky and perpetually anti-
war alternative press. The problem for
the FBI, however, is that the First
Amendment of the US Constitution
guarantees that irritating right to free-
dom of the press. So alternative journal-
ists and other anti-war activists couldn’t
simply be rounded up and jailed for their
views. Hence, according to FBI docu-
ments, agents needed to find other rea-
sons to arrest them. One directive from
the Albany, New York FBI office stated
that “since the use of marijuana and
other narcotics is widespread among
members of the New Left, you should be
alert to opportunities to have them ar-
rested by local authorities on drug
charges.” This document was dated July,
1968. During the ensuing years, many al-
ternative newspapers suffered staff
losses or outright shut down due to mar-
ijjuana arrests.

I explained to my students that they
needed to make a choice in life. They
were either going to be journalists or
dope dealers. They couldn’t be both. I
explained that the same rule held for all



other forms of illegal activity. If they were
going to be troublemaking, muckraking
alternative journalists, then their tax re-
turns had to be impeccably accurate,
their cars registered and inspected, their
lives legally in order. Let’s apply this
same simple rule to Eliot Spitzer. He
could either be “the Sheriff of Wall
Street” or a whoremonger, but he could-
n’t be both — at least not for long. When
Spitzer the whoremonger finally fell from
grace last week, he fell hard.

His act of engaging in contractual, if
not consensual, sex was clearly less of a
sin than, for example, having sex with
your own intern. Yet Bill Clinton stayed on
as president. Ultimately, Spitzer’s trans-
gression wasn’t so much that he solicited
a prostitute. That's just pathetic. The un-
forgivable sin is that, with three quarters
of his state mired in an Appalachian econ-
omy, he paid $4,300. That’s the real sin —
the brutal reminder that our populist gov-
ernor is the son of a real estate mogul,
born with the same privileges as George
W.Bush. After establishing himself as the
Sheriff of Wall Street, seemingly the only
politician in the country with the chutz-
pah to take on corporate arrogance, we
gently forgot that his close campaign for
attorney general was bankrolled by his
dad. The pricetag on Spitzer’s scandal re-
minds us that the governor is out of touch
with our world.

In fact, Spitzer seems to have more in
common with the Republican sex of-
fender crowd than with garden variety
johns. Take Florida State Representative
Bob Allen for example. While serving as
co-chair of John McCain’s Florida cam-
paign last summer, he allegedly solicited
a police officer in a public rest room and
offered to pay for the privilege of fellating
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him. What makes Allen’s arrest particu-
larly Republican is that prior to his arrest,
he was an outspoken legislative homo-
phobe, crusading against gay folks’ rights
to adopt children, as well as co-sponsor-
ing an unsuccessful bill to increase penal-
ties for “offenses involving unnatural and
lascivious acts.”

Then there was Florida Republican
Congressman Mark Foley, who had a
nasty thing for adolescents. He was chair
of the House Caucus on Missing and Ex-
ploited Children. And remember Repub-
lican Senator Larry Craig of Idaho, who,
like Allen, couldn’t keep his libido out of
public men’s rooms. Craig pled guilty to
soliciting a police officer in an airport toi-
let stall. Prior to his arrest, he was an
outspoken opponent of gay marriage and
cast the deciding vote killing a Senate
bill to prohibit employment discrimina-
tion based on sexual orientation. And of
course there was Louisiana’s Republican
Senator, David Vitter, who like Spitzer,
was busted for being a john. In an eatlier
incarnation, Vitter was an obnoxiously
loud critic of Bill Clinton’s sexual trans-
gressions, demanding his resignation.
Vitter, like Bob Allen, is still in office.

Back to Spitzer. Prior to his outing as
a john, he was instrumental in pushing
through tougher penalties for both sex
workers and commercial sex clients such
as himself. As attorney general he was
involved in prosecuting prostitution
cases dealing with wealthy johns such as
himself. It’s this hypocrisy that makes
his sex life, like the sex lives of gay-hat-
ing Republican bathroom-dwellers, a
public issue. Spitzer has been outspo-
ken in calling for rules that he seems to
feel don’t apply equally to him. It’s that
arrogance — the willingness to ruin other
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people’s lives based on stated convic-
tions he doesn’t actually hold — that’s
unforgivable.

There’s something about this whole
case, however, that’s a lot more disturb-
ing than a simple sex scandal. Spitzer, for
all his faults, was the highest-profile
semi-progressive politician in the coun-
try. He was one of the strongest oppo-
nents of the unbridled corporatocracy.
That's why they cheered on Wall Street
when word spread of his downfall.

We had too much riding on Eliot
Spitzer for him to let us down. He was
an unimpeachable Ralph Nader sort,
who carried the banner of progressive
politics right into the governor’s man-
sion. But he couldn’t keep his dick in his
pants in mixed company. He lost his fo-
cus and he let us down.

But the big question, the troubling
question that nobody in the mainstream
media, not in 8,000-plus articles, wants
to ask — is why was the Bush Justice De-
partment bugging the telephone of one
of their strongest and most outspoken
political opponents? Let’s put this sur-
veillance operation into context. In 2003
a group of citizens filed a civil rights case
with the FBI concerning an Upstate New
York district attorney’s office and what
appear to have been fraudulent, politi-
cally motivated prosecutions. That case
is still pending, with no apparent action
taken to preserve evidence or actively
pursue the investigation. The reason, ac-
cording to an FBI spoke, is that post-
9/11, the FBI's limited resources have
been redirected to national security
cases. Hence, civil rights cases — which
constitute the backbone of our constitu-
tional system of government — have to
wait on the back burner indefinitely.
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We've also seen the type of cases that
the Bush Justice Department is pursuing
— high-profile political cases such as the
persecution of political artist Steve Kurtz
and civil rights lawyer Lynne Stewart.

Now, let’s get back to the Spitzer case.
What is it about this case that made it
such a high priority? Why does it trump
damn near every civil rights case in the
country? Why was George W. Bush’s
politicized Justice Department tapping
the phone of New York’s outspoken,
anti-administration governor? How
could they justify this as anything other
than Big Brother watching and fishing
for anything to take his opponents
down?

Of course, Spitzer should have been
aware that his phone could be tapped.
Again, he was crippled by the same arro-
gance that placed him above the law —
here it placed him above all vulnerabil-
ity. He made himself a target, loaded a
gun and handed it to his enemies.

Then there’s the hypocrisy thing
again. I wrote earlier that Spitzer was a
“semi-progressive.” By that, I mean he
was progressive on certain issues, such
as gay rights and reproductive freedom,
but quite reactionary on others. One of
these others involved wiretaps. Prose-
cutor Spitzer was a big fan of casting a
big net and liberally using wiretaps to
spy on citizens. And if the “troopergate”
allegations are true, he wasn’t above us-
ing the state police to spy on his political
opponents, such as Republican State
Senate Majority Leader, Joe Bruno. It
seems that while Spitzer was spying on
state level Republicans, the Republican
feds were spying on him. What goes
around seems to come around. CT
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THE CUBAN FACTOR

FIDEL CASTRO:
SUPERDELEGATE

Greg Grandin looks back on 50 years of the Cuban leader’s

influence on US elections

ong ere the second centennial

arrives,” Walt Whitman pre-

dicted in 1871, “there will be

some forty to fifty great States,”
among them Cuba. It was a common
enough belief. From Thomas Jefferson
onward, many Americans thought that,
as Secretary of State James Blaine said in
1881, “Cuba must necessarily become
American.”

Based on its current population, if the
island had become a U.S. state, it would
hold about the same weight in deciding
American presidential elections as does
Ohio. History, of course, took a different
turn; yet, over the last five decades, Cuba
could still count one superdelegate.

Fidel Castro hasn’t been seen in pub-
lic since July 2006, when a near-fatal
stomach illness forced him into semi-re-
tirement. In the U.S., however, he re-
mains a contender, at least in terms of
the hold he has on the imagination of
candidates running for the White House.
Here’s a short history of Castro’s long
run in U.S. presidential politics:

1960: John F. Kennedy, flanking his Re-

publican opponent Vice President
Richard Nixon on the right on matters of
foreign policy, was the first presidential
candidate to brand Fidel Castro an “en-
emy.” In August 1960, having just ac-
cepted the Democratic nomination, JFK
told a Miami gathering of American vet-
erans that, for the “first time in our his-
tory, an enemy stands at the throat of
the United States.” The Cubans, he de-
clared, are our “enemies and will do
everything in their power to bring about
our downfall.” During the campaign, he
repeatedly hammered Nixon on Cuba,
demanding that the Eisenhower White
House cut off trade to the island and
provide aid to “fighters for freedom” to
overthrow Castro.

In fact, months before Kennedy’s Au-
gust speech, President Dwight D. Eisen-
hower had already authorized the fund-
ing of a campaign of paramilitary sabo-
tage in Cuba, as well as the training of a
small army of Cuban exiles to overthrow
Castro. Republicans had no problem
with what today goes by the name
“regime change,” having already orches-
trated two successful coups — in Iran in
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"The United
States,"” Nixon
said, “has the
power, and Mr.
Castro knows it,
to throw him out
of office any day
that we would
choose to"”

1953 and Guatemala in 1954 — against
governments they perceived as hostile to
U.S. interests. They just preferred to do
it quietly.

As Eisenhower’s vice president, Nixon
was obligated not to reveal his adminis-
tration’s secret foreign policy plans, so he
could only lamely respond to Kennedy’s
taunts. Cuba, he insisted, was not “lost.”
Nixon knew that the White House had
started training Cuban exiles, and he
was probably aware that the CIA was
working on a plan to poison Castro’s ci-
gars, but the vice president could only
barely allude to such knowledge, which
just made him sound complacent. “The
United States,” Nixon said, “has the
power, and Mr. Castro knows it, to throw
him out of office any day that we would
choose to.”

Kennedy, of course, won the election.
As president, he carried out the Repub-
lican invasion plan, the botched Bay of
Pigs operation. When that failed,
Kennedy authorized “Operation Mon-
goose,” a broad-spectrum covert opera-
tion that used sabotage, assassinations,
and psychological warfare in hopes of
sparking an uprising against Castro. He
also imposed a trade embargo on Cuba.
A stickler for legality, JFK held off signing
the decree cutting off trade with the is-
land until his press secretary, Pierre
Salinger, could purchase him a cache of
1,200 Petit Upmann Cuban cigars.

1964: Castro, who by one recent count
has survived more than 600 assassina-
tion attempts, never allowed a free vote
in Cuba; “The revolution,” he once re-
portedly remarked, “has no time for elec-
tions.” But he made time for those held
in the U.S.In 1964, the Havana daily Rev-
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olucién condemned both President Lyn-
don Johnson and his Republican chal-
lenger Barry Goldwater, writing that the
two candidates reflected the “structural
degeneration” of American democracy.
But in the weeks leading to the election,
Castro, fearing Goldwater’s “extremism”
and convinced that Johnson would pur-
sue a “policy of moderation,” stepped
up his anti-imperialist, anti-U.S. rhetoric,
hoping to spark a backlash in the presi-
dent’s favor. Johnson won in a landslide,
without the need for a (back)hand from
Fidel.

1968: Decades before Willie Horton,
there was Fidel Castro — and France’s
president, Charles de Gaulle, whose crit-
icism of U.S. policies in Western Europe
and its war in Vietnam had earned him
the enmity of many Washington opin-
ion-makers. Richard Nixon, this time
running as the challenger against John-
son’s vice president, Hubert Humphrey,
sponsored a TV ad flashing images of
those two tribunes of “anti-American-
ism,” the odd-coupled “axis of evil” of
that American moment, while promising
that he would restore U.S. authority at
home and abroad.

The Vietnam War, and the demon-
strations it provoked, dominated popu-
lar debate and Cuba played only a small
role in the campaign. Still Nixon and his
running mate Spiro Agnew knew who to
blame for the protests that dogged them.
Agnew regularly condemned student
antiwar protestors as an “effete corps of
impudent snobs” who “have never done
a productive thing in their lives.” He
continued, “They take their tactics from
Fidel Castro and their money from
Daddy.” Agnew used that Castro line



whenever he could as part of his pitch
for the blue-collar vote. After invoking
Castro to silence protesters at a Florida
university event, he even suggested that
student dissent was a “disease,” assuring
the audience: “When Dick Nixon be-
comes president of these United States
we are going to find that that disease
comes under some kind of treatment
pretty quickly.”

1972: Impending defeat in Vietnam
made talk of cooperation and compro-
mise — not confrontation — the order of
the day, as President Nixon ran for re-
election on his National Security Advisor
Henry Kissinger’s dramatic diplomatic
openings to Moscow and China. Per-
haps afraid that the Kremlin leaders
would cut a deal and abandon him, Cas-
tro made a number of overtures in the
middle of the presidential campaign that
caught the White House off guard. There
was even talk of Kissinger making a “se-
cret visit to Havana,” as he had earlier
that year to Beijing. But Nixon’s power-
ful right wing, unable to stop the ad-
vance of Kissinger-style “appeasers”
when it came to the Soviet Union,
China, or even Hanoi, was not about to
roll over on Cuba. By now, three elections
after Kennedy had first outflanked
Nixon on Cuba, anti-Castroism had be-
come a veritable obsession on the carni-
valesque right where an alliance of
Cuban exiles, John Birchers, Young
Americans for Freedom, law-and-order
anticommunists, Soldier-of-Fortune
mercenaries, and CIA spooks held sway.

So even though Nixon studiously ig-
nored Cuba during the campaign, the
far-right, including the National Review’s
William Buckley, began to whisper that
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the Democratic nominee George Mc-
Govern had actually cut a secret deal
with Castro. McGovern dismissed the
rumors as the work of a “bitter,” “para-
noid,” and “despicable” conservative
movement that wouldn’t be happy with
any candidate who wasn’t to the “right
of Genghis Khan.”

There was, at the time, about as much
intelligence establishing a covert rela-
tionship between McGovern and Castro
as there would be linking al-Qaeda to
Saddam Hussein — or Barack Obama to
an Islamic madrassa. Yet Nixon did try to
oblige. His “plumbers” — the secret team
that broke into the Democratic National
Headquarters at the infamous Water-
gate Hotel complex — were largely made
up of anti-Castro Cuban exiles. It had
been organized by Bay-of-Pigs veteran
CIA agent E. Howard Hunt, who said
that one of the reasons for the burglary
was to look for evidence establishing a
connection between Castro and McGov-
ern. Nixon won in a landslide, but Wa-
tergate eventually took him down.

1976: Castro played an important role in
the Republican primaries in this elec-
tion. Challenged by Ronald Reagan from
the right, Gerald Ford, the House major-
ity leader who had gained the presi-
dency when Nixon resigned, tried to act
tough. He flew to Puerto Rico and told
Castro to keep his hands off the Ameri-
can colony, but that bizarre demand had
nothing on the Gipper. Before he began
to criticize Ford on Cuba, Reagan was
trailing by double digits in the Florida
polls. But by making Castro an issue, the
challenger turned the primary into a
horse race, losing the state to an incum-
bent president by just a few points. Rea-
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As his cabinet
was getting
settled in the
White House,
Secretary of
State Alexander
Haig told his
boss, "You just
give me the
word and

I'll turn that
fucking island
intoa

parking lot"”

gan swept Dade County and its Cuban-
American vote, prompting a Ford cam-
paign advisor to comment sardonically
that his boss might as well “recognize
Cuba immediately.”

“The Cuban threat is a geopolitical
version of the miracle of the loaves and
fishes,” noted the Washington Post — the
gift that keeps giving. Reagan lost his
challenge, but would be back as Ford
went down to Democratic challenger
Jimmy Carter.

1980: Reagan played his Dade-County
strategy large: In the Republican primar-
ies, he called for a blockade of Cuba in
retaliation for the Soviet invasion of
Afghanistan, which made about as much
sense as attacking Iraq in response to
9/11. His main opponent, ex-CIA director
George H.W. Bush, called Reagan’s pro-
posal a “macho thing,” pointing out that
“Cuba didn’t invade Afghanistan.” But
such a fact-based campaign position was
a nonstarter. After Reagan beat Bush 2 to
1in the Florida primary on his march to
the nomination, Bush, signing on to the
ticket as vice president, made his peace
with Reagan’s voodoo-diplomacy. In the
election campaign, Castro — perhaps for-
getting the reverse psychology he had
applied in 1964 — praised President
Carter for supplying financial aid to
Nicaragua’s leftist Sandinistas and called
Reagan a “threat to world peace.” Rea-
gan, of course, took Florida in the gen-
eral election and trounced Carter. As his
cabinet was getting settled in the White
House, Secretary of State Alexander
Haig told his boss, “You just give me the
word and T'll turn that fucking island
into a parking lot.” Reagan demurred,
choosing to take the far smaller, more
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defenseless Caribbean island of Grenada
instead — and sparing Cuba for his next
and last presidential campaign.

1984: Reagan accused Democratic pres-
idential nominee Walter Mondale of nei-
ther rejecting, nor denouncing Jessie
Jackson for — as a candidate for the
Democratic nomination — having visited
Havana and, according to Reagan,
“stood with Fidel Castro and cried: ‘Long
Live Cuba.’ ‘Long Live Castro.’ ‘Long Live
Che Guevara.” (What Reagan didn’t say
was that Jackson had used the visit to
negotiate the release of several political
prisoners and that he had also shouted
Vivas to the United States, as well as to
Martin Luther King, Jr.) “I don’t admire
Fidel Castro at all,” Mondale responded,
“but Jesse Jackson is an independent
person. I don’t control him.” In Novem-
ber, Reagan won every state except Mi-
nesota.

1988: Vice President George H.W. Bush
invoked the possibility of a nuclear at-
tack from Cuba to justify his support for
Reagan’s much ridiculed Star Wars anti-
missile defense system, but he didn’t
need Castro to take out the inept Dem-
ocratic Candidate Michael Dukakis and
win the presidency. Ronald and Nancy
Reagan’s astrologer, Jeanne Dixon, did
predict that a crisis in Cuba during
Bush’s first summer in office would give
the new president a chance to move out
of Reagan’s shadow and “consolidate his
nation’s confidence.”

1992: Following the collapse of the So-
viet Union, many observers thought the
time was finally opportune to normalize
relations with Havana. But Florida has



more than 20 votes in the Electoral Col-
lege, and Miami’s Cuban exiles — about
600,000 (out of a state population of just
over 800,000) live in crucial Dade County
— remained a powerful domestic lobby.
Touched by the spirit of JFK, challenger
Bill Clinton headed for Miami in April
1992 to excoriate George HW. Bush for
not “dropping the hammer down on
Castro and Cuba.” Clinton even en-
dorsed the punitive Cuban Democracy
Act, which Bush (finding himself out-
flanked to his vulnerable right) signed
shortly thereafter. Along with subse-
quent legislation which Clinton as pres-
ident would back, the Act tightened
Washington’s long-standing embargo on
Cuban trade. This only served to cut
Washington out of what would be the is-
land’s post-Cold War political and eco-
nomic opening to the rest of the world.
Clinton took 20% of Florida’s Cuban-
Americans, lost the state to George HW.
Bush, but won the White House.

1996: Clinton, as president, stayed on
point against Republican challenger
Robert Dole, running to his right on
Cuba, though he did admit in a TV de-
bate that “nobody in the world agrees
with our policy on Cuba now.” During
his first term, Clinton had drawn close to
Miami’s anti-Castro Cuban lobby, taking
political advice from Hillary Clinton’s
Cuban-immigrant sister-in-law, Marfa
Victoria Arias. This time, Florida was his
and he doubled his percentage of
Cuban-American votes.

2000: In October, by a vote of 86 to 8,
the Senate passed legislation easing the
embargo, allowing food to be sold to
Cuba. Castro criticized the legislation for
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being paternalistic and not going far
enough in normalizing commercial rela-
tions. George W. Bush condemned it. Al
Gore refused to comment. Angry at Janet
Reno’s return of EliAn Gonzalez, the
young Cuban refugee rescued by fisher-
men after most of his companions in-
cluding his mother drowned trying to
make it to the U.S., Florida’s Cuban-
Americans abandoned the Democratic
Party en masse in November. Along with
Naderites and Palm Beach Jews-for-
Buchanan, Bush got just enough votes to
deadlock the election. Castro offered to
send observers to oversee a recount.

2004: During a visit to Brazil in October,
Secretary of State Colin Powell made an
ofthand remark that Cuba was no longer
a major threat to Latin America. “We
don’t see everything through the lens of
Fidel Castro,” he said. John Kerry
thought he saw an opening and
pounced. He claimed he found it “shock-
ing that the Bush administration is
telling the world that Fidel Castro no
longer poses a problem for this hemi-
sphere.” Perhaps after a mere 44 years
and 12 presidential elections, the Castro
bounce was wearing off. Bush won
Florida with a million more votes than
he had received four years earlier.

2008: This, his thirteenth, will most
likely be Castro’s last presidential elec-
tion. After a photo surfaced indicating
that one of Barack Obama’s Texas vol-
unteers (who is Cuban-American) had
hung a Cuban flag superimposed with
an image of Che on a wall behind her
desk, the conservative blogosphere right-
clicked a collective ah hah! Considering
the temptation of Democratic candidates
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to call for a hard line against Cuba as a
low-cost, high-return way of establishing
their national-security creds, the Obama
campaign responded with remarkable
restraint, simply terming the flag “inap-
propriate.” Hillary Clinton, looking more
like the hapless Kerry than the wily Bill,
promptly attacked Obama for saying
that he would meet with the ailing rev-
olutionary. “We’re not going to just have
our president meet with Fidel Castro,”
she said, “I don’t want to be used for
propaganda purposes.”

It's been nearly 50 years since Richard
Nixon said that the U.S. could get rid of
Fidel Castro whenever it wanted. Castro,
of course, is still around, though not for
lack of effort on Washington’s part. The
Cuban government calculates that some
3,500 Cubans have died over the past
five decades as a result of U.S.-sup-
ported paramilitary operations against
the island. In recent years, Castro’s con-
tinued survival, not to mention the dis-
aster in Iraq, may have forced on our
policymakers a somewhat more modest
appreciation of Washington’s ability to
bring about regime change.

Still, the Castro factor has yet to dis-
appear. John McCain recently called on
his supporters to sign an online petition

to “stop the dictators of Latin America,”
though he didn’t say exactly whom such
a petition should be delivered to. It has
since been removed from his campaign’s
webpage. The dictators in question ap-
parently include Hugo Chavez of
Venezuela and Evo Morales of Bolivia
as well as Castro. “They inspire each
other,” McCain told a gathering of Bay of
Pigs veterans in Miami’s Little Havana.
“They assist each other. They get ideas
from each other. It’s very disturbing.”
Last month, Castro announced that
he would not seek reelection as Cuba’s
president. But that hasn’t stopped him
from weighing in on the contest in the
U.S., predicting that a Clinton-Obama
ticket would be “unbeatable.” “Will Cas-
tro’s nod to Hillary and Obama,” ran a
Fox News header reporting the endorse-
ment, “help or hurt?” Why won’t the
Democrats, asked one of the show’s
guests, “call him a dictator?” And so the
beat, however faint, goes on. CcT

Greg Grandin teaches history at New
York University. He is the author of
Empire’s Workshop: Latin America, the
United States, and the Rise of the New
Imperialism. This essay originally
appeared at www.tomdispatch.com
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WAR’S HIDDEN COST

WHERE ARE IRAQIS

IN THE IRAQ WAR:

Ramzy Baroud with a question the western media has forgotten

ive years after the US invasion

and occupation of Iraq, main-

stream media is once more mak-

ing the topic an object of intense
scrutiny. The costs and implications of
the war are endlessly covered from all
possible angles, with one notable excep-
tion — the cost to the Iraqi people them-
selves.

Through all the special coverage and
exclusive reports, very little is said about
Iraqi casualties, who are either com-
pletely overlooked or hastily mentioned
and whose numbers can only be guessti-
mated. Also conveniently ignored are
the millions injured, internally and exter-
nally displaced, the victims of rape and
kidnappings who will carry physical and
psychological scars for the rest of their
lives.

We find ourselves stuck in a hopeless
paradigm, where it feels necessary to
empathise with the sensibilities of the
aggressor so as not to sound “unpatri-
otic”, while remaining blind to the un-
told anguish of the victims. Some actu-
ally feel the need to go so far as to blame
the Iraqis for their own misfortune. Both

Democratic presidential candidates
Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama have
expressed their wish for Iraqgis to take re-
sponsibility for the situation in their
country, with the former saying, “we
cannot win their civil war. There is no
military solution.”

It would have been helpful if Clinton
had reached her astute conclusion before
she voted for the Senate’s 2002 resolu-
tion authorising President Bush to attack
Iraq. For the sake of argument, let’s over-
look both Clinton’s and Obama’s re-
peated assertions that all options, in-
cluding military ones, are on the table
regarding how to “deal” with Iran’s al-
leged ambition to acquire nuclear wea-
pons. But to go so far as blaming the on-
going war on the Iraqis’ lack of
accountability is a new low for these
“anti-war” candidates.

Is it still a secret, five years on, that the
war on Iraq was fought for strategic rea-
sons, to maintain a floundering super-
power’s control over much of the world’s
energy supplies and to sustain the re-
gional supremacy of Israel, the US’s most
costly ally anywhere?
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"Baghdad has
become the
most dangerous
city in the world,
largely as a
result of a US
policy of pitting
various Iraqi
ethnic and
sectarian groups
against one
another”

Of course, there are those who prefer
to imagine a world in which a well-in-
tentioned superpower would fight with
all of its might to enable another smaller,
distant nation to enjoy the fruits of lib-
erty, democracy and freedom. But it is
nothing short of ridiculous to pretend
that Iraqis are capable of controlling the
parameters of the ranging conflict, that a
puppet government whose election and
operation is entirely under the command
of the US military is capable of taking
charge and assuming responsibilities.

Equally absurd is the insinuation that
the civil war in Iraq is an exclusively Iraqi
doing, and that the US military has not
deliberately planted the seeds of divi-
sions, hoping to reinterpret its role in
Iraq from that of the occupier to that of
the arbitrator, making sure the “good”
guys prevail over the “bad”.

Responsibility for genocide

The idea of the US making an immedi-
ate exit from Iraq or taking full financial
and legal responsibility for the devasta-
tion and genocide — yes, genocide — that
occurred in the last five years is simply
unthinkable from the viewpoint of the
corporate US media, which still relates to
the war only in terms of American (and
never Iraqi) losses.

There are very few commentators
who are actually arguing that the rea-
sons for war were entirely self-serving,
without an iota of morality behind
them. Would Bush employ the same
logic he used to justify Saddam Hus-
sein’s execution — suggesting this was
warranted by the Iraqi president’s vio-
lence against his own people — when
dealing with those responsible for the
deaths of over a million Iraqis as a result
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of this war?

And indeed Iraqis are dying in num-
bers that never subside regardless of the
media and official hype about the
“surge”. Just Foreign Policy says the
number of dead Iraqis has surpassed one
million, while a survey by the British
polling agency ORB estimates the num-
ber at over 1.2 million. But the plight of
Iraqis hardly ends at a death count, since
those left behind endure untold suffer-
ing: soaring poverty, unemployment
rates between 40-70 per cent (govern-
mental estimates), total lack of security
in major cities and, according to Oxfam
International, four million in need of
emergency aid.

“Baghdad has become the most dan-
gerous city in the world, largely as a re-
sult of a US policy of pitting various Iraqi
ethnic and sectarian groups against one
another. Today, Baghdad is a city of
walled-off Sunni and Shia ghettoes, di-
vided by concrete walls erected by the
US military,” reports Dahr Jamail, one of
the few courageous voices that honestly
relayed the horrendous outcomes of the
war.

Indeed, there seem to be no promising
statistics coming out of Iraq. Even under
the previous regime and the debilitating
sanctions imposed by the US and the
UN, Iragis were much better off prior to
the war. Now, Iraqis are relevant only as
pawns of endless US government prop-
aganda. From the viewpoint of Bush,
McCain and Cheney, they are the victims
of Al-Qaeda, which must be fought at all
costs. From the viewpoint of Clinton and
Obama, they need to fight their own
wars and take responsibility for them, as
if Traqi “irresponsibility” is the main
problem.



In yet another “surprise visit” to Iraq
by a US official, Vice-President Dick Ch-
eney declared that Iraq was a “success-
ful endeavour”.

Considering the exorbitant contracts
granted to selected corporations, the war
has indeed succeeded in making a few
already rich companies and individuals a
lot richer.

Meanwhile, Shlomo Brom, a senior
fellow at Tel Aviv University’s Institute
for National Security Studies and for-
mer head of the Israeli army’s Strategic
Planning Division, sees things from a
slightly different angle. “Any Iraq will be
better than Iraq under Saddam, because
the Iraq of Saddam had the ability to

WAR’S HIDDEN COST

threaten Israel,” he was quoted as say-
ing in the Christian Science Monitor.

In considering such skewed logic, one
can only hope that Cheney’s successful
experiment will end soon, and that Is-
rael’s desire for security is now sated.
The people of Iraq cannot tolerate any
more “success”. CcT

Ramzy Baroud — www.ramzybaroud.net
is an author and editor of
PalestineChronicle.com. His work has been
published in many newspapers and
journals worldwide. His latest book is The
Second Palestinian Intifada: A Chronicle
of a People’s Struggle (Pluto Press,
London).

The war has
indeed
succeeded in
making a few
already rich
companies and
individuals a lot
richer
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LAST WORDS

CENSORS AT

THE MALL

Andy Worthington on the banning of Guantanamo signs

n an act of political censorship,
the management of the Oracle
shopping centre in Reading, near
London, England, has demanded
that the Lush cosmetics store remove
material in its storefront calling for
prisoners held without charge in
Guantanamo Bay to receive a fair trial.

The Oracle requested that posters
featuring Guantanamo prisoners Sami
al-Haj and Binyam Mohamed -
which relate to a promotion with the
legal action charity Reprieve — be re-
moved from the store’s window because the sugges-
tion that they should receive a fair trial contravenes
one of the terms of Lush’s lease; namely, that retail-
ers are prohibited from displaying signs which, “in
the reasonable opinion of the Landlord,” are of a
“distasteful, offensive or political nature.” In a letter
to Lush, the Oracle’s management team stated that
in making this demand they were “trying to protect
[the Oracle] brand.”

Noting that the GAME store was openly adver-
tising Grand Theft Auto IV, Gears of War 2 and De-
stroy All Humans 3, that the Vue Cinema was
showing a series of films “of questionable taste”, in-
cluding Diary of the Dead and Rambo, and that Star-
bucks was allowed to advertise on the Oracle web-
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Lush Times

Lush’s Sami al-Haj poster

site for its “social, environmental and
economic” causes, Clive Stafford
Smith, Reprieve’s Director, said, “Films
and games that glorify war and tor-
ture are fine, but it's not okay for Lush
to stand up for basic human rights, or
for a charity. Reprieve believes that
this is a demonstration of censorship
with no bearing on any justifiable
goal.”

He added, “In the time of the An-
cient Greeks, no major political un-
dertaking was embarked upon with-
out consulting the Oracle at Delphi. The manage-
ment of the Oracle at Reading has failed to demon-
strate why a fair trial is either distasteful or politi-
cal. Yet numerous avowedly political campaigns
have been — and continue to be — presented in the
centre’s stores. Topshop, for example, has rightfully
campaigned for Fair Trade, and Lush itself has cam-
paigned against animal testing and against unnec-
essary packaging, without attracting criticism from
the management. Fair trade is okay, fair trials are
not?” CcT

Andy Worthington is the author of The
Guantdnamo Files: The Stories of the 774
Detainees in America’s Illegal Prison.
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