High Hopes
Let’s face it, no matter who you vote for a few weeks from
now, you are doing it on hope. President Bush firmly believes
democracy will prevail in Iraq–lots of hoping going on in that
analysis. John Kerry wants us to believe that he can persuade
allies like France and Germany to help stabilize Iraq. For
that to be even remotely possible, the Senator will have to
speak softly and carry a big checkbook, because turning that
kind of hope into reality is likely to cost plenty.
The sad truth is that many countries dislike America, and it
has little to do with the USA’s proactive policy in fighting
perceived terror threats. The acrimony is caused by severe
differences in philosophy and priorities.
First, there’s the economy; it is steadily growing in the USA,
but essentially flat in the European Union. The reason is that
Americans work longer hours and have fewer work restrictions.
Europe is deeply into entitlements, and those extend into the
marketplace. If you don’t want to work in Scandinavia, for
example, the government will support you. And even if you do
work, taxes are so high in many European countries that after
a while, wage earning isn’t worth it. So many ambitious and
creative people simply hit the sauna, limiting their
accomplishments.
And then there’s the secularist philosophy. In the Netherlands
they have legalized euthanasia even for children. If you want
drugs, you will find them sold openly in Amsterdam. After you
score, you can walk on over to the red light district and have
sex with a government-approved prostitute. Then you might want
to use your drugs in a public coffee shop. No problem. Going
Dutch no longer means splitting the check, now it means party
hardy.
In Spain, the new socialist prime minister mocks the Catholic

Church and surrenders to Al Qaeda. Across the border in
France, Jacques Chirac refuses to provide help needed to
safeguard elections in Afghanistan and Iraq. In Russia, Putin
shuts down the press and incarcerates potential rivals. And
John Kerry’s going to rally these guys to our cause?
Canada has gradually turned into a secular paradise with
socialized medicine, an increasing acceptance of drug use and
trafficking, and a bitterly anti-American press. Mexico
remains poor and corrupt, and then blames its neighbor to the
north for the chaos. That’s hilarious when you consider that
the U.S. government allows millions of Mexican citizens to
live and work here, many of them illegally. In fact, money
sent home by Mexican workers accounts for that country’s
second largest industry after oil.
The truth is that the USA is disliked by many countries
because of our Judeo-Christian traditions, as well as our
economic and military power. This charade that Chirac and
Gerhard Schroeder simply disagree with us about Iraq is
nonsense. These men play to their left-wing base and to the
anti-American media. In fact, they are both in office because
of their anti-Americanism. The German and French economies are
a mess. These guys mask that by criticizing the barbarians in
the USA.
So good luck, John Kerry, in finding common ground with
foreign politicians who personally benefit from giving the USA
a hard time. The envy and shortsightedness that is gripping
the world is Al Qaeda’s best friend. The USA has
unquestionably made mistakes in Iraq, but consider this: if
the entire world was united against terrorists and brutal
dictators, they could not exist. But the world is not. And all
the hope on earth won’t change that.

President Bush Enters the No
Spin Zone
President Bush doesn’t really like the press and with good
reason. The media “gotcha game” has been elevated to almost
hysterical levels, and any mistake or misstatement by a
President is front page news. Would you want to walk a high
wire everyday?
So the President rarely gives in-depth interviews, and his
press conferences are held to a minimum. One on one, Mr. Bush
is an engaging guy, but it’s tough to be relaxed when every
word you say is parsed and dissected. Unlike Bill Clinton,
George W. Bush does not seek personal approval, at least not
openly. Mr. Clinton loves adoration; Mr. Bush is much more
private in his presentation.
Therefore, I approached my thirty minute interview with the
President cautiously. I kept my presence low key, which is a
tremendous departure for me. There are certain rules that have
to be followed when talking with the most powerful man in the
world, and I respected the guidelines.
For example, I am known for confrontational interviews, but
you simply cannot tell a sitting President that you, the
interviewer, know more than he does. That would make you look
like a moron. So open confrontation goes right out the window.
Also, the tone of your questions must be respectful. Although
I asked everything I wanted to ask and there were no
restrictions in the interview, my queries were posed less
aggressively than usual. I was direct, but subdued, another
departure for me. By the way, I never show my questions to
anyone in advance, and that rule applied to the President.

Security is massive for every presidential appearance. To even
get to the interview room in a New York City hotel, I had to
go through hoops that make U.S. airport security look like the
Mexican border. Back elevators were taken, I was perused by at
least a dozen Secret Service Agents, and everything was
bulletproof except my questions.
The President, himself, is a different man than the one I
interviewed four years ago. Back then, as the Governor of
Texas, he was more casual in his language, both body and
verbal. He carried himself with authority in 2000, but now he
seems to be aware that he is a life and death decision maker
and that awesome responsibility has seeped into his persona.
He’s very aware of his position in life.
Mr. Bush was much more business-like this time around. He kept
the chit-chat short and seemed anxious to answer the
questions. I believe he likes the joust when he thinks the
playing field is fair. I gave him a square deal last time
around, and he remembered.
A TV interview is far different than a print one in the sense
that facial expressions and posture play a key roll. My job is
to break down the image and give viewers a glimpse at the real
person sitting in front of me. I asked the President very
short questions about very precise things: his National Guard
service, the Swift Boat ads, Iraq and Iran, the Mexican
border, Jacques Chirac, the fairness of the press and how his
faith in God influences his decisions.
Most of the time, Mr. Bush was direct and to the point. A few
times he evaded. He was, however, intensely focused, and so
was I, except for one secret lapse. In the middle of my talk
with the President, my mind flashed back for just a second to
my childhood in Levittown, New York. The most powerful man on
earth was answering my questions. Who woulda thunk it?
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What are we to make of the New York Times describing terrorist
Abu Musab al-Zarqawi as a “Jordanian militant?” I mean, this
guy is one of the most vicious al Qaeda thugs in the world;
right now he’s behind much of the violence in Iraq and has
been active in the worldwide terror network since at least
1990.
On June 17th of this year, a U.S. intelligence official
provided my researcher Nate Fredman with the following
information: In early 2000, Zarqawi traveled to Afghanistan to
assume a leadership position in an al Qaeda training camp.
There he and his associates trained other terrorists how to
develop and distribute “toxins.”
Zarqawi stayed in the Al Qaeda area until war broke out after
9/11/01. He actively fought against U.S. forces and was
wounded. After the collapse of the Taliban, he fled to Iran
and then traveled to Iraq where his wounded leg was treated in
a hospital run by Uday Hussein.
In the summer of 2002, Zarqawi went to Northern Iraq to train
terrorists with the group Ansar al Islam, which is affiliated
with al Qaeda. After the U.S. invaded Iraq, Zarqawi went
underground to organize resistance. The CIA believes Zarqawi
personally beheaded American hostage Nicholas Berg, and there
is now a $25 million bounty on his head.
U.S. intelligence officials say there is no question that
Zarqawi is associated with al Qaeda, but to the New York
Times, he is a “Jordanian militant.” That seems to be a rather
benign description of a vicious terrorist killer, doesn’t it?

The reason the Times and some other liberal media operations
continue to downplay Zarqawi and, indeed, the entire worldwide
terror threat is twofold: first, the liberal press does not
want another pre-emptive strike against terrorists like the
one the USA launched against Iraq. By denying Zarqawi was an
al Qaeda guy, the liberal media can falsely claim Saddam had
nothing to do with al Qaeda.
And secondly, the anti-Bush press
the president’s strongest issue.
danger of coordinated terror down
for those who want to see President

believes that terrorism is
So keeping the very real
is good political strategy
John Kerry.

That’s why the al Qaeda relationship with the brutal Chechen
terrorists was muted. Both Russian and U.S. intelligence say
al Qaeda is deeply involved with training and funding the
Chechen killers. But you wouldn’t know much about that by
reading many American newspapers which described the Chechen
child murderers as “insurgents” or, yes, “militants.”
The truth is that terrorists do seek each other out and
cooperate. The IRA, for example, used PLO training facilities
in North Africa and the Middle East. And Zarqawi himself
traveled to Lebanon in the summer of 2002 to meet with leaders
of Hezbollah, another lethal terror group. The terrorism
fraternity is small but determined. These guys know and often
help each other.
That’s what’s happening in Iraq right now. With foreign
terrorists infiltrating into that country through Iran and
Syria, Iraq has become the battle ground for worldwide terror
and that’s why the struggle is so important. And Zarqawi is
right in the middle of it.
So let’s call worldwide terror what it is: a fanatical
confederation bent on destroying a variety of targets,
including the USA. Zarqawi, the Chechen killers, and all the
other fascist barbarians aren’t militants or freedom fighters.

They are all part of the terror club and the duty of an
American President is to somehow render them defeated. And the
duty of the press is to tell it like it is.

Say It Ain’t So, Ted Turner
So now we find out that CNN commentators James Carville and
Paul Begala have signed on with the Kerry campaign as unpaid
advisors. Traditionally, that would mean they would have to
take a leave of absence from CNN or any news organization
which employed them because journalistic ethics (oxymoron?)
dictate that news organizations remain totally separate from
political campaigns. But since we live in strange times, CNN
says it will keep the guys on the air.
In the wake of the vicious attacks on Fox News for allegedly
being “GOP TV,” I expected the media to brutally dismember CNN
and the new boys on John Kerry’s bus. But instead it’s been
the silence of the lambs from the press. Can you say media
bias?
A central thesis of the mainstream media is that Fox News
caters to conservative Republicans. That thesis has been
played out in newspaper articles, books and even in movies.
Those right-wing bully boys from Fox, they’re just awful
aren’t they? How many times have we heard that?
But when it comes to CNN, well, that’s another story. That
network apparently feels comfortable allowing daily commentary
from two Kerry strategists. Shouldn’t CNN now be compelled to
give equal time to the Bush campaign? How about a new program
called “What’s Up, George,” starring Mary Matalin?
The CNN decision should come as no surprise since CNN’s

founder and still-involved mogul Ted Turner despises President
Bush. Last July, Mr. Turner opined on The Charlie Rose program
that “history will look back on this debacle in Iraq as one of
the greatest mistakes that any major country has ever made.”
Turner went on to say that the USA has no right to the high
moral ground in Iraq when “we’re terrorizing and sodomizing
prisoners of war …”
Keeping the press and political campaigns apart is what the
founders had in mind when they granted us special first
amendment privileges. Thomas Jefferson and the gang hoped the
press would keep an eye on those seeking power–not try to help
them obtain it. Editorial endorsements of candidates are fine
and there’s nothing wrong with former political operatives
being hired to analyze the news. However, there is plenty
wrong with CNN’s present situation.
The fact that the media is allowing CNN to get away with this
tells you all you need to know about how fair the American
press is these days. I’ll submit to you that if Greta Van
Susteren and I signed on with Bush/Cheney 2004, The New York
Times would have passed out torches and the media mob would
have stormed the Fox News castle. There’s a fox in the hen
house all right–it’s called the left-wing press allowing their
brothers to slide.
Personally, I don’t care if Carville and Begala want to help
Kerry. And I don’t care what they say on CNN. Everybody knows
those guys are Kool-Aid liberals; they’re not going to change
many minds.
But I must say that CNN has some gall. It has consistently put
itself up as the beacon of broadcast journalism and taken
snarky shots at those it considers of lesser quality.
Well, the halcyon days at CNN have now come to an end. The
network’s ratings have collapsed and so have its ethical
standards.

I don’t know what’s in your pipe, Ted Turner, but if there’s
room, put that assessment in there, and smoke it.
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