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Bar codes could be next to check out  — New radio frequency tags would use nanotechnology 
to identify and track products,  By Lisa Grossman,  April 24, 2010  Science News; Vol 177 #9 (p.14)  

 
No waiting Radio-frequency identification 
tags printed in carbon nanotube ink on 
paper or plastic could make checkout lines 
obsolete — or at least a lot shorter lines at 
the grocery store might become as obsolete 
 as milkmen, if a new tag that seeks to 
replace bar codes becomes commonplace. 

 
 

Researchers from Sunchon National University 
in Suncheon, South Korea, and Rice University 
in Houston have built a radio frequency 
identification tag that can be printed directly 
onto cereal boxes and potato chip bags. The 
tag uses ink laced with carbon nanotubes to 
print electronics on paper or plastic that could 
instantly transmit information about a cart full of 
groceries... ―You could run your cart by a 
detector and it tells you instantly what’s in the 
cart,‖ says James M. Tour of Rice University, 
whose research group invented the ink. ―No 
more lines, you just walk out with your stuff.‖ 

RFID tags are already used widely in passports, 
library books and gadgets that let cars fly 
through tollbooths without cash, but those tags 
are made from silicon, which is more expensive 
than paper and has to be stuck onto the product 
as a second step... ―It’s potentially much 
cheaper, printing it as part of the package,‖ 
Tour says... The new tag, reported in the March 
issue of IEEE Transactions on Electron 
Devices, costs about three cents to print, 
compared to about 50 cents for each silicon-
based tag. The team hopes to eventually bring 
that cost below one cent per tag to make the 
devices commercially competitive. It can store 
one bit of information — essentially a 1 or a 0 
— in an area about the size of a business  

card... That’s not much compared to computer 
chips, but Tour says this tag is just a ―proof of 
concept.‖ Study coauthor Gyoujin Cho of 
Sunchon National University, along with a team 
from the Printed Electronics Research Center of 
the Paru Corporation in Suncheon, Korea, are 

working to pack more transistors into a smaller area 
to ultimately squeeze 96 bits onto a 3-square-
centimeter tag. That would be enough to give a 
unique identification code to each item in a 
supermarket, along with information like how long the 
item has been on the shelf, Tour says. 

The tags were made possible by the creation of 
semiconducting ink, which contains carbon 
nanotubes that will hold an electrical charge. A 
transistor needs to be completely semiconducting to 
hold information, Tour says. If there are any bits of 
conducting metal — which moves electric charges 
around easily — mixed in, the information-holding 
charge will leak out quickly...The mixture of 
nanotubes created in Tour’s lab includes both 
semiconducting nanotubes and conducting 
nanotubes. Separating out the conducting nanotubes 
is ―a horrid experience,‖ Tour says. ―They’re very 
painful to separate.‖ So instead, the team devised a 
way to coat the conducting nanotubes in a polymer to 
protect the electric charge and allow the ink to be 
purely semiconducting... Once they had the ink, Cho 
and his colleagues built roll printers to transfer ink to 
the final material. The tags are printed in three layers, 
and one of the remaining hurdles to making the tags 
store more memory in less space is to improve the 
alignment of those layers, Cho says.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
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FARMERS COPE WITH ROUNDUP-
RESISTANT WEEDS  
[http.//www.nytimes.com/2010/05/04/business/energy-
environment/04weed.html] 

DYERSBURG, Tenn. — For 15 years, Eddie 
Anderson, a farmer, has been a strict adherent 
of no-till agriculture, an environmentally friendly 
technique that all but eliminates plowing to curb 
erosion and the harmful runoff of fertilizers and 
pesticides...  But not this year...  On a recent 
afternoon here, Mr. Anderson watched as 
tractors crisscrossed a rolling field plowing and 
mixing herbicides into the soil to kill weeds 
where soybeans will soon be planted... Just as 
the heavy use of antibiotics contributed to the 
rise of drug-resistant supergerms, American 
farmers' near-ubiquitous use of the weed killer 
―Roundup‖ has led to the rapid growth of 
tenacious new superweeds... To fight them, Mr. 
Anderson and farmers throughout the East, 
Midwest, and South are being forced to spray 
fields with more toxic herbicides, pull weeds by 
hand, and return to more labor-intensive 
methods like regular plowing... "We're back to 
where we were 20 years ago," said Mr. 
Anderson, who will plow about one-third of his 
3,000 acres of soybean fields this spring, more 
than he has in years. "We're trying to find out 
what works."... "It is the single largest threat to 
production agriculture that we have ever seen," 
said Andrew Wargo III, the president of the 
Arkansas Association of Conservation Districts. 
 
The first resistant species to pose a serious 
threat to agriculture was spotted in a Delaware 
soybean field in 2000. Since then, the problem 
has spread, with 10 resistant species in at least 
22 states infesting millions of acres, 
predominantly soybeans, cotton, and corn... 
The superweeds could temper American 
agriculture's enthusiasm for some genetically 
modified crops. Soybeans, corn, and cotton that 
are engineered to survive spraying with 
Roundup have become standard in American 
fields; however, if Roundup doesn't kill the 
weeds, farmers have little incentive to spend 
the extra money for the special seeds... 
Roundup, originally made by Monsanto but now 
also sold by others under the generic name 
glyphosate, has been little short of a miracle 
chemical for farmers. It kills a broad spectrum 
of weeds, is easy and safe to work with, and 
breaks down quickly, reducing its environmental 

impact... Sales took off in the late 1990s, after 
Monsanto created its brand of ―Roundup Ready‖ 
crops that were genetically modified to tolerate the 
chemical, allowing farmers to spray their fields to kill 
the weeds while leaving the crop unharmed. Today, 
Roundup Ready crops account for about 90 percent 
of the soybeans and 70 percent of the corn and 
cotton grown in the United States. (But farmers 
sprayed so much Roundup that weeds quickly 
evolved to survive it. "What we're talking about here is 
Darwinian evolution in fast-forward," Said Mike Owen, 
a weed scientist at Iowa State University.) 
 
Now, Roundup-resistant weeds like horseweed and 
giant ragweed are forcing farmers to go back to more 
expensive techniques that they had long ago 
abandoned... Mr. Anderson, the farmer, is wrestling 
with a particularly tenacious species of glyphosate-
resistant pest called Palmer amaranth, or pigweed, 
whose resistant form began seriously infesting farms 
in western Tennessee only last year... Pigweed can 
grow three inches a day and reach seven feet or 
more, choking out crops. It is so sturdy that it can 
damage harvesting equipment. In an attempt to kill 
the pest before it becomes that big, Mr. Anderson and 
his neighbors are plowing their fields and mixing 
herbicides into the soil... That threatens to reverse 
one of the agricultural advances bolstered by the 
Roundup revolution: minimum-till farming. By 
combining Roundup and Roundup Ready crops, 
farmers did not have to plow under the weeds to 
control them. That reduced erosion, the runoff of 
chemicals into waterways, and the use of fuel for 
tractors. 
 
"The biotech industry is taking us into a more 
pesticide-dependent agriculture when they've always 
promised, and we need to be going in the opposite 
direction," said Bill Freese, a science policy analyst 
for the Center for Food Safety in Washington... So 
far, weed scientists estimate that the total amount of 
United States farmland affected by Roundup-resistant 
weeds is relatively small — seven million to 10 million 
acres, according to Ian Heap, director of the 
International Survey of Herbicide Resistant Weeds, 
which is financed by the agricultural chemical 
industry. There are roughly 170 million acres planted 
with corn, soybeans, and cotton, the crops most 
affected... Roundup-resistant weeds are also found in 
several other countries, including Australia, China, 
and Brazil, according to the survey... Monsanto, 
which once argued that resistance, would not become 
a major problem, cautions against exaggerating its 
impact. "It's a serious issue, but manageable," said 
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Rick Cole... Of course, Monsanto stands to lose 
a lot of business if farmers use less Roundup & 
Roundup Ready seeds. 
 
"You're having to add another product with the 
Roundup to kill your weeds," said Steve Doster, 
a corn and soybean farmer in Barnum, Iowa. 
"So then why are we buying the Roundup 
Ready product?"... Monsanto argues that 
Roundup still controls hundreds of weeds. But 
the company is concerned enough about the 
problem that it is taking the extraordinary step 
of subsidizing cotton farmers' purchases of 
competing herbicides to supplement Roundup... 
Monsanto and other agricultural biotech 
companies are also developing genetically 
engineered crops resistant to other herbicides...  
Bayer is already selling cotton and soybeans 
resistant to glufosinate, another weedkiller. 
Monsanto's newest corn is tolerant of both 
glyphosate and glufosinate, and the company is 
developing crops resistant to dicamba, an older 
pesticide. Syngenta is developing soybeans 
tolerant of its Callisto product, and Dow 
Chemical is developing corn and soybeans 
resistant to 2,4-D, a component of Agent 
Orange, the defoliant used in the Vietnam War.  
—  Gordon Arnaut is an aerospace engineer in 
the civilian sector and a freelance writer in 
Ontario, Canada.  [goarnaut@yahoo.com]           

<><><><><><><><> 

Why the Left Has No Answer to the Right 
Wing Lie Machine,   
By Ernest Partridge  The Crisis Papers, May 05, 2010                                                                    

What if there were a great debate concerning 
the nature and future of American society, and 
only one side showed up? ... That 
approximately describes the condition of the U. 
S. media today... The right wing is operating a 
super-charged carnival of hype, hysteria and 
hoopla, while the left struggles along with a 
pipsqueak sideshow: a few magazines like The 
Nation, Mother Jones and The American 
Prospect, with minuscule circulation among the 
already converted, some tolerated columnists 
like Paul Krugman, Bob Herbert, and Frank 
Rich, and of course there’s Shultz, Olbermann 
& Maddow on MSNBC... Meanwhile, one by 
one, the lights are going out: in January, Air 
America Radio fell silent, and last month David 
Broncoccio’s outstanding investigative program, 

NOW, closed shop. Last Friday, Bill Moyers’ Journal 
on PBS broadcast its final program. Shultz-
Olbermann-Maddow remains on MSNBC at the 
sufferance of the owners and managers of NBC and 
Microsoft, while Comcast is attempting a takeover of 
NBC. If successful, how long will this lone outpost of 
progressive cable-TV commentary remain... The 
good news is that the audience size of FOX News is 
vastly overrated. On a good night, Beck or Hannity or 
O’Reilly will be seen by three million viewers. That’s 
less than one percent of the U. S. population. The 
worse news is that the progressive voices at MSNBC 
draw about a third as many.The influence of FOX 
News is amplified as their antics and outrages – 
―birtherism,‖ climate change denial, baseless 
accusations of ―socialism‖ or even ―fascism‖ – are 
uncritically reported far and wide by the mainstream 
media (MSM). In addition to FOX, the airwaves are 
crammed solid with right-wing talk shows — about 
90%, by some counts. Leading these is Rush 
Limbaugh, with an audience estimated from fifteen to 
thirty million. 

To be sure, there are many admirable broadcast 
voices on the left, in addition to the MSNBC team: 
Thom Hartmann, Amy Goodman, Bill Maher, 
Stephanie Miller, Bill Press, Mike Papantonio, Cenk 
Uygur, and Randi Rhodes. But their messages are 
uncoordinated, dispersed, and poorly promoted. And 
unlike FOX and Limbaugh, etc., there is almost no 
corporate media amplification of progressive talk 
radio and cable TV. Strange to say, some of the most 
incisive liberal commentary seems to originate with 
the comedians, Jon Stewart and Steven Colbert. (A 
review and assessment of these efforts deserves a 
separate essay. Watch this space)... The regressive 
bias of the corporate media is starkly revealed by the 
coverage, and the non-coverage, of the public 
demonstrations of last month. When a couple of 
thousand tea-party or gun-rights enthusiasts show up 
on the Mall in Washington, or across the Potomac in 
Virginia, the mainstream media is there to cover them 
en masse. But when up to ten thousand protesters 
gather on Wall Street, or fifty thousand jam downtown 
Los Angeles to protest the Arizona ―show your 
papers‖ law, these events might just as well have 
taken place on the far side of the moon. 

If the MSM takes any notice of progressive talk radio 
or cable TV, it is usually to portray a false 
equivalence with the bloviators on the right, as an 
implied excuse for the latter’s rhetorical excesses and 
outright lies. Amazingly, that false equivalence was 

mailto:goarnaut@yahoo.com
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2009/03/06/AR2009030603435.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2009/03/06/AR2009030603435.html
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repeated last week by the President himself, at 
his University of Michigan commencement 
address. There is no equivalence:  When 
Olbermann or Maddow make a trivial errors of 
pronunciation, attribution, or date of an event, 
etc. they make on-air corrections as soon as 
these slip-ups are brought to their attention… 
But when O’Reilly, Beck, Hannity, et al,, tell flat-
out demonstrable lies, they do so without fear of 
consequence and therefore without public 
correction. And their fearlessness is justified, for 
no one in the mainstream media is likely to hold 
them to account. To be sure, Ed Shultz calls 
them out in his ―Psycho Talk,‖ and Keith 
Olbermann in his ―Worst Persons,‖ and Rachel 
Maddow does not hesitate to call a liar a liar, 
but when they do the regressive talksters and 
the MSM take little notice, which only further 
demonstrates the insignificance of progressive 
media commentary. 

Case in point: A couple of weeks ago, Bill 
O’Reilly told his audience that a ―team of FOX 
researchers‖ had determined that, contrary to 
the accusations on MSNBC, no one at FOX had 
ever said that those who refused to sign up for 
health insurance under ―Obamacare‖ would be 
jailed. Olbermann then promptly collected and 
strung together more than a half-dozen video 
clips of FOXers stating precisely that. The final 
clip was a segment from Bill O’Reilly’s show. A 
slam-dunk refutation, and by no means the first 
one. Did this embarrass FOX and O’Reilly? Not 
in the least... And so it continues, almost daily: 
For example, the consensus of thousands of 
climate scientists and the conclusions of 
thousands of peer-reviewed scientific 
publications can not prevail over the well-
orchestrated denialism of the oil and coal 
industries’ public relations campaign, a 
campaign that utilizes the familiar PR 
techniques that reassured millions of cigarette 
smokers that the health effects of smoking was 
no big deal, thus leading millions to an early 
demise. (See the Union of Concerned 
Scientists report, ―Smoke, Mirrors, and Hot Air – 
how ExxonMobil Uses Big Tobacco’s Tactics to 
Manufacture Uncertainty on Climate Science.‖) 
No accusation is too absurd to be credited by 
the right-wing propaganda machine. Last week, 
Rush Limbaugh suggested that the Gulf oil 
disaster was the result of a plot by ―wacko-
environmentalists. Quoting Limbaugh: ―What 
better way to head off more oil drilling, nuclear 

plants than by blowing up a rig?‖  And on FOX News, 
Bush’s Press Secretary, Dana Perino, introduced a 
conspiracy theory by saying: ―I’m not trying to 
introduce a conspiracy theory, but was this 
deliberate? You have to wonder…if there was 
sabotage involved.‖... The oligarchy that owns and 
runs our government and controls our mass media 
has learned Goebbels's lesson well: A lie unanswered 
is a lie believed — more so if the lie is repeated, over 
and over again. 

Accordingly, a successful propaganda campaign 
must accomplish two essential and coordinated tasks: 
(a) tell the lies, and (b) see to it that they are not 
effectively refuted. The six media conglomerates that 
now control most of the US media accomplished both 
tasks supremely well... Etcetera, etcetera – a list of 
lies much too long to enumerate here. But if you can 
bear to read about them again, see Joe Conason’s 
Big Lies (St Martins, 2003) and Jerry Barrett’s 
anthology, Big Bush Lies (Riverview, 2004). (My 
contributions to this anthology on Political 
Propaganda and The Environment are available 
online at The Crisis Papers)... As never before, 
―money is speech.‖ After all, the regressive 
juggernaut owes its success to the generous 
contributions (better ―investments‖) of the likes of 
Richard Mellon Scaife, Joseph Coors and the Koch 
Brothers, whose fortunes have funded the 
aforementioned ―conservative‖ think-tanks... 
However, adequate financial resources are available 
to fund a progressive response to the right-wing 
propaganda machine. The progressives have their 
fat-cats too: George Soros, Warren Buffet, Bill Gates, 
Sr. (And who knows, maybe Junior as well). In 
addition, the ―Hollywood liberals‖ such as Spielberg, 
Cameron, Beatty, and Streisand, so much derided by 
regressives, have both deep pockets, in addition to 
their talents and public celebrity... Still other wealthy 
individuals and institutions may have to be persuaded 
to help fund the progressive media counter-
revolution. However, that may not be difficult once it 
is made clear that ―The Democratic Mainstream‖ is 
today somewhat to the right of what used to be called 
―Moderate Republicanism,‖ that the success of the 
U.S. economy depends on a productive 
manufacturing base, an educated work force and a 
robust physical infrastructure, and that the present 
economy, as celebrated and promoted by The 
American Enterprise Institute, et al, is leading the 
country in a direction that no informed citizen, 
whatever his income status, would want to follow. 

http://www.ucsusa.org/assets/documents/global_warming/exxon_report.pdf
http://www.politicususa.com/en/limbaugh-oil-rig
http://mediamatters.org/research/201005030027
http://www.corporations.org/media/
http://www.corporations.org/media/
http://www.crisispapers.org/essays/propaganda.htm
http://www.crisispapers.org/essays/propaganda.htm
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The scope and power of regressive propaganda 
now at work is enormous and profoundly 
discouraging to those who would oppose it. But, 
in the final analysis, the progressives have a 
formidable and invincible ally: reality. Facts, as 
John Adams observed, ―are stubborn things.‖ 
And the scientists will continue to discover and 
validate stubborn facts, regardless of what the 
right would prefer them to disclose regarding 
evolution, global climate, or whatever. In 
addition, the majority of Americans are facing 
each day the brutal reality of regressive 
economic policies as they lose their jobs, their 
homes, adequate health care, and the prospect 
of sending their children to college and on to 
rewarding careers. No amount of high-volume 
propaganda and media dominance can obscure 
these hard facts...  Even so, this much remains 
compellingly clear: unless and until the 
progressive left develops an effective media 
voice, there can be no restoration of American 
democracy, no return to political sanity, and no 
establishment of economic justice. — Copyright 
2010 by Ernest Partridge                                                                                 

<><><><><><><><> 

The Urge to Stay... Yes, We Could Get Out!  
Why We Won’t Leave Afghanistan or Iraq,                                     
By Tom Engelhardt, April 25, 2010 — 
[http://www.tomdispatch.com/blog/175238/]   

Yes, we could.  No kidding.  We 
really could withdraw our massive armies, now 
close to 200,000 troops combined, 
from Afghanistan and Iraq (and that’s not even 
counting our similarly large stealth army of 
private contractors, which helps keep the true 
size of our double occupations in the 
shadows).  We could undoubtedly withdraw 
them all reasonably quickly and reasonably 
painlessly... Not that you would know it from 
listening to the debates in Washington or 
catching the mainstream news.  There, 
withdrawal, when discussed at all, seems like 
an undertaking beyond the waking imagination.  
In Iraq alone, all those bases to dismantle 
and millions of pieces of equipment to send 
home in a draw-down operation worthy of years 
of intensive effort, the sort of thing that makes 
the desperate British evacuation from 
Dunkirk in World War II look like a Sunday stroll 
in the park.  And that’s only the technical side of 
the matter... Then there’s the conviction that 

anything but a withdrawal that would make molasses 
in January look like the hare of Aesopian fable -- at 
least two years in Iraq, five to ten in Afghanistan -- 
would endanger the planet itself, or at least its most 
important country: us.  Without our eternally 
steadying hand, the Iraqis and Afghans, it’s taken for 
granted, would be lost. Without the help of U.S. 
forces, for example, would the Maliki government 
ever have been able to announce the death of the 
head of al-Qaeda in Iraq?  Not likely, whereas the 
U.S. has knocked off its leadership twice, first in 
2006, and again, evidently, last week. 

Of course, before our troops entered Baghdad in 
2003 and the American occupation of that country 
began, there was no al-Qaeda in Iraq, but that’s a 
distant past not worth bringing up.  And forget, as 
well, the fact that our invasions and wars have proven 
thunderously destructive, bringing chaos, misery, 
and death in their wake, and turning, for instance, the 
health care system of Iraq, once considered an 
advanced country in the Arab world, into a disaster 
zone (that — it goes without saying — only 
we Americans are now equipped to properly fix).  
Similarly, while regularly knocking off Afghan civilians 
at checkpoints on their roads and in their homes, at 
their celebrations and at work, we ignore the fact that 
our invasion and occupation opened the way for the 
transformation of Afghanistan into the first all-drug-
crop agricultural nation and so the planet's premier 
narco-nation.  It’s not just that the country now has an 
almost total monopoly on growing opium poppies 
(hence heroin), but according to the latest U.N. 
report, it’s now cornering the hashish market as well.  
That’s diversification for you...  It’s a record to stand 
on and, evidently, to stay on, even to expand on.  
We’re like the famed guest who came to dinner, 
broke a leg, wouldn’t leave, and promptly took over 
the lives of the entire household.  Only in our case, 
we arrived, broke someone else’s leg, and then 
insisted we had to stay and break many more legs, 
lest the world become a far more terrible place.  

It’s known and accepted in Washington that, if we 
were to leave Afghanistan precipitously, the Taliban 
would take over, al-Qaeda would be back big time in 
no time, and then more of our giant buildings would 
obviously bite the dust.  And yet, the longer we’ve 
stayed and the more we’ve surged, the more 
resurgent the Taliban has become, the more territory 
this minority insurgency has spread into.  If we stay 
long enough, we may, in fact, create the majority 
insurgency we claim to fear. It’s common wisdom in 

http://www.tomdispatch.com/authors/tom
http://www.tomdispatch.com/blog/175238/
http://in.reuters.com/article/southAsiaNews/idINIndia-47804620100419
http://news.antiwar.com/2010/04/18/odierno-august-drawdown-from-iraq-on-track/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/04/02/AR2010040202087_pf.html
http://www.tomdispatch.com/blog/175228/tomgram%3A_engelhardt%2C_numbers_to_die_for__/
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/04/01/world/01logistics.html
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dunkirk_evacuation
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dunkirk_evacuation
http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?file=/c/a/2010/04/20/MN391D12P1.DTL
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/04/23/world/middleeast/23iraq.html
http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Middle-East/2010/0421/Iraq-claims-key-gains-in-dismantling-Al-Qaeda-in-Iraq
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/06/08/AR2006060800114.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/06/08/AR2006060800114.html
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=U1M7xpRV5cc
http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2010/mar/25/iraq-healthcare-public-services
http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2010/mar/25/iraq-healthcare-public-services
http://www.afterdowningstreet.org/node/51625
http://www.afterdowningstreet.org/node/51625
http://www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/pubs/display.cfm?PubID=978
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/04/21/world/asia/21khost.html
http://www.tomdispatch.com/archive/175197/anand_gopal_obama's%20secret_prisons
http://www.tomdispatch.com/blog/175232/tomgram%3A_engelhardt%2C_the_view_from_mount_olympus__/
http://www.tomdispatch.com/blog/175232/tomgram%3A_engelhardt%2C_the_view_from_mount_olympus__/
http://www.tomdispatch.com/post/175225/tomgram:_alfred_mccoy,_afghanistan_as_a_drug_war__/
http://www.tomdispatch.com/post/175225/tomgram:_alfred_mccoy,_afghanistan_as_a_drug_war__/
http://www.atimes.com/atimes/South_Asia/LD20Df02.html
http://www.atimes.com/atimes/South_Asia/LD20Df02.html
http://www.imdb.com/title/tt0033874/
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the U.S. that, before we pull our military out, 
Afghanistan, like Iraq, must be secured as a 
stable enough ally, as well as at least a fragile 
junior democracy, which consigns real 
departure to some distant horizon.  And that 
sense of time may help explain the desire of 
U.S. officials to hinder Afghan President Hamid 
Karzai’s attempts to negotiate with the Taliban 
and other rebel factions now.  Washington, it 
seems, favors a ―reconciliation process‖ that will 
last years and only begin after the U.S. military 
seizes the high ground on the battlefield.  

The reality that dare not speak its name in 
Washington is this: no matter what might 
happen in an Afghanistan that lacked us — 
whether (as in the 1990s) the various factions 
there leaped for each other’s throats, or the 
Taliban established significant control, though 
(as in the 1990s) not over the whole country — 
the stakes for Americans would be minor in 
nature.  Not that anyone of significance here 
would say such a thing... Tell me, what kind of a 
stake could Americans really have in one of the 
most impoverished lands on the planet, about 
as distant from us as could be imagined, 
geographically, culturally, and religiously?  Yet, 
as if to defy commonsense, we’ve been fighting 
there — by proxy and directly — on and off for 
30 years now with no end in sight...  Most 
Americans evidently remain convinced that 
―safe haven‖ there was the key to al-Qaeda’s 
success, and that Afghanistan was the only 
place in which that organization could 
conceivably have planned 9/11, even though 
perfectly real planning also took place in 
Hamburg, Germany, which we neither bombed 
nor invaded. 

In a future in which our surging armies actually 
succeeded in controlling Afghanistan and 
denying it to al-Qaeda, what about Somalia, 
Yemen, or, for that matter, England?  It’s now 
conveniently forgotten that the first, nearly 
successful attempt to take down one of the 
World Trade Center towers in 1993 was 
planned in the wilds of New Jersey.  Had the 
Bush administration been paying the slightest 
attention on September 10, 2001, or had 
reasonable precautions been taken, including 
locking the doors of airplane cockpits, 9/11 and 
so the invasion of Afghanistan would have been 

relegated to the far-fetched plot of some Tom Clancy 
novel. 

Vietnam and Afghanistan. Have you noticed, by the 
way, that there’s always some obstacle in the path of 
withdrawal?  Right now, in Iraq, it’s the aftermath of 
the March 7th election, hailed as proof that we 
brought democracy to the Middle East and so, 
whatever our missteps, did the right thing.  As it 
happens, the election, as many predicted at the time, 
has led to a potentially explosive gridlock and has yet 
to come close to resulting in a new governing 
coalition.  With violence on the rise, we’re told, the 
planned drawdown of American troops to the 50,000 
level by August is imperiled.  Already, the process, 
despite repeated assurances, seems to be 
proceeding slowly And yet, the thought that an 
American withdrawal should be held hostage to 
events among Iraqis all these years later, seems 
curious.  There’s always some reason to hesitate — 
and it never has to do with us.  With-drawal would 
undoubtedly be far less of a brain-twister if 
Washington simply committed itself whole-heartedly 
to getting out, and if it stopped convincing itself that 
the presence of the U.S. military in distant lands was 
essential to a better world (and, of course, to a 
controlling position on planet Earth)... The annals of 
history are well stocked with countries which invaded 
and occupied other lands and then left, often 
ingloriously and under intense pressure.  But they did 
it... It’s worth remembering that, in 1975, when the 
South Vietnamese Army collapsed and we essentially 
fled the country, we abandoned staggering amounts 
of equipment there.  Helicopters were pushed over 
the sides of aircraft carriers to make space; barrels of 
money were burned at the U.S. Embassy in Saigon; 
military bases as large as anything we’ve built in Iraq 
or Afghanistan fell into North Vietnamese hands; and 
South Vietnamese allies were deserted in the panic of 
the moment.  Nonetheless, when there was no 
choice, we got out.  Not elegantly, not nicely, not 
thoughtfully, not helpfully, but out.  

Keep in mind that, then too, disaster was predicted 
for the planet, should we withdraw precipitously -- 
including rolling communist takeovers of country after 
country, the loss of ―credibility‖ for the American 
superpower, and a murderous bloodbath in Vietnam 
itself.  All were not only predicted by Washington’s 
Cassandra’s, but endlessly cited in the war years as 
reasons not to leave. And yet here was the shock that 
somehow never registered among all the so-called 
lessons of Vietnam: nothing of that sort happened 

http://www.alertnet.org/thenews/newsdesk/N282932929.htm
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/1993_World_Trade_Center_bombing
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/1993_World_Trade_Center_bombing
http://www.tomdispatch.com/blog/175216/tomgram:_engelhardt,_the_future_belongs_to_no_one___/
http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2010/apr/08/democracy-iraq-afghanistan-britain-us
http://news.antiwar.com/2010/04/23/at-least-63-killed-in-baghdad-bombings/
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afterwards... Today, Vietnam is a reasonably 
prosperous land with friendly relations with its 
former enemy, the United States.  After 
Vietnam, no other ―dominos‖ fell and there was 
no bloodbath in that country.  Of course, it could 
have been different -- and elsewhere, 
sometimes, it has been.  But even when local 
skies darken, the world doesn't end... And 
here’s the truth of the matter: the world won’t 
end, not in Iraq, not in Afghanistan, not in the 
United States, if we end our wars and 
withdraw.  The sky won’t fall, even if the U.S. 
gets out reasonably quickly, even if 
subsequently blood is spilled and things don’t 
go well in either country...  We got our troops 
there remarkably quickly.  We’re quite capable 
of removing them at a similar pace.  We could, 
that is, leave.  There are, undoubtedly, better 
and worse ways of doing this, ways that would 
further penalize the societies we’ve invaded, 
and ways that might be of some use to them, 
but either way we could go. 

A Brief History of American Withdrawal                                                                                                                   

Of course, there’s a small problem here.  All 
evidence indicates that Washington doesn’t 
want to withdraw — not really, not from either 
region.  It has no interest in divesting itself of 
the global control-and-influence business, or of 
the military-power racket.  That’s hardly 
surprising since we’re talking about a great 
imperial power and control (or at least imagined 
control) over the planet’s strategic oil lands. 
And then there’s another factor to consider: 
habit.  Over the decades, Washington has 
gotten used to staying. The U.S. has long been 
big on arriving, but not much for departure.  
After all, 65 years later, striking numbers of 
American forces are still garrisoning the two 
major defeated nations of World War II, 
Germany and Japan.  We still have about three 
dozen military bases on the modest-sized 
Japanese island of Okinawa, and are at this 
very moment fighting tooth and nail, 
diplomatically speaking, not to be forced to 
abandon one of them.  The Korean War was 
suspended in an armistice 57 years ago and, 
again, striking numbers of American troops still 
garrison South Korea...  Similarly, to skip a few 
decades, after the Serbian air campaign of the 
late 1990s, the U.S. built-up the enormous 
Camp Bondsteel in Kosovo with its seven-mile 

perimeter, and we’re still there.  After Gulf War I, the 
U.S. either built or built up military bases and other 
facilities in Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, Qatar, Oman, and 
Bahrain in the Persian Gulf, as well as the British 
island of Diego Garcia in the Indian Ocean.  And it’s 
never stopped building up its facilities throughout the 
Gulf region.  In this sense, leaving Iraq, to the extent 
we do, is not quite as significant a matter as 
sometimes imagined, strategically speaking.  It’s not 
as if the U.S. military were taking off for Dubuque.  

Unfortunately, whatever the administration, the urge 
to stay has seemed a constant.  It’s evidently written 
into Washington’s DNA and embedded deep in 
domestic politics where sure-to-come "cut and run" 
charges and blame for "losing" Iraq or Afghanistan 
would cow any administration.  Not surprisingly, when 
you look behind the main news stories in both Iraq 
and Afghanistan, you can see signs of the urge to 
stay everywhere...  In Iraq, while President Obama 
has committed himself to the withdrawal of American 
troops by the end of 2011, plenty of wiggle room 
remains.  Already, the New York Times reports, 
General Ray Odierno, commander of U.S. forces in 
that country, is lobbying Washington to establish ―an 
Office of Military Cooperation within the American 
Embassy in Baghdad to sustain the relationship 
after... Dec. 31, 2011.‖  (―We have to stay committed 
to this past 2011,‖ Odierno is quoted as saying. ―I 
believe the administration knows that. I believe that 
they have to do that in order to see this through to the 
end. It’s important to recognize that just because U.S. 
soldiers leave, Iraq is not finished.‖)  

If you want a true gauge of American withdrawal, 
keep your eye on the mega-bases the Pentagon has 
built in Iraq since 2003, especially gigantic Balad Air 
Base (since the Iraqis will not, by the end of 2011, 
have a real air force of their own), and perhaps Camp 
Victory, the vast, ill-named U.S. base and command 
center abutting Baghdad International Airport on the 
outskirts of the capital.  Keep an eye as well on the 
104-acre U.S. embassy built along the Tigris River in 
downtown Baghdad.  At present, it’s the largest 
―embassy‖ on the planet and represents something 
new in ―diplomacy,‖ being essentially a military-base-
cum-command-and-control-center for the region.  It is 
clearly going nowhere, withdrawal or not...  In fact, 
recent reports indicate that in the near future 
―embassy‖ personnel, including police trainers, 
military officials connected to that Office of 
Coordination, spies, U.S. advisors attached to various 
Iraqi ministries, and the like, may be more than 
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doubled from the present staggering staff level 
of 1,400 to 3,000 or above.  (The embassy, by 
the way, has requested $1,875 billion for its 
operations in fiscal year 2011, and that was 
assuming a staffing level of only 1,400.)  
Realistically, as long as such an embassy 
remains at Ground Zero Iraq, we will not have 
withdrawn from that country...  Similarly, we 
have a giant U.S. embassy in Kabul (being 
expanded) and another mega-embassy being 
built in the Pakistani capital Islamabad.  These 
are not, rest assured, signs of departure.  Nor is 
the fact that in Afghanistan and Pakistan, 
everything war-connected seems to be surging, 
even if in ways often not noticed here.  
President Obama’s surge decision has been 
described largely in terms of those 30,000-odd 
extra troops he’s sending in, not in terms of the 
shadow army of 30,000 or more extra private 
contractors taking on various military roles (and 
dying off the books in striking numbers); nor the 
extra contingent of CIA types and the escalating 
drone war they are overseeing in the Pakistani 
tribal borderlands; nor the quiet doubling of 
Special Operations units assigned to hunt down 
the Taliban leadership; nor the extra State 
department officials for the ―civilian surge‖; nor, 
for instance, the special $10 million ―pool‖ of 
funds that up to 120 U.S. Special Operations 
forces, already in those borderlands training the 
paramilitary Pakistani Frontier Corps, may soon 
have available to spend ―winning hearts and 
minds.‖ ... With our trillion-dollar-plus wars and 
yearly trillion-dollar-plus national-security 
budget, there’s a lot at stake in staying, and 
undoubtedly in fighting two, three, many 
Afghanistans (and Iraqs) in the years to come...  
Sooner or later, we will leave both Iraq and 
Afghanistan.  It’s too late in the history of this 
planet to occupy them forever and a day.  
Better sooner 

Tom Engelhardt, co-founder of the American 
Empire Project, runs the Nation Institute's 
TomDispatch.com. His book, The American 
Way of War (Haymarket Books), is to be 
published in June. 

<><><><><><><><> 

Finance 202: How We Became Debt Slaves - 
(And Learned to Love It),   
By Gordon Arnaut - May 14, 2010                                                                                                                                         
[http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article25449.htm] 

Who is in charge of these United States? ...  If you 
guess that it’s the people with the money, then you 
are correct. Not the elected representatives of the 
people. Not the men and women in uniform, not the 
factory workers, or farmers, or teachers, or bus 
drivers and pilots. Just the guys and gals with the 
moneybags... Right now, the US Congress is holding 
hearings about bank wrongdoing. It is very 
entertaining kabuki theatre, but nothing will change.  
 
The Goldman chief (thief?) and his cohorts may take 
a bit of a grilling, but behind the scenes his bagmen 
are funneling millions of dollars into the campaign 
trunks of every representative, senator (or likely 
hopeful) in the land. Real, meaningful financial reform 
is a certain impossibility... Let’s look at some hard 
numbers. The financial sector in the US and other 
Western nations is about a third of the total GDP right 
now. That is more than any other industry and is 
about equal to total government expenditures—on 
military, social services (such as they are), education 
and health care (such as it is), infrastructure, R&D, 
etc. ... If you look at corporate profits, the financial 
sector takes an even bigger slice of the pie, about 40 
percent overall. The financial ―industry‖ is in control of 
this country. It makes the most money, it contributes 
the most grease to the machinery of politics, and it 
has a stranglehold on that vital commodity we call 
money — deciding who can have it and who can’t. 
 
Now the average Joe or Jane might ask what is 
wrong with having a prosperous financial industry.  
Well, the problem is that finance is not an industry, by 
any definition of the word. Finance does not create 
wealth; it actually takes out wealth from the real 
economy, by means of interest. So if the financial 
sector is one third of the GDP, it means the rest of us 
are one-third poorer than we need to be... ―You can 
think of the financial sector as being wrapped around 
the real economy… like a parasite, says Michael 
Hudson, an economics professor at the University of 
Missouri. ―Now the key thing about parasites is that 
it's not simply that they extract nourishment from the 
host. The parasite takes over the host's brain, to 
make it think it's part of the economy, to make it think 
it's part of the host's own body, and, in fact, that it’s 
almost like a child of the host, to be protected. And 
that's what the financial sector has done today.‖  
 
That would explain why so many ordinary people 
continue to act in the banks’ interests, and opposite to 
their own financial well-being. Many teabag 
commentators say they are opposed to taxes. But 
they do not seem to mind the 33 percent tax they are 

http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-South-Central/2009/0528/p90s01-wosc.html
http://www.tomdispatch.com/post/175091
http://www.tomdispatch.com/post/175091
http://www.tomdispatch.com/blog/175176/tom_engelhardt_state_of_surge
http://news.antiwar.com/2010/04/16/gen-mcchrystal-us-wasting-money-on-too-many-contractors/
http://www.propublica.org/feature/contractor-deaths-accelerating-in-afghanistan-as-they-outnumber-soldiers
http://www.tomdispatch.com/blog/175188/tomgram:_engelhardt_and_turse,_the_cia_surges/
http://www.tomdispatch.com/blog/175195/tomgram:_nick_turse,_the_forty-year_drone_war_/
http://www.tomdispatch.com/blog/175195/tomgram:_nick_turse,_the_forty-year_drone_war_/
http://www.latimes.com/news/nationworld/washingtondc/la-fg-secret-surge15-2010apr15,0,3249285,full.story
http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE63B5ZF20100412
http://www.independent.org/blog/?p=5827
http://live.thenation.com/doc/20100426/klare
http://live.thenation.com/doc/20100426/klare
http://www.americanempireproject.com/
http://www.americanempireproject.com/
http://www.amazon.com/dp/1608460711/ref=nosim/?tag=tomdispatch-20
http://www.amazon.com/dp/1608460711/ref=nosim/?tag=tomdispatch-20
http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article25449.htm


TRENDEVENTS                                                                                                           MAY 2010 

 

9  

 

paying to the financial industry, far and away 
the biggest tax bite of all... Consider for 
example the house in which you live, which, if 
you are like myself and most people I know, 
was bought with money borrowed from the 
bank. If you borrowed $150,000 from the bank 
to buy your home, you will have paid back to 
the bank about $400,000 by the time you pay 
off your mortgage, many years from now...  If 
you go and buy a new car for $20,000 about 
half of the price of that car is the built-in cost of 
interest payments that the car manufacturer 
and his suppliers have had to pay to the bank in 
order to build that car and bring it to market in 
the first place... Now it doesn’t take a rocket 
scientist to see the direction in which the money 
is flowing, and the means by which this money 
transfer is accomplished. The bottom line is that 
the 33 percent of GDP that is the financial 
sector’s slice of the pie (about $5 trillion dollars) 
comes directly out of the pocket of you and me 
and every other ―consumer‖ that buys any 
product in this economy, or makes use of any 
credit provided by the banks and other 
players... One has to ask the question: At what 
point does the financial parasite drain so much 
from the host that the host becomes sick and 
dies? ... The answer to that question is playing 
out right now. The so-called Financial Crisis is 
the first convulsion of an unsustainable system 
that is buckling under the stress of a finance 
sector grown way too big for the real economy 
to carry. The real economy has been flattened. 
Jobs, especially good jobs, are scarce and 
getting scarcer all the time. Industry has been 
outsourced. Even the professional-managerial-
small business class (which is only about 20 
percent of the population), is in decline. 

It is useful to look at history to put the present 
situation in context. One hundred years ago, 
the entire financial sector was in the low single 
digits of GDP. Even by 1990 it was just over 20 
percent. In just the last 20 years, the finance 
sector has grown by half! At the same time, 
many economists tell us, real earning and 
spending power has declined. Is there any 
doubt why? As the parasite monster grows, our 
household finances collapse... How did we get 
to this situation? When did finance stop 
becoming a helper of the real economy, and 
start becoming a drain on our lifeblood? Even 
Hitler provided virtually interest-free home loans 
to new families, and a maximum loan term of 10 

years, with payments not more than 1/8th of the 
average worker’s wage. But we in this ―free‖ society, 
have a lifelong debt burden and 50 year mortgages! 
In the middle ages, we called that serfdom. Or 
indentured labor... The problem is easy to see. We 
have built a society whose ideological foundations are 
made of quicksand. We need to reappraise 
everything we have been told about our system, 
before the system collapses for good. Not all 
economic activity is equal, as we are led to believe. It 
is useful to go all the way back to Aristotle, who had 
some interesting things to say about the relative 
merits of various kinds of economic activity: 

―There are two sorts of wealth-getting, as I have said: 
one is a part of household management, the other is 
retail trade — the former necessary and honorable, 
while that which consists in exchange is justly 
censured, for it is unnatural, and a mode by which 
men gain from one another. The most hated sort, and 
with the greatest reason, is usury, which makes a 
gain out of money itself, and not from the natural 
object of it, for money was intended to be used in 
exchange, but not to increase at interest. And this 
term interest, which means the birth of money from 
money, is applied to the breeding of money because 
the offspring resembles the parent. Wherefore of all 
modes of getting wealth this is the most unnatural."... 
Looking at these wise words, it seems we have 
strayed a long, long way from the true path. We 
worship money as God Almighty, and the hustlers of 
Wall Street are held up as role models. How have 
things changed? Is the toil and industry of the 
household no longer the honorable way? Notice that 
even retail trade comes in for ―censure‖ and 
necessary oversight because it is about gaining at the 
other man’s expense...  And then what of the money 
trade? — that most ―unnatural‖ of all ways of getting 
wealth. Should these hucksters and flimflam men be 
left to do whatever they please as they do now? 
Should this activity even exist? Why? And for whose 
benefit? ... Maybe our wise leaders in congress and 
elsewhere should sit down in their fancy chairs and 
take a good long look at these ancient words and 
think about where this unnatural road that they are 
leading us down will ultimately end up. 

<><><><><><><><> 

Teachable Moments — But where’s the Teacher-
in-Chief?    
By Robert Kuttner, Co-founder and Co-editor of The American 
Prospect – May 9, 2010                                                                                                                     
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This has been a providential month for 
teachable moments. They have included the 
details of the government's civil fraud case 
against Goldman Sachs; the gruesome and 
needless corporate murder of miners in West 
Virginia; the BP oil blowout in the Gulf of 
Mexico; and then to complete the circle, the 
stock market going berserk because a technical 
error caused a domino effect of computerized 
automatic selling. What do these events have in 
common? Every one of them demonstrates why 
the private profit motive cannot be relied upon 
without some steering or harnessing 
mechanism by government. A president 
committed to rallying public opinion to the 
cause of a more balanced economy would be 
all over these teachable moments, connecting 
the dots, rebuilding the ideology of managed 
capitalism, making the case for tougher 
government action in the public interest, and 
rallying the citizenry to his cause... Let's review 
how President Obama has actually done. He 
gave a pretty good speech in New York on April 
22nd on the Wall Street origins of the crisis. 
Reform efforts in the Senate are moving in a 
constructive direction, mostly thanks not to the 
White House but to the leadership of a couple 
of dozen progressive senators and the fact that 
Wall Street is so unpopular that even some 
Republicans have voted for strengthening 
amendments. Though Obama did help steer 
Sen. Chris Dodd, the Banking Committee 
Chairman, off his earlier course of negotiating a 
weak bipartisan compromise with his 
Republican counterpart, Sen. Richard Shelby, 
the president has been mostly hands-off when it 
comes to the key amendments. His senior staff 
has been on the wrong side as often as not, 
with Rahm Emanuel and Tim Geithner actively 
lobbying key Senators to oppose Bernie 
Sanders' amendment to require an audit of the 
Fed. A slightly weakened version of the original 
Sanders measure was approved by the Senate 
last week.  

On derivatives reform, Geithner was opposed to 
Senator Blanche Lincoln's amendment for 
greater transparency in derivatives trades and 
limits on the ability of large banks to trade for 
their own accounts. In fact, this was the effort of 
Lincoln and Senate progressives to carry out a 
major part of the so-called Volcker Rule that 
Obama himself embraced last January in a 
desperate moment of populism after Scott 

Brown won the senate seat once held by Ted 
Kennedy, but Obama is not lending his own personal 
support to make this principle a reality, and his own 
Treasury Secretary is mostly on the wrong side of the 
issue — working to protect Wall Street's lucrative 
derivatives book at the expense of the public interest 
in honest and transparent markets...  After the West 
Virginia mining disaster, which was caused by the 
company's repeated violations of mine safety orders, 
Obama gave a moving eulogy on April 25th for the 29 
lost coal miners; but the administration is too caught 
up in the politics of "clean coal" (a non-existent 
category) for the White House to have jumped on the 
tragedy to enlist public opinion  on behalf of a 
crackdown on a notoriously scofflaw industry and a 
more rapid move to renewable energy.  

There are few silver linings to the Gulf oil spill, but 
one of them is that several billion dollars in public 
relations spending to rebrand BP as Beyond 
Petroleum is now about as effective as the company's 
ruined oil rig. Beyond Shame would be more like it — 
a gift for the public understanding of the risks of 
offshore drilling and inadequate safety enforcement, 
and the need to move even more quickly to 
renewable energy. Did I miss that speech? Obama's 
May 22nd remarks in Venice, Louisana, had exactly 
one line well down the speech on BP's responsibility 
for the mess... "BP is responsible for this leak — BP 
will be paying the bill,  but as President of the United 
States, I'm going to spare no effort to respond to this 
crisis for as long as it continues; and we will spare no 
resource to clean up whatever damage is caused; 
and while there will be time to fully investigate what 
happened on that rig and hold responsible parties 
accountable, our focus now is on a fully coordinated, 
relentless response effort to stop the leak and prevent 
more damage to the Gulf." ...  Well, yes....but this was 
—is — surely a moment to point out the gross 
irresponsibility of the oil industry and its Republican 
defenders, and the need for adult supervision, as well 
as a post-petroleum economy. Rush Limbaugh, for 
one, has had a difficult time with the oil disaster. He 
initially suggested that this might be the work of 
―enviro-nazi‖ saboteurs ("What better way to head off 
more oil drilling, or nuclear plants, than by blowing up 
a rig? I'm just noting the timing here.") When this 
proved too preposterous even for Limbaugh, he then 
both minimized the disaster and faulted Obama for 
not moving to assert leadership more quickly. 
Curiously absent from Limbaugh's rants was criticism 
of BP, but then, such criticism was largely absent 
from Obama's speeches as well, perhaps because of 
the president's awkwardly timed embrace of drill-
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baby-drill in March... Then came another gift 
from the progressive gods. Computerized 
trading of the kind that helps insiders get 
extremely rich, and does nothing for ordinary 
people, caused the stock market to lose more 
than a thousand points before it recovered to a 
loss of over three hundred. A more rudimentary 
version of this autopilot disaster was banned 
after the stock market collapse of October 
1987, but in the intervening 22 years, the wise 
guys have figured out new ways to enlist 
computers to play the role of sorcerer's 
apprentice. The practice cries out for 
regulation...  So let's pause for a moment to 
review the bidding. The market economy has 
had a meltdown and regular people are still 
suffering. The administration is getting little 
credit for the half steps that it has taken. The 
public is still uncertain whether government is 
part of the problem or part of the solution...  You 
might think, with these well timed gifts, that a 
progressive president would demonstrate 
leadership. Had the tables been turned, and the 
government rather than the private market 
perpetrated a series of disasters, you can just 
imagine how Ronald Reagan or George W. 
Bush and their strategists would have gone to 
town...  But after 16 months of pummeling by 
the right, this presidency is still pursuing his 
Quixotic quest for common ground. Obama's 
most notable speech in recent weeks was his 
May 1st  commencement address at the 
University of Michigan. The White House had 
plenty of time to decide what message the 
president wanted to send. It was characteristic 
Obama and the president had some very good 
lines about the importance of government: 
"Government is the police officers who are 
protecting our communities and the servicemen 
and women who are defending us abroad. 
(Applause.) Government is the roads you drove 
in on and the speed limits that kept you safe. 
Government is what ensures that mines adhere 
to safety standards and that oil spills are 
cleaned up by the companies that caused them. 
(Applause.) Government is this extraordinary 
public university — a place that's doing 
lifesaving research, and catalyzing economic 
growth, and graduating students who will 
change the world around them in ways big and 
small. (Applause.)"  

But then he said this:  Now, the second way to 
keep our democracy healthy is to maintain a 

basic level of civility in our public debate... [so] if 
you're somebody who only reads the editorial page of 
The New York Times, try glancing at the page of The 
Wall Street Journal once in a while. If you're a fan of 
Glenn Beck or Rush Limbaugh, try reading a few 
columns on the Huffington Post website. It may make 
your blood boil; your mind may not be changed, but 
the practice of listening to opposing views is essential 
for effective citizenship. (Applause.) It is essential for 
our democracy. (Applause.) ...  Now, while we should 
appreciate the plug for the Huffington Post, there is 
something profoundly offensive about the 
presumption of moral equivalence....as if we are 
fringe left the way Limbaugh is fringe right. The fact is 
that Limbaugh, Beck, and the Wall Street Journal 
routinely lie. HuffPost and the New York Times 
editorial page don't; and while writers like me push 
Obama to be more resolute and more effective, we 
don't demonize him. Obama's juxtaposition of the 
moderate left and the lunatic right as both worthy of 
attention reminds me of Robert Frost's definition of a 
liberal as the fellow who is so high minded that he 
won't take his own side in an argument  

Where is a speech like this? ... "My fellow Americans, 
in the past weeks we have witnessed a string of 
avoidable tragedies caused by the excesses of 
corporations and their executives. Millions of innocent 
people have suffered economic losses and dozens 
have lost their lives. The heedless rapacity of BP will 
cause suffering to the fishing industry, damage to the 
Gulf's fragile ecology, and new economic losses to a 
region that is only beginning to recover from 
Hurricane Katrina...  "The mining disaster is another 
reason why we cannot rely on corporations to act in 
the public interest. Unless government vigorously 
polices mine safety, more miners will lose their lives, 
more wives will lose husbands, and more children will 
lose fathers; but better enforcement of oil and coal 
safety will never solve the entire problem. We as a 
nation must do what BP cynically professed it was 
doing. We must move beyond petroleum and beyond 
carbon...  "And the mother of all economic 
catastrophes, the financial collapse, is further proof 
that markets must not be left to their own devices. We 
need the toughest possible regulation of Wall Street 
so that the rest of the economy can recover.‖ 

Gentle reader, presidents on occasion have actually 
made speeches like this. Roosevelt did. Lyndon 
Johnson did during the civil rights era. You could look 
it up. They used events to move public opinion. They 
built popular support for progressive interventions...  
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This president has the capacity to be a great 
teacher, but we are still waiting for him to seize 
the moment and the moment is passing him by.                                                                                                                                                                             

<><><><><><><><> 

Teachable Moments-Comments: 
 By John Darvill — Authorized Technocracy Speaker 

 
The various examples of things gone wrong, 
Goldman Sachs, etc., the teaching moment 
should be that money- profits come first. 
How are profits maximized?  Cut back on all 
unnecessary costs, even if that means cutting 
back on needed maintenance or falsifying the 
books. The bottom line is the important factor... 
Tom Geithner actively lobbied key Senators to 
oppose amendments requiring an audit of the 
Fed. What else is new?  As for the White House 
jumping on the West Virginia Mine tragedy to 
enlist public support for a crackdown on the 
rapacious coal mine industry, again, who is 
kidding whom...?  Calvin Coolidge stated many 
years ago during his term as President, "The 
business of the American Government is 

business." He or she who forgets this, or tries to 
ignore this does so at their peril. Government is 
guided by the maxim of the Golden Rule, Those who 
have the gold make the rules.. Or he who pays the 
piper calls the tune, and the piper ignores that at his 
or her peril. The problem now is that they are running 
out of tunes...  Democracy, freedom of choice, all of 
the other words that are bandied about — we live in a 
Plutocracy, and it is long past time when a 
new, efficient method of social administration was 
introduced. We are in the age of technology, we are 
governed by it, it is essential to our continued 
existence. Unfortunately, the people who operate this 
complex system, understand it, are not the ones in 
control of it. The archaic medium of exchange by 
means of money needs to be replaced by a method 
of distribution, based on the energy needed to 
provide goods and services, easily obtainable with 
modern methods of computation… The operation of 
this technological complex would be the responsibility 
of those having the knowledge, training, and skills to 
do just this... We are running out of time. ―Teachable 
Moments — But Where's the Teacher-in-Chief?‖  The 
trouble is no one is asking the right questions. When 
they do, the answers will be provided.       
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