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Regime change and dementia

What degree or level of madness must be reached before various regulatory forces act in
the public interest? Mad dogs and neo-cons share similar levels of dissociation and the
propensity to indiscriminately harm those around them. The euphemism bandied around
by neocons for creating holocausts and humanitarian disasters is ‘regime change.’ In a
recent interview, John Bolton referred to this term as a ‘solution’ to the Iranian dilemma;
Bolton and his fellow neocons have no concept whatsoever of international relations,
sovereignty and diplomacy. Bolton subscribes to simplistic and rustic, Wyatt Earp type
‘solutions’ – just blow them away! This comic book approach to reality perfectly
demonstrates the criminally irresponsible actions of American neocons, unfortunately
this approach doesn’t quite ‘cut it’ in the real world, AS IRAQ CLEARLY
DEMONSTRATES – to even the dimmest mind!

The criminally incompetent and insane

No greater disaster exists in the world today than interventionist Iraq! A perfect example of the
‘success’ of the new American ideology of regime change. The fact that the Iraq misadventure is the
biggest humanitarian disaster of the century seems not to bother the neocons. I sometimes wish I
could view the world through the eyes of the criminally insane in order to better understand the
unadulterated lunacy of the new American ideology – one shared by former prime minister Blair and
serving prime minister John Howard. Yet very common sense dictates reality and labels these men
as the criminals they obviously are!

Every effort by these men and their buddies in the mass media to justify failure upon failure and
avoid taking responsibility for the murder of nearly one million innocent civilians meets with the
utmost incredulity by the public. Yet these men persist in their madness, AS IS ALWAYS THE CASE
WITH THE CRIMINALLY INSANE; I will place emphasis on that word to avoid any possibility of
misapprehension, I-N-S-A-N-I-T-Y/LUNACY/MADNESS.
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The question does not revolve around lunatics and their poisonous ideologies – if you follow a blowfly
it can only lead you to shit – the question is HOW MUCH LONGER WILL THE PUBLIC SHARE IN
THE MADNESS?

THAT IS THE QUESTION!

The above commentary was prompted by the following apologetic, distracting ‘news’ report:

Official: Iraq gov't missed all targets

by Anne Flaherty and Anne Gearan, Associated Press

A progress report on Iraq will conclude that the U.S.-backed government in Baghdad has
not met any of its targets for political, economic and other reforms, speeding up the
Bush administration's reckoning on what to do next, a U.S. official said Monday.

The "pivot point" for addressing the matter will no longer be Sept. 15, as initially
envisioned, when a full report on Bush's so-called "surge" plan is due, but instead will
come this week when the interim mid-July assessment is released, the official said,
speaking on condition of anonymity because the draft is still under discussion.

But another senior official said Bush's advisers, along with the president, decided last
week there was not enough evidence from Iraq to justify a change now in current policy.

They had launched discussions about how to react to the erosion of support for the
president's Iraq approach among prominent Republicans, that official said, and the
debate was part of a broader search for a way out of a U.S. combat presence in Iraq by
the end of Bush's presidency.

The second official said the decision was to wait for the September report — one
originally proposed by Defense Secretary Robert Gates and other administration
officials, and then enshrined into law by Congress — before deciding whether any course
shift is warranted. The official spoke on condition of anonymity so he could talk more
freely about internal deliberations.

The July report, required by law, is expected to be delivered to Capitol Hill by Thursday
or Friday, as the Senate takes up a $649 billion defense policy bill and votes on a
Democratic amendment ordering troop withdrawals to begin in 120 days.

The second administration official said the report "will present a picture of satisfactory
progress on some benchmarks and not on others."

Also being drafted are several Republican-backed proposals that would force a new
course in Iraq, including one by Sens. Susan Collins, R-Maine, and Ben Nelson, D-Neb.,
that would require U.S. troops to abandon combat missions. Collins and Nelson say their
binding amendment would order the U.S. mission to focus on training the Iraqi security
forces, targeting al-Qaida members and protecting Iraq's borders.

"My goal is to redefine the mission and set the stage for a significant but gradual
drawdown of our troops next year," said Collins.
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GOP support for the war has eroded steadily since Bush's decision in January to send
some 30,000 additional troops to Iraq. At the time, Bush said the Iraqis agreed to meet
certain benchmarks, such as enacting a law to divide the nation's oil reserves.

This spring, Congress agreed to continue funding the war through September but
demanded that Bush certify on July 15 and again on Sept. 15 that the Iraqis were living
up to their political promises or forgo U.S. aid dollars.

The official said it is highly unlikely that Bush will withhold or suspend aid to the Iraqis
based on the report.

A draft version of the administration's progress report circulated among various
government agencies in Washington on Monday.

White House Press Secretary Tony Snow on Monday tried to lower expectations on the
report, contending that all of the additional troops had just gotten in place and it would
be unrealistic to expect major progress by now.

"You are not going to expect all the benchmarks to be met at the beginning of
something," Snow said. "I'm not sure everyone's going to get an `A' on the first report."

In recent weeks, the White House has tried to shore up eroding GOP support for the war.

Collins and five other GOP senators — Lamar Alexander of Tennessee, Judd Gregg of
New Hampshire, Robert Bennett of Utah, John Sununu of New Hampshire and Pete
Domenici of New Mexico — support separate legislation calling on Bush to adopt as U.S.
policy recommendations by the Iraq Study Group, which identified a potential
redeployment date of spring 2008.

Other prominent Republican senators, including Richard Lugar of Indiana, George
Voinovich of Ohio, Chuck Hagel of Nebraska and Olympia Snowe of Maine, also say the
U.S. should begin redeployments.

Several GOP stalwarts, including Sens. Ted Stevens of Alaska, Christopher Bond of
Missouri, Jon Kyl of Arizona and James Inhofe of Oklahoma, said they still support Bush's
Iraq strategy.

Kyl said he would try to focus this week's debate on preserving vital anti-terrorism
programs, including the detention of terror suspects at Guantanamo Bay in Cuba. The
defense bill is on track to expand the legal rights of those held at the military prison, and
many Democrats want to propose legislation that would shut the facility.

"If Democrats use the defense authorization bill to pander to the far left at the expense
of our national security, they should expect serious opposition from Republicans," Kyl
said.

As the Senate debate began, the Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee arranged
to run television commercials in four states, beginning Tuesday, to pressure Republicans
on the war.

The ads are to run in Kentucky, Maine, Minnesota and New Hampshire, according to
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knowledgeable officials, but the DSCC so far has committed to spending a relatively
small amount of money, less than $100,000 in all. Barring a change in plans that means
the ads would not be seen widely in any of the four states.

The targets include Sens. Norm Coleman of Minnesota, Collins of Maine, Sununu of New
Hampshire and the Republican leader, Mitch McConnell of Kentucky. All face re-election
next year.

The boost in troop levels in Iraq has increased the cost of war there and in Afghanistan
to $12 billion a month, with the overall tally for Iraq alone nearing a half-trillion dollars,
according to the nonpartisan Congressional Research Service, which provides research
and analysis to lawmakers.

The figures call into question the Pentagon's estimate that the increase in troop strength
and intensifying pace of operations in Baghdad and Anbar province would cost $5.6
billion through the end of September.

Associated Press reporters Pauline Jelinek, Andrew Taylor, Matthew Lee and Jennifer
Loven contributed to this report.
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