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The March Towards the Bomb

Jamie Higley

InFebruary 1987, Supreme
Ayatollah  Ali  Khamenei
declared to workers in his
nation’s nuclear program:

“Regarding atomic energy,
we need it now... Our nation
has always been threatened

from outside. The least we can
do to face this danger is to let our enemies know
that we can defend ourselves. Therefore, every step
you take here is in defense of your country and your
evolution. With this in mind, you should work hard
and at great speed.”
Although the
Nuclear
Program  began in
the Shah’s era of the
1960s, the
today

Iranian

Iran of
seeks nuclear
technology to pursue
its  radical
and compromise the
freedoms

we  enjoy

ideology

and values

everyday.
Iran seeks nuclear power not for the industrial and
economic boost it might provide their impoverished
nation, but for the regime of terror it actively and

brazenly supports. Iran is the primary supporter of

terrorism worldwide; they fund and harbor terror

“Iran seeks nuclear power not for
the industrial and economic boost
it might provide their impoverished
nation, but for the regime of terror it
actively and brazenly supports.”

groups like Hezbollah. And now, more than ever,
it is imperative that we take away Iran’s means to
create a nuclear warhead.

Iranian officials publicly avow their program
is “solely for peaceful purposes.” The “primary
reason [for] nuclear power” is to provide “a cheap,
abundant source of energy, readily available” to
the nation of Iran. Yet, considering Iran’s access
to abundant oil reserves, it would be folly to take
them at their word. 60% of the world’s oil lies in
7.3 million of the world’s 196.9 million square
miles. Iran, centered in this gigantic deposit, is the
fourth largest producer and fifth largest exporter
of oil, worldwide. At
the end of 2000, Iran
had the second largest
natural gas reserves in the
world. Oil and natural
gas are readily available
to power industry and
supply consumer needs.
It is absurd for Iran to
claim that their need for
nuclear power is geared
by peaceful motives. Nuclear power plants would
not only provide less energy than that of natural
gas or oil, but it would cost billions of dollars to
create new power plants in locations that would
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Bullying with
the Bible

Max Stoneman

Last week,
Representative-elect Keith
Ellison that
he will not make his oath
of office on the Christian
Bible but will instead use
the Koran, (Ellison is a
practicing Muslim). He has
since received some very
harsh criticism from religious conservatives across
America. One outspoken critic is Dennis Prager,
radio host and self-described defender of the “Judeo-
Christian values of America.” He wrote at TownHall.
com that Ellison’s actions will do more damage to “the
unity of America than the terrorists of 9/11.” Rush
Limbaugh and Sean Hannity are in total agreement
with this hyperbole (both Prager and Hannity went
so far as to say that swearing the oath of office on the
Koran is comparable to swearing the same oath on
Adolf Hitler's Mein Kampf). This kind of religious
supremacy has gained a terrifying grip on modern
American discourse, especially on television. Debate
is no longer validated on purely logical grounds, but
also by the “moral compass” of the hosting pundit.

Here is an interesting historical fact overlooked
by Dennis Prager and his cohorts: Justice Arthur
Goldberg was sworn into the Supreme Court using
the Tanakh (the Hebrew Bible). You could argue that
the Hebrew Bible is part of the Christian Bible, but
that ignores the precedent Goldberg created of a man
of faith choosing a book besides the American Bible
to make his oath. Even the oath itself has nothing
to do with the Bible: the oath (or affirmation) is to
support the Constitution, not the Christian Bible.
In fact, President John Quincy Adams (a devout
Christian) insisted that he take his oath of allegiance
on the Constitution itself and a book of American
Law. His belief was that the Bible was only to be used
for religious purposes (perhaps Dennis Prager would
consider that more damaging to American unity than
the Civil War).

It is distressing that some people think the
affirmation ceremony must be overtly Christian
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Closer Relations with
Our Closest Neighbors

An Interview with Dr. Ted Lyon about Chavez, Latin AmericaOs
Leftward Shift and the Regional Role of the United States

PR: What effect will the
reelection of Hugo Chavez
have on the region and the
United States?

Ted Lyon: My first response
is that the elections were very
honest and very open. I'm
afraid that some people in this country think that
he’s a dictator and that’s not the truth. He is an
honestly-elected president. Concerning the region,
this will likely intensify Chavez’s efforts to become
the leader of all these leftist governments. He has a
Bolivarian dream of uniting South America and he
sees himself as the God-given leader. As far as the
United States, we will probably ignore him. He keeps
drumming up support in Venzuela, preaching that
is going to be some sort of invasion by the United
States. He remembers the Bay of Pigs and he thinks
he’s dangerous enough to warrant a similar attack.
Not so. It’s just a way for him to build up power. But
I imagine the United States will continue to ignore
him, and unfortunately, the rest of South America
as well.

PR: What are some of the most important issues in
Latin America right now?

Ted Lyon: Well, one reason politicians like Chavez are
gaining popularity is because they appeal to the poor.
And it is the impoverished masses that are putting
them in power. Poverty continues to be the biggest
problem all over Latin America. Even a country
like Chile that is viewed as an economy that “has
everything together,” the country with the best GDP,
has made about a million and half people wealthy,
or about 10% of the population. But another 90%
is not. They are not suffering dire poverty, but they
are not achieving the economic level they would like
to. As I have said,
recently shifted to the left in honest, open elections.
We shouldn’t fear that. It’s a mild left turn. But the
reason they have done so is because globalization has
not worked for them. It has helped some people do
very well. But 90% of the population has not. Other
issues are probably the same we have here in the
United States, a declining middle class, an ineffective
education system, drugs. But poverty is probably the
biggest issue.

almost all of Latin America has

PR: Why hasn’t globalization benefited Latin America
as much as other parts of the world, such as Asia?

Ted Lyon: Who has it benefited? Africa? No. South
East Asia? Not much. China I guess, and India. But
it hasnt worked in Latin America because you are
dealing with an old structure of oligarchy and the
standard 1%-5% of the population who still have
control of the resources. There is some corruption
of course, but it is not the whole explanation for
why globalization hasn’t worked. The World Bank

has sent lots of money in but its not filtering down.
So the masses are asking themselves why people
keep telling them their country is getting rich when
they arent seeing the results. Another reason is that
some countries are just not set up to export. Bolivia
for example, has been making quite a bit of money
exporting natural gas and petroleum, but there are
many Bolivians, including Evo Morales, who want
to keep the gas inside the country, or at least control
it much better.

PR: What do you sce as the best hope for change in
Latin America?

Ted Lyon: The best hope for change is for the United
States to let Latin America “do its thing” and not
worry if it turns left. And so far were doing pretty
well. We're not panicking as we did in the 1950’
in Guatemala and other countries that went to the
left, or in the late 1980’s in Nicaragua when Daniel
Ortega was clected president. I hope we're smart
enough to learn that instead of helping them we
often pushed them into a corner. But I don’t mean
that we shouldn’t do anything. Quite to the contrary,
we have ignored Latin America too much in our
foreign policy. Look in any newspaper and you'll
rarely find anything on Latin America. We need to
study Latin America more than we have in the past.
The best solution for Latin America is to let them
take their course and not expect everyone to look like
us. Latin American democracy is going to look a lot
different from North American democracy. America
needs to realize that we have these close neighbors
that we need to pay more attention to.

PR: What is the future of the Free Trade Area of the
Americas?

Ted Lyon: We recently passed the Central American
Free Trade Area (CAFTA), but each country must
approve it before it is ratified and there is quite a bit
of opposition so I don’t know that it will happen.
And right now that’s the big contention all over Latin
America because leftist leaders generally oppose it.
So I wouldn’t expect to see it for a while. Something
that’s really poignant to me is that Wal-Mart bought
property right across the street from Teotihuacdn,
the Pyramid of the Sun and Moon, and built a giant
store right over some archaeological ruins. Someday
that will be likely be torn down. But that’s now used
as a symbol of how American capitalists come in and
destroy national heritage. I think it will be many
years before we have full free-trade in Latin America.
But I think it’s inevitable, and generally good. There’s
a very recent initiative in South America to make
the whole continent a single unit, somewhat like
the European Union. I would like to see that come
about.

Dr. Lyon is teaches Spanish and Portuguese and
heads the Latin American Studies program. Dr. Lyon
was recently named Honorary Consul of Chile.

Revisiting
Guantanamo

Kenneth Buu

Although the torture
debate
largely faded away from the
media spotlight, there are
still hundreds of innocent
detainees  at

seems to have

American
prisons.  America  must
change its current policies
of torture and detainments
if it is to be true to the ideals it was founded upon.

The Constitution of the United States of America
defines a citizen’s basic rights to freedoms including
religion, speech, press, protest and expression and a
right to a fair and speedy trial. These rights are being
eroded by those who swore an oath to protect it.

The right to trial by a jury and the prohibition
fundamental
freedoms of America. When the founders declared
independence from England, the crown claimed
power to abuse colonists by trial and punishment
when it seemed suitable. James Madison, the father
of the Constitution, strongly opposed such injustice
and fought to create a government dedicated to the
rights of the individual. Unfortunately,
the Bush administration has openly defied the eighth
amendment which prohibits “cruel and unusual
punishment,” and the sixth amendment to a “speedy
and public trial, by an impartial jury” in the name
of fighting terrorism. After 9/11, the administration
promulgated a policy giving permission to torture,
short of organ failure or death. How far the
administration is willing to go to implement torture is
revealed in a debate between John Yoo, former Justice
Department official, and Doug Cassel, a Notre Dame
professor and international human rights scholar.

Cassel: If the President deems that he’s got to
torture somebody, including by crushing the testicles
of the person’s child, there is no law that can stop
him?

Yoo: No treaty.

Cassel: Also no law by Congress — that’s what you
wrote in the August 2002 memo...

Yoo: I think it depends on why the President
thinks he needs to do that.

After Republican Senator McCain (a Vietnam
POW veteran) proposed ana passed legislation
banning cruel torture, President Bush issued a
signing statement disregarding the legislation to

of cruel punishment are also

prevent terrorist attacks when he deems necessary.
President Bush essentially signed the law with his
fingers crossed.

In June, the Supreme Court slammed Bush’s
continuous and defiant torture policy stating that
Bush’s treatment of detainees was illegal and that
Geneva rights needed to be provided. Bush countered
the Supreme Court ruling by proposing legislation
that basically would give him the authority to
torture when he sees fit. Consequently, Bush was
successful in the Senate and Congress in legalizing
“coercive interrogation” of detainees who have no
Constitutional or Geneva rights, no guarantees of due
process, and who can be tortured and incarcerated

Torture

continued on following page



Aids by

Millions  worldwide,
including many BYU
students, recently

participated in December’s
World AIDS Day 2006.
The day’s theme this year,
“Stop AIDS. Keep the
Promise,” emphasizes
holding  world  leaders
accountable to their pledges to combat AIDS. Yert,
a look at the AIDS movement shows that it is failing
to keep its own pledges by focusing its efforts in the
wrong places. The disease is destroying sub-Saharan
Africa, yet most of the media attention spotlights its
effect in the developed world, which, by the numbers,
has actually been miniscule.

There are two faces of AIDS then. The first is
the horrifying one. Currently, 24.7 million people
live with the disease in sub-Saharan Africa, which is
about 63% of the world’s cases according to USAID.
Most shocking, in the southernmost countries of
Africa—Namibia, Zimbabwe, Lesotho, Botswana,
Swaziland and South Africa—the infection rate
ranges from 18% to 34%. While these rates have
mostly stabilized or are beginning to decline, they are

still horrendous.

However, this story is not the one we hear in the
media, rather, we far more often see the photogenic
face of AIDS. For example, the World AIDS Day
2006 website’s first two lines of text are, “Around

Torture
continued from page two
indefinitely without legal appeal.

Citizens who support the policy claim the
prisoners are ruthless terrorists who do not deserve
basic rights. Torture then becomes necessary to
uncover vital information. While trying to defend
his policies, President Bush has stated that prisoners
at Guantanamo Bay are hardened terrorists and
implied that the CIA harsh interrogation methods
led to the capture of Khalid Sheikh Mohammed. Mr.
Bush insists that he has not authorized torture and
will not authorize it. Secretary of Defense Donald
Rumsfeld said, “These are people all of whom were
captured on a battlefield. They're terrorists, trainers,
bomb makers, recruiters, financiers, body guards, and
would-be suicide bombers.” These assertions have
proven to be false.

A study of Guantanamo detainees found only
seven percent had been captured on the battlefield.
Khalid Sheikh Mohammed was arrested based on the
testimony of an al-Qaeda walk-in that was willing
to help. While Mr. Bush denies authorizing torture,
he has admittedly authorized “an alternative set of
procedures” to conceal torture. “Simulated drowning,
sleep and sensory deprivation, induced hypothermia,
beatings and other forms of torture that are
responsible for some of the dozens of detainee deaths
considered to be homicides” as reported by the New
Yorker magazine. Simulated drowning, also known as
waterboarding (recently approved by Congress) was
among the most feared torture method implemented
by Cambodias genocidal Khmer Rouge and other
dictatorial regimes. Japanese interrogators after

Tim Taylor

forty million people are living with HIV throughout
the world—and that number increases in every region
every day. In the UK alone, more than 60,000 people
are living with HIV and more than 7,000 more are
diagnosed every year.” The site’s “key dates” in HIV
history includes the deaths of Rock Hudson, Princess
Diana, and Freddie Mercury, and the premier of
the film Philadelphia. Only once is Africa or the
developing world’s AIDS epidemic mentioned. This
typical choice of emphasis among AIDS advocates
draws attention away from the real problem (middle-
aged Namibian women that are unmarketable), and
instead suggests the real problem is among developed
nations and Tom Hanks.

This second face of AIDS, however, simply is not
so. Newsweek tried its best, running a cover story on
the disease on May 15, decrying America’s current
existence as “the plague years” and describing AIDS
as a “death march across the nation.” That is true of
Lesotho, perhaps, but it is not true of the United
States. Currently, HIV/AIDS is the number twenty
killer in the US, which puts it below such conditions
as liver disease, hypertension, and falls from roofs.
Despite claims of the “democratization of AIDS,”
the CDC reports that three quarters of HIV/AIDS
cases in 2005 were still male, and of those, over 90%
acquired the disease by male-to-male sexual contact,
injection drug use, or both. Those numbers have
remained quite stable for the last five years. For both
sexes, including children, those who acquired the

WWII were prosecuted for war crimes for using this
method.

A detainee under torturous situations would
understandably confess to anything, making any
evidence obtained under torture wholly unreliable.
The administration’s case for war against Iraq was
largely based upon false testimony of an al-Qaeda
training camp official, who “confessed” ties between
al-Qaeda and Saddam Hussein in order to stop his
torture session. Even President Bush recently stated
that previous assertions of Hussein’s ties to al-Qaeda
and 9/11 were “nothing.”

General Kimmons, the Army’s deputy chief of staff
for intelligence, has explicitly stated that “No good
intelligence is going to come from abusive practices”
during a public briefing to reporters. He declared that
almost all significant success in the battlefield have
come from expert interrogators within legal, moral
and ethical boundaries.

Despite these assertions, there are still hundreds
of innocent detainees languishing in US prisons.
Consider the following cases. In 2002, the US
kidnapped =~ Canadian  computer
programmer Maher Arar in NY as he was going home

government

from a family vacation. He endured 9 months of
torture without trial and lived in a tiny underground
cell. After Canadian diplomatic pressure, he was
found innocent and set free. Mamdouh Mabib, an
Australian citizen and father of four, was released
from Guantanamo after enduring more than three
years of beatings, electrocution and injection of
drugs. He never received a trial. Khaled el-Masri, a
Lebanese born German citizen, was beaten, stripped
and sodomized at Guantanamo for two years, later to

the Numbers

disease through means other than high-risk sexual
contact or injection drug use is 3%. And the number
of children under thirteen diagnosed with HIV in
2005 was fifty-cight. Fifty-eight. Further, even if all
476,749 AIDS sufferers were to suddenly die this
year, the disease would still fall far behind heart
disease and cancer. While AIDS is a terrible tragedy
for these sufferers, the simple fact remains that these
sufferers are relatively few in number.

The domestic AIDS movement has
irresponsible. It has diverted our attention from the
larger problem of AIDS abroad, and the larger health
problems at home, which are far less glamorous
afflictions such as nephritis, the flu, and Alzheimer’s.
We never hear about their death march across the
nation, yet they are far more devastating and far less
preventable.

Itisironic that the AIDS movementis intertwined
with overcoming prejudice. Again referring to
the World AIDS Day site, its welcoming banner
proclaims, “We can end HIV prejudice,” a statement
echoed by several celebrities featured below it, saying
such things as “highlight the need to stamp out
stigma and discrimination” and “help to break down
the wall of silence that surrounds HIV.” Yet, by the
numbers, there is a massive wall of silence between
Africa and the developed world. After all, Hollywood
makes for a much better story than Botswana.

Tim is from Cardston, Alberta majoring in Political
Science.

been

be released without charges. Bilal Hussein, an Iraqi
citizen, has been currently imprisoned by U.S. forces
for more than 6 months without specific charges,
evidence or a public hearing.

Should we be concerned that these people are
being tortured and held prisoners? After all, they
are not citizens and do not hold any constitutional
rights.

The Bush administration has openly stated that
U.S. citizenship does not guarantee constitutional
rights. In fact, the administration took two US
citizens detained without trial to the Supreme Court
to establish a need for circumventing the right to a
trial. One of the cases was settled out of court, and
the second citizen was charged with a crime when it
became apparent that the Supreme Court would have
upheld these citizen’s seventh amendment rights.

The administration has even insisted that the US
courts have no jurisdiction over US citizens. Shawqi
Omar, a former Minnesota National Guardsman
imprisoned in Iraq was ridiculously charged for being
a relative of known terrorist Abu Musab al-Zarqawi
and was suspected of becoming a accomplice. Not
long ago about 325,000 Americans, including several
Congressmen, were put on a “terrorist watch list.”

We must not stand by and apathetically shrug
our shoudlers at the injustice still being perpetuated
in US prisons. If Americans will not demand strong
prosecution of those who have violated their oath
to uphold the constitution, they may soon find
themselves without any constitutional rights at all.

Ken is from La Crecenta, California majoring in
Computer Science.



NYPD Blue:
The Trans Fat Episode

Dave Heywood

If youre a big fan of
hydrogenated ~ vegetable

' . oils—and even if youre

L AN not—ryou've doubtless

\<J heard news that New York

9 City banned trans fat in its

i‘ %“ restaurants  effective  July
2008.

Surely, the NYC Department of Health
painstakingly researched the benefitsand implications
of this decision, spending barrel loads of tax payer
money to consult with medical and economic experts
regarding the issues. But, did the health department
think about all of the x-factors that may arise from
such a ban?

Consider the 18th Amendment. Prohibition came
packaged with a keg of unforeseen consequences.
Speakeasies and gang influence prospered. City
governments and law enforcements were spattered
with corruption. Regulation proved difficult.

How will New York’s ban on trans fat be
regulated? Will efforts at regulation create a cultural
phenomenon, just as Prohibition helped spur on the
Jazz Age?

Considering these factors, I propose a scenario.
Drawing on the success of law enforcement portrayal
like NYPD Blue and Law & Order, NBC creates a
documentary on the real life NYC Department of
Health trans fat regulators. With scenes like the
following, you can only guess the Nielson Ratings.

A dark alley in New York. Through the fog, we see
1wo men in overcoats meet ar a street corner.

Frank: How awe ya, Jonny?

Jonny: Whadaya nuts, Frank? Don’t use my name.
We're undercover!

Frank: Sorry. Just got back from the Crisco job. It
was ugly.

Jonny: I can imagine. I was in Queens just yesterday
on the French fry beat. Almost got my face burned
off by all that trans fat grease. Those scumbag chefs!
Makes me sick just thinkin’ about them thinkin’
about servin’ that junk.

Frank: Huh?

Jonny: Makes me sick just...

Frank: Oh, gotcha. Tough job, I know. But it pays
the bills. Just bought me an S-Class. Gotta love this
city!

Jonny: Taxpayersll go for anything. I was in the
Bronx just yesterday when someone...hey Frankie,
what’s in that sack? Is that a doughnut?

Frank (Aushed):: What sack? I...uh..er...evidence.
Jonny Evidence? That aint evidence. You've been
eatin’ donuts! There’s five grams of trans in those
things! I knew it all along—you've been paid off by
the Dunkin gang.

Frank: You don’t understand Jon, I've got a family,
bills, and a fondness for maple bars.

Jonny: (shaking his head as he gets out his handcuffs)
You've disappointed the city, Frank. You've betrayed
New York and our health-promoting codes and
regulations, given to us by people who know what’s
best.

Dave is from Heber City majoring in Accounting.
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provide accessible power to the region. The hostile
leaders of Iran seck nuclear technology to back the
aggressive terror groups they support.

Since the Iranian Revolution of 1979, the
political regimes leading the Islamic Republic of
Iran have held anti-American and anti-Semitic
views. Considered the first Ayatollah of the
Islamic Revolution, Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini
addressed the Muslim world with the remark,
“Isracl must be wiped out from the map of the
world.” Just last August, the second Ayatollah
Khamenei called for “the Muslim nation...to
[wage] jihad for the sake of Allah”; he called for
“attacks and protests against the West,” referring
specifically to the United States and Israel. Recent
President-elect Mahmoud Ahmadinejad supported
the statements of the late Ayatollah Khomeini, but
went further saying, “God willing, with the force
of God behind it, we shall soon experience a world
without the United States and Zionism.” A recent
interview with German Magazine Der Spiegel
confirmed this radical ideology on a new level.
When asked if he believed that the Holocaust
was a “myth,” Ahmadinejad simply stated, “T will
only accept something as truth if I am actually
convinced of it.”

But what does this all mean? For the last three
decades, radical Muslims have lead with hateful
ideology. They believe it is their religious duty to
purge the world of all infidels who do not submit
to Islam. And they are not afraid to convey this
message to the entire world.

Should the United States and its allies allow
Iran to develop its nuclear enrichment program,
our worst nightmares will come true: Iran will
create a nuclear device capable of killing millions.
Once constructed, Iran will sponsor its terror
leagues in horrifying new ways. A nuclear bomb

Bible
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in order to be valid. Somehow, that is more
important to them than the people who voted for
their officials and the service those officials will
render in office. Ellison wants to use the book that
he believes in. This should not come as an affront
or even a surprise to anyone who holds the First
Amendment to be the law of the land. Anyone
wishing to delve a bit deeper into the Constitution
can also look at Article VI, which states that “all...
officers (Congressmen, executive and judicial),
both of the United States and of the several states,
shall be bound by oath or affirmation, to support
this Constitution; but no religious test shall ever
be required as a qualification to any office or public
trust under the United States.” (emphasis added).
Prohibition of any book except the Christian Bible
in the use of the oath or affirmation of office is
a religious test; it violates the Constitution and is
patently un-American.

Masx is from Salt Lake City majoring in Middle

Eastern studies.

in the hands of terrorists is a terrifying idea to
comprehend, but it will become a frightening
reality should the United States do nothing to
stop it. If we allow Iran to continue, we run the
risk of being held hostage to our enemies and
become paralyzed in the Middle East.

But what can the United States do to stop
this regime of terror from unleashing their grave
threat? Many officials in the US Government are
convinced economic sanctions could cause Iran to
suspend its nuclear-enrichment program. Though
Iranisaveryeconomicallyisolated nation, sanctions
could cause some effect, if properly and rigorously
imposed. Without surprise, 80% of Iran’s exports
are pure oil to developed nations like China,
Germany, Russia and Turkey. Just last February,
China agreed to pay between $70-100 billion for
oil drilling rights in certain areas of Iran. As long
as Iran receives billions of dollars every year from
nations like China, their economic situation will
remain secure. Unanimous agreement to impose
oil sanctions on Iran would surely cause Iran’s
economy to collapse, along with its ability to create
nuclear weapons. It is imperative that we gain the
support of China, Germany, and other nations
who are hesitant to impose economic sanctions.
Today, the Islamic Republic of Iran produces
just under 4 million barrels per day and has set
a goal for 5 million barrels by 2010. If, however,
economic sanctions are anything but unanimous
from those nations receiving the majority of Iran’s
oil exports, then they will be wholly unsuccessful.
Despite the military failure in Iraq, the US cannot
afford to stop Iran’s ambitions at this critical time.
The United States and other friends of stability
and peace should ready themselves for a stronger
course of action, one that would be swift, but not
without justification—a strategic, military strike
against Iran’s nuclear targets. This to preserve our
lives and, above all else, our freedoms.

Jamie is from Dickerson, Maryland.
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