The Contrast among the Three Presidential Candidates

          The presidential election of 2008 is crucial to the future of this country, not only at home but abroad. It is a battle not just of ideas but of the hope and aspirations for the future of this generation and those after them. The involvement and participation of the young in this election is an unusual phenomenon in the history of elective office. As we get closer to “V-Day” (voting day), two of the three candidates (Clinton and McCain) are zeroing on Obama, calling him all  kinds of names in an effort to derail his candidacy by calling him all kinds of names, from “elitist” to “disconnected” to “divisive” to “being Muslim” to “faking his faith” that betray their fear of him.

          What is “elitist” of a man who worked his way through college, whose mother had to depend on food stamps at one time, who worked with the poor in the south side of Chicago after Harvard law school in favor of large corporate law firms. Isn’t it ironic that Republicans, who sit on almost limitless resources, win presidential elections by calling Democrats “elitist?” With the sale from his book, that gave him some breathing room in juggling his checkbook to pay his mortgage, food, utilities, just like any average American, he is no different from many of us. Is he elitist because he speaks better than they? Then call it what it is! 

          How can his opponents call him “elitist” when the Clintons made $109 million (the amount we know) since 2001? By drinking beer and whiskey in front of the camera, does Hillary Clinton think she can hoodwink us into believing that she is one of the struggling working–class?  As a matter of fact, this event shows the character flaws of the Clintons  whose blind ambition will stoop at nothing to win the Democratic nomination for president even if it destroys the Democratic Party, sounding like King Louis XIV of France who said, “L’etat c’est moi” (I am the State). In this case, it’s “Bill and I” are the Democratic Party. A loss for her is the end of the incipient Clinton dynasty, and the never-ending allegations of crooked deals, political fundraising from sleazy sources, conflicts of interest, and perceptions of being dishonest, unethical and dirty, win-at-all-cost take-no-prisoner style. In the 1990’s Bill Clinton was able to get away with political pandering under the guise of the greater common good. But 2008 is different; Americans are now better informed and more sophisticated, overall.

          In the case of John McCain, the straight-shooter who could not shoot straight, is no different from the traditional politicians of this period. Married to a multimillion dollar heiress, how can he call his opponent an “elitist,” unless he is scared of what Obama will do to his candidacy, his last chance to run for the presidency? It is commonly understood in his immediate circles that Hillary is an easier opponent to go against in the general election, so why not attack her opponent for the Democratic presidential nomination now and zero in on her later? The GOP wants her to be the nominee because they have “tons of goods” on her to sink her once they release the “hounds of hell” to scatter malicious lies and deadly spins against her. McCain said earlier that he needs “to be educated” on economics. Now he is presenting himself as an expert on the subject because of his 25 years of covering economic issues. That’s why he wants corporate taxes cut, the alternative minimum tax repealed, and Bush’s tax cuts made permanent. His mendicant corporate supporters, not the poor, want a free ride at the expense of the American taxpayer. What is sad about American politics today is the exorbitant cost of running, the inclination to tarnish an opponent’s good name, and the propensity to succumb to baser nature of politics to win at all cost. Is this what democracy is all about?
          Barack Obama is not a perfect candidate, or he would not be human. But he is the only candidate among the three who has shown decency, truthfulness, candor and openness to talk about issues in spite of distractions strewn along the way by his opponents, e.g., Tony Resko, Rev. Jeremiah Wright, being divisive, etc. His life is an open book and he is the only candidate who is serious about ending our economic bleeding in Iraq amidst the fear-mongering of his critics that leaving Iraq now is tantamount to surrendering to the enemy. The same “chicken hawk” and “armchair” warriors were mum when Ronald Reagan pulled our troops from Lebanon after the death of 241 marines from suicide bombing in Oct 1983. The election of either Clinton or McCain is an affirmation of the status quo. Can we afford another 4 years of the same? The election of a black American goes a long way to restore peace to and respect for this country abroad and repair the damage caused by the cocky, know-it-all and hated foreign policy of George W. Bush, and restore economic solvency at home by cutting off the cost of this war at a $5,000 per second.
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