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        In my 25 years in Washington (since 1984), I have never seen a crippling and divisive partisanship as this one today. Both parties are guilty of it but more so the Republicans who do not seem to know where they are going. They have been a big disappointment because instead of maintaining a two-party system, that is healthy for the country, they have succumbed to “Gotcha Politics.” That’s why they are now called the “No Party.” In defiance, they lashed back at the Democrats and passed a resolution by calling their party the “Democratic Socialist Party.” What a bunch of grown-up morons and idiots who are wasting their time on nonsense. Even some of their own leaders, e.g., Jim Greer of FL, are calling such resolution as “stupid.”

         Actions of a dying party are visible from the problems that overwhelm us. They have the smallest number of lawmakers in Congress, they do not know how to handle a popular Democrat president, many members are leaving the party embarrassed by its lack of positive ideas to tackle the nation’s woes, the base is a shrinking political morass, and the support from American voters who may still have some sympathy for them is tepid at best. Because they cannot get at the president, they are focusing their attention on some of the leaders, including Speaker Nancy Pelosi. If water-boarding is not torture, why don’t our police use it? If Speaker Pelosi lied and want her to step down, why didn’t they ask Bush/Cheney to do the same when they lied why we went to Iraq? No one is questioning that torture took place during their watch. But they are trying to distract a weary nation from current economic problems by raising stupid questions as to who knew what when regarding torture. 
         Speaker Pelosi said she was misled by the CIA on water-boarding and when it was used, and the GOP comes to its defense as if it is a sacrosanct institution of clean and law-abiding individuals who have never broken the law for their gain. Who determined that it is un-American to criticize it? Can we really trust the CIA which many Americans judge as a rogue institution? In the current debate on whether Nancy Pelosi lied, or it was the CIA that misled her, whom are you going to believe? Former CIA official Mary McCarthy confirmed that senior CIA officials lied to Congress during an intelligence briefing in 2005 when they said that the agency did not violate treaties that “bar cruel, inhumane or degrading treatment of detainees during interrogations,” according to a 5-14-09 story in the Washington Post.
         Then came Bush, Cheney and their cabal who have never served in the military and played generals strategizing the path to victory (just like Hitler did with the Werhmacht) against Saddam and his Republican army. As Cheney boasted, “this would be a short-lived exchange of firepower because the Iraqis support us and will welcome us with hot chocolate and roses.” All his predictions about the invasion and his assessment of the war were a total failure. He lost it after 9/11, as new reports surfaced, even employing his daughter to attack Obama by calling him un-American. He forgets that the president has the support of the American people and has rejected the GOP. It’s over, Dick. Shut up, because no one wants to listen to you, not even the GOP.

         Alberto Gonzalez who waffled in his appearance on MSNBC with Dan Abrams whether or not the US should be open to bring torture again, was categorically clear regarding VP Cheney’s statements on the use of torture by dismissing the latter (as a loudmouth) when he asserted his “interest in assessments by intelligence professionals.” During the first Gulf War in 1991, Iraqi troops surrendered to US forces by the thousands because they knew they would be treated better by US troops than their own government. They had faith in the US that they wouldn’t be executed, given food, water and shelter. Facing capture was a better option than going back to Saddam and his sadistic sons, or fighting to the death.

         When one looks back to World War II, the German army fought to break out of areas in the Eastern Front just so they wouldn’t surrender to the Russians. The latter, during the push to Berlin, suffered more than 80,000 deaths while US forces never faced that level of resistance. We were known as a powerful but benevolent nation while handling the enemy. Our enemy always knew they would be safe when they hoisted the white flag of surrender: they expected humane treatment, spared our soldiers from bloody and violent exchange of firepower, making it easier on our troops. Our enemies learned earlier that when outgunned, the road to safety was possible with American troops.

         It seems like the question of torture wouldn’t go away. It would be easier to stop the politics and move on. It is of no service to the nation in persisting in pointing fingers to make the other side look bad. Images of Abu Ghraib and Guantanamo will always be imbedded in our memory. Deepak Chopra elaborated it in the San Francisco Chronicle, “As a physician my personal nightmare is of the doctor who stood by torture sessions to monitor the victims’ vital signs. This was supposed to be humane, but what about the Hippocratic oath which says that a doctor shall do no harm? Is making sure that water-boarding doesn’t cause a heart attack doing no harm? The whole rationale is grotesque. This is one of those moments where painful truth is the way to heal.” 
