
Subject: How much do you want to bet.....
Posted by Javaxcx on Sat, 14 Aug 2004 00:52:57 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Quote:Now I know you skipped over this and didn't read it, SuperFlyingLiberal, but you really
should read it anyway. You, too, Javaxcx... give us all a real retort to this, one that doesn't insult
Rush Limbaugh in any way. Remember, attack the issues, not the messenger.

I hope you're not insinuating that I would just assume what's in the article instead of actually
reading it.  You know me better than that.  But, I'll see what I can do:

Quote:The peoples of Sudan are suffering either genocide, borderline genocide, or not far from
genocide. They're being wiped out in droves. You are asking us to do something about it. You
always tell us you don't like our exporting our democracy. You don't like the way we assert
ourselves around the world. You don't like the way we muscle in on other people's territory. You
don't like the way we have a braggadocios president. You don't like this cowboy guy who sees
trouble and tries to deal with it. You don't like this.

When I read this, I see Rush speaking on behalf of the world (or some of it) and their opinions of
the United States.  And he's exactly right.  That IS how some of the world views the United States.
 Me, personally however, only relate to two of such issues.  And only since the Iraqi war have I
had any problem with the U.S. Administration:  exportation of "your" democracy, and the muscling
on other people's territory.  I might be inclined to relate more intimately with the assertation remark
in the future depending on what happens.

I can't really retort this, because Rush is pretty much on the ball here.

Quote:If you don't like the way we live and if you don't like the way we do things, if you don't like
the way we export our democracy, then this is your chance world. Your moment to illustrate what
you are made of. The United Nations Security Council -- a-hem -- us, NATO -- (clearing throat) --
sorry, that's us, too. Long-standing allies -- that's you (Laughing) -- that hate us. What an
opportunity you all have. The French and the Germans and all of these great countries around 
the world who are so unhappy with what we are doing, look at the opportunity you now have to
show the world that you can do everything you want done but you resent us for doing it. 

Well, last time I checked here, the United Nations Security Council had a little bit more in it than
the United States exclusively.  15 different countries make up the security council.  Frankly, I find
it irrelevant how much of an influence the Unites States makes on that council because they only
make up a single vote independantly.  I'll pertain to the Charter of that international organization
instead of heresay.

I'm going to also have to disagree with the idea here that the United Nations is implied to act alone
on this issue.  Of course, the United States doesn't HAVE to help with Sudan if they don't want to,
but given all the hype about freedom and liberty around Iraq nowadays, I would find it suspicious if
they did nothing.  Not to suggest that Rush implies it, but just food for thought.

I'm not too sure if Rush refers to the actions of the Gulf War, the cold war, or whatever in this
instance, so I'll use Iraq, as it's more to date and generally sparked all this 'hatred' in the first
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place.  

If the United Nations passed a resolution saying "you may overthrow the sovereignty of Iraq
nullfiying paragraph X (whatever it was) of resolution 1441", then I wouldn't be against this war in
the legal arena.  If the United Nations gives permission to use "all necessary force" to deal with
Sudan, I'll support that fullheartedly.  I think one of the key issues revolving around this 'hate' is
that some of the world, myself included, feel betrayed by the United States administration (moreso
in this case on the U.S. Admin. because of the initial actions taken on the matter) and their
Coalition of the Willing for not respecting the resolution 1441 in the first place.  You know, the
whole "commitment to sovereignty" and so on.  People certainly didn't like the Iraqi government
for violating the United Nation resolutions, so why should they like the American administration for
doing the same thing?

However, if he's refering to the actions of the Gulf war, and the actions taken under resolution 678
prior to 687, then he's absolutely right.  And I would say that it's a bad call for the world to hate the
nation working under authority of the United Nations.

Quote:You want the mess in Sudan fixed, but you get mad when we do it. You call on us and you
demand that we fix it, and then we do fix it, and then you hate us even more because we can. You
don't like the way we export things. You don't like the way we live. You don't like the way we feed
you. You don't like the way we make you well when you're sick. You don't like the way we clothe
you. You don't like the way we protect you. But when there's trouble, who do you call? Yet you
hate us even more after we fix the mess that you don't like. 

I'm not going to speak for the world, if that's to whom he's refering.  I'll speak for myself on this:  I
appreciate a LOT that the United States gives to the world.  I appreciate the medical knowledge
gained and shared, the exports-- therein including food, clothing, etc-- and I appreciate the
alliance we have. However:  I do not appreciate criminal activity, even in the best of intentions.  I
would except full legal repercussions to any act of illegality, as I would to myself if I were in a
position of morality versus legality and I took the moral path.

So again, I can't refute what he said outside the generalization of the entire world.  But that is
beside the point.  The fact of the matter is, he is pretty much right on here when it comes to a
certain portion of the world.  Not everyone, though.  So don't forget that.

Quote:So again, you have an opportunity here to show the world that you can do everything you
want done but resent us for doing. So, rest of the world, get in there, roll up your sleeves, and do
something. Get in there, save some lives, save Sudan, free Sudan, liberate Sudan. You can do it.
We'll be watching.

The world can do whatever the world wants as long as it goes through the United Nations and is
approved as far as I'm concerned.  Of course, by "the world" I'm refering only, and ONLY to those
nations who are Member States.  

All in all, Rush is right for the most part.  I personally don't like being generalized to the extent
Rush made it out to be, but that would be attacking the person, not the issues.

So, the one million dollar statement:  If it goes through the UN Security Council and recieves a
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resolution authorizing Member States to do what they need to do in Sudan, then I'll support it; If
not, I cannot give it my concent or support unless everything pertaining to the conflict, if any, is
legal.
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