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indisputably this time, lion more than Ronald Reagan-garhighly dramatised run-up to the

without the help of the fed- nered in his famous 1984 “land- election had come to quite a pre-
eral Supreme Court. In the lateslide” victory. dictable conclusiorAs they say in
hours of November"? some talk- - - nglish lawyou dont change your
ing headshad begun chanting thatcc!\lnci;[nsulgfjeé(gjzl*?cg?ﬁr; %rfﬂ]dgnﬁorse in mid-streamAnd mid-
stream was where the U.S. stood

it was "too close to calf-as they yiie House into a second term
are wont to do in such circum- then.

stances—, pinning their hopes Orﬁlong with a re-elected Republican
Ohio,thedecisive state in this elec- a(;use of Representatives and Senrhe 50-50Americ had chosen a

tion, as they had done on Floridain™ victor, had settled for the continua-
2000. « In Decembetthe popular vote was tion of the Bush experience, the

o _ confirmed by that of the Electoral Preservation of long-established
After some initial stalling, John college, where Bush won all butvalues.Americans had obviously

F.Kerry was, on the whole, prompttnree states with a majority of severfurned their backs on risky experi-
to acknowledge defeat. Rightly so,per cent or more, and the others nents in social engineering, such
for the facts speak for themselves phio by 2.5, Nevada by 3 and@s the trivialisatiohof same-sex

i — marriage.The U.S. had found for
+ More than 58 milliommericans F'0fda by 5 — by a comfortablethe segemingly strongerlbeit

vqte_d fo_r President Bush, an eigh{na'gm' blunter of the two contender§hey
million increase over 2000 andThe news came as a shock to many5q set their hearts on the firm born-
three and a half million more thanon either side of thatlantic. On  54ain Christian rather than the

wishy-washy Catholic.

A nd so GeageW. Bush won, voted for Kerry It is also four mil- second thoughts, howevethe

A talking head = a television presenter, interviewer, etc., shown in close- Much has been said about the Elec-
up talking directly to the camera (New Shorter Oxford Dictionary) tion and a rehash of all this would

too close to call = the wn_ll!er of_the presidential race could not be not make sense, the more so as it is
named yet, for lack of decisive evidence . .
no longer a topical issue. | have

to garner = to collect ; to gather therefore chosen to cover the sub-
ject through five thematic questions
and let NorthAmerican newsmen
express their views on President
Bush’ re-election.

GOP = Grand Old Party, the Republican party in American politics.

50-50 America= an expression meant to show that the U.S. was evenly
divided into two camps

trivialisation = banalisation
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tion 2004

, election

“The natalism trend was spotted by
Steve Sailerwho studiedmerican
fertility rates after the election and

HOW d,'d G.W. B"Sh found the most fertile white women
live in Utah, which was the only

manage to secure his reelection? state where Bush received 70 per
cent of the vote.”

“White women average 2.45 babies
I n an item published in the ¢ He stuck to his plan and “kept hisin Utah, Sailer found, compared

Washington Pos24 hours af- message simple”. with merely 1.1 babies inWash-
terVoting Day Dan Froomkin, . , ington, D.C., where Bush won 9
reviewing the comments hot-from-* “He divided —and conquered.” - jocant of the vote.”

the-press, listed five possible fac—r jis hart The Toronto Sar, a  “The New England states where
tors that could account for Presiden

o anadian dailyfeatured a six-part Bush garnered less than 40% of the
Bushs second win : series on Gege Bushs America, vote —Massachusetiéermont and
« The “moral majority”, i.ethose from January 15to 20",2005.This  Rhode Island — are three of the four
Americans who claimed moral val- series abounds in seminal informastates with the lowest white birth-
ues were the core issugdayed a tion as regards the causes for Presiates,” Sailer wrote ithe Dec_:em-
prominent part. dent Busts re-election. ber, 2004, issue othe American
Conservative Magazine.

. i i A propensity for white families to i i
Other journalists played up theA prop y “In contrast, Sailer points out,

dramatic social, cultural and geo-have plenty of babies, or

graphic divide that had first ap- “natalism”, is one, accordingfom  K€rry won the 16 states at the bot-
peared during the 2000/01 electiorHarper the Sar's correspondent in t©0m of the list, with the Democratic
cycle. Washington (Jan 18 “Young, af- anchor$ of California (1.65) and

fluent and in the family way”). zzer)t\?lleYv(\)/Lkit((als.ZZ) having quite in-

* Yet other newsmen attributed the

victory to W’s capacity to “stoke It is “a theory showing ... that

voters’ fear about terrorvesting young, afluent, conservative fami- KGRSCRICEEERTTIELENETEL CU)

himself in the cloak of a com- lies with the highest birthrates are LA T )

mandefin-chief at war and defin- raising broodsof tiny Republicans k& :'i:‘a"t‘“:r';“'"i': - "s‘:’:::r‘t"::("“g

:Irrgtmz cl)éogé)gﬁnt as aweak and vaai%/hr?owglrfeep their parents’ party feeling of safety (Longman’s)
(‘l{ /f‘ pd
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“On November %, Geoge Bush “There are 30 states, including thefolks, gave Kerry his biggest vic-
won nine of the ten fastest-grow-totality of the red ones, in which tory ratio : 90 to 9.”
ing states in the U.S.A., the excepmarried couples form a majority of - : .
tion being tiny Delaware. He alsoall households/. won 22 of those ngr\:]V g_sstg)?%:g?riap Oég m-relzsluljeesldsuc-
won 97 of the countrg’ 100 fast- 30, by an average of 21 percentag d” Now3. 2004 gh_ hlighted th
est-growing counties.” points. The eight that went for eed , NOVS, ) highlighted the
Kerrv were onlv narrow victories. 1€ consensual element in that cam-

“Presid(_ent Bus_h carried_ _the 19by fiB\//e points >(/)n average Utaﬁ paign :
states with the hlghest_fertlllty |_fateWith the highest percentage of mar“Red state or blue, north or south,
and 25 of the top 26, highly union- . d folk Bush hi t dth trv found at
ised Michigan being the only ex- ried folks, gave Bush his Igest voters around the country found &
ception to the rule.” ratio of victory : 71 to 26.” least one thing they could agree on

' e terday as proposals banning
In nine states, there are equal numy <> : o
bers of households head(:‘d by marame-sexmarmage werewinning in
. ) all 11 states where the issue ap-
ried and unmarried people. Bus »

. eared on the ballot.

and Kerry split them evenlyour
for Bush, five for Kerry by mid- The proposals did win. In Missis-
dling magins : an average 16 pointssippi, Montana and Oregon the pro-
where Bush won, L points where posed amendments limited mar
Kerry did.” riage to one man and one woman.
“22 per cent of voters said they cast, In Arkansas, Gegjia, Kentucky
their ballot based on ‘values’.” Michigan, North Dakota, Ohio,
Oklahoma and Utah, the amend-
ments banned civil uniohas well.

In the first instalment in that series
(Jan. 1%:“U.S. conservatives gun-
ning for the presidential payy,
Tim Harper insisted on the weight
of religious and family values,
which had tipped the vote in favour
of the incumbent :

Of the 11 states, plug/ashington,
D.C., where married couples form
“President Busls political guru, a minority of all households, , Kerry
Karl Rove, is credited with mobi- won seven, by a stunning 24 per
lising the four million evangelicals centage points average. Bush wo®bviously the bulk of voters ral-
who did not vote in 2000.” five, by the relatively skimpy mar lied around traditional values and
« .~ : gin of 9 pointsThe District, with the candidate that, in their submis-
fggt:]oeziscrmwggnet\;)?ggie(;g:ril,sgg;?d the lowest percentage of marriedsiort?, best embodied them.

W. Bush, that is between 33 and 40
percent of the presidest'total
vote.”

“About 79 per cent oAmericans

who call themselves evangelicals  Djel President Bush really capitalise on

voted forW., that is 8 percentage
points more than in 2000.” the American divide?

In a 14-page essaiThe Red Sea”,

posted on the site of th&ashing-

ton Post on January 18005, David n the immediate aftermath of Bushs electoral strategy had con-

von Drehle, also insisted on the keyI the election, many in the sisted mainly in driving a wedge

role played by “family values” : MSM agreed that Presidentbetween “Red tateAmerica” and
“Blue StateAmerica™.

civil union = le PACS John FHarris, writing in théVash-

submission = opinion ington Post, claimed that the incum-
MSM = mainstream media, an expression mostly used by conservative bent?® had used “a goveming strat-

commentators egy based more often on trying to
red state vs. blue state = a hackneyed expression, used and abused vanquish political adversaries than

during the campaign, referring to the colours identifying the major two . : . .
parties : red for the,Republicans, blue for the Democrats. The ironic Spllt the diferencé’ with them.
twist being that — on crossing the Atlantic—political hues have been The same Harris added an omi-

nous?® prediction :

inverted : blue, in Britain, is the colour of the Conservative (or Tory)
Party, while red, in the Old European fashion, remains that of the so-
called progressive camp (Socialists, Social Democrats or Labour Party “This election Iikely will not re-

in Britain) solve the countrg deep cultural

incumbent = president sortant and ideological divides ... but give
to split the difference means here to find a compromise them new en gy."

ominous = threatening, inauspicious, menacing

concurred means agreed
q{ If‘ pé
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The LosAngelesTimes’ Ronald
Brownstein concurréfl:




“After four turbulent and tumultu- “Now, howeverwe have a new la- Iraq in tactical rather than ideologi-
ous years, President Bush expandeaient, which is that the next Presi-cal terms... By the same toként

his support but still divided the dent inherits a ‘nation divided’ — has been interesting to watch Presi-
country along many of the samesplit, as the recent cover ®fme dent Bush handle the topic of gay
lines as in his narrow and disputednagazine has it, ‘over its place inmarriage, firm in his opposition but
victory in 2000.” the world, over its basic values,careful not to seem cr&ssr intol-
over its future direction. No matter erant.”

who wins, the UnciviWar is likely
“One of the most intriguing trends to continue.’”

was the increased tendency of vot
ers to divide along cultural rather
than economic lines.”

And Brownstein went on :
“None of this is to say that the dif-
ferences dividing the parties are
"Excuse us for asking, but has ittrivial®. They are significant and
ever not been thus? ... Electiondiercely held. But it iSsAmerica’s
shouldnt be nice since they are fun-fortune that the parties are forced,
David S. Broder and Richard Morin damentally about apportioniffg if not by conviction then by neces-
wrote in theWashington Post : power In North Korea, elections sity, to tilt the country their way first
are very nice.” by reaching centerward, where the

'The basic alignments of the elec- bulk of the electorate sitds a re-

torate echoed those of 2000, accordNotwithstandingTime’s descrip- . .
: . ’ : . . sult, whatever our private feelin

ing to exit poll$” taken yesterday tion of a ‘venomous campalgn,thlssgéuttoiﬁehe our b a,te eeings

) . : . ghs result, we'll be able

Men, whites, rural residents and theone strikes us as comparatively?> .02 IHE B0 A2 7P €5

religious observant were backingtame [for] the two campaigns have '
Bush, while women, minorities, mostly stuck to the issues.” The writer of this piece was, in a
urban dwellers and the less religiousg + \while theres something to the way, prescient: there have been no

were going for Kerry “Two Americas” analysis, i eas- rivers of blood” flowing inAmeri-

In the Wall Street Journal, John ily overstatedThe Michael Moores (I;?thsstrfeeetlse (?tisoﬁ rﬁ(fﬁf{jﬁ;\f’ﬁ;‘,,de”t
Harwood and Jacob M. Schlesingeff America may all be Kerry sup- '

caniended porters, but most Keny supporiers2010 Petieen e Bues an he
are not Michael Moores.” »only

“Americans lined up to choose be- eficiaries, namely those psycholo-
tween GW. Bush and John Kerry “For all the talk of a 50-50 country gists that had to supply counselling
—and to flauri their political divi- our differences tend to be narrowto the flood of Kerry supporters that
sions... Regular churchgoers werdather than deep. It was instructivestormed their practices because
rock-solid behind the Republicanto see how Mr Kerry couched histhey sufered from FE.S.T (post-
incumbent. So were married votergifferences with the President overelection selection depression)!
with children andAmericans who
own guns.Those who care most
about the threat of terrorism and
issues related to moral values voted
overwhelmingly to give the 48
president a second term. But ...

voters who say they never attend Outfoxed or outmoored?

church services sided just as o ) .
strongly with the Democratic SenaOne of the major issues inthethe 2004 Election was doubly

tor from Massachusetts. So did ga election may have beenwarpedWe could not have a clear
voters, single voters, union mem- bias in the coverage of theview of what was going on out there
bers and those most concerne&§ampaign. firstly because most of our media
about health care, jobs and Irag.” here were both anti-American and

The perception that we, Europeanseft-leaning, and secondly since

On November 2, howevean edi- and especially the French, had othey screened what was “fit” for us
torial in theWall Street Journal, ti-

tled “The Undivided Country”,
struck a diferent note. Here is the (17) an exit poll = un sondage “sortie des urnes”

gistlg of that piece ‘ to flaunt = to display, often ostentatiously ; to parade
L . the gist = the essential points or the general sense of a speech, etc;
“Of all the clichés routinely trotted the essence, thrust

out by foreigners’_ about _the SIlIEe 20) to apportion = to share, to distribute
States, surely this election has pu

one to rest : namelthat there is
“no difference” between our two
political parties.”

by the same token = likewise
crass = insensitive (or very stupid)
trivial = unimportant, inconsequential

Rl
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to know according to their libefal ing things out of context in a wayABC'’s part. Its what every true
gospel.As a consequence of thethat goes beyond what Kerry hasbeliever thinks in the heat of an
partisan filtering, we came to be-done. election season. Butstunusual for
lieve that candidate Kerry would go a supposed unbiased newsman to
fleeting to victory such was the an- 'éhink so. Or rather say so. In writ-
ger and frustration of themerican ”
eopleThe election results showed o L
that this was only wishful thinking Ve have a esponsibility to hold | -iPeral Media Bias 'SgJUStafee" y
on our part. Even the crowning of both sides accountable to the pubiN9 anymore; IS a documente
Michael Moore at the Cannes Fesfic interest, but that doesnimean Plart"- Case closedith a full con-
tival could not buck the treft we reflexively and aificially hold ~ fession.

both sides “equally” accountable Greenbeg allowed himself that
when the facts danwamrant that.  jronic remark:

Kerry distorts, takes out of context
and mistakes all the time, but thes
are not central to his effts to win.

In America itself, the topic of the
objectivity —or lack of it—of the
mainstream media was oftenNoting that the Bush camp increas«The bias behind much of the news
brought to the fore in the run-up toingly complained about the New mediaAmericans are fed isnex-
the electioff , especially by right- York Times’coverage of the cam- actly a surprise. But at least when
leaning commentators. paign and its alleged one-sidedness,ou're listening to right-wing talk

In a piece posted on October 22M&IPeNn went on: radio, you know you're listening to

2004, on townhall.com, a conserva-This is all part of their efforts to get fight-wing talk radio.And when
tive website with links to the Herit- away with as much as possible witryou're watching Fox News, you can
age Foundation, a powerful right-the stepped upenewed effds to D€ confidentit fair and balanced
leaning think-tank, Paul Greenlger win the election by deslying Sena- in favor of the right.

targ(-;-ted. what he called ‘Iilperal tor Kemy at least patty through | the same vein as Greenpand
media bias’ (L.M.B.) and claimed distortions. on the very same electronic forum,

he had found the vivid proof of its };.¢ up to Kery to defend himself, townhall.com, Brent Bozell, Presi-
existence. of course. But as one of the fewdent of Media Research Center and

The proof was a memo frofBC’s news oganizations with the skill & regular contributor tbheWash-
political director Mark Halperin, to and stength to help voters evalu-ington Times, the Diamond31
his staf, dated Oct. 8, 2004, and ate what candidates arsaying to Only right-leaning papecastigated
leaked to Greenber Here are its sewve the public integst, now is the What he tagged “The medgzelas-
highlights in Halperirs own words: time for all of us to step up and dotic economy”in an item posted on

It goes without saying that the

that right.

stakes ag getting vey high for the Greenbey commented:

country and the campaigtisand
our responsibilities become quite

grave.

“To summarizeYes, our candidate

other guys falsity is at the center

... the curent Bush attacks on of his campaignThis memo might

may falsify now and then, but the

Kerry involve distortions and tak- as well be a declaration of war o

liberal = policitically speaking, the adjective means left-leaning, left-
wing, if not leftist!

This was wishful thinking on our part = nous prenions nos désirs pour
des réalités

to buck the trend = renverser la tendance

in the run-up to the election = pendant / au cours de la période préceé-
dant I’élection, la période pré-électorale.

Campaign takes on a special sense here ; it means all the organisa-

tion supporting a campaign, mainly those who mastermind a
candidate’s campaign ( in the ordinary sense) from his headquarters.

A documented plan = ici, un plan dont on a des preuves tangibles

fair and balanced news = a promotional slogan used by Fox News Co.
Appreciate the irony!

The Diamond = also known as Washington D.C., an allusion to the
geometrical design of the capital, whose boundaries form a diamond

network TV = les grandes chaines américaines (ABC, NBC, CBS)

Rl

Nov. 3, 2004.

To cut a long story short, Bozell’
contention was that the MSM as-
sess identical or similar economic
data diferently depending on who
leads the countryn other words,
the interpretation of economic sta-

Niistics becomes as slanted and un-

fair as the rest of the news, be it
political or socialThe conclusion
is, obviously that theres no trust-
ing the mainstream media and eve-
rything they claim should be taken
with extreme caution. Journalistic
impartiality has become obsolete,
an outmoded value, and no longer
features in the med®’'unwritten
code of conduct.

The main reason for Bozedlire at
the MSM, namely networlkV3?
was the rendition by those media
of the growth rate for the third quar
ter of 2004, 3.7%, released by the
Department of Commerce in the
final days of Octobei.e. just prior
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toVoting DayAccording to Bozell, says this is overall good for theand dated March 10, 2001, on the
all three major networks down- economy to keep it from overheat-background to the bill just prior to
played that robust result (the Frenching’, Rather told viewers. its discussion in the U.S. Senate.

equivalent was hardly a third of . -
thqat!) which they did Kot want to But under Bush #£%in 1992, the He neatly summarised the main five

credit the BushAdministration €Xact same 2.7 percent growth rat@guments for and the major five
with. Bozell documents the caselSsued right before the election wag2gainst the proposed legislation.

against the media : soundly panned. ABC's Peter advocates claimed that campaign

. . . Jennings called it ‘more than econofinance needed reforming because
Weaker economic reports in 1996ists had projected but, in many«soft money” was corrupting poli-

and 2000 were painted as goo@gses. less than meets the eve.’ + S 9
news for the Clinton-Gore team. ' y ggfs(ﬁ%utr:]ei?:];%s)s lfg‘;%'gl, &fr

‘The economy was slow but steadyBozell's conclusion : X .
y B ment n°2), campaign finance laws

oing into the last quarteNBC’s !
'?’omgBrokaw reass?Jred viewers af-The networks dort'really care —passed in the wake Wategate

hat the numbers are on theln 1974 and last Updated in 1979 —
g;rrﬁezbif ﬁ;%?rgegf{)?év tg"rnigrrtet_hatgconomybut only about how they were a_tn_thua_tted (gument n°3),
election in 1996. ‘Many economistscan be manhandled, manipulatedundraising distracted members of
were encouraged by that, becaus@d spun. Before voting, the net-Congress from law-making and
it means inflation is under control WOrks ought to have allowed view-governing (agument n°4) and that
and interest rates will stay Igw  ©rs to consider the raw détan the candidates ought to be divorced

economy before they had the numfrom interest groups (gument
For years latelCBS's Dan Rather pers cookelt.” n°5).

was pleased with the Clinton-Gore 0 ¢ ded b tend
2.7 percent growth rate reportedRest reassured, howeyeny dear . pptohnetn S resE[)on € ty.gop end-
right before the 2000 election.French readers, such things caf{'9 hat monetary contributions

. . : : were assimilated to free speech
There is a school of thought thatonly happen imerica... (since the 1976 Supreme Coart

Buckley v Valeo decision) and
therefore protected by the First
Amendment (egument n°1)They
also said that soft money strength-
ened political parties in that they
supplied them with the cash neces-
Has McCain-Feingold purified politics? = s tc rain candidates and promote
voting among the non-voters gar
ment n°2).Their third agument
was that contribution limits were
‘ ‘ What is McCain- therefore does not have to be retoo strict. In the fourth one, they
Feingold?”, you are ported. argued unions would gain an unfair
McCain-Feingold | .. advantage under McCain-Feingold
cLain-reingold was aiso aiming gy ce «|ahor unions can spend their

to restrict “issue ads”, usually ompersidues for political pur
bought by interest groups, corpo-

: : oses without consulting them”.
rations and labor unions to expresg J

heir vi X h ih inally, McCain-Feingold would
their views on an issue- that mignt,inge on the right of association
Sigure in a campaign.

as it would prevent ganisations,
DerekWillis, a contributor on the including non-profit-making ones,
staf of the Congressional Quar from discussing “legislative goals
terly, wrote an illuminating piece, or strategy with members of Con-
titled “Debating McCain-Feingold” gress”.

going to askTo which
| could answersar castically : “It
is a bla tant illustration that, even
in legislative circles, hell can be
paved with good intentions&llow
me now to be less cryptic and mor
explicit.

McCain-Feingold is a campaign fi-
nance bill co-fathered by two sena
tors, Republican John McCain of
Arizona and Democrat Russell D.
Feingold ofWisconsin as early as
the mid-1990s. Bush 41, i.e. W’s father, the 41+ president of the USA (1989-92)

The centrepiece of their legislationfSg MR LE R A UL A LU A L L
Y T NelaRtel i nalolalc) Vil otelalig[o]IM) (35)  raw data = les donnees brutes, c’est a dire, ici, nettes, depourvues de

tions to national political parties. commentaires bialsés |
“Soft money” difers from “hard to cook (facts, numbers, etc) is to falsify them, to change (or report)
money” in that it is mon ey that is them in a dishonest way for one’s own (political, ideological, etc)

. . . advantage.
not given directly to campaigns and
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After a lot of travait” in Congress, personal contributions to political The goo-goo do-gooders who en-

which eventually passed it, theparties. But if you have far moredorsed campaign finance reform

McCain-Feingold campaign fi- money than you can ever hope tdhave another great cause: the aw-
nance reform came into force inspend, whatto do? ... Play an everiulness of negative campaigning.

Nov. 2002.Was it a success? more important role in politics by Well, they have produced a system
bankrolling® your very own “5627”, that is practically designed to pro-

Street Journal in Decembez002, a tax-code loophole that enables theuce negative ads.”

aotly titled and subtitled “McCain- &t cat$®to fund their own political
ngr?/gold, RIP : In force for less than?dvegi.smg,,so_lﬁn% as thg)(/j do notsg first you got Soros-funded
a month, campaign finance is al- S0°rdinate” with the candidate.” pysh-the-monster ads. Now you
ready dead.”, itis hard to answer in T he ads have another restrictionget the Swift Boateterans for
the afirmative: They cannot advocateoting for  Truth ad (and book) accusing John
. , anyone. | love that part, for two rea-Kerry of falsifying his military
By outlawing so-called soft gons. First, it produces comicalrecord.”
money or lage donations to p0|ltl-’ScriptS that say'President Bush,
cal parties, the reformers haven’ frieng of Halliburton, likes taking
SU‘I?Qeed_I?g In rr:-:‘movmg mloney frog‘food from the mouth of orphans. If
politics. They have merely causedy,q, think that this is not nice, write :; « AN -

' tion that “The purification of poli-
the cash to move away from theépregigent Bush and tell him s0.” Ofiics is an irid%scent dreanEn)” a5

parties in':)c; o obsc;{rr(;, andlesgourse, the ad buyers meanot¥’  y incas Republican Senator John
accountable, corners éimerican " " ;
politics.” Kerry.” But they cannot say s0."  james Ingalls wrote in the 19

___“Second, | like the poetic justite century
“The reformers already admit as

much themselvesThey’re busily

denouncing both Democrats ang
Republicans for creating new an
legal ‘shadow committees’ to raise

money that the formal entities =
cant.” Should Michael Moore

In the run-up to the 2004 election, move to Canada?

the Washington Pos$’ Charles

Krauthammer (“This is Reform?”,

August 13, 2004) claimed that that IVI ichael Moores self-ap- fired. Even people who were not

To judge by an editorial in th#all

In short, the reform was a waste
of time and engy, a confirma-

reform “accentuate[d] the nega- pointed assignment in Bush bigots were disappointed, if
tive” : 2004 was a tall ord&r not disgusted, with Moorgfilm.

“Y ou wanted campaign finance re_Posmg as thev/hite Knight in shin-

form. You got campaign finance Ing armour d.ete.rmmed to SlayMr Kopel, a life-long Democrat

. ; Geoge the Evildoing Dragon, Mr :
reform. McCain-Feingold prom- Moore shot his fourth documenta who endorsed the Nader campaign
ised to take the money out of poli- Yin 2000, supports some but not all

. ; as his own personal contribution to
tics. If you belleved" that, you de- the Bush-bashing hysteria that haCfijlspects of the war on terror
serve what you got.

started the world over since @ar After seeing the film, he wrote an
“And what you got is an avalanchein Iragq had been launched. essay for the Independence Insti-

of money into politics this year...” Fahrenheit 9/1 was supposed to _tutet, a thlnk-:ar:rlj in Qolqr?do ?Itrr?
“All that McCain-Feingold did was scuppef President Busk're-elec- Ing 1o promote e principies ot the
Declaration of Independence

to make it impossible to make hugetion move.The fact is that it back- (1776)

David Kopel is one of them.

Travail : a classic false friend or deceptive cognate, the term means “Fiﬁy_pine Deceits in Fahrenheit 9/
‘very hard work’ 11" is “a summary of a much longer

report, available for free at
www.davekopel.ay". Its purpose is
to show that the Moore film is “a
twisted, dishonest, paranoid, and
hateful fantasy It is based on the

bankrolling= financing, supplying funds for
fat cats= les gros bonnets

poetic justice= retribution
a tall order =a very difficult task
to scupper = to wreck or ruin idea that
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“If all you know is what the main-
stream media tell you, then you are
living in a world of illusions. But
you cant free your mind if you

merely replace one set of manipu-&nvce his re-election, Gege President Bush also pledged, in a

lative illusions with another (...).” . Bush has been quite busyNov.30", 2004, speech, to “make
“In a democracywe should try to nd has made a few symbolicinternational cooperation his ad-
convince our fellow citizens with gestures. ministrations top priority”. He also

facts and logical reasonintp ma- Y ibuted h . _stated that he would “foster a wide
nipulate people with frauds and '€ contributed to the promotionnternational consensus” for “three

propaganda is to attack democrac f diversity by nominating great goals : ... building fctive

itself.” ondoleezza Rice to be Secretaryytinational and multilateral insti-
of State, the first black woman toytions and supporting fefctive

In a traditionally Moore-friendly hold the post, to succeed the firstyitilateral action fighting ter
paper the Washington Post, black man, Colin Powell, in that ;orism and promofiﬁé democraty
Tommy Nguyen wrote a piece onposition, no doubt “a groundbreak-pana Milbank, in thaVashington
June 12, 2004, describing pavemerihg moment iAmerican racial his- post Dec 4. 20’04)
debaters after a showing Bahr-  tory” (The NewYork Daily News, o e
enheit 9/1 in a D.C. cinema and Nov 17", 2004). A good illustration of the promo-
reporting the highlights of their tion of democracy was undoubtedly
conversation (“0 the Barricades! Inthe same article, the leader writethe general election in Iraqg, on
[AnyoneWant the Rest ofhis Pop- hoted that few in the journalistic January 30, 2005, which was an
corn?] ). prqfession had trumpeted that “Rodunmitigated success (over 70%
One of the debaters. Joe Brinkerpa'ge’-the departing seqretary ofurnout) despite all the threats that
X e . education, [had been] the first blackhad been hailed upon the eleetor
34, made a few illuminating points to hold that job. Or thaAnn ate
“He stretched the truth!” Veneman, the departing secretary o{_
agriculture, [had been] the first of the President in his second Inau-
woman to hold that job. Or that IAdd Jan. 20. 2005 -
Alberto Gonzales ... [would] be the gura ress, onJan. 2o, :
first Hispanic attorney genefalOr  “The survival of liberty in our land
that Bush had on&rab-American increasingly depends on the success
and twoAsian-Americans in his of liberty in other landsThe best

he Iraqi election echoed the words
“Republicans would have had no

breathing room whatsoever if
Moore hadnt wandered into that
little extra inch that he doegrseem
capable of resisting.”

“What if |, someone who is already capinet.” hope for peace in our world is the
convinced, came out of the movie _ expansion of freedom in all the
and said : ‘Hmm. | know he And the writer went on : world.”

stretched the truth on this, that and . - , - : :
on the other thing.What's the GivenWilliam Renhquist failing  On the domestic front, the task is

movie going to seem like for Some_health, B_ush_likely will nomi_nat_e awesome : reforming t_he social se-
one who comes in sceptical?” an associate justice and achlefju&-:url_ty_system, upgrading schools,
o tice** of the Supreme Courthere “building an ownership society”,
This is just a sample of the reservanas been talk that ClareriBeomas  etc. One thing seems certain: life
tions expressed on Michael[a plack judge] might get the topis not likely to be a bed of roses

Moore's latest documentarZin-  jop. | dont see it. for the BushAdministration till
ema bugs surely know thBahr- 2008.

enheit 9/1 was the second docu-A more likely scenario is that
mentary to have been awarded the..Bush would elevate Sandra Da : :
top prize at the Cannes Festiidle O’Connor to chief justice. ... Did | | Reactions, commentaries at
first one had been Commandanmention she would be the first| Sere®-passet@univiyon.fr
Cousteats The Wrld of Silence. woman to hold the job?” ===
Was it a case of : “After thébrld

of Silence,now the World of

Spin”?

Of course, Mr Moore has not had
to move to Canada. He can still en-
joy his FirstAmendment rights in [(CE) LT CTE T T L C B BT
the Land of the Free and the Home £ Z e FE e TEe P P A P T T L L e L
of the Brave.
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