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John Kerry: A Stronger America
By Matthew Anselmo

With the November elections right around the corner I have often been asked, “Why are you voting for John Kerry?”  “What can John Kerry do for the country?” “Is John Kerry fit to be the leader of the free world?” among many other Kerry related questions.  Hopefully I will spark the debate that Kerry is more then capable to lead this great nation.  His character and morals are commendable and his support of American citizens is unmistakable.
I hope by the end of this essay readers will understand better our Democratic nominee.  I also hope that readers will consider voting for John Kerry not because he is “not-Bush,” but because he offers a clear direction of where he wants to take America.  This paper will focus primarily on John Kerry’s voting record, his service to our nation, personal experiences, and plans for America’s tomorrow.  I am also determined to keep this paper as positive as possible.  This essay will silence the debate concerning if Kerry is capable of leading this great nation.  His character and morals are commendable and his loyalty to American citizens is unwavering.
John Kerry and His Vietnam Service
In 1966, John Kerry was about to complete his degree at Yale.  He became sidetracked when he answered the call from the President to serve in Vietnam.  “I signed up for the Navy right out of college – 1966. I had a sense of responsibility to serve -- Lyndon Johnson had asked for more troops and I thought I'd be a part of that.  I also very specifically remember not wanting to go to grad school just to avoid serving, I wanted to one day go to grad school on my own terms instead.”
  Kerry chose the Navy largely because of the influence of John F. Kennedy, a man he admired, who had spent time in this branch of the military.
Upon completion of his first tour of duty, Kerry requested serving as an officer of a swift boat--again to following in the footsteps of his hero Kennedy.  Though Kerry did not know the danger involved when volunteering to command these 50-foot watercrafts, he was quickly initiated due to life threatening situations.  He later said, “I think anyone who has been in combat believes at some point they're not going to make it - there's a moment when you're knocked out or you feel a bullet cut through your flesh - or you spot an ambush.”
   John Kerry’s wounds have stayed with him through out his life.  Kerry has shrapnel in his left thigh because the doctors decided to remove damaged tissue and close the wound with sutures rather than make a wide opening to remove the shrapnel.  Even after sustaining this injury, he did not take any time off from duty.
John Kerry’s dedication to his shipmates and his country earned him three purple hearts on three different occasions.  He also earned a silver star and a bronze star after pulling an injured shipmate out of the water, saving the man's life.
  Through recently an attack group has tried to discredit these facts, sorting through their misguided rhetoric only clarifies the story of John Kerry’s bravery.  (I will not take time defending these accusations as respected papers such as The Wall Street Journal, New York Times, Washington Post, as well as the Associated Press verified the facts and printed thorough accounts of some of the war events in question.).  Kerry was one of the first to raise his hand to support his country and followed through with valiant service.  
Upon returning home from Vietnam, Kerry was thrown into a country split with confusion.  The war took its toll in more than physical wounds.  As Kerry relates: “My thoughts on the war changed while I was there -- I saw a war that was not being prosecuted effectively, I saw a war that was continuing not so we could win but so politicians in Washington wouldn't have to admit their mistakes along the way. There were just too many flat out lies and distortions that separated what we knew was happening there and what we were told was happening by Washington.”  Upon returning home from Vietnam, Kerry was thrown into a country rent with confusion.   Kerry related stories about his commanding officers making decisions unsure of how to aggressively encounter the Vietcong.  Kerry describes the situation: “My quarrel was that we were not prosecuting the war in a way that could ever lead to victory, which was destroying the lives of too many young Americans.”
  Although Kerry has taken criticism for his outspoken attitude after the war, it should be remembered he put his life on the line for the cause and he never backed away from what he believed.

John Kerry as a Lawyer

After graduating from Boston College Law School in 1976, John Kerry went to work as a prosecutor in Middlesex County, Massachusetts. He took on organized crime and put behind bars "one of the state's most notorious gangster, the number two organized crime figure in New England."  He fought for victims' rights and created programs for rape counseling.  Kerry was elected Lieutenant Governor in 1982 where he spent time fighting for environmental issues among other issues.
  John Kerry’s career as a prosecuting attorney provided him an inside look at the United States Justice system and created a strong bond with police organizations.
John Kerry as a Senator

In 1984 Kerry was elected to serve as Massachusetts junior Senator.  He has been reelected three more times since, the latest in 2002.  Kerry’s twenty years in the Senate have provided him numerous opportunities to serve the country in many different responsibilities.  He has taken a strong stand regarding civil rights and liberties, environmental issues, and supported police, firefighters, teachers, and many other community services.
Many of Kerry’s critics have been swift to paint him as a flip-flopper.  It should be remembered that Kerry spent 19 years in the Senate and has cast over 6,500 votes, so both opponents and supporters will find plenty of ammunition to define him.  Interestingly enough, Senate Majority Leader Bill Frist (R) commented on “Meet the Press” that it is near impossible for any senator to be elected President.  He pointed out that with so many different votes in so many different situations, any senator can be labeled a “flip-flopper.”  Frist even commented that he would have no chance being elected with his record.  It is interesting to note that the last four of five presidents entering the White House spring boarded from governorships we begin to see how difficult it is.
Let me take a moment and discuss some of the “flip-flops” leveled at Kerry:

Tax Cuts:

John Kerry believes that it is right to cut certain taxes under certain circumstances and wrong to cut other taxes under other circumstances. That’s hard to disagree with.  And are the Republicans really for cutting all taxes, all the time, no matter what?  How do they propose to finance the government?  How do they propose to finance a war?
Patriot Act:

Is Kerry both for the Patriot Act and against it?  Well, he voted for it, and now he criticizes it, so he must be inconsistent.  First off, a thorough reading of the law might prove helpful.  (You can download it here from a special Department of Justice website which couches the bill in the best possible light).  Kerry voted for the bill because he believed that the law would do more good than harm.  Does that mean he thinks each and every word written on each and every page is a great idea?  Of course He does not, and as president he'll have the opportunity to alter the law.  Kerry's website offers five proposed improvements to the Patriot Act.

NAFTA:

Did Kerry support the treaty and now want to take it away?  Or will he order an immediate 120-day review of all existing trade agreements to ensure that our trade partners are living up to their labor and environment obligations.  Is this revoking the treaty?  Or does he think our trade partners are evading their obligations and is working on finding out whether or not they are doing so?

Iraq:

Did Kerry support the war and now attacking Bush for it?  Didn’t he say in 1998 that we should use force against Iraq and now he has changed his mind?  Perhaps we should remember that Iraq kicked the inspectors out in 1998 and Kerry was quite upset about it.  He believed that force was necessary if Iraq refused to comply with the inspectors.  When President Bush proposed legislation to use force if Iraq did not comply with the inspectors, Kerry backed it.  When Bush used force even though Iraq was cooperating with the inspectors, Kerry opposed the decision and labeled a “flipped-flopper”
 by those attempting to box him into a narrowly-held point of view.
Another critique of Senator Kerry’s record comes with taking his voting record out of context.  It has been said that John Kerry wants to raise the gas tax by 50 cents.  It has also been implied that this will be a goal of Kerry’s once he takes office.  What they fail to mention is that Kerry has not voted for a gas tax increase in over 10 years.  When he voted for the increase, gas was under a dollar a gallon and the national deficit was at a critical level.  Kerry also believed that Americans should be encouraged to look toward alternative models of energy usage, hoping at the time, that this money would be used to seek out these alternative fuels, rather than sending our money, in the form of high gas prices back overseas.
  Situations in government arise regarding various circumstances.  To judge Senator Kerry’s record using today’s situations is not only unfair, but deceptive.
Another issue worth noting is Senator Kerry’s impressive record on limiting assault weapons within our communities.  Legislation supported by every police organization demands production of these weapons to be stopped.  Kerry even made a detour in his 2004 campaign to cast a persuasive vote to extend the Brady Bill another 10 years banning assault weapons.  Though Kerry receives low marks from the NRA for his gun control position (mainly regarding his opposition of assault weapons), he himself is a gun owner and believes that individuals retain this right to possess firearms.  He has sided with the important issues brought forward by interest groups such as The Coalition to Stop Gun Violence and Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence.
One of the conservative media’s “talking points” is how liberal John Kerry is.  Kerry has broken from his party on numerous occasions, siding with his conservative opponents.  Fiscal responsibility has been one such issue.  Kerry broke with the so-called "tax-and-spend liberal Democrats" when he supported the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings balanced budget act in the mid-1980s.  This legislation passed in an effort to achieve deficit reduction.  He supported the President’s deficit reduction program in 1993.  He also voted in favor of giving presidents line item veto authority for appropriations bills.  Kerry has supported many tax cuts, particularly those aimed at the middle class or at entrepreneurial activities. He worked with Senator John McCain on making the Internet a tax-free zone, he proposed reducing the capital gains tax to zero for certain industries, and he supported reducing the dividend tax long before Bush proposed eliminating it.
Kerry’s support of using force is without question.  He has supported the interests of the nation by authorizing force in Grenada in 1993, Panama in 1989, Somalia in 1992, and Kosovo in 1999.  He did vote against using force in Iraq in 1991 arguing that the country was not ready for war and that diplomacy should be given more time.  It should be noted that Iraq’s takeover of Kuwait was fairly peaceful with only a couple hundred Kuwaitis being killed in the aggression.  In contrast, once the US led coalition became involved, over 350 coalition members lost their lives as well as 25,000 – 75,000 Iraqis (See appendix).  Kerry was also critical of the administration's failure to use adequate forces at Tora Bora, possibly letting Osama Bin Laden slip away.

Kerry has been strong on intelligence and defense.  The last time Kerry voted for a drop in intelligence spending was in 1994 and 1995 when he sided with senior congressional Republicans who wanted to cut 2% of the budget (roughly 1.5 billion…very trivial).  The only times Kerry has voted for defense spending cuts came early in his career when he opposed the entire “star wars” missile defense system, and when a bi-partisan effort was formed to balance the budget.  It should also be noted that “a vote against a particular weapons system doesn't necessarily indicate indifference toward national defense.”
  
Although strong on defense, Kerry is not a hawk.  He has sponsored amendments to ban tests of anti-satellite weapons, as long as the Soviet Union also refrained from testing. In retrospect, trying to limit the vulnerability of satellites was imperative since many of our smart bombs are guided to their targets by signals from satellites.  Kerry also voted for amendments to restrict the deployment of the MX missile and to ban the production of nerve-gas weapons.

Kerry’s defense record should not come as a surprise.  As a rule it is the Democrats who theoretically support increases in governmental spending.  In the 1992 State of the union address, George Bush Sr. said, “After completing 20 twenty planes for which we have begun procurement, we will shut down further production of the B-2 bomber. We will cancel the small ICBM program. We will cease production of new warheads for our sea-based ballistic missiles. We will stop all new production of the Peacekeeper [MX] missile. And we will not purchase any more advanced cruise missiles. … The reductions I have approved will save us an additional $50 billion over the next five years. By 1997 we will have cut defense by 30 percent since I took office.”  
Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney also informed the Senate, “Overall, since I've been Secretary, we will have taken the five-year defense program down by well over $300 billion. That's the peace dividend. … And now we're adding to that another $50 billion … of so-called peace dividend.”  It should also be remembered that Gen. Colin Powell testified about plans to cut Army divisions by one-third, Navy aircraft carriers by one-fifth, and active armed forces by half a million men and women.  Each of these cases should not be met with contempt.  In the 1980-90’s, the United States did not involve themselves in large-scale wars, decreasing the demand for military spending.

Another area in which Senator Kerry has been tough is crime.  His career as a prosecuting attorney influenced his voting record.  He voted for a bill in the 1990’s that authorized funding for an additional 100,000 police officers to be placed in our neighborhoods.  He led the investigation of Oliver North who was connected to the Iran-Contra scandal.  He also challenged the CIA's turning a blind eye to drug trafficking in Central America.  In 1989 he released a report that slammed the current Administration for neglecting or undermining anti-drug efforts in order to pursue other foreign policy objectives.   Much of the legislation Kerry endorsed dropped crime levels to the lowest in twenty years.
In the fall of 1992 Kerry released a report on the BCCI affair, a scandalous institution controlled by the ruling family of Abu Dhabi.   The Bank of Credit and Commerce International had facilitated Noriega's drug trafficking and money laundering and Kerry had charged the effort to bring it down.   Senator Hank Brown, the ranking Republican on Kerry's subcommittee, noted, "John Kerry was willing to spearhead this difficult investigation. Because many important members of his own party were involved in this scandal, it was a distasteful subject for other committee and subcommittee chairmen to investigate.  They did not.  John Kerry did."

Probably Kerry’s strongest voting record revolves around the environment.  Kerry helped lead the fight against this administration’s attempt to drill in Alaska's Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.  He has supported the Kyoto process on global warming.  John Kerry has voted for the Natural Gas Pipeline as he believes it is important to build.  However, Kerry’s environmental record places him in poor standing with the auto and oil industries.  Wanting to raise the average mile per gallon of automobiles to 36 by 2015 will require higher research and development by manufacturers.  Kerry has also supported various legislation regarding alternate fueled vehicles to cut America’s dependence on foreign oil.

One of John Kerry’s greatest strengths is his foreign policy ability.  In a time when the United States has neglected our neighbors, His experience will bring instant credibility into the White House.  He has spent time on the Senate Foreign relations committee and worked on the global AIDS projects.  Kerry, coupled with John McCain, also embarked on the POW/MIA Affairs project.  Their goal was to learn the truth about American soldiers missing in Vietnam and to normalize relations with that country.  As the ranking Democrat on the East Asian and Pacific Affairs Subcommittee, he is a leading expert on that region, including North Korea.  Kerry’s wealth of experience in this arena allows independence from advisors outlining his policies and actions for him.  As a side note, Kerry’s multilingual and multicultural wife, Teresa, provides appeal to numerous nations. 
John Kerry has dedicated his service in the Senate to his constituents.  The fact that he was voted by the people of Massachusetts into the Senate four different times witness trust in their behalf.  John Kerry entered the Senate with a reputation as a man of conviction.  He helped provide health insurance for millions of low-income children. He has fought to improve public education, protect our natural environment, and strengthen our economy.  Though his record may be challenged by his critics, it remains one of his greatest strengths.
John Kerry in the White House

With the elections coming fast, and the candidates in a dead heat, the political inquirer needs to ask themselves how John Kerry will improve, change, or make better American lives.  In order for the current administration to be replaced, the American people need a stronger plan of action or a better leader.  John Kerry offers both.
John Kerry’s Presidency
Over the course of Kerry’s campaign he has generated various plans for his presidency.  From healthcare reform to rebuilding alliances, Kerry has mapped out his agenda once in the White House.  Many argue that Kerry’s plans are not possible given the power of the Republican-led House and Senate.  Perhaps this is the greatest advantage Kerry maintains.  He has made a profession making compromises with his peers.  One of Clinton’s greatest successes was his ability to generate compromises.  Kerry brings with him twenty years of debate and compromise in the Senate, working to find even ground with his associates.  Kerry’s cabinet, though purely speculative, will also make a strong impact on our nation’s policy.  He is committed to appoint those who "will protect individual rights, not roll them back."
John Kerry relates his own plan upon reaching the White House: “Today, we face four great challenges above all others - First, to win the global war against terror; Second, to stop the spread of nuclear, biological and chemical weapons; Third, to promote democracy, freedom, and opportunity around the world, starting by winning the peace in Iraq; Fourth, [to] end our dependence on Mideast oil.”  Kerry has also proposed incentives to create new jobs, strengthen the middle class, ensure educational opportunity, provide high-quality health care, improve education, and strengthen families.
Kerry’s plan to fight terrorism includes building alliances, modernizing the nation’s military, and using the resources available to our country.  Alliances will provide a stronger foundation for information sharing.  Creating an expansive coalition will allow America to be more responsive to terrorist activities and will create a global effort. His continual support of the creation and recommendations of the 9-11 commission will provide him with a solid framework for implementing change.  Kerry is determined to undermine any future attacks by extremists and aggressively seek to destroy such groups.  Kerry’s past dedication to supporting the United States troops will continue into his administration. 

John Kerry continues to speak concerning using America’s arsenal to fight the war on terror.  Our “arsenal” includes our diplomacy, our intelligence system, our economic power, and the appeal of our values and ideas.  Kerry is determined to make America more secure and prevent a new generation of terrorists from emerging.  His continual support of Homeland Security and his dedication to properly fund this department will deter terrorist activities in the States.  

John Kerry’s plans concerning Iraq will involve greater alliances and greater sharing of the rebuilding burden.  He plans to work with NATO to make the security of Iraq one of their global missions.  NATO’s participation will open the door to greater international involvement, which in turn will heal US alliances.  Kerry’s plan for rebuilding Iraq includes sharing contracts with those nations that provide military support.  This will persuade nations to join the coalition, and begin to see the returning of American troops.  Kerry will also encourage surrounding nations to forgive Iraq’s multi-billion dollar debts, in order to help Iraq start with a clean slate. 
Kerry’s continual work involving incentives to motivate innovation will continue into his presidency.  “To secure our full independence and freedom, we must free America from its dangerous dependence on Mideast oil. By tapping American ingenuity, we can achieve that goal while growing our economy and protecting our environment.”  Kerry plans to create a new energy and conservation trust fund to accelerate the development of innovative technologies, such as more efficient cars and trucks, the development of bio-fuels, and creating clean, secure, hydrogen-based energy. Kerry will also focus on expanding the supply of natural gas.   His plan will require 20% of all electricity coming from renewable sources by 2020, and make clean coal part of our energy solution. 

Kerry has created a plan that will offer $800 in additional tax cuts for child care and focus on after school programs.  His plan would increase the child care tax credit, make it partially refundable to help moderate-income families, and help stay-at-home parents with infants.  The plan will also expand after school programs to serve 3.5 million children and to keep schools open until 6 pm each night, with good transportation options.  Child care cost has risen almost $2000 in the past four years, twice the rate of inflation, creating a greater financial strain on middle to low income households.  Kerry’s plan will increase the child care tax credit to cover $5,000 of expenses and make it available for moderate-income families and stay-at-home parents.
This year’s Democratic Nominee has taken a strong stance in regards to government’s responsibility in creating jobs.  Kerry’s plan will end tax breaks for companies that move jobs overseas and use the savings to reduce the corporate tax rate by five percent, cutting taxes for 99 percent of corporations.  The plan also includes a New Jobs Tax Credit for new hiring in manufacturing, other businesses affected by outsourcing, and small businesses.  Fully funding law enforcement, education, and homeland security will create government jobs across the United States.  John Kerry’s administration will invest in research and technology and provide tax credits to unleash innovation in broadband, energy and small business. 
Kerry’s dedication to middle class tax cuts throughout his 20 years in the Senate will continue into his administration.  Health care costs have increased by nearly 20 percent, college tuition is up by 35 percent, and gas prices have skyrocketed over the past four years.  A Kerry-Edwards administration will provide relief to middle class families by cutting taxes and investing in health care and education.  He will propose a tax credit on up to $4,000 for each of four years of college tuition. Kerry will work for responsible immigration laws that honor America's promise and strengthen America's economy and security.

John Kerry’s health plan is one of the greatest differences from the incumbent president.  The Kerry-Edwards plan will provide relief for employers who offer their employees quality health coverage by helping out with certain high cost health cases - saving families up to $1,000 per year.   One of the problems with society is uninsured children, who suffer when parents cannot afford health care.  Kerry’s plan will pick up the full cost of more than 20 million children enrolled in Medicaid.  In exchange, states will expand eligibility for children's health coverage and low-income adults and enroll every child automatically.
Though Kerry and the current president share common ideas regarding healthcare, their differences are enormous.  Both candidates support tax credits for individuals who buy their own insurance.  Kerry and Bush also have plans that will allow smaller businesses to pool their resources enabling them to be eligible for the larger corporate discounts.  Differences arise between the two candidates in scope and cost.  Kerry’s plan will extend coverage to 25 million more individuals then President Bush’s plan (27 million vs. 2.5 million).  Admittedly, the cost of Bush’s plan is a modest $90 billion compared to Kerry’s $653 billion.  By 2008, with Bush spending about $3,800 for each new person covered, Kerry would spend less than $3,200 per person.  Why is it that Bush’s plan will cover less individuals at a slightly higher per case cost?  The people most likely to take advantage of President Bush’s proposals already have some form of health insurance.  Kerry has also devised a program that will allow private insurers to handle most of the healthcare costs.  He would have the federal government pick up 75 percent of the cost of catastrophic cases once a patient's care reached $50,000. In return, he would require those companies to offer affordable health care to all their workers.  Though Kerry’s proposal is quite extensive, it would require the tax cuts for the wealthy to be rolled back to cover the costs.

Kerry has made a promise to the citizens of the United States that one of the first budgetary tasks will be to fully fund the No Child Left Behind Act.  His plan will support more resources and more reform within our schools.  He will focus on smaller classes and more textbooks.  Kerry will invest in after-school programs so that 3.5 million children have a safe, quality place to go after school, benefiting working parents.  The Kerry-Edwards plan will raise teacher pay, especially in the schools and subjects where great teachers are in the shortest supply, and will improve teachers' professional development and training opportunities.  Kerry’s plan “will create rigorous new tests for new teachers, provide higher pay for teachers who have extra skills and excel in helping children learn, and ensure fast, fair procedures for improving or removing teachers who do not perform well on the job, while preserving protections from arbitrary dismissal.” 
Funding John Kerry’s Proposals

At first glance readers question the wisdom of increasing governmental spending in times of poor fiscal policy.  Kerry’s proposals will be fully paid for by closing corporate tax shelters (a tax shelter as any transaction that is conducted purely for tax reasons with no economic merit).  In addition, Kerry will close Enron-related tax shelters.
  Kerry has also been extremely vocal about rolling back the tax cuts for those with incomes over $200,000.  This will affect roughly 2% of the nation and will pay for almost all of Kerry’s proposals.
Restoring fiscal responsibility is one of Kerry’s core campaign promises.  Kerry and Edwards have a record of fiscal discipline that is absent in this administration, Leading this nation to a balanced budget will avoid asking the next generation to pay for their programs.  They will focus on only passing proposals that can be properly funded.  Kerry also believes his budget will cut the deficit in half in four years, increasing economic confidence and keeping interest rates from rising.
John Kerry on Moral Issues

In this year’s Presidential election, abortion and gay marriage are the two strongest moral issues facing the candidates.  Stem cell research also splits the candidates, and with widespread bipartisan support, needs to become a bigger issue.  John Kerry’s stance on gay marriage matches that of Vice President Dick Cheney and John McCain’s.  He is against Gay Marriage, but believes the court systems should maintain control.  As we have seen with the San Francisco Mayor being overturned by the State Court on his decision to legalize gay marriage, the system does work.  He has and will continue to vote against amending the constitution regarding gay marriage.  He believes that amendments should only be passed to enable rights, not detract them.  
John Kerry believes the government should not pass legislation prohibiting a woman’s right to choose.  However, in reality, abortion is a non-issue.  Republicans as a whole have continually campaigned with a pro-life agenda.  Yet with one of the strongest Republican governments in the history of the United States (Republicans control the House, Senate, White House, Supreme Court --7 of 9 judges, and the majority of Governorships), very little has been accomplished regarding this issue.  Abortion legislation should have been proposed and passed within the last four years.  Critics of John Kerry’s abortion stance should be holding their politicians responsible for not fulfilling campaign agendas.  Kerry believes decisions concerning abortion should remain personal and should not be left to a group of politicians.  Though he disagrees with the Catholic Church regarding this decision, voters are not deceived as to Kerry’s stance on this issue.  
Final Thoughts

If you have made it this far in my essay I must say I am impressed.  Though I doubt everyone will now run to the elections with a John Kerry banner in tow, I hope this essay has created a stronger argument as to why Kerry is a capable president.  I encourage everyone to study the candidates, avoiding all the slanderous rhetoric, and make a voting decision as to who is the more capable leader.  I plan on voting for John Kerry and John Edwards to be our next president and vice-president of the United States, and encourage the reader to do the same.
(Thank you to Elizabeth Eastmond for being my dedicated editor)

Appendix

When Iraq overtook Kuwait, President Bush Sr. brought in a 15-year-old Kuwaiti girl, identified only as Nayirah, who testified that Iraqi soldiers tore hundreds of babies from hospital incubators and killed them.  Bush Sr. quoted the story of Nayirah everywhere he went to gain support for the war.  When Senate Democrats supported only sanctions against Iraq (this is what Kerry backed)-- the blockade of trade which alone would cause hundreds of thousands of Iraqis to die of hunger and disease -- and waffled on endorsing the policy Bush wanted to implement, outright bombardment, the story of Nayirah was played over again generating enough votes in the Senate.  How could you not back Bush with such a devastating story.

What was left out was the fact that Nayirah was not an ordinary Kuwait girl as Bush Sr. had everyone believing.  She was the daughter of Saud Nasir Al-Sabah, Kuwait's ambassador to the United States.  The most interesting part about the entire story is that the massacre as Nayirah described, never occurred.  Wikipedia, the most referenced online encyclopedia, writes concerning the event here.  This link also provides a strong case as to how the story of Nayirah influenced the congress.  It should also be noted that Bush Sr.’s war with Iraq passed 52-47, hardly a strong margin.  In fact, it makes you question how strong the evidence was that persuaded the congress. 

The reality is this.  Iraq’s attack on Kuwait was far short of barbaric.  Go here for a very in-depth look at the war…very informative.  That link also spells out Iraq’s justification for war (not that I agree).  When Iraq attacked, Kuwait pretty much fell over and let them walk right in.  There was no battle and no form of genocide.  In all it has been estimated that only 200 citizens of Kuwait lost their lives.  In comparison over 350 coalition troops lost their lives and anywhere between 25,000-75,000 Iraqis.  Now with all this being said, it is not surprising that near half of the Senators, including Kerry, were not so swift to support Bush’s attacks.  The thinking was diplomacy might be the best solution.  Kuwait was no Kosovo where one million Albanians lost their lives through “ethnic cleansing”.  The same with Bosnia.
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