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- - - - - -opening statement- - - - - -

And now, Jim [Jim Gerstenzang, Associated Press], I can't think of anything else to say, so you can ask the first question.

El Salvador

 Q. Thank you.

 Mr. President, the Secretary of State has said that the United States will do whatever is necessary to head off a guerrilla victory in El Salvador and that the mood of the American people should not necessarily determine our course there. Do you agree with those statements, and under what conditions would you send combat troops to El Salvador?

 The President. Well, once again, Jim, we get into an area -- there are all kinds of options -- economic, political, security, and so forth -- that can be used in situations of this kind. And as I've said so often, I just don't believe that you discuss those options or what you may or may not do in advance of doing any of those things -- except that I will say, lest there be some misunderstanding, there are no plans to send American combat troops into action anyplace in the world.

 Q. If I could follow that up. Can you just envision any circumstances under which we would be sending U.S. combat troops to El Salvador?

 The President. Well, maybe if they dropped a bomb on the White House, I might get mad.

- - - - - - other questions - - - - - 

 Lou [Lou Cannon, Washington Post]?

Nicaragua

 Q. Mr. President, have you approved of covert activity to destabilize the present Government of Nicaragua?

 The President. Well, no, we're supporting them. Oh, wait a minute, wait a minute. I'm sorry. I was thinking El Salvador, because of the previous -- when you said that. Nicaragua. Here again, this is something upon which the national security interest -- I will not comment.

 But let me say something about all of Central America right now, and questions on that subject. Next week I will be addressing the Organization of American States on that entire subject, and therefore, I'll save any answers to any questions on that subject.

 Q. If I could follow up, do you approve or reject -- or do you care to state what your policy is as far as having American covert operations to destabilize any existing government without specific reference to Nicaragua?

 The President. No, again I'm going to say this is like discussing the options. No comment on this.

 Yes, George [George Skelton, Los Angeles Times].

 El Salvador

 Q. Mr. President, although you have no plans to send combat troops to El Salvador, plans can be developed quickly. I'd like to hear some expression of your commitment, if there is one, not to use American combat forces in El Salvador. And, again, just how far will your administration go to keep the Duarte government from falling?

 The President. Well, George, your question again gets to that thing that I have always said I think has been wrong in the past, when our government has done it -- and I will not do it -- and that is to put down specific do's and don't's [sic] with regard to some situation that deals with not only security matters but even such things as trying to influence a situation such as the one in Poland. I think that to do so is just giving away things that reduce your leverage.

- - - - - - - - other questions - - - - - -

Now, Lesley [Lesley Stahl, CBS News], you were -- --

 U.S. Foreign Covert Operations

 Q. Thank you, Mr. President. I'm sorry, but I'd like to go back to Latin America and El Salvador for a minute.

 In the 1960's the CIA came up with a secret plan to get us involved in Vietnam in a surreptitious, covert manner. Is it possible that you can tell us that there is no secret plan now devised by the CIA or any other agency in government to surreptitiously involve Americans in similar activities in Latin America? And can you also assure the American people that we will not go in there secretly without you and this Government giving us some pre-warning?

 The President. Well, Lesley, you know there's a law by which things of this kind have to be cleared with congressional committees before anything is done.

 But again, if I may point to something -- I'm not in total agreement with the premise about Vietnam. If I recall correctly, when France gave up Indochina as a colony, the leading nations of the world met in Geneva with regard to helping those colonies become independent nations. And since North and South Vietnam had been, previous to colonization, two separate countries, provisions were made that these two countries could, by a vote of all their people together, decide whether they wanted to be one country or not.

 And there wasn't anything surreptitious about it, that when Ho Chi Minh refused to participate in such an election -- and there was provision that people of both countries could cross the border and live in the other country if they wanted to. And when they began leaving by the thousands and thousands from North Vietnam to live in South Vietnam, Ho Chi Minh closed the border and again violated that part of the agreement.

 And openly, our country sent military advisers there to help a country which had been a colony have such things as a national security force, an army, you might say, or a military to defend itself. And they were doing this, if I recall correctly, also in civilian clothes, no weapons, until they began being blown up where they lived and walking down the street by people riding by on bicycles and throwing pipe-bombs at them. And then they were permitted to carry sidearms or wear uniforms.

 But it was totally a program until John F. Kennedy -- when these attacks and forays became so great that John F. Kennedy authorized the sending in of a division of Marines. And that was the first move toward combat troops in Vietnam.

 So, I don't think there's any parallel there between covert activities or anything -- --

 Q. Will you tell me that there will not be secret plan that you will not tell the American people about?

 The President. I can't answer your question for the same reason that I couldn't answer George's. I just can't answer on that.

 There's a lady in the very back row.

- - - - - - - other questions - - - - -

Comparison of Vietnam with Iraq: 

In Light of George Bush’s Claim that There is no Analogy Between the Two

by

John J. Fitzgerald

“QUESTION: Mr. President, ... some people are comparing Iraq to Vietnam and talking about a quagmire. ... How do you answer the Vietnam comparison? 

BUSH: I think the analogy is false. I also happen to think that analogy sends the wrong message to our troops and sends the wrong message to the enemy.” 

George W. Bush Press Conference, 13 April, 2004

Analogy is the comparison of two pairs which have the same relationship. The key is to ascertain the relationship between the first so you can choose the correct second pair. Part to whole, opposites, results of—are types of relationships you should find. 

Example:

hot is to cold as fire is to ice OR   hot: cold:: fire: ice

Cf.  similarity, likeness, parallel, comparable

Nation:
Vietnam:
Iraq:

Continent:
Asia (South east)
Asia (South west)

Previous Empire:



French (Indo-China)
British (since WWI)


earlier (China)
earlier (Ottoman)

Language:
Vietnamese
Arabic, and others

Religion(s):
Buddhist
Islam (Shia and Sunni)


Confucian
Secular



Secular



Christian 



(Roman Catholic)

Political Party:




Communist


Baathist (fascist)

Political Leader:




Ho Chi Minh


Saddam Hussein

American Choice 

for Political Leader:



Ngo Dinh Diem
Saddam Hussein


(until 1963) 
(off and on until 1990)



assorted generals


Nguyen Van Thieu 
Ahmad Chalabi


(until 1975)
Iyad Allawi



Nouri al-Maliki (2006)
CIA employment:



OSS and Ho in WW2
CIA and Saddam in 1980’s


USA at war with Japan
USA hostile to Iran

Principal Resource:



Rice
Oil and sand


Cheap labor
Cheap labor


Strategic location
Highly educated population

Strategic Value:



USA base on mainland
USA base for domination


of Southeast Asia
of Persian Gulf region

Dead Americans:            




58,000(total)


3,600+ and climbing(mid 2007)

Dead “enemies”: 




millions


one hundred thousand (+ -)

Popular phrases:



“hearts and minds”
“shock and awe”


“light at the end of 
“mission accomplished”




the tunnel”


“Weapons of Mass Destruction”


“Domino Theory” 
  


“Anti-communism”
“Anti-terrorism”

Costs:
billions of dollars
billions of dollars

Damage to country:         



massive bombing
massive (precision?)   

                                                         
bombing



Civilian casualties:




millions


600,000 + - (est.)  (WSJ, 11 Oct. ’06)

Principal “enemy” tactic:



guerrilla warfare
guerrilla warfare

USA tactic:
high tech warfare $$
high tech warfare $$

US Armed Forces:
 


initially all volunteers
initially all volunteers 



(to date)


(poor and minorities)
(poor and minorities) 



[eventually a conscript
National Guard units



army]

US homefront:



initial support
initial support w/protests


eventual rejection
growing protests

Media coverage:




uncensored


censored

English speaking:




little to none


some



(French)

Americans who 



can speak native 

language: 





miniscule


miniscule

Support for US 

from UN:




No



No

Opposition to US

from Europe:




Yes



Yes

Impact on 

US economy:




Increased deficits

Increased deficits



weak dollar


weak dollar



Good for military-

Good for military-industrial complex


industrial complex




neglect of domestic

neglect of domestic issues




issues





Legal/moral issues:



Contested/doubtful
Contested/doubtful


Just war?
Just war?


Necessity?
Necessity?

Impact on US 

Presidency:



JFK assassinated
Bush runs for re-election


LBJ quits 
Bush wins re-election (2004)


Nixon resigns
2006 Mid-term elections:


(Watergate)
Bush loses House of Representatives


Ford defeated for 
and Senate



re-election

The 5 W’s about the Iraq War

Who?

George W. Bush

Richard B. Cheney

Donald H.  Rumsfeld

Colin L. Powell

Condoleezza Rice

Paul D. Wolfowitz

Neo-conservatives

Saddam Hussein

Lt. Col. Thomas Edward Lawrence

Osama bin Laden

William Jefferson Clinton

John F. Kerry

Ahmad Chalabi

Iyad Allawi

Nouri al-Maliki

Amar Hakim 

Moqtada al-Sadr
Sunnis

Kurds

Shiites

Cindy Sheehan

Iraq Veterans Against the War

What?

Operation Iraqi Freedom

“Shock and Awe”

occupation

invasion

resistance

weapons of mass destruction

weapons of mass deception

improvised explosive devices (i.e.d.)

The Surge

The Coalition of the Willing

War on Terror

Homeland Security

Baath Party

Pre-emptive war

preventive war

imperialism

protests

When?

1900 – 1918 – Late Period of the Ottoman Empire 

1919 – 1932 – Period of the British Mandate over Iraq

1932 – 1958 – Period of the Monarchy

1958 – 1963 – Period of the Republic

1963 – 1968 – Period of Baathist Party Struggle

1968 – 1979 – Period of Baathist Party Control

1979 – 2003 – Saddam Hussein Dictatorship

11 September 2001

March 2003 – USA and UK and “allies” invade Iraq

2003 – present – Occupation of Iraq

Where?

Middle East

South West Asia

Persian Gulf

Iraq

Tigris and Euphrates Rivers

How?

High tech warfare

Congressional resolutions

All volunteer armed forces

Call up of reserves and national guard

Deficit spending

Massive destruction of Iraqi infrastructure

Propaganda war at home

Media control 

Spin

Why?

Maintain political and economic control of the middle east (hegemony)

Control the oil supply from the region

Protect dependent states 

Promote the War on Terrorism

Protect the Permanent War Economy

Protect the interests of the military industrial complex

Defend the economic policy of neo-liberalism and international capital

Bring democracy to Iraq - allegedly

Prevent another 9/11 - allegedly
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