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MAYORAL ELECTION 2004 

The -caiidid~tes and their stances 
. . ~ . : . ' ~. . : : : : : . . . : ~: . 

. Jhe:-r~:J .n.o.ff rae~ ~ho~~ ~ .clear division along economic 

. ancliiei"gfiborhood lines .. ·Bainum is favored in the·· 
affluent areas of East Honolulu ahd Windward Oahu, 
while Hat:"~rie-riiantj _ is · rn~re popular in= blue-collar areas 
~ike Leeward" Oatil:~ . and ~he Aiea-Pearl City region. 

By David Namiki 
STAFF WRITER 

: : ... >~ - : : . 

MARK EDMUND DUKE 
BAINUM 

CAMPAIGN. THEME: ·. . "Honest 
Change . ."" $1.9 million of . j,_j; _·$3.2 
million campaign is from his own 
pocket.···says · self-funding m·akes 
him independent of a "system of ilie
gal contributions and city contracts," 
not "buying the election." 
. · BACKGROUND: Born 1952 in 
._Ta~9!'11a ~ark, MD, in poverty .. Family 

. became .one of the wealthiest in 

. ·~kansas, owning bimks, a motel, 

. . . and . a. country 'dub. Married to Jen-

. -;nif&r-Anri Haruini Tomi; no children. 
EDUCATION: Southern Mission

ary College, 1974; University of 
~ ;MarylaQd ~~9!cal School, J980; UH 

surgical residency; Western General 
Banking School, 2000. 
· . CAREER: Physician since 1980; 

>Aiae · tc>·sen.' '=serirand· Kobayashi, 
·· 1"988-1990; MeCully-Moiliili Neigh

borhood Board, ·1989-1990; ·state 
:-;~ouse of.Reps, 1990~199.4; .Hono
. -I!Jil1 Cjty Gou.ncil, -1.994-200_2; Chair

man of family's Qiamond Stat~ Bank 
(Arkansas), ·2000~2003. · 

. . .. : . . : . . t ... . 

. STANCE ON· ISSUEs:·· -. 

: " Traffic: · In favor of a 'qight-rail" 
_ ele'.{ated monorail system. · . Once · 
. suppo.rted the ~us Rapid_ Transit 

(BAT), but now disagrees with the 

· way. !t~ b~ing i~p_lef'!le~te~; : · .. 

,. Leasehold Condominium Con
version: Supports the existing 
Chapt'er . 3S, allo~'ing ' the. city to : . 
force landowners to sell quali
fied condominium owners the fee 
interest under their. unit$. "It's all 

.· ·about o·wnership.'' . 
•. .· ... · :· '·, .. 

· " Sewer· Fees: Believes fees will 
- have to increase to pay for repairs 

that : cannot walt. Is studying the 
possibility . of merging- sewer and 
water supply agencies, Yt~hich cquld 

, say~ .the. ~ity $25 milli~n ~nr:Jually .. 

, Farm Tax: ·Authored a 2002 law 
that limited special farm-tax' rates to 

· agricultural land dedicated to farm
ing·, · Eliminated "cheaters," includ
ing . large -landowners who enjoyed 
the ~ax brl;l8J< withput farming. 

, Landfill:· Has no new site for a 
· landfill ·when t~e Waimanalo Gulch 
closes in 200S, but says it cannot be 
·on the wefWindward' side. Believes 
the City Council should consider 
:shipping garbage to the. Mainland. 

' .· 

· · ·-Photos· courtesy of the· Honolulu 
. , .Advertiser 

MULIUFI FRANCIS "MUFI" 
HANNEMANN 

CAMPAIGN THEME: "Our Hom~. 
Our Mayor." Has the endorsement 
of most labor· unions and business 
associations, which supports his 
claim to be a consensus-builder, not 
a "bully," as some former associates 
have asserted. 

BACKGROUND: Born 1954 in 
. Honolulu. Gre~ up in Kalihi and was 
a standout athlete at lolani. Married 
to Gail Mukaihata; no children. 

EDUCATION: Harvard University 
(cum laude), 1976; Fulbright Scholar 
at Victoria University, New Zealand. 

CAREER: History teacher and 
. ,. b.ast<etball .. e~;>ac::h at-.lolani; · j()ined 

Gov. George Ariyoshi's administra
tion in 1979; Special Assistant with 
Dept. of Interior's Office of Territorial 
and International Affairs, 1980; Fel
lowship under then Vice President 
Bush, 1983; VP of C. Brewer & Co., 
1984-1991; · Director of DBEDT for 
Gov. JohQ .Waihee; Honolulu City 
Coun~il! 1994-2002. 

·STANCE ON ISSUES: 

· >> Traffic: ·Supports- "I!Qht-rail," as 
well as an elevated viaduct over 
t;Jimitz Hwy, despite having _ con-

. cerns about visual blight.. Pledges 
to . work out _of Kapolei ·Hale once 
a week and encourage economic 
growth in the area. 

· » Leasehold: Condominium Con-. 
version: Sides with the Hawaiian 
trust_s, who would lose significant 
.lease r~venue .if they are forced. to 
se!llots· under condominiums. 

· » Sewer Fees: Would propose fee 
increases as a last resort, if thorough 
examination shows that there is no 
other way to fund necessary repairs. 
Will eliminate practice of taking 
money .from the city's sewer fund to 
pay for other services. 

» Farm Tax: Opposes Bainum's 
tax structure law. Says forcing 
owners to dedicate land to farming 
in order to qualify for tax break 
creates pressure for development. 
Supported bill to grant tax relief 
this year for all agriculture-zoned 
proper:ty, including vacant land. 

· » Landfill: Also has not declared a 
preferred site for a new landfill when 
the Waimanalo Gulch closes in 2008, 

. but is .already proposing econQmic 
benefits packages for whichever 
community the new landfill will be 
located in. 

. ' 
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• President Bush 0 Senator Kerry · • Swing states 

ILLUSTRATION VUONG PHUNG 

The Electoral College: Where your vote goes 
After registered voters have made their way to the ballots, pondered the best 
candidate and declared their vote, here's what happens to their presidential vote 
after it is cast into the national polling abyss. The presidential election follows a 
process not used in state or city elections . 

By Andrea Maglasang 
EDITOR 

In the presidential elections, each 
individual person casts one vote 
for the presidential candidate they 
deem worthy of the job. The votes 
of all individual voters combined 
are called the popular vote, or the 
people's v~te. 

However, the decision-making 
vehiCle in the voting process is the 
Electoral College; a group of elec
tors whose vote ultimately decides 
the winner of the election. Ideally, 
the Electoral College represents the 
results of the popular vote . 

Each state is entitled to at least 
three electoral votes. The total 
number of electoral votes is based 
o_n, but not equal to, the state's Con
gressional representation. It includes 
two votes for the two senators from 
each state, and one vote for the at 
least one representative from each 
state in the House of Representa
tives. The number of electoral votes 
ailowed each state can be greater, 
but never less, than three, depend
ing on the population of the state 
as measured in the national census. 
More votes are given to state with 
larger populations, which have more 
representatives in the House. 

More populated states like Cali
fornia, New York, Texas, and Flor
ida contribute a larger amount of 
electoral votes than states like North 
Dakota or Wyoming, which are the 
least populated. Washington D.C. is 
allowed the minimum of three elec
toral votes. 

The total number of electoral votes 
in the nation is 538. In order to win 
the presidency, a candidate needs to 
win a majority of electoral votes. 

Within each state, the_ popular 

votes are counted by district to 
determine how the electoral votes 
will be cast. 

But there is a hitch in the represen
tation of the popular vote through 
the Electoral College. In most 
states (except Colorado, Maine, and 
Nebraska) the entire state will only 
endorse one presidential candidate. 
The state will give all of its electoral 
votes to the presidential candidate 
who receives the greatest number of 
popular votes. 

Therefore, a candidate who wins a 
plurality of votes (more than all the 
other candidates) but does not neces
sarily receive a majority (more than 
50 percent) of votes, can receive all 
of the electoral votes for that state. 
This means an entire state may vote 
for a candidate who received less 
than 50 percent of the combined 
popular vote but managed to receive 
more votes than the other candi
dates-so more than 50 percent of 
the state may not have voted for the 
candidate who ends up with all of 
the state's electoral votes. 

This winner-take-all process can 
result in a false representation of 
the popular vote by the electoral 
votes. In the case of the last election, 
George W. Bush slimly (and often 
contested) won the electoral vote, 
but did not win the popular vote. 

Furthermore, within each state, 
all candidates running for president 
are not always listed on that state's 
ballot. Candidates must gather 
enough signatures by state residents 
to have their name printed on the 
voting ballots in that state. So voters 
do not have the same options to 
choose from when voting in differ
ent states. In Hawaii, Ralph Nader, 
who is running for president, did not 
niake it on the ballot. Hawaii resi-

dents who would like to cast their 
vote for Nader are ~o~ able.to do so. 

Individual states· decide how 
to cast their electoral votes; ·it is 

mostly tradition that has them put 
all their votes behind one candidate. 
The states of Nebraska, Maine, and 
Colorado (Colorado beginning this 
election) have decided to let their 
electoral votes more accurately rep
resent the popular vote. Colorado's 
electoral votes will be spread pro
portionately between the candi
dates, reflecting the popular vote of 
the state. In Nebraska and Maine, 
one vote is given to the winning 
candidate of each district, and two 
to the candidate who wins a plural
ity. 'fhis procedure, though slightly 
more accurate, often offers results 
no different than that of a winner
take-all vote. 

Ultimately, the voting process 
begins with one vote from one 
citizen. Should the voter have the 
option to choose the candidate of 
their liking, the candidate they vote 
for must receive more votes than 
any other candidate in that state. 
If this happens, then the Electoral 
College will cast all of that state's 
votes for the chosen candidate. 
Then, all of the nation's electoral 
votes will be counted to determine 
the winner of the presidency. 

In a case where the Electoral 
College votes are at a tie, and the 
electoral votes do not clearly state 
the winner, the decision will be 
turned over to Congress for a final 
decision. This temporary shift 
to a parliamentary-type election 
happened once in 1824 (between 
Andrew Jackson and John Quincy 
Adams) and almost happened in 
2000 (between George W. Bush 
and AI Gore). 



The future 
of Social 
Security in 
doubt 
By Chad Thompson-Smith 
STAFF WRITER 

Social Security is not a popular 

topic of conversation among college 

students because Social Security 

issues do not pertain to the majority 

of them, who are generally between 

the ages of 18 to 26. However, they 

should be more concerned about it, 

especially since they face the possi

bility of not having any incentives 

that come with Social Security when 

it comes time for them to retire. 

Social Security is money paid 

to retired individuals by the gov

ernment. Social Security trustees 

believe that by the year 2018 the 

current amount of payroll taxes 

paid into Social Security will be 

insufficient to pay out all benefits. 

If the Social Security system con

tinues to function as is, the govern

ment will have to borrow money 

to compensate the benefits it has 

failed to cover with payroll taxes; 

this will eventually lead to a $4.5 

trillion deficit. 
The future · of Social Security will 

no doubt be affected in the corning 

presidential election. 

Both presidential candidates 

have their own idea of how to 

protect the purpose of the Social 

Security program. 

"To make sure Social Security 

is around when our children grow 

up, we must allow younger work

ers to save some of their own pay

roll taxes in a personal savings 

account that earns better interest ... 

an account the government cannot 

take away," said Republican candi

date, President Bush. 

However, opposing candidate 

John Kerry has a different plan 

for the future of Social Security. 

He is particularly concerned with 
the "Three Pillars" of Social Secu

rity: the growth of the American 

' economy, the restoration of fiscal 

discipline, and the bipartisan coop

eration of both Democratic and 

Republican Parties. 

Both candidates have strong 

views on what needs to be done 

to maintain the effectiveness and 

long-term stability of the Social 

Security system. Although younger 

generations may not feel the imme

diate need to be concerned with 

Social Security issues, they need to 

keep in mind that this is an issue 

that will affect their future and the 

futures of their offspring. They 

also need to know that the future 

of Social Security ultimately lies 

in their hands with the coming 

election. For further information 

regarding the views of Social Secu

rity from both presidential candi

dates, students can look to both of 

their websites: johnkerrr.c~m and 

georgebush.com. 

"We pursued al Qaeda wherever 
al Qaeda tries to hide. Seventy
five percent of known al Qaeda 
leaders have been brought to 

justice. The rest of them know 
we're after them." 

"We had (Osama bin Laden) 
surrounded. But we didn't use 
Ameri~an forces, the best traineq 
in the world, to go kill him. 
The president relied on Afghan 
warlords and he outsourced 
that job too." 

War· issues become a war of 

0RDS 
PHOTOS BROOKS KRAFT(BUSH)-CORBIS FOR TIME, ANTHONY SUAU (KERRY) FORTI ME 

PHOTO ILLUSTRATION VUONG PHUNG 

By David Namiki 
STAFF WRITER 

The war in Iraq remains an impor

tant issue in the presidential race, 

with 20 percent of registered voters 

considering it a deciding factor in 

their voting decision. President 

George Bush and his opponent, Sen

ator John Kerry, have clashed most 

on whether or not the war should 

have been started. Otherwise, the 

discussion has become as much a 

war of words as a comparison of 

actual strategies. 

Kerry calls Bush's decision to 

invade Iraq a "colossal misjudg
ment," since Saddam Hussein's 

alleged weapons of mass destruc

tion, Bush's rationale for going in, 

were never found. 

Bush counters that Saddam still 

posed a great threat, and the war 

was a "preemptive strike" to prevent 

another terrorist attack happening 

on U.S. soil. 

Kerry rebutted the anti-terror

ism reasoning in the first debate 

by questioning the shift of focus 

from Afghanistan and Osama Bin 

Laden to Iraq. Kerry blamed the 

failure to capture Bin Laden, when 

"we had him surrounded," on 

Bush's "outsourcing" of that job 

to Afghan warlords. 

Following the debate, the non

partisan Annenberg Political Fact 

Check group at www.factcheck. 

org confirmed that the · Pentagon 

relied heavily on Afghan forces at 

Tara Bora, but said that Bin Laden 

may not even have been there at the 

time. 

Bush asserted that Bin Laden bas 

been marginalized, claiming that 75 
percent of al Qaeda leaders have 

been "brought to justice." 

Annenberg later clarified that Bush 

was referring to the deaths or arrests 

of two-thirds, not 75 percent, of Bin 

Laden's Sept. 11 network- not those 

running al Qaeda afterward. 

As the war is already underway, 

the question now is what to do with 

the troops there. Bush, who says he 

will not bring troops home until Iraq 

has stabilized, believes wavering 

sends the wrong message to sol

diers. Bush cites instances, such as 

when Kerry said he "voted for the 

$83 billion (additional war fund

ing), before he voted against it," as 

an indication of just how irresolute 

Kerry i·s in his policies. 

Kerry admits to his mist~ke 

of words, ~ut _says "the pn~~i
dent made a mistake in invading 

Iraq." He criticizes_ Bush' s.lack of 

a solid exit strategy ·from a place 

he claims is "getting worse·b-y the 

day." Kerry says he would begin 

withdrawal of some troops in six 

months, meanwhile training Iraqis 

so they can eventually manage 

their own interests. 

Kerry and Bush argue on whether 

allies should be·· con suited on war 

matters, but their principles remain 

unclear. Kerry, w_ho says Bush 

weakened U.S. coalitions by not 

seeking U.N. approval on Iraq, 

views the North Korea situation dif

ferently, pushing for bilateral talks 

between North Korea and the U.S. 

Bush, who said, "I don't need any

body to tell me to go the U.N.," says 

we must continue the talks .th;t~cur

rently include six countries. 

In an Oct. 16 Newsweek poll 

of registered · voters, 51 percent 

approved of Bush's handling of Iraq, 

while 41 percent believed Kerry 

would do a better job in this area. 

·Page'3 

~- :aush and Kerry 
debate a higiJ~~ 
education issue: 
Stem· cell research 

By Alyson Zureick 

THE DAILY PRINCETONIAN 

(PRINCETON U.) 

(U-WIRE) PRINCETON, N.J.

Unlike study abroad programs, stem 

cell r~search is a policy area that has 

produced a great deal of debate and 

controversy. 

In August 2001, Bush signed an 

executive order lirnitipg federal 

funding to stem cell research on 

existing stem cell lines. 

These existing lines, however, 

are "completely worthless" for the 

n~c¢ssary- -:t;_esearch1 :Lee . Silyer, a 

University · professor with a joint 

appointment in molecular biology 
and·the Wilson School, si.id: ·. 

While.·the ·limit on federal fund-

. )ng has ~~t . dll:e~-tly _ affected . any 

U~versity pr_ofes~or~, it d_Of?~ place 

~(fvere r_estrictiens on r~searchers at 

other universities: These professors 

-often have liinited private fundS: and 

are dependent oil" funding from the 

National Institutes of "Health, sliid 

U.niy.ersity President Emeritus and 

{~rmer. ~hcrlrm~ , of the . Natlq~al 
Bioethics Advisory Commission 

Harold Shapiro GS '64. 

' : Research··oo · ·huinan· -stem···cells 

is legal" m most states, and states 

like California and New Jersey are 

· ·attemp~g_ to: Pt~iicie :s~at~ funding 

that will circumv~nt federal regula

.tions, Si-lversaid. . _.. 

· California; ·for example, has put 

u~ a $3 "lnillion bond offering· -for 

approval to fund ~tern celi -research. 
"States are really seeing this as a 

good -in~estrnent right: now,'~ . S~lver 

said. "If California gets the bond 

Qffering approved, it will -attract 

scientists, venture capitalists ·and 

jobs- to· California. And eventually 
' r • 
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Bush, Kerry attack each other's ta-x plans, not clear on their .own ·· 
By Clint Kaneoka 
COPY EDITOR 

With America's ongoing war on ter

rorism being the primary focus of the 

2004 presidential election, many key 

domestic issues have not received the 

amount of attention they had in pre

vious campaigns. One notable issue 

that considerably affects Americans 

in their day-to-day lives is taxes. Yet, 

despite its importance, each candi

date's stance on the issue remains 

ambiguous, as they choose to batter 

each other with criticism rather than 

provide details of their tax plan. 

Although the presidential debates 

gave each candidate a chance to clar

ify their position on the tax policies of 

America, neither took the opportunity 

to do so. Instead, both parties accused 

the other of putting forth a faulty tax 

plan that would increase the federal 

deficit, and, raise .taxes for the people 
who could least afford it 

While neither candidate's plan is 

established in great detail, more is 

known about President George W. 

Bush's stance, as it stems from the tax

relief program of his recent adminis
tration. Under what the administration 

called "a bold and fair relief plan," 

taxes were reduced across the board 

for each income class, with the high

est percentage of the tax cuts going 

toward Americans earning the lowest 

income. The Bush plan replaced pre

vious tax rates of 15, 28, 31, 36, and 

39.6 percent with a simplified rate 

structure of 10, 15, 25, and 33 percent 

Furthermore, his plan has doubled the 

child tax credit from $500 to $1,000, 

applying the credit to the Alternative 

Minimum Tax, reduced the marriage 

penalty by reinstating a 10 percent 

deduction for two-earner couples, 

eliminated the death tax, expanded 

charitable deduction to non-itemizers, 

and made the Researc~ and Experi

mentation tax credit peiriument. 

According to the Bush administra

tion, "countries with low taxes, lim
ited regulation, and open trade grow 

faster, create more jobs, and enjoy 

higher standards of living than coun

tries with bigger, more centralized 

governments and higher taxes.~'-· 

Currently, Bush's tax -relief plan 

is set to expire in 2010, anci · if 

reelected, he plans to maJce the tax 

cuts permanent. 

However, Bush's plan has been 

widely criticized by his opponent in 

the election, Senator John Kerry. In 

refute of Bush's claims; Kerry says 

that most have seen their tax burden 

go up rather than down under the cur

rent plan, especially the middle dass. 

If elected, Kerry _aims_ t9. :fi~ such 

problems. Although his plan does 

not call for a tax increase for anyone 

making less than $200,000 per year, 

those earning more will have their 

tax cu~ scaled back to ~h'!t they 
were under the administration ·of 

President Clinton. 

Kerry has also proJ;Irised to create 10 
million new jobs within Amei:ica and 

keep the.m ~ere by in$titu~& corpo
.r~te tax cuts of tive percent and elimi

natipg tax loopholes that push jobs 

overseas: In_ his· plan, Kerry requires 

companies to pay taxes on any· inter
national income as they earn it,-rather 

than allow it to be deferred. 

By-Kerry's pOlicy, _the .only time 

companieJ> wQuld only be allowed 

to defer taxes is when "they located 

a business in a foreign country that 

serves that ·nations market." In other 

words, an American shoe company 

could set up in India to s_ell shcies to 

that nation, but could not reloc;:a~ to 

a fo~ign country to sell·sboes back to 

-- America · 

The Kerry campaign estimates that 

this would save $12 billion a year, 
w~~ would be used to help reduce 

the corporate tax rate from 35 percent 

to 33.25 percent 
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T:ime~ re.d.efines . 
' • I ~ - • • 

conventional, political 
i~~<;>logi~~' ~gain 
By Paul Kolbe 
NEWS EDITOR 

nie· Irishman Edmund Burke once 
compared 'society to' ' a' living ~rg~
isni, 'w~ich'bas taken time to grow and 
matur~. so it sho~ld not be violently 
upr.<_l~ted.\fere J~hn K~rry . to use 
such a quote against George Bush's 
sweeping tax changes and endorse
me-nt of the USA PATRIOT f\ct, he 
might be accused once again of pre-
9/11 or ~iber~ thinking.This would be 
ironic, considering Burke is the father 
of c<;mserva?ve thinking. 

Conventional · meanings of lib
eral and conservative· ideals have 
Ion~ since traversed party lines, 
but in 'the post 9/11 world eac~ side 
is adopting ·opposing ideals a~d 

making it their own. 
Conserv~tives, who once held 

small~r government as a pinnacle 
of t_heir thinking, have under the 
Bush· .. administr~ti~n, . embra~ed 
increased .govern~ep.t spending 
and.pbWers in the war on terrorism. 
Creating amqn,g ·other things an 

• ,..,~, ·~·· 4 • 

entrrely new government agency, 
the Department of Homeland Secu
rity, and looser restrictions for law 
enfbfcement -~genCies_ 1n areas such .. 
as cell phone monitoring.This has 
given democrats an opportunity 
to extend an 'qlive . branch to tra
diti~nal cons~rvatives, promising 
to repeal provisions of the USA 
PATRIOT Act · and reduce ' d.eficit 

spending to bala'nce th~ budget. 
In othe'r, words democrats are now 
embracing fiscal responsibility, 
small~~ gov.ern~enf, a~d civil lib
erties as 'their own ideals- ideals 
that until now . were considered 
strictly republican. 

But 9/11 is not the only factor in 
the metamorphosis of partisan think
ing.During the Clinton era, repub
lican Pat Buchanan helped make 
the plight of the average American 
worker a key republican topic to 
this day by claimiD:g the establish
ment had ignored American work-

ers for a corporate and financial 
elite with no loyalty but the bottom 
line. Clinton w'as blasting b~g gov
ernment, endorsing public school 
uniforms: balancing the budget and 
endorsing global trade. 

Buchanan's ideals have since 
inspired republicans to maintain 
an everyday hard working Ameri
can image, even though most come 
from inherent wealth and Ivy
League Schools .Clinton helped 
democrats to no longer fear but 
rather embrace big business and 
global trade, areas which many 
democrats felt would lead to Amer
ican jobs being outsourced to for
eign countries. 

While both parties have evolved 
and borrowed the others ideals, to 
say liberals have become conser
vative and conservatives liberal 
would be a dubious claim at best. 
The history of both terms comes 
more from different perspectives 
on social issues rather. than busi
ness and foreign policy. 

Conservatives by nature of the 
word have had more to preserve, 
more wealth and property, and held 
strong religious views.These ideals 
still hold true today, along with anti
abortion and a strong military. 

Liberals, on the other hand, drew 
their thinking from the reduction of 
royal power and the church, believ
ing it was the government's duty to 
create a more equitable society. This 
is still a factor with today's liberals, 
along with the support of welfare, 
affirmative action and the separa
tion of church and state. 

The best modern example of 
role-reversal would be the wars in 
Afghanistan and lraq.Conservatives 
have historically been isolationists, 
looking upon international under
takings such as foreign wars and 
the UN, with a critical eye .Conser
vatives have long felt that entering 
long, drawn out foreign campaigns 
and nation building is something 
democrats do. 

Democr 

n,he 
• UN r military action 

• C.: • 'It ' 

• Reducing use of coal, oil and nuclear for energy 
• More federal funding for health coverage 

."Sexual orientation protected by civil rights laws 
• Requiring companies to hire women and minorities 

• Abortion as a woman's right 

Republicans ~trongly Oppose 

• Abortion as a womans' right 
• Requiring companies to hire more women and minorities 
• Sexual orientation protected by civil rights laws 
• More federal funding for health coverage 

Senator John F. Kerry 
As a liberal and member of the Democratic Party, Sentor Kerry's views differ greatly from his 
opponent's. Below is a brief introductory on Kerry's beliefs and how he has acted politically 

toward them. 

• Believes the USA PATRIOT Act has been used to abuse people's 
rights, but voted for a provision limiting restrictions on wire
tapping cell phones. 

• Resists restrictions on abortions, and 
voted against banning partial birth 
abortions. 

• Wants to be known as John F. 
Kennedy was: a president who 
happens to be Catholic, not as a 
Catholic president. 

• Voted against vouchers for private 
schools. Proposes increased fund
ing for public schools, and raising 
the minimum wage. 

• Voted against a gay marriage ban, 
but believes marriage is between a man 
and a woman. Supports partnership 
rights and. civil unions. · 

Supports affirmative action into the 
near future, but questions long-term 
practicality. 

• Pledges not to raise taxes on 
earnings under $200,000. 

• Mixed record on the envi
ronment. Proposes fixing 
and joining the Kyoto Treaty, 
which pledges to reduce 
greenhouse emissions world
wide. 

Pres 
Kerr: 

Ideals and differences oft 

Republicans Oppose 

• Restrictions on gun ownership 

Democrats Favor 

• Drug use as immoral; enforcin 
• Allowing prayer 

• Reducing use of coal, oil, and nuclear energy 
• Seeking UN approval for military action 

• Drug use being immoral; 
• Seeking UN approval for 
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DIDATES 

President George W. Bush 
President Bush has drawn distinct differences between himself and Senator Kerry, often referring to 
Kerry's liberalism in a derogatory manner. The following points give a brief synopsis of the Republi

can incumbent's beliefs and political record in relation to them. 

• Approved the USA PATRIOT Act, giving the federal 
government increased authority. 

• Approved a law making late term abor
tions illegal. 

• Made no secret of his Christian-
ity and how it affects his political 
views, saying he uses Jesus Christ 
as his role model. 

• Endorsed government funding of 
private faith-based organizations. 

• Proposed a constitutional amend
ment defining marriage as between 
a man and a woman. The amend
ment did not pass. 

• Oversaw a sweeping tax break, 
which most Americans qualified for, 
but also came into the presidency with 
more than a $200 billion national sur
plus, now reduced to a more than $500 
billion deficit. 

• Expressed support for oil exploration in 
the Arctic wildlife refuge, and supported 

a measure for logging in protected national 
forests to prevent wild fires. 

s of the two major parties 

d Republicans agree on 

~
ding on Armed Forces 

and expand free trade 

rayer in public schools . 

rmoral; enforce laws against it 

pproval for military action 

Democrats Oppose 

• Tax Relief for families with income over $200,000 
~.....-~ 

• eath penalty 

• upporting and expanding ee trade 

·Closing U.S. borders; immigration doesn't help the economy 
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Nader and the· oth·er presidenti·a(· 
candid·ates. joi~ nati.on'·s· :b·allotSJ.:·~. 

By Roxane Caires 
STAFF WRITER 

.. •. 

Ralph Nader of Connecticut is run
ning for president for the fourth time 

since 1992. Nader is ninning as an 

independent candidate and is the 

Reform Party's presidential nominee. 

Nader will appear on the ballots of at 

least 34 states, and will also appear as 

a filed write-in candidate in California, 

Indiana, North Carolina, and Texas. He 

is currently pending legal challenges 

concerning the validity of certain 

signatures in Arizona and Arkansas. 

Nader was some 500 signatures short 

in Hawaii, and therefore will not appear 

on the ballot. There has been much con

troversy concerning Nader 's campaign, 

especially from the Democratic Party, 

questioning the possibility of Nader 

taking away votes from Kerry and 

therefore supporting Bush. 

Michael Badnarik of Texas is the 

presidential nominee for the Li~ertar

ian Party. Badnarik will appear on the 

ballots of 48 states, New Hampshire 

and Oklahoma being the only two 

states not to include his name. Bad

narik was the Libertarian nominee for 

state representative in 2000, and 2002 

finishing second and third respec

tively. He attended Indiana Univer-. 
sity from 1972-1977 a~d i; pres~ntly . 
a self-employed computer consultant 

and skydiving instructor. 

David Keith Cobb of California is the 

Green Party presidential nominee. Cobb 

will appear on the ballots of 29 states, 

will appear as a filed write-in candidate 

in five states, and is pending legal chal

lenges in New York. Cobb will appear 

on the Hawaii state ballot. Cobb was a 

co-founder of the Texas Green Party in 
1999 as well as the Texas State Coor

dinator for the 2000 Nader campaign. 

He was also the Green Party nominee 

for Texas Attorney General in 2002, 

and the campaign director for Reclaim 

Democracy from 2002-2003. Cobb is 

currently on the Board of Directors for 

Democracy Unlimited of Humboldt 

County. He received a B.A. in political 

science from the University of Houston, 

and a J.D. from the University of Hous-

Democrats Strongly Oppose · 

• Right to gun Ownership · 

• Privatizing social security 

ton LaW School~· t993.'Cobb is cui-- .~ 
rently an attorney, and was formerly a 

construction worker. 

Michael Peroutka of Maiyland is the 

presidential nominee for the ~oD:Stitu- . 

tiona! PaftY. Peroutka will appear ~n 
the ballots of 36 states, as well as seven . 

states where he is running as a wri~-ln 
candidate. Peroutka is the State Chair for 

the Constitutional Party of Maryl~d, 

is a member of the Constitution Party' 

National Executive. <:;ommittee, and is 

the founder and director of the Institute 

on the Constitution. He earned a B.A. at 

Loyola College and a J.D. at the Univer

sity of Baltimore. Peroutka is currently 

an attorney with a private practice. and 

is also the founder and director of the 

American College for CUltural stu~es. 

Other candidates who will appe&r on 

ballots in 14 states or less include 

Roger Calero, the presidential nomi

nee for the Socialist Workers Part, who 

will appear on the ballots of 14 states. 

Calero is not constitutionally ~ligible 

for presidency due to the fact that he _is 

a naturalized U.S. citizen, an~ there~or~ 
James Harris will be the su.rrogate nom

inee in any states that will not accept 

Calero as a qualifi~ candidate. · . 

Walter F. Brown is the Socialist PartY 

U.S.A presidential nominee and will 

ap~.on th~ b~o~s.o~.~~~t s.~~~ ~P: ., •-:; 
is a write-in candidate in four. 

Bill Van Auken presidential nomi

nee of the Socialist Equality Party w~ 

appear on the ballots of five ~tates and 

will be a write-in candidate in Ohio. 

Gene Amondson preside!ltial !lom
inee of the Prohibition Party will 

appear on the ballots of Colorado 

and Louisiana. 

John Parker is the Workers World Par

ty's presidential nominee and will be on 

the ballots of Vermont and Washjngton. 

The following candidates will appear 

on the ballots of one state only: 

Earl F. Dodge~ Prohibition Party; 

Leonard J. Peltier, Peace and Freedom 

Party; Charles Jay, Personal Choice 

Party; Stanford E. Andress, Indepen

dent; and Thomas J. Harens, Christian 

Freedom Party. Nine write-in candi

dates will also appear on the ballots of 

only one state. 

Republicans Strongly Favor 
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The Threat of 'Outsourcing:' 

Fact or fallacy? 
By Surojit M. Gupta 
CONTRIBUTING WRITER 

The economy is a major concern 

for everyone. Yet few individu

als, including those aspiring to 

leadership positions, adequately 

or fully understand how the local, 

regional, national, or global econ

omy works. In recent years a fear 

has been generated that globaliza

tion is sending the best American 

jobs overseas and the most feared 

foreign threats to U .S. employ

ment 3!e the Asian "giants," China 

and India. This is not, however, a 

new trend. In the last two decades 
of ·the 20th century Japan and 

Mexico were similarly targeted. 

'Democratic hopeful John Kerry 

has made the flight of U.S. jobs 

overseas a key theme of his elec

tion campaign. He has promised 

sweeping reform of international 

tax laws in order to prevent jobs 

from moving to As~~ and Latin 
America and has vowed to create 

10 million jobs over. the next four 

years . His plan would eliminate 

·an tax breaknhat en_courage firms 

to . mov'e 'jo'bs· overseas and to use 

the savings to encourage compa-

Kerry's chief villain is the cor

porate •'!outsourcing~ of American 

jobs to countries that pay lower 

wages. The outsourcing offensive 

of Kerry and his running mate, 

John Edwards, has great appeal for 

those voters who have lost jobs or 

who have seen or heard of compa

nies that have moved their opera

tions abroad. It also · has appeal 

for other disenchanted Americans 

who confuse a temporary, cyclical 

downturn with a permanent reduc

tion in the economy's job-creat

ing capacity and fear ·that their 

jobs w'ould be next. But such an 

offensive does nothing to address 

the primary reasons for the present 

bleak and uncertain job outlook in 

the United States. 

Independent as well as Labor 

Department studies show that the 

migration of U.S. jobs overseas is 

a tiny factor in weak employment 

growth. While there is no unanim

ity among business economists 

as to what single most important 

factor is arresting job growth, it 

seems that several factors-unre

lated to "outsourcing"-have kept 

total employment below where 

it was when George Bush took 

office in January of 2001. They 

include technological changes and 

productivity gains, high oil prices, 

rising health care costs, debt

laden and overspent consumers, 

new cost-consciousness and aver

sion to risk among businesses, and 

immigration of the illegal and the 

poor, the last in particular contrib

uting to the changing face of pov

erty in America. 

Many of these factors are well 

beyond the control of any individ

ual, even the one privileged enough 

to occupy the White House. Nev

ertheless, the next president can 

surely have an impact by avoiding 

i~pulses 'to impose ~~~nterpro
ductive protectionist measures and 

focusing, instead, on ways that 

have a proven record of generat

ing employment. 

The present tirade against 

"outsourcing" attracts votes and 

provides the latest twist on an 

inaccurate, decades-old fallacy 

that foreigners are to blame for 

America's job scarcity. It does 

not address the real problem of 

unemployment or provide realis

tic solutions. 

Surojit M. Gupta is a history profes
soratKCC. 

IMBA ANCE 
How one-party dominance affects the American laws 

By Vuong Phung 
LAYOUT EDITOR 

If politicians treat their government 

as a business, they will understand 

that competition, not dominance, is 

the only way to innovate. In other 

words: democracy works best when 

its leadership is divided, not united. 

One of many basic principles that 

the founding fathers ingrained in the 

American Constitution was the idea 

of checks and balances. This con

cept of compromise created three 

branches of government to safe

guard against the abusing of power 

by a single individual. Democracy, 

in the eyes of the founders, has 

greater reach of representation than 

monarchy. Complementing this 

system of checks and balances is 

the two-party system, which further 

expands government representation 

of the public through key values, 

ideas and beliefs. 

In the past, most legislation pro

posals in Congress took weeks, if not 

months to pass because neither party 

alone had enough votes to turn them 

into laws. And in order to get the 

remaining needed votes, lawmakers 

must reach an agreement. But since 

2002, this nation passed a half-dozen 

laws after just hours of debate. Most 

of these laws were primary factors of 

the nation's biggest public polariza

tion since the 1960s. That is because 

when one party has majority control 

over all three branches the party was 

essentially left running unchecked. 

There have been only five particu

lar years the White House enjoyed 

partisan majority in both Congress 

chambers. Historically, Americans 

consistently favored a divided gov

ernment by putting one party into 

the White House and the other party 

into Congress. This compromising 
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dynamic forced both parties to build 

messages that met somewhere in the 

middle, to negotiate for the right bal

ance and appeal to the mainstream 

60 percent of Americans. This idea 

of pragmatism was best reflected 

when fictional President Barlet 

from the NBC's "West Wing" series 

said, "Moderates wrote the best 

laws." The reason, Jonathan Rauch 

of National Journal wrote, was that, 

"(single-party control) tempts the 

dominant party to govern from its 

own center rather than the country's, 

leaving the excluded party to hiss 

and spit from the sidelines." 

Consider the following cases: 

In Ronald Reagan's first term, the 

republican-controlled House pushed 

the Senate hard and passed a tax-cut 

so large that it eclipsed Reagan's 

original plan. Federal spending on 

defense was also escalated. It was 

not until a year later that the demo

crats regained control of the House, 

and effectively reined back the 

spending, helping Ronald Reagan 

make sense of his "Reaganomics" 

and the famed 1986 tax reform. 

History was reversed when Bill 

Clinton entered his first year with 

his party controlling both cham

bers of Congress. That year, his 

universal health-care initiative 

was too expensive and too com

plicated, and angered the elec

torates. When the republicans 

took back the House in 1994, Bill 

Clinton broke free from the pres

sure of his party and wrote what he 

was revered for-the 90s greatest 

reform: welfare. It was no surprise 

that Clinton left his office with the 

job approval rating of 60 percent. 

Once again history took a differ

ent turn. Between 2000 and 2002, 

Bush enjoyed a series of sound 

reforms, notably McCain-Fein

gold's campaign-finance, corporate 

governance, and the USA PATRIOT 

Act- all three received bipartisan 

approval. Had he held back his 

endorsements of local elections 

around the nation, Bush could now 

enjoy decent job approval rating 

as he did then. But such an event 

did not happen. The republicans 

won the Senate majority and with 

it came a dozen of unimaginable 

spending bills, notably the terribly 

underestimated national drug-pre

scription plan and the No Child Left 

Behind Act. 
The lack of balance within the gov

ernment is much more pressing than 

the war in Iraq, simply because most 

experts agree that the war has gone 

too far for it to be reversed. Neither 

candidate had any plan that said 

they could pull a smooth 90-degree 

turn without facing immediate, 

heavy repercussions. If the Ameri

can public will not fix the balance 

in their government by this election, 

they will have to wait at least 2 more 

years for another chance. 

Bush's distorted vision of the world revealed through his own religious reality 
By Vuong Phung 
LAYOUT EDITDR 

Religion and politics make an inter

esting pair. Together, they are seduc

tive and equally dangerous, not to 

mention divisive. When President 

Bush used the word evil in his inaugu

ration speech, he was cheered by half 

of a nation, but angered the remaining 

part. What makes evil so interesting, 

" .. .is that evil is a loaded word," reli

gion professor Eric Denton said. "Evil 

is not an objective, empirical reality. 

Evil is what you think it is and you can 

almost apply it to anything." 

From the Zoroastrian theology, evil 

is not a state of mind, but a force- and 

it also has the reputation for. resil

ience. Banishing evil in the ''Lord of 

the· Rings" -trilogy. took at least nine 

hours. FJfteen hundred years .ago, St. 

Augustine argued against the idea of 

evil, and the Manichaean theology that 

contained it, so well that it disappeared 

from orthodox teachings. Evil then 

was redefined as the absence of good, 

just as darkness is the absence of light. 

And accepting or rejecting evil was 

the power of free choice, St. Augustine 

noted. But it was after the Reforma

tion that the Protestants brought back 

the once-vanquished view of cosmic 

struggle between good and evil. And 

President Bush is "an heir to this 

strand of Protestant thought," accord

ing to philosopher Peter Singer in his 

recent book ''The President of Good 

and Evil: George W. Bush." 

It is important to understand that 

Bush's ideology might not be the 

same even to those who share his 

faith. Comparatively, both New 

York Senator Hillary Clinton and 

Bush attend the United Methodist 

church. But only on a few occasions 

did the senator mentioned "evil" in 

her speech. Not only that, but she 

also attended public congregations 

whereas th~ president has kept his 

relationship with faith private. 

Critics laughed the first time Bush 

used "evildoers" in a presidential 

speech. It had a silly ring that reminded 

them of the comic book golden age, 

where superheroes were in demand. 

Following Sept. 11, Bush's usage of 

evil in a religious context increased 

as he vowed to "rid the world of evil," 

and firmly declared Iran, Iraq and 

North Korea part of an "axis of eviL" 

. Critics were outraged. 

Religious conservatives rejected this 

outrage as usual liberal whine, and that 

objecting to the word "evil" is object

ing to the teaching of right and wrong 

or good and bad. It's not 

The objection lies inside the idea 

that Bush makes the world looks so 

simple, that every decision is a matter 

of black and white, and every negotia

tion to end with "either you're with us 

or you're against us." 

The hardest question the public 

could ask the president is, "If we're 

born with this seed of badness why 

does it bear more fruit in some people 

than others?" 

Of course, Bush reasoned that evil 

is beyond a concept or idea, but rather 

a force that can be traced. This notion 

played very well in the "Lord of the 

Rings" trilogy, where the evil army

orcs, fallen-kings-turned-ringwraiths, 

Osama bin Laden-were conveniently 

ugly and horrible in the Manichaean 
terms because they were under unified 

control of the devious Sauron. Ideally, 

the forces of light-humans, Bush

are handsomely righteous. 

''The genius of using the word 'evil' 

is that it dehumanizes the enemy, 

de-contextualizes the conflict, and 

mythologizes the battle," Denton said. 

This instantly made combating 

against evil forces on battlefields 

easy to comprehend, as the handsome 

heroes vanquish the monstrous, indis

tinctive evildoers. Their evil virtues 
can't be cured. Their mind cannot 

be reasoned or bargained with. Their 

deeds need not be forgiven, and thus 

there is no point of dialogue or diplo

macy. What's left is to combat them in 

every corner and at every sight. 

Is the world that simple that it 

could fit into such a narrow vision? 

Can there be room in Bush's mind 

for ideas like whether the goals of 

terrorist groups differ from one to 

the next? In the Philippines, the 

terrorists' foremost goal is not the 

destruction of the United States, but 

rather the independence of Mind

anao. Calling them threats to our 

national security because of their 

loose affiliation with al Qaeda is an 

act of gross simplification. 

What if the leaders of Iran, Iraq 

and North Korea are capable of 

acting upon certain incentives? 

But then again, President Bush saw 

them as simplified henchmen of dark

ness whose agenda is to bring Arma
geddon to 'ilie entire planet. 
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EDITORIAL 

Kapi'o votes for Kerry 
The democratic candidate shows he has what it takes 
to best represent and lead the U.S. in the coming years 

Vote, vote, vote is all anyone has been 

hearing lately. The truth is, you can grumble, 

complain, criticize, whine, moan, and cry, but 

after it's all said and done the only thing left 

to do is vote. 

Both candidates have offered strong alter

natives and answers to our current situation, 

but in all aspects of national concern, Kerry 

has Bush beat. Among our staff, opinions 

were so highly conflicted that both candi

dates nearly drowned in criticism, but at last 

Kerry, by a slim margin , pushed to the sur

face, gasping for air. 

Kerry seemed a flip-flapper, first supporting 

the war in Iraq, and then claiming in retrospect 

that it is the wrong war at the wrong time when 

it began to turn sour. But upon closer exami

nation, Kerry never flip-flopped at all. He has 

clearly stated that he is in support of the war on 

terror, but not a war only with Iraq, and not a 

war without allies . 

Bush has made clear, solid decisions regard

ing the war- decisions based on worldwide 

intelligence-and has not wavered in his 

stance. Whether right or wrong, the war is 

not entirely his fault, and Bush has stuck to 

his convictions as a president of action should. 

This means stability, confidence and results. 

Yet Kerry has shown that Bush has stuck to 

his convictions, and they were wrong - and a 

stubborn president will only drive our nation 

deeper into international conflict. 

Kerry has emphasized the fact that this war 

was waged under false pretenses, that America 

attempted this war without the support of many 

countries, and without a sufficient number of 

our own troops. America has offended much 

of the world, and the General Secretary of the 

UN, Kofi Annan, has called this war illegal and 

wrong. As a result, America has isolated itself 

from, and lost credibility in, the international 

community. Because it is too late to withdraw 

from the war, Kerry plans to finish what we 

have started, stop going the war alone, and to 

do everything possible to get the international 

community to come to our aid. 

Bush intends to keep only American troops 

in Iraq until the war is over; Kerry intends 

to keep American troops in Iraq until the job 

is done, and, with military help from other 

nations, rebuild Iraq and give the U.S. back 

its name. 

The economy of America has improved 

under Bush-an accomplishment worthy 

of praise. A tragedy like 9/11 often brings 

economic downfall, which it did. However, 

Bush spearheaded the recovery and subse-

quent economic upswing with deficit spend

ing, and what bad been a surplus became 

debt once again. Future tax cuts to benefit 

the already rich are in Bush's plan. Kerry 

worked under Clinton to accomplish the bal

anced budget Bush found himself with, and 

has the intelligence and the means to bal

ance it again. 

Bush's USA PATRIOT Act intends to 

increase homeland security by protecting th~ 

U.S. from future terrorist attacks, yet it strains 

the civil rights of individual people. 

Because we have not suffered another attack 

since 9/11 , and because Saddam Hussein 

has been removed from power, Bush makes 

some feel safer. But Saddam Hussein, while 

undoubtedly a man of evil power, bas been 

confused with the small powerful group of 

militant Muslims called al Qaeda. Osama Bin 

Laden, al Qaeda's founder, predicted years ago 

that the U.S. would invade an oil rich Muslim 

country, which we have. The fact that we have 

not been attacked again does not mean we will 

not be attacked in the future. 

Kerry 's strong environmental record shines 

clean to Bush 's weakening of environmental 

policies in nearly all arenas. Bush has lessened 

logging restrictions, pursued drilling in the 

Arctic wildlife preserve, decreased wilderness 

protection and reduced clean air policies. 

For a woman's right to choose, Bush takes a 

conservatively Christian stance, as it is funda

mental Christian beliefs that have led the U.S . 

under Bush. Often these views mean a step 

backward in the social progress ~f women and 

minorities. Kerry believes in a separation of 

church and state. 

Truthfully, in voting for Kerry many people 

are blindly opting for the lesser of two evils 

rather than for a man who really is worthy 

of the job. But what honestly is the wrong 

in voting for the better man? In our repre

sentative democracy, the race always comes 

down to the republicans and the democrats. 

Until that changes, people must choose the 

better of the two candidates - and in this 

race that is Kerry. 

The nation is split between two parties 

with distinctly different viewpoints - and in 

the midst of the war in Iraq and the wake of 

Sept. 11, 2001 the sentiment of this election 

is heightened. Vote to make a difference, to 

make a decision, to be a presence. Vote for 

John Kerry and John Edwards. 

The Editorial is co-written by all editors of 

The Kapio Newspress. 

Page7 

Watch out Hawaii, the med.ia. 
is stealing your vote·.~ · · 
By Dustin McDunn 
CONTRIBUTING WRITER 

Political analysts say the 2000 election had its 

technical problems. You could take that to mean 

uncounted votes and hanging chads. Conspiracy 

theorists say the 2000 election was a total sham, 

and the election results were predetermined by 

George W, his brother Jed, and the rest of the 

Republican Party. The media has not done much 

to help us sort out the fact from the fiction, the 

technical from the conspiracy. In fact, the media 

may be more to blame for the 2000 election fiasco 

than any hanging chad or back alley deal. I don 't 

blame the media for everything, there are serious 

problems with the voting system, politics in gen

eral , and more specifically both political parties. 

But I do hold the media responsible for unfairly 

changing the face of elections. I'm not talking 

about biased reporting, there are hundreds of 

examples of TV stations and newspapers blatantly 

covering the news with a conservative or liberal 

bias, but I don 't feel that is the biggest problem 

when it comes to elections. I'm talking about 

one small aspect of every election that can and 

does affect the number of people who go to the 

polls. I'm talking about one small aspect that is 

supposed to keep the parties honest, but instead 

breeds apathy. I'm talking about a necessary evil 

that could be changed in a very small way to make 

it not so evil. I'm talking about exit polling. 

If you've ever lived and voted in a battleground 

state, you most likely were approached after you 

left the polls to see whom you voted for. Exit poll

ing is essentially an immediate poll taken to see 

who is going to be the likely winner, or if the race 

is going to be a close one. 

I call exit polling a necessary evil, because it is 

necessary. However it only works if done properly. 

First of all, it needs to be independent Which nor

mally means done by the media or another private 

group, not by political parties. Without indepen

dent exit polling, conuption would be much more 

rampant With exit polling the politicians are less 

likely to fix an election. It is too easy to get caught. 

If the final numbers are way too different from the 

· exit polling, the election needs to be scru~ 

and evidence of a fix would likely be discovered. 

If it all stopped here, I would be all for exit poll~ 

ing. It seems to be the perfect system of checks 

and balances, allowing the media to perform its 

watchdog function. 

However, the media is not being responsible 

with the information it receives via exit polls. In 
the new world of technology, the Internet, and the 

24-hour news cycle, if you don't have it first, you 

might as well not report on it at all. This is the 

theory news organizations are using when d~g 

with exit polls, and it's not fair to voters. 

Think about it. The first round of voters get off 

work and head to the polls in New York, Wash

ington D.C., Boston, Philadelphia and the rest of 

the East Coast. By 6 p.m. Eastern the first exit 

polls hit CNN, MSNBC, and FOX, as well as all 

of their websites and hundreds more. The people 

in the Central time zone are just getting off worlc, 

it's only 4 p.m. Mountain, and 3 p.m. on the west 

coast, not to mention 1 p.m. in Hawaii. If you 

think the numbers that are released early don't 

affect the number of people going to the polls out 

west, you need to take your bead out of the sand. 

Voters are self -centered and apathetic as it is, all 

they need is one excuse to skip voting and get 

started on their first cocktail. Most people vote 

after worlc, and many people already feel that their 

vote doesn't count If they are seeing in the early 

afternoon that one candidate is ahead, they may 

not go vote. 

Many people made the argument that Ralph 
, r . , 

Nader lost the last election for Al Gore, but I 

would say Nader played a smaller role than 

exit polling. 

There is a way to fix this one, ~d a. simple 

one. If the news organizations would· continue to 

do the exit polling, but hold the results until the 

polls close nationwide, it would prevent an ev~n 

higher level of voter apathy. No-.y it's time for me 

to pull my .head out of the sand. I know bett~r 

than to think CNN is gomg to hold their numbers 

back. And why would they? That would just be 

a golden opportunity for MSNBC and FOX to 

flaunt their numbers. 

So the only other way to fix this problem is by 

consumer awareness. Be aware that exit polls are 

a small sample, and often times have a margin of 

error of five percent or more. Be aware that just 

because Bush is leading in early afternoon doesn't 

mean he will ultimately win. Be aware that all 

four networks incorrectly called the election in 

Bush and Gore's favor at some point in 2000. 

I honestly don ' t care who you vote for, and 

will not try to influence that decision in· any 

way. I don't care if you think your vote doesn't 

count. I don't care if you think Hawaii's four 

electoral votes are inconsequential. I do care 

that you go to the polls and let your ~oic~ be 

heard. Please, pull your head out of the sand 

and go vote. 

Dustin McDunn is the journallstii instructor' 

and Kapi'o adviser at KCC. 
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The next American icon: She's on the ballot 
How the first lady shapes the nation's image 

THE FIRST LADIES ................ 
LAURA BUSH: 

Registered Republican 
Age: 58 

Birthday: Nov. 4, 1946 
Hometown: Midland, Texas 
College: Southern Methodist Uru
versity, Uruversity of Texas 
Jobs:Teache~librarian 

Hobbies: Reading, gardening 
Family: Married to President 
George W. Bush who is the father 
of her twin girls. 
Religion: Methodist 
Interests: Advancing education, 
breast and lung cancer awareness, 
preserving natural and cultural 
America, and equal rights for men 
and women. 
First of First Ladies: Recorded 
a full presidential radio address, 
focused on the troubles of women 
and children living under the Tal

iban. ... 
Shocking Truth: Bush takes 
responsibility for the death of 
Michael Douglas after running a 
stop sign, at age seventeen - both 
were driving sedans. She didn't 
receive charges. 

TERESA IIBINZ I(ERRY: 

Registered Democrat 
Age: 65 _ 

Birthday: Oct. 5, 1938 
Hometown: Mozambique, South 
Africa 
College: Received 10 degrees 
from Bank Street College of Edu- . 
cation, Beloit College, Carlow 
College, Carnegie Mellon Uni
versity, Clark Uruversity, Drexel 
University, Medical College of 
Pennsylvania, Pine Manor Col
lege, University of Massachusetts, 
Shington and ~efferson College . 
Jobs: United Nations transla
tor, philanthropist, chair of The 
Howard Heinz Endowment and 
the Heinz Family Philanthropies 
(formally known as the Heinz 
foundations) 
Family: A mother to three sons 
from her previous marriage to 
Senator Henry J0bn Heinz, ill, 
who was killed in an airplane 
accident. She has two stepdaugh
ters from her marriage to Senator 
John Kerry, and a grandchild. 
Languages: English, Sparush, 
French, Italian, and Portuguese 
Religion: Catholic 
Interests: Environmental aware
ness, improving healthcare, 
improving education, and the arts. 
First of First Ladies: If elected, 
Heinz Kerry would be the first 
to move into the White House 
at age 65, making her the oldest 
first lady. She would also be the 
second first lady born outside of · 

America. 
Shoddng Truth: Despite politi
cal norms, she told a reporter to, 

"Shove it," and said he falsely 
quoted her. 

' ' - , . 

By Ami Blodgett 
WEB EDITOR 

Society expects every presiden
tial candidate to have tied the knot 
with an extraordinary, strong, and 
supportive wife, who can serve 

as another respectable American 
icon. Despite such expectations, 
some consider it trivial to evaluate 
her ability to survive and surpass 
her role in the White House. Laura 
Bush and Teresa Heinz Kerry 
prove to be extremely different, 
but they both have recently expe
rienced the public, and put a stress 
on their contributions to society, 
their priorities, and even their 
cookie baking skills. 

The feisty and outgoing person
ality of Heinz Kerry is controver
sial, and when compared to Hillar.y 
Clinton, there are claims she lacks 
affection for her husband. Heinz 
Kerry also has a reputation of 
failing to support Kerry's politi
cal views, possibly a result of her 
previous marriage to a republican 
senator. Her blunt comments and 
frank opinions appear to attract 
just as many people. This is evi
dent after she spoke at an abortion 
rights rally. 

" ... The government should stay 
out of the bedrooms of Americans," 
Heinz Kerry said after announcing 
she believed abortions should be 
legal; · safe and rare. Though she 

has been quoted to say abortion is, 
"stopping the process of life," she 
claims overall to be pro-choice. 

''If I differ with my husband 
I'm not going to tell you about it 
-sorry," Laura Bush said to report
ers in regards to her opinion on the 
death .penalty, according to USA 
Today. Bush has been fighting 
her reputation as the ideal 1950s 
wife, although many consider it an 
appropriate role for the first lady. 
Bush has also been labeled the 
least controversial first lady since 
Mamie Eisenhower, and it's not 
uncommon to hear she has only a 
mild influence on her husband. 

Bush gains the media's attention 

by simply showing face this elec
tion. Her speeches and endorsement 
reflect her growth since her wed
ding, when her husband promised 
she 'd never have to give a public 
speech. Others believe it reflects a 
threatened candidate who 's taking 

desperate measures. 
The candidate's wives put a twist 

on the political race by participat
ing in Family Circle magazine's 
Cookie Cook-Off. Heinz Kerry's 
Pumpkin Spice Cookies and Bush's 
Oatmeal Chocolate Chunk Cook
ies gave an opportunity for scru
tiny aside from their baking skills. 
Bush's reputation as customary is 
not much different than the tradi
tional oatmeal cookie, and Heinz 
Kerry's Pumpkin Spice Cookie is 
as unique as she is. 

(Fifty-two percent of American's 
favorite cookie is chocolate chip 
and the runner up at 17 percent is 
oatmeal, according to a survey done 
by Bakery Production and Manage
ment. That could indicate Bush is 
favored by approximately 69 per
cent of Americans, but with Hal
loween just before the election, the 
seasonal flavor of pumpkin spice 
could be more appealing. However, 
voters should not make any deci
sions on the findings of this survey; 
it's just a little food for thought.) 

Despite the media's portrayal of 
Heinz Kerry and Bush, they are 
not complete opposites. They each 
registered for one political party 
but later joined the other, they 
agree abortion should be legal, and 
coincidentally they wore matching 
white suits the first time they met, 
at a debate in Florida. 

Once election time is near, the 
media awaits the candidates' wives 
endorsement and any appealing 
quotes that could sway the reputation 
of the candidates. As America votes 
on Nov. 2, whether or not the candi
dates' wives are taken into account, 
the next first lady will not have an 
image of her own during the time she · 

spends in office. Evidently it belongs 
to her husband, but furthermore her 
image will belong to all of America 
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Research: 
Continued from page 3 

someone's going to find a cure for a 
disease and they're going to make a 

lot of money." ' 
If Kerry is elected next month, he 

would probably reverse the execu
tive order. However, state action in 
this area is particularly important 
since it is unlikely that he would 
be able to greatly increase fed
eral funding for stem cell research 
because of. senatorial opposition, 
Silver added. 

The debate on stem cell research 
is controversial, pitting advocates 
of embryonic rights against those 
who believe stem cell research 
could find cures for debilitating 
diseases like Parkinson's or juve
nile diabetes. 

Embryonic rights advocates, on 
the other hand, claim that because 
the creation of new cell lines comes 
from the isolation of cells from 

embryonic or aborted fetal issue, the 
research is tantamount to a violation 
of the human right to life. 

Many research scientists, however, 
say that the potential of stem cell 
research to save lives is very real. 

Because stem cells eventually . 

develop into the multitude of 
different cells that make up the 
human body, it may be possible 
to "train" them to develop into 
certain types of cells that have 
been destroyed, for example, by a 
stroke, Shapiro said. 

"In the end, the only thing the 

current U.S. policy can do is slow 
down, not stop, research in this area 
because it is booming in other parts 
of the world like east Asia, particu
larly Singapore," Silver said. "In 
time, real therapies will result from 
the research and so Americans will 
ultimately support it." 
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