Privileges versus rights

By Louie Overstreet
Special to Sentinel-Voice

Most dictionaries define
privileges and rights in syn-
onymous terms. However,
within our various political
systems I believe the mean-
ings are very different.

Supposedly, in a free na-
tion privileges are conferred
and rights are guaranteed.
From the very beginning of its effective
date of March 4, 1789, the U.S. Constitu-
tion has guaranteed rights for white males.
Creating the same rights for persons of
color and females took 95 years (1865-
1961) and four amendments (XIII, XV,
XIX, and XXIII) to accomplish.

When we elect fellow citizens to admin-
istrative, legislative and judicial offices, we
confer a number of decision-making pow-
ers (privileges) to these persons. However,
I have an growing concern that in an in-
creasing number of instances, some politi-
cians are using their conferred privileges to
abridge our basic rights as citizens.

Before you conclude that, “Man,
Overstreet has gone off the deep end this
time” because “ain't nobody” going to
abridge my rights as a citizen, you had
better check out what is happening nation-
ally, statewide and locally before you deter-
mine thatlamacouple of bricks shy of a full
load.

Because of the horrific events of Sep-

LOUIE OVERSTREET mate of fear that surveys con-

tember 11, many people have
forgotten that a few short
monthsago there were serious
concerns raised during confir-
mation hearings about the far
| right leanings of now Attor-
ney General John Asheroft.
Unfortunately, yetunderstand-
ably, the tragic events of two
months ago created such acli-

cluded American citizens were willing to
sacrifice some of their rights in order to
feel safe.

As aresult of a tragedy of unparalleled
historical proportions and fear for our indi-
vidual safety, the concerns expressed by a
number of U.S. senators about the Attor-
ney General’s lack of regard for the rights
of private citizens have fallen by the way-
side.

Heproposed alaw thatplacesacitizen’s
right to privacy (Amendments IV, V, and
XIV ) in jeopardy under the color of the
national security interest of the United
States.

While Ashcroft did not getall he wanted,
there is enough in the law that was passed
by congress and signed by the president to
cause some very serious concern for pro-
ponents of eivil liberties.

It is one thing to believe that undocu-
mented aliens could pose a national secu-
rity threat to our country, and quite another *

(See Overstreet Page 18)
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togetrideofbin Laden

By Emory Curtis
Special to Sentinel-Voice

Modern wars have two
fronts: a fighting front where
people are killed and an im-
age front that justifies the
killings.

The U.S.-led War on Ter-
rorism clearly has the win-
ning hand on the killing side;
on the image side, the U.S.
wins inside this country but
has a losing hand outside,
especially in countries with

. a high percentage of Mus-

lims.

To strong supporters of
the killing effort such as Sen.
John McClain (R-Ariz.), key
leaders in the administration,
and an overwhelming ma-
jority of the public, that's
good enough: In their view,
we won't have a winning
image hand with many Mus-
lims, no matter what we do.
To that they say, “So be it.”

They areright, if their only
concern is the Afghanistan
fighting front. They are
wrong if their primary con-
cern is the abatement of ter-
rorist acts against U.S. citi-
zens and interests within and
without our borders.

Losing the image front in
an Islam-dominated country
results in that country having
anincrease inextremists, from
which terrorists are recruited.
It also makes it more difficult
for the country’s leadership
to keepits level of support for
the War on Terrorism. It can
evenresultinacomplete over-
throw of the government.

The British Broadcasting
Corp. said this message was
conveyed by Osama bin
Laden: *Theentire West, with
the exception of a few coun-
tries, supports this unfair, bar-
baric campaign, although
there is no evidence of the
involvement of the people of
Afghanistan in what hap-
pened in America... The cam-
paign, however, continues to
unjustly annihilate the villag-
ers and civilians, children,
womenand innocent people.”

In extremists’ eyes, that
message reflects and is sup-
ported by the TV images car-
ried day by day by the CNN
of the Muslim world, al-
Jazeera(The Peninsula). That
popular Arab satellite TV
channel is the only broad-
caster covering the Afghani-

stan war on the ground on a
day-by-day basis. You can
see some of their footage on
CNN. CNN has rights to
broadcast their footage.

As a result, the Islamic
world sees footage from the
ground in Afghanistan every
day. That footage shows the
on-the-ground effects of our
bombing campaign-build-
ings destroyed, deaths, inju-
ries, children indistress, refu-
gee populations, people
searching for food and the
overall effect of our bomb-
ing campaign on the Afghan
people, who are part of their
own Islamic world.

On our part we see a day-
by-day report on the Afghani-
stan war from the outside in
Pakistan and from cameras
on bombing runs. They show
how the bombs hit a target
identified as a military tar-
get, which it may be.

We also get an explana-
tion that must fall on deaf
ears with the overwhelming
majority of al-Jazeera's 37
million viewers. Also, the
U.S. explanation that the
Talibanisresponsible for the

(See CIA, Page 19)

Cipro alarm unearths need for
changeinforeigntrade policies

By Salih Booker
Special to Sentinel-Voice

The anthrax attacks dem-
onstrate the importance of a
vigorous public-health sys-
tem. In such a system, public
health should take priority
over private profits.

With every new case of
anthrax, the demand for the
antibiotic Cipro goes up geo-
metrically. This is a boon to
Cipro’smanufacturer, Bayer
AG, but a burden to U.S.
patients and consumers.
Cipro, which cancostalmost
$5 a pill to consumers, is
much more expensive than
the generic equivalent. The
Bush administration suc-
ceeded in pressuring Bayer
to cut its price for govern-
ment purchases, but still
seemed as interested in pro-
tecting Bayer’s patent as in
meeting the health needs of
the public.

. The anthrax scare is a re-

minder to all of us that in
public-health emergencies,
governments have both the
right and the obligation to
act to protect their citizens,
regardless of patents.

Africans and others in
developing countries who are

trying to combat AIDS don't
need thisreminder. They have
been forced by the AIDS epi-
demic to take on the Western
drug companies. The compa-
nies blocked generic produc-
tionof anti-AIDS drugs, help-
ing keep them inaccessible
for more than 30 million
peopleliving with HIV/AIDS
in Africa and other parts of
the developing world. Brazil
and India have taken full ad-
vantage of exceptions for pub-
lic health in current trade
agreements,.but other coun-
tries have been intimidated
by pressure from the drug
companies and the United
States.

The anthrax crisis should
make the Bush administra-
tion change its tune. Until
now, U.S. trade negotiators
have consistently takenahard
line for generous patent pro-
tection for drug companies.
They argue the temporary
monopolies granted by pat-
ents and ratified by a 1994
international agreement are
essential to encourage the in-
dustry to invest inresearch on
new drugs. But that agree-
ment was “unbalanced™ and
“driven by commercial inter-

ests,” commented Nobel
Prize-winner Joseph Stiglitz
in an Oct. 11 press confer-
ence at the World Bank. It
has permitted drug compa-
nies to raise prices so high
that people die because they
can’tbuy the drugs, he noted.
In principle, patents are
justifiable to encourage re-
search. But the United States
and the drug companies have
gone too far. Double-digit
profitrates in the industry are
based on prices that far ex-
ceed production and research
costs. Even Cipro's new dis-
counted price of less than a
dollar a pill to the federal
government, for example, is
still far more than the price
offered by generic manufac-
turers in India. For AIDS suf-
ferers, generic producers can
provide life-prolonging
antiretroviral “triple therapy”
drugs at less than $1 a day,
compared to more than $25 a
day for the brand-name prod-
ucts in developed countries.
In response to protests,
drug companies have offered
discounted prices for some
anti-AIDS drugs. But, with
Washington’s support, they
(See Cipro, Page 19)

By Rep. Eddie Bernice Johnson
Special to Sentinel-Voice

Recently a man carrying several knives,
a stun gun and a can of pepper spray in a
plastic bag breezed through an airport check-
point at Chicago’s O'Hare International
Airport. :

If that doesn’t strongly suggest some-
thing is seriously wrong with the system,
then what will?

This is not the first such incident where
an armed passenger passed through airport
checkpoints undetected since Sept.11. It is
a laxness that cannot be tolerated at a time
when extremists have already made Ameri-
cans pay for the vulnerabilities in our sys-
tem.

This latest incident at O'Hare strength-
ens the case for federalizing the nation’s
28,000 airline passenger and baggage
screeners. They are now on the front line in
our nation’s war on terrorism, yet we still
depend upon poorly trained, minimum wage
employees of private firms whose perfor-
mance in this area has even led to the
imposition of criminal penalties. Here are
some of the problems:

* Rapid turnover among screeners has
been along-standing problem. Studies have
shown 90 percent of all screeners at any
given checkpoint had less than six months
experience.

* Private screening companies at many
ofthe nation's largest airports paid screeners
a starting salary of $6 an hour or less. At

some airports the starting salary was the

Federalizing airport screeners
can possibly lift ailing system

minimum wage, which is less than the
starting salaries at some airport fast -food
restaurants and for parking lot attendants.

Clearly the Senate did the right thing
when, on Oct. 11, it unanimously passed
legislation to allow the screeners to be-
come part of the federal workforce. Through
a national uniform system, accountability
can be maintained. Better pay, training and
promotional opportunities could also stem
the high turnover rate.

Unfortunately the House, after fierce
lobbying by the White House and private
security firms, some which have already
demonstrated their failure, rejected the pro-
posal and gave President Bush the option
of establishing a screening workforce partly
public and partly private.

Hopefully in a House-Senate confer-
ence toresolve the differences between the
two bills, the Congress will come up with
a final bill that provides real protection to
air travelers.

What we have now is a classic case of
the failure of the private marketplace at a
time when business-as-usual is not an op-
tion. The government does not contract
mercenaries out to fight our wars. We hire
professionals and give them the tools and
the training to do the job. We can afford to
dono less with those on the front line of the
war on terrorism whose job it is to ensure
our safety.

Rep. Eddie Bernice Johnson, D-Texas,
is chairwoman of the Congressional Black
Caucus




