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Reading Newspapers 
 
Op-ed piece  
Paul Krugman, NY TIMES, 9/14/07, p. A25 
A Surge, and Then a Stab 
 
What’s the purpose of government?  To distribute resources. 
Krugman agrees: 
 

Back in January . . . President Bush declared “to give every Iraqi citizen a stake 
in the country’s economy, Iraq will pass legislation to share oil revenues among 
all Iraqis.” 
 
There was a reason he placed such importance on oil: oil is pretty much the only 
thing Iraq has going for it. Two-thirds of Iraq’s G.D.P. and almost all its 
government revenue come from the oil sector. Without an agreed system for 
sharing oil revenues, there is no Iraq, just a collection of armed gangs fighting for 
control of resources. 
 
Well, the legislation Mr. Bush promised never materialized, and on Wednesday 
attempts to arrive at a compromise oil law collapsed . . . . Last month the 
provincial government in Kurdistan, defying the central government, passed its 
own oil law; last week a Kurdish Web site announced that the provincial 
government had signed a production-sharing deal with the Hunt Oil Company of 
Dallas, and that seems to have been the last straw. 
 
Now here’s the thing: Ray L. Hunt, the chief executive and president of Hunt Oil, 
is a close political ally of Mr. Bush. More than that, Mr. Hunt is a member of the 
President’s Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board, a key oversight body. 
 
Some commentators have expressed surprise at the fact that a businessman with 
very close ties to the White House is undermining U.S. policy. But that isn’t all 
that surprising, given this administration’s history. Remember, Halliburton was 
still signing business deals with Iran years after Mr. Bush declared Iran a member 
of the “axis of evil.” 
 
No, what’s interesting about this deal is the fact that Mr. Hunt, thanks to his 
policy position, is presumably as well-informed about the actual state of affairs in 
Iraq as anyone in the business world can be. By putting his money into a deal 
with the Kurds, despite Baghdad’s disapproval, he’s essentially betting that the 
Iraqi government — which hasn’t met a single one of the major benchmarks Mr. 
Bush laid out in January — won’t get its act together. Indeed, he’s effectively 
betting against the survival of Iraq as a nation in any meaningful sense of the 
term. 



 
The smart money, then, knows that the surge has failed, that the war is lost, and 
that Iraq is going the way of Yugoslavia. . . .  

 
NY TIMES   9/16/07  front page 
http://www.nytimes.com/2007/09/16/washington/16regulate.html?_r=1&adxnnl=1&oref
=slogin&adxnnlx=1190412528-h7s+q+6hwDZ9pOPA641xCw 
 
Far right column = most important story of the day 
 
TITLE: In Turnaround, Industries seek U.S. Regulations 
 

After years of favoring the hands-off doctrine of the Bush administration, some 
of the nation’s biggest industries are pushing for something they have long 
resisted: new federal regulations. 
 

 
The tactical shift by industry groups is motivated by a confluence of self-
interests: growing competition from inexpensive imports that do not meet 
voluntary standards, and a desire to head off liability lawsuits and pre-empt 
tough state laws or legal actions that were a response to laissez-faire Bush 
administration policies. Concerns that Democrats could soon expand their 
control in Washington have also prompted manufacturers or producers to seek 
regulations that they consider the least burdensome, regulatory experts say. 

 
Yes, all of these are reasons, but if you read the NY Times the way that Noam Chomsky 
suggests, you start reading from the end of the article – last two paragraphs: 
 

Robert Shull, deputy director for auto safety and regulatory policy at Public 
Citizen, a consumer advocacy group based in Washington, said his organization 
and other consumer watchdogs would be keeping close tabs to see if these 
different proposals amounted to more than simply “opportunistic attempts to 
avoid real regulation.” But Mr. Shull said he was encouraged that at least some 
companies appeared to be coming forward with meaningful ideas. 
 
“It can give American companies a leading edge,” Mr. Shull said, “especially 
if the safety or environmental standard is in the vanguard of what is going to 
happen worldwide.” 
 

Which indicates that the TIMES believes that the real reason why industry wants 
regulation is so they can maintain their “leading edge” in the world economy. 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
Looking a political spectrum from point of view of capitalism and government (why 
government?  To distribute resources?!) 
 
Radical   Liberal and Conservative   Libertarian 
No capitalism   government intervention  no government 



   To promote corporate 
    Capitalism 
Emery 
Chomsky 
 

NY TIMES 
Post 
WSJ – articles 
LA TIMES 
Both  DNC  and  RNC 
 

WSJ - editorials 

 
Alan Greenspan self identified as “libertarian-Republican” --????????????????? 
 
Addendum:  Jon Stewart interviewed Alan Greenspan on the Daily Show.  Stewart 
asked some remarkably critical questions!!! 
http://divisionoflabour.com/archives/004047.php 
http://www.bloggingstocks.com/2007/09/19/jon-stewart-to-alan-greenspan-why-do-we-
have-a-fed/ 
 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
CITIZENSHIP???????  An analysis of what you wrote last week on your index cards 
 
Participate 
 
Equal rights 
 
Equal representation 
 
Pride or claiming your 
country 
 
Make change 
 
Maintain healthy republic 

Be able to hold elected 
officials accountable 
 
Be aware of all political 
issues 
 
Have opinions 
--heard 
--incorporated into the 
government 
 
protect one’s money and 
family 
 
direct involvement in 
government 
 
defend bill of rights (life, 
liberty and the pursuit of 
happiness) 

Jury duty 
 
Pay taxes 
 
Vote 
 
Social security card 
 
Run for office 
 
Organize a committee 
 
Have a job/ get $$ 
 
Obey laws 
 
Sign petitions 
 
Enlist in armed services 

 
What are the criteria for my categorization?????? 
Remember that your paper must have generalizations like the first two columns backed 
up with detail like that of the third column!!! 
 
 



What’s missing from the column on the far right? 
• Join and be active in a political party 
• Leafleting 
• Nonviolent direct resistance – sit in, jail in, kneel in, etc 

 
Obey all laws?    What is one of the principles of nonviolent direct action? 
 
One has a moral obligation to obey just laws and and equal moral obligation to disobey 
unjust laws 
 
Index card question:  what specific actions are YOU willing to consider to actively 
promote direct, or participatory democratic decision-making in this country? 


