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CRUNCHING the FACTS...
”Who did we elect?”
By Tonya Morton

It has become cliché  to say it, but voting in any political election is largely the task 
of choosing the lesser of two evils. Americans are an apathetic bunch when it comes 
to voting; we don’t put much faith in politicians to provide anything except fodder for 
comedians. Which is why it was so remarkable, in the election of 2008, to witness all 
the earnest talk of “hope” and “change.” It was a time of national reversal; the election 
of Barack Obama was a complete denunciation of the Bush administration. Obama, we 
thought, would bring truth and openness to American politics. He would bring us back 
into the international community. He was just so different.

But, as the election results faded from TV screens, so too faded Obama’s different ap-
proach to politics. Most liberals still parrot support for Obama’s shifting opinions, and 
most conservatives still decry his policies, (even as they began to mirror their own,) but 
increasingly the population scratches its head and asks, “What exactly does this guy 
stand for?” Consider these facts: 

Offshore Drilling:
In July of 2008, President Bush, with the support of the right wing, promised the lift 

the ban on offshore drilling. His Minerals Management Service (MMS,) which oversees 
oil drilling leases, among other things, is embroiled in a sex and drugs scandal.

In Obama’s first year, his adminis-
tration opened 53 million acres 
of offshore land to drilling, an 
all-time high. Ken Salazar, Secre-
tary of the Interior, left the man-
agement of MMS largely in the 
same hands who had participated 
in the culture of corruption and de-
regulation under the Bush adminis-
tration. One of the leases that passed 
through the hands of MMS in that 
first year was for BP’s Deepwater 
Horizon well, which was hastily ap-
proved, despite the fact that the ap-
plication for the well contained no 
contingency plans for a blowout. 
In March of 2010, Obama called for 
even more expansion of the offshore 
drilling program. After the Deepwa-
ter Horizon well began gushing oil 
into the Gulf of Mexico, Obama put 
into place a moratorium on offshore 
drilling that was not, as Secretary of 

the Interior Ken Salazar stated, “a moratorium that will affect production.” The reason 
it wouldn’t affect production is because it only ended drilling at less than one per-
cent of the rigs in the Gulf.

The moratorium has since been struck down.

To read more: 
Bush Calls on Congress to Lift Oil Drilling Ban 
(http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/25674571/)
Rolling Stone: The Spill, The Scandal, and the President
(http://www.rollingstone.com/politics/news/17390/111965?RS_show_page) 

Nuclear Power:
In 2005, Bush called for new investments in nuclear power, urging Congress to ap-

prove new nuclear plants.
In 2010, Obama pledged $8 billion dollars to fund the first new nuclear 

power plants in three decades.

To read more: 
Bush Sees Green Reasons for Nuclear Power
(http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/8315963/)
Obama Pledges $8 Billion for New Nuclear Reactors
(http://articles.latimes.com/2010/feb/16/nation/la-na-obama-nuclear17-2010feb17) 

Latin America:
In 2004, the Bush administration was implicated in the Haitian coup d’etat 

which removed President Jean-Bertrand Aristide from his office and from his country. 
Aristide claimed that U.S. officials kidnapped him from his home and forced him to leave 
Haiti. While the U.S. officially denied any involvement, members of the U.S. Congress 
and leaders of other Latin American countries expressed their support for Aristide and 
denounced the actions of the U.S.

In 2009, a coup d’etat removed populist Honduran president Manuel Zelaya from of-
fice. The U.S. wasn’t implicated in Zelaya’s removal, and Obama officially denounced the 
coup; however, in November of 2009, the U.S., one of only three countries to make 
such a promise, said it would support the results of the sham elections held by 

the coup-installed leaders. The elections were denounced by Amnesty International, the 
Human Rights Watch, and the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, and the 
ruling party was found to have intimidated, beaten and detained their opposi-
tion. After the conservative party was “elected” in a landslide, Obama’s ambassador 
to Honduras hailed the results as “a great celebration of Democracy.”

To read more: 
Aristide Says U.S. Deposed Him in ‘coup d’etat’
(http://www.cnn.com/2004/WORLD/americas/03/01/aristide.claim/)
New Honduran Leader Calls Election Clean
(http://www.usatoday.com/news/world/2009-11-30-honduras-election_N.htm)
The Sham Elections in Honduras
(http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2009/11/25/the_sham_elections_in_hondu-

ras) 

Federal Whistleblowers:
Despite the emphasis on secrecy during the eight years of the Bush administration, no 

one was convicted under that administration for revealing federal secrets to 
the press. One Defense Department official was detained in his home for 10 months for 
revealing secrets to a Pro-Israeli lobbying group and Scooter Libby was convicted of per-
jury for lying about his statements to the press.

In the first year and a half of the Obama administration, federal whistle-
blowers have become a serious target. An NSA leaker was indicted on 10 felony 
charges. An FBI translator is serving 10 months for leaking information to a blogger; and a 
military intelligence analyst has been arrested for releasing a video of Americans shooting 
Iraqi civilians to the website Wikileaks.org.

To read more: 
Obama Takes a Hard Line Against Leaks to Press
(http://www.nytimes.com/2010/06/12/us/politics/12leak.html?pagewanted=1&hp) 

Use of Private Contractors:
In 2008, President Bush threatened a veto on a defense spending bill, forcing the Sen-

ate to remove a provision which would have barred the use of private contractors in in-
terrogations. Because the contractors operate in a legal 
black hole, accountable to no one, the Senate felt they 
should not be trusted to act responsibly with detainees. 
However, in deference to the President, the provision 
was removed.

In 2009, the provision to ban contractor interroga-
tions returned, this time attached to the 2010 defense 
funding bill. The Obama administration’s response? 
They asked the Senate to kindly remove the 
provision again.

Perhaps the reasoning has something to do with the 
fact that the use of private contractors is at an 
all-time high under Obama. As of February 2010, 
U.S. contractors in Afghanistan outnumbered U.S. 
soldiers by almost 30,000. In Iraq they outnum-
bered soldiers by almost 10,000.

To read more: 
Administration Bridles at Bar on Contrac-

tors
(http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/con-

tent/article/2009/07/15/AR2009071503415.html)
DOD: Contractor Support of U.S. Operations in USCENTCOM AOR, Iraq 

and Afghanistan 
(http://www.acq.osd.mil/log/PS/p_vault/5A_February2010.doc) 

Reliance on Predator Drone Attacks:
During the Bush administration, the technology behind the Predator Drone attack was 

honed. Both the military and the CIA participate in unmanned bombings, directed by sol-
dier, CIA operatives, and private contractors. Under the eight years of Bush’s presidency, 
there were 45 unmanned Drone attacks. Critics raised the legal issues involved with 
targeted assassinations, which were declared illegal in 1976, but the arguments are largely 
ignored.

As of April 2010, President Obama’s administration had already presided over 80 
drone attacks. While the military carries out legal strikes in Iraq and Afghanistan, the 
CIA and private contractors carry out covert unmanned bombings in Pakistan, a country 
with which the U.S. is not at war. To avoid the diplomatic issues of the targeted assassina-
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tions of Pakistani citizens, the U.S. brokered a deal to allow the Pakistani govern-
ment to choose targets for the attacks as well. The CIA attacks are estimated to 
have killed somewhere between 326 and 538 people, many of whom were inno-
cent bystanders, in Obama’s first year. While the public grows more weary of constant 
war, many advocate a further reliance on the drones, the operation of which is much like 
playing a video game.

To read more: 
House Subcommittee Hearing Questions Legality of Drone Attacks
(http://www.cnn.com/2010/POLITICS/04/28/drone.attack.hearing/index.html)
The New Yorker: The Risks of the CIA’s Predator Drones
(http://www.newyorker.com/reporting/2009/10/26/091026fa_fact_mayer) 

U.S. Government’s Motion to Dismiss in Jewel v. NSA
(http://www.eff.org/files/filenode/jewel/jewelmtdobama.pdf)
U.S. District Court Notice of Dismissal
(http://www.eff.org/files/filenode/jewel/jeweldismissal12110.pdf) 

Habeas Corpus:
In 2006, Bush’s Military Commission’s Act denied the writ of habeas corpus to military 

detainees, allowing for their indefinite imprisonment without any option of appealing to 
the courts for release. The administration drew intense criticism for maintaining its facil-
ity at Guantanamo Bay without allowing its prisoners to challenge their detention.

In 2009, Obama defended the open-ended detention of some prisoners, pro-
vided there were “clear, defensible, and lawful standards;” however, these standards were 
never explained.

Obama maintains that he plans to close the public relations fiasco that is Guantanamo 
Bay, despite having delayed its closure by at least a year. However, his administration 
fought for and won the ability in May 2010 to deny the writ of habeas corpus to any 
detainees at Bagram Air Base in Afghanistan. Currently, at least 645 prisoners 
are being detained at that facility.

To read more: 
Senate Approves Detainee Bill Backed by Bush
(http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/09/28/

AR2006092800824.html)
Remarks by the President on National Security
(http://www.whitehouse.gov/the_press_office/Remarks-by-the-President-On-Na-

tional-Security-5-21-09/)
Plan to Move Guantanamo Detainees Faces New Delay
(http://www.nytimes.com/2009/12/23/us/politics/23gitmo.htm?_r=1)
Court: No Habeas Rights for Prisoners in Afghanistan
(http://articles.latimes.com/2010/may/21/nation/la-na-court-bagram-20100522) 

Certainly, there are some differences between the presidencies of Barack Obama and 
George Bush. And Obama should be praised for those areas in which he has brought 
about positive results. However, a president who promises a “new era of openness” 
should be held accountable when he defends policies of secrecy and subversion. And a 
president who promises an era of “international cooperation” should be held account-
able when he supports undemocratic elections and denies basic human rights to the citi-
zens of other countries. It is precisely because Barack Obama promised something dif-
ferent that he should be held to a higher standard. When he supports the same immoral 
policies as his predecessor, he shouldn’t expect the support of those who elected him. And 
if he can’t live up to his promises of change, then he will merely cement his legacy as yet 
another “lesser of two evils” …TM

Extraordinary Rendition:
The Bush administration openly supported the policy of extraordinary rendition, under 

which prisoners of the U.S. military could be secretly taken to prison facilities in foreign 
countries where their interrogators were not subject to U.S. law.

In the early days of the Obama administration, Obama issued executive orders 
which allow the CIA to continue its program of extraordinary renditions, and to 
maintain secret detention facilities so long as prisoners are only held on a “short 
term” basis.

Further, Obama’s Justice Department maintained the Bush Administration’s argument 
against allowing Boeing, Inc. to be sued by five men who claim they were victims of ex-
traordinary rendition, stating that national security would be put at risk were 
the lawsuit allowed.

To read more: 
Obama Preserves Rendition as Counter-Terrorism Tool
(http://articles.latimes.com/2009/feb/01/nation/na-rendition1)
Rendition Case Under Bush Gets Obama Backing
(http://online.wsj.com/article/SB123422915277565975.html) 

Illegal Wiretapping:
In 2006, President Bush openly supported the National Security Agency’s policy of 

listening in on American’s telephone conversations and blocked a Justice Department 
probe of the practice. The administration argued that any investigation would risk na-
tional security.

In 2010, the Obama administration adopted the same argument. In a motion to dismiss 
a case against the NSA for illegal wiretapping, the administration stated that the NSA 
cannot be investigated without “harm to national security.” Further, the admin-
istration invoked an even more dangerous argument, “sovereign immunity,” maintaining 
that the U.S. Government has an inherent immunity from any prosecution for 
illegal spying.

Despite the lack of precedent for such an argument, the Obama administration won its 
dismissal.

To read more: 
Bush Thwarted Probe into NSA Wiretapping
(http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/07/18/

AR2006071800601.html)

It was a time of national reversal; 
the election of Barack Obama was 
a complete denunciation 
of the Bush administration.   
Obama, we thought, would bring 
truth and openness to American politics. 
He would bring us back into 
the international community. 
He was just so different.


