



cry baby piggie!!!! if you can't take getting beat up don't take the job!!!! and your not really stopping crime. liquor law violations are victimless crimes that harm no one and just allow the government rulers to shake down us citizens for money

http://www.azcentral.com/community/tempe/articles/1202t-click-ON.html

Officer beaten outside Tempe bar battles to recover

Katie Nelson

The Arizona Republic

Dec. 2, 2005 02:16 PM

The punch knocked James Click out.

The Tempe police sergeant wasn't conscious for at least a half hour. The impact broke his eye socket, broke his nose, fractured his cheekbone.

Two weeks after being hit while on duty outside a Tempe bar, Click still struggles with the ordeal that shook the department and his family.

"One of the hardest things was seeing the looks on my family's faces, to see the looks on my children's faces when they saw me," he said. "It scared them. My little boy asked me if I was going to die."

Click had surgery to repair his face, and now is home, waiting for his bones to heal. He can't drive because his concussion was so severe it affected his vision.

"It was hard going from being in charge of everything and being in control to coming home and not being able to walk up the stairs by myself."

And he's still trying to calm his children, ages 6, 8 and 12. One was afraid to look at or talk with Click while he was in the hospital.

"They still feel like they are in danger and I'm in danger," he said. "It rattled them so much that I think this is the first time they realized that it is a bad world out there sometimes and Dad can get hurt."

That realization isn't new for many in Click's family, though. His father, brother and sister are all police officers.

His father, Ben, was with Phoenix Police Department for 29 years and later served as the Dallas police chief. His brother, Tim,is a sergeant for the Chandler Police Department. His sister, Katherine, is a Tempe police bike officer.

Click is anxious to get back to his job. Part of it is boredom - he said he's tired of surfing the Internet and watching TV. Mainly though, it's out of drive: "I want to get back and get back into the game."

While he recovers over the next few weeks, he's at home, reliving the punch in his head.

Click can't remember what happened after it came. He woke up in the ambulance. Yet he vividly remembers what happened leading up to the hit.

Click oversees a squad of roaming patrol officers call the ACTION team - short for Attacking Crime Trends In Our Neighborhoods - for the Tempe Police Department.

The squad was almost done with its shift, having started the workday at 4 p.m. on Nov. 17 and spent the hours undercover, patrolling bars for liquor violations.

The squad got a call to come help with a fight about 2 a.m.; ACME Roadhouse Bar was in the process of closing and when they got to ACME a fistful of fights were in progress in the parking lot.

As the officers ran toward the melee, Click peeled off a green shirt to reveal one with POLICE on the black fabric, in bright yellow lettering.

Click said he ran toward one fight, and the men punching each other took off. He headed toward another fight.

Three guys were piled on top of a fourth man. They held him down, punching him in the face. Click grabbed one of the punching men, while reaching into the back pocket of his jeans for handcuffs.

The next thing he remembers was coming to in the ambulance.

Investigators say Nicholas Patrick Johnson, 21, punched Click in the head. Johnson, at 6 feet 4, 275 pounds, is a former Chandler High School and Arizona State University football player.

Johnson was arrested outside the bar that night and was booked into Maricopa County Jail on suspicion of felony and misdemeanor assault.

"From the time we took the call to the time I was knocked out was probably two minutes," Click said. "I never saw the punch coming."

<#==#>

kevin when i said "chile peppers" i was refering to any chili pepper in general or in my case any hot chile pepper with lots of capsaicin in it. capsaicin is the stuff that makes chile peppers hot. but you probably knew that. i know it too and i still cant even prounce it.

i dont like jalapeno peppers. they give me hicups when i eat them as they slide down my throat. and they are not very hot either.

i do eat tobasco peppers or the ones they make tobasco sauce out of. you can buy them in bottles filled with tobasco peppers and vinager. they are about an inch long and yellow. they are very hot. i eat them raw to clear up my sinuses. they dont give me hickups. i usually keep a jar of them with me at work.

i also eat chile tepin peppers. they are unique to arizona and northern mexico. they are VERY HOT. 3rd hottest pepper in the world. i dont eat them raw but i grind them up and mix them with olive oil to put in my food, or i grind up about 25 or 30 of them and mix them with french dip mix and a half pint of sour cream to make a dip mix if i eat it my self. if i take the dip mix to a party where normal people will eat it i will only use 10 peppers. chile tepin peppers are small round red peppers about a third of an inch in diameter or less. you can buy a pack of dried chile tepin peppers in the produce section of any grocery store in phoenix or tucson for about a buck and you will get maybe an ounce bag. the american indians often call them christmas peppers because they are round and red. i have never seen them out side of arizona. when i worked in los angeles i mailed smitty grocery story $5 and asked them to send me $5 worth thru the mail - they did.

i also eat chile habano peppers. they are the hottest peppers in the world. i have always seen them sold fresh as opposed to the dried chile tepin peppers. they are about the size of a walnut and either red or yellow. normally small chile pepper will always be hotter then a large chili pepper. but the habanero is an execption to that rule. it is very hot and also very large compared to other very hot peppers which are usually much smaller. i will usually chop up a habanero pepper and mix it with a potato. i dont eat them raw either. i dont buy habanero peppers very often because they are very expensive compared to chili tepin peppers which are dirt cheep. also i prefer dried peppers.

also i will buy dried japanese or thai peppers in the oriental grocery stores. they are usually fairly hot. the rule is to always buy the small peppers because they are usually hotter.

i also eat a lot of chile sauces. my favorite sauce is cholula which is a very hot sauce from mexico. it has a round wooden cap on it. i drink the stuff.

i also eat sciracha sauce. it is hotter then shit. most people think it is from thailand because it has writting on it in chinese, thai and a whole bunch of other languages. but they are wrong. it is made in good old east los angeles. well rosemead but that is close to east los angeles. i dont like sciracha because it has too much sugar in it. i also drink this stuff.

last if i cant get any of the above hot sause i will drink good old american tobasco sause. it is pretty hot. but i dont like it because it has too much vinigar in it. it is made in louisiana with tobasco peppers which were orginally from the mexican state of tobasco.

at one of the cafeterials i eat they have all three sauces and i have gotten a reputation as a fire eater because i always drink large quanities of cholula sause. and if thats not around i will drink the sciracha sause. when i get a tuna melt i will tell the cook to cover one whole side of the sandwich with hot sause. i was really suprized when either the owner of the place or the manager of it gave me a 12 ounce bottle of cholula as a gift a couple of weeks ago.

<#==#>

dont do this when you get out!!!!!!! it doesnt work!!! and besides your both political prisoners - not criminal!!!!!

http://www.denverpost.com/news/ci_3270764
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Swiping goes high-tech in bar-code scam

Police say CU freshman bought big-ticket items cheap after printing his own labels

By George Merritt

Denver Post Staff Writer

Boulder - Jonathan Baldino might be off the "nice" list.

Police say Baldino used homemade bar codes to buy electronic gadgets at prices far below any legitimate discount. The 19-year-old is facing three counts of being naughty - one of them a Class 5 felony.

Baldino was detained by Target security Wednesday after he purchased a $150 iPod with a bar-code label of $4.99.

Baldino, a freshman electrical-engineering student at the University of Colorado, told police that he made phony bar codes from real bar codes taken from inexpensive merchandise, then glued those bar codes on to big-ticket items at Target, according to the police report.

Baldino's alleged holiday caper actually worked - once.

On Nov. 16, he downloaded  a program called "Barcode Magic" in his dorm room and made a bar code for a CD player that cost $24.99, police said. Then he went shopping - sticking his homemade bar code on a system for using iPods valued at $249.99, police said.

But Baldino's alleged scam was thwarted Wednesday when he returned to Target and was recognized by the store's security specialist, according to police. The specialist watched Baldino check out, discovering that Baldino paid for headphones worth $4.99, while he was walking out with an iPod worth $149.99.

Busted, Baldino begged for a little yuletide forgiveness.

"I will NEVER EVER DO THIS EVER AGAIN and I am once more terribly sorry," Baldino wrote in a statement for police. "Please let me go for I am terribly sorry!!! I'm only a kid! Help me out. I just want to go home. I did this not knowing of the serious penalty that lies behind it. Please! Please! Please!"

Police, however, did not acquiesce. He faces a felony count of forgery and two misdemeanor counts of theft.

"Price switching has been around forever, but this is certainly an advanced form," police spokeswoman Julie Brooks said. "We're seeing a lot more computer involvement in crimes that used to be almost juvenile in nature."

Baldino's bar-code bargains pale in comparison with other national cases. In November, a Reno, Nev., man was arrested for stealing more than $200,000 worth of Legos in a bar-code scam. Baldino is accused of stealing $370 from Target.

Baldino told police he got the idea from a friend in California, where Baldino is from. "Once Baldino got here at college, he didn't have any money to buy things," officer Don Schuler wrote in the report. "He remembered his friend's idea and did a Google search for 'Barcode Magic."'

According to its website, Barcode Magic allows users to "generate bar codes for home, hobby and retail with our easy to use bar-code software. Simply select a bar-code style and font, enter desired text and numbers, and a bar code is automatically created."

Baldino signed up for the 15-day trial software, according to police. He went to Target to get the bar-code numbers for inexpensive items, then typed the bar-code number into the software on his computer to make his own bar-code sticker.

Baldino told police that he didn't have an accomplice at Target. "He looked for female checkers that he thought did not know enough about electronic items to catch the switch," Schuler wrote in his report.

When police went to Baldino's Sterns West dorm to get his computer, a detective noticed the box for Baldino's printer.

"The code on the box has been covered with a code sticker I recognized as the one the Target employees confiscated that Baldino had self-printed," Schuler wrote.

Baldino could not be reached for comment Thursday. In a follow-up statement to police, he wrote: "I am extremely sad now, and I just want to go to bed," he wrote. "Please let me sleep in my own bed tonight."

Staff researcher Barry Osborne contributed to this report.

Staff writer George Merritt can be reached at 720-929-0893 or gmerritt@denverpost.com.

<#==#>

http://www.indystar.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/20051203/NEWS06/512030485/1012

Kenneth Lee Boyd, a North Carolina double murderer who said he didn't want to be known as a number, became the 1,000th person executed in the United States since capital punishment resumed 28 years ago.

Boyd, who brazenly gunned down his estranged wife and father-in-law 17 years earlier, died at 2:15 a.m. Friday after receiving a lethal injection.

Boyd, 57, did not deny killing Julie Curry Boyd, 36, and her father, 57-year-old Thomas Dillard Curry.

In his final words, Boyd said: "God bless everybody in here."

http://www.azstarnet.com/allheadlines/105263

S. Carolina inmate is 1,001st executed in U.S. since 1977

WIRE REPORTS

Tucson, Arizona | Published: 12.03.2005

RALEIGH, N.C. — The 1,000th and 1,001st executions in the United States since capital punishment resumed in 1977 occurred Friday within a 16-hour span.

Shawn Humphries was the 1,001st person executed. He was convicted of the 1994 murder of a store clerk.

Humphries, 34, mouthed "I'm sorry" to his victim's two sisters before fatal chemicals were pumped into his veins in South Carolina.

One of the sisters nodded in response. It appeared that a tear rolled down Humphries' cheek after the exchange.

His death came about 16 hours after North Carolina executed Kenneth Lee Boyd, the 1,000th person to receive capital punishment since 1977, a year after the Supreme Court ruled that it could resume.

Boyd, who gunned down his estranged wife and father-in-law, did not want the numerical distinction. But Humphries' attorney said he had told her "he would rather be 1,000 because if he has to die, No. 1,000 will be remembered. No. 1,001 won't."

Humphries was convicted for the shooting death of Mendal Alton "Dickie" Smith on New Year's Day 1994. Prosecutors said Humphries and a friend decided to rob the Simpsonville store where Smith was working after they drank beer all day.

Humphries' attorney Teresa Norris read a handwritten statement from the death chamber in which Humphries apologized for the killing and criticized the death penalty.

"We are all sinners, so what gives you the right as a sinner to take away a gift that God gave," the statement said in part.

Boyd's execution drew global attention because of its symbolism.

It helped spur renewed debate over U.S. capital punishment and came on a day that executions in Singapore and Saudi Arabia also sparked international concerns.

"God bless everybody in here," Boyd said in his last words to witnesses from the death chamber at Central Prison in North Carolina's state capital, Raleigh.

Boyd, who was 57, was a Vietnam War veteran with a history of alcohol abuse. He was executed for killing his wife and father-in-law in 1988, in front of two of his children.

"This 1,000th execution is a milestone, a milestone we should all be ashamed of," his lawyer Thomas Maher said.

With polls showing that a declining majority of the American public backs the death penalty, the White House reiterated President Bush's support.

"The president strongly supports the death penalty because he believes ultimately it helps save innocent lives," White House spokesman Scott McClellan told reporters.

Bush is a former governor of Texas, which has accounted for 355 of the 1,000 executions — more than three times as many as any other state.

Sheriff Sam Page of Rockingham County, which prosecuted Boyd, defended the execution. "Tonight justice has been served," he said, and he urged people to pray for the murder victims.

Thirty-eight of the 50 U.S. states and the federal government permit capital punishment, and only China, Iran and Vietnam held more executions in 2004 than the United States, according to rights group Amnesty International.

A Gallup Poll in October showed 64 percent of Americans favored the death penalty — the lowest level in 27 years and down from a high of 80 percent in 1994.

Shawn Humphries was put to death about 16 hours later in South Carolina for the 1994 murder of a store clerk, becoming the 1,001st person executed in the United States.

Humphries, 34, mouthed, "I'm sorry" to his victim's two sisters before the lethal injection. One of the sister nodded in response. It appeared that a tear rolled down Humphries' cheek after the exchange.

Humphries was convicted for the shooting death of Mendal Alton "Dickie" Smith on New Year's Day 1994. Prosecutors said Humphries and a friend decided to rob the store where Smith was working after they drank beer all day.

The Supreme Court ruled in 1976 that capital punishment could resume after a 10-year moratorium. The first execution took place the following year, when Gary Gilmore went before a firing squad in Utah.

-- Associated Press

<#==#>

http://www.eastvalleytribune.com/index.php?sty=54527

regnant driver pleads innocent

By Rick D'Elia, Tribune

December 3, 2005

A pregnant Ahwatukee Foothills woman who gained national attention for claiming to a police officer that her unborn child was a passenger in the carpool lane pleaded not guilty Friday in Phoenix Municipal Court to a traffic violation.

Candace Dickerson, 23, was given a court date for next month to fight the $383 ticket she received Nov. 8 while driving to work in the carpool lane.

A Phoenix officer pulled Dickerson over on Interstate 17 at 6 a.m. and cited her for being alone in the vehicle.

The near full-term woman argued there were two people.

Dickerson did not return phone calls Friday.

"I don’t have the money to pay it, plus it’s the principle of it," Dickerson told the Tribune on Nov. 15. "I’m not willing to just stand down. It’s ridiculous. The principle of the fact is he could’ve given me a warning."

Arizona law does not define a passenger as someone actually occupying a seat, nor does it give an age limit.

"What’s the difference between a 1-year-old and in my womb?" Dickerson added.

A Nov. 16 Tribune story on the case set off a firestorm of opinions — many laced with biting sarcasm — on national television, Internet news sites and blogs.

The case also piqued the interest of a Georgetown University law school class.

A judge is set to hear the case at 1:30 p.m. Jan. 10.

<#==#>

Shanti Sellz and Daniel Strauss - political prisoners in Arizona

http://www.azcentral.com/arizonarepublic/local/articles/1204montini04.html

Testing America's tolerance for the criminally humane

Dec. 4, 2005 12:00 AM

One day last week, 23-year-old Shanti Sellz was asked to speak to a class of students at the University of Arizona about the lifesaving work she did during the summer on the U.S.-Mexican border, for which the federal government wants to put her in prison.

"It left me very discouraged about my peer group's apathy and outright ignorance about what is going on in their own back yard," she said. "I don't believe that they have many of their own thoughts. It was more as if they were repeating what they'd heard rather than having investigated things for themselves and made up their own minds."

I couldn't bear to tell her that among more mature adults it's even worse.

Border Patrol agents arrested Sellz and Daniel Strauss in July while they were attempting to take a couple of migrants to the hospital after finding them lost and hurting in the desert. The young people were with a faith-based group called No More Deaths, which attempts to lower the number of people who die each summer trying to enter the country by crossing the Arizona desert. It offers food, water and medical assistance to those in trouble.

"The questions I got from the students kind of shocked me," Sellz said. "They didn't seem to understand the difference between helping people to live and breaching national security. These aren't people who have crossed the border in the dead of summer because they want to harm America. Crossing is a last resort for them. It has to be. And all we were trying to do is to prevent some of them from dying. But a lot of those in the classroom didn't see that."

Neither does the federal government, which indicted Sellz and Strauss on one count each of conspiracy to transport an undocumented immigrant and transporting an undocumented immigrant. If convicted, they could spend 15 years in prison.

The two were offered a plea bargain in which they would have had to admit to a crime but would have avoided any jail time. They turned it down. I asked Sellz how her parents feel about that.

"When I called my mom and told her that I was not going to accept the plea, she kind of paused a little then told me that she was very proud of me," she said.

Sellz grew up in Iowa. Her mother is a social worker. Her father spent years as a chiropractor. They worry about her. A trial is set for Dec. 20, though lawyers for Sellz and Strauss are attempting to have the charges dismissed.

In the meantime, Sellz continues her botany studies at Prescott College and talks to media types who want to know how she feels about the prospect of going to prison.

"A lot of Americans are frustrated with the way immigration is going," she said. "All we're trying to do is show that this isn't just a political issue. It's a humanitarian issue, a human rights issue."

If she's lucky, a jury will see it that way, too. If not, she'll pay a fairly heavy price for her idealism. And all at a time when she's still not sure what she wants to be when she grows up.

"The botany interests me, but I see my work more in the social services and human rights," she said. "Although first I have to see this through."

And so do we. Unless we already have. After all, we have no problem with the college students to whom Shanti spoke, the ones who were "repeating what they'd heard rather than having investigated things for themselves."

The curious young adults, however. The committed ones. The ones who believe that freedom is meaningless without a humane purpose, we indict as criminals.

Reach Montini at ed.montini@arizonarepublic.com or (602) 444-8978.

<#==#>

i guess trigger happy pigs are equal opportunity killers and kill just as many pigs with guns as they kill innoncent civilians

http://www.azcentral.com/news/articles/1204ArmedOff-Duty.html

Police rethink policy of 'always armed'

Ray Henry

Associated Press

Dec. 4, 2005 12:00 AM

PROVIDENCE, R.I. - An old police tradition of requiring off-duty officers to carry their weapons - "always armed, always on duty" - is being scaled back in police departments nationwide after the shootings of off-duty officers by colleagues who thought they were criminals.

The policies require officers to respond to crimes even when they're not on duty. Supporters say that also protects officers from criminals bent on revenge.

But critics point to the shooting of officers in Providence, R.I.; Orlando; Oakland and elsewhere as reasons for change.

Providence's policy is now at the center of a $20 million civil rights lawsuit over the shooting of Sgt. Cornel Young Jr., who was killed in 2000 while he was off duty and trying to break up a fight. He was dressed in baggy jeans, an overcoat and a baseball cap, and he was carrying a gun.

"Our situation is the extreme example of what can go wrong," said Sgt. Robert Paniccia, president of the Providence police union.

Young's mother, Leisa Young, says the rookie officer who shot him was not adequately trained to recognize off-duty or plainclothes officers.

The International Association of Chiefs of Police has called "always on duty" policies a costly tradition.

The group, which has more than 20,000 members, recommends that off-duty officers who witness a crime call for assistance rather than pull a weapon.

According to the FBI, 43 police officers have been killed since 1987 by friendly fire. Some were caught in crossfire, or killed by firearms mishaps. A handful, like Young, were mistaken for criminals and shot by fellow officers.

Earlier this year, an Orlando police officer fatally shot a plainclothes officer who was investigating underage drinking outside the Citrus Bowl. The plainclothes officer had gotten into a scuffle with tailgaters and fired his gun into the air when the Orlando officer shot him, witnesses said.

In 2001, two uniformed officers shot and killed an undercover detective when he pointed his gun at a suspected car thief in Oakland.

In 1994, an off-duty police officer in New York City shot and seriously wounded an undercover transit officer who was chasing armed suspects through a subway station. The transit officer survived.

In Providence, carrying a gun is now optional for off-duty officers, who are encouraged instead to be good witnesses if they see a crime, Paniccia said. The police union in Washington, D.C., succeeded in securing similar rules after three off-duty officers were killed in separate incidents, said Officer Gregory Greene, the union's chairman.

The Los Angeles Police Department allows its officers to carry their weapons off duty but doesn't require it, department spokeswoman April Harding said.

David Klinger, a professor of criminology at the University of Missouri at St. Louis, formerly worked as a Los Angeles police officer and said he usually carried a gun off duty. If police officers are properly trained, officers should have the option of carrying a gun for their own protection, he said.

Threatened officers instinctively focus on the perceived threat and tune out other information that could be crucial to split-second decision making, Klinger said. That's why it's important to have protocols in place to identify each other, he said.

<#==#>

http://phoenixnewtimes.com/Issues/2005-12-01/news/news.html

Life Teen Founder Busted

Monsignor Dale Fushek faces 10 misdemeanor counts of sexual misconduct with boys and young men

By Robert Nelson

Published: Thursday, December 1, 2005

Monsignor Dale Fushek, once second-in-command of the Phoenix Diocese and founder of the nation's top church-based program for Catholic teenagers, has been arrested on 10 misdemeanor counts involving sexual misconduct with teenage boys and young men.

The charges stem from the accounts of six men who all say they were drawn into unwanted sexual situations by Fushek when they were involved with Fushek's Life Teen program at St. Timothy's Catholic Church in Mesa between 1985 and 1994.

The Maricopa County Attorney's five-page criminal complaint against Fushek reads like a Reader's Digest condensation of New Times' investigative piece "Cross to Bare," published last February. The cover story detailed the sometimes lurid life in the inner sanctum of the Life Teen program Fushek created at St. Tim's in the mid-1980s.

Four of the six men cited in the criminal complaint first spoke publicly for that story, which outlined what one victim called "Dale's tried-and-true method for getting teenage boys in bed with him."

The charges include five counts of contributing to the delinquency of minors, three counts of misdemeanor assault and two counts of indecent exposure.

"Acting in his capacity as a Catholic priest," the complaint reads, "Dale Joseph Fushek used a relationship of trust to perform criminal acts, including but not limited to sexual activities, improper sexual discussions and physical contact, upon vulnerable minor and adult victims."

The complaint states that in the mid-1980s, Fushek contributed to the delinquency of a minor, Marc Tropio, by engaging in discussions including "questions by defendant about Marc Tropio's masturbatory conduct and/or other sexual activities. At the time, Dale Joseph Fushek misrepresented them as part of the Catholic sacrament of confession. The physical contacts included defendant inviting Marc Tropio into his bed then engaging in kissing and snuggling. Said contact was unwelcome by Marc Tropio."

The five other victims describe a similar pattern of conduct, one that began with Fushek engaging certain teenage boys in his parish in explicit sexual discussions that eventually led to what victims perceived as unwanted sexual advances by the priest.

Through his attorney, Mike Manning, Fushek denies any inappropriate contact with any of the six alleged victims.

In a January discussion with New Times, Paul Pfaffenberger, leader of the Arizona chapter of the Survivors Network of those Abused by Priests, summed up the coming story and criminal complaints.

"We're beginning to hear this same story again and again," Pfaffenberger said. "That there was unwanted sexual contact by Dale Fushek, and that it came about through this very manipulative grooming process associated with Life Teen. There is definitely a pattern of behavior beginning to form."

Prosecutors have not finished their investigation of Fushek, says Barnett Lotstein, special assistant county attorney. The misdemeanor charges needed to be filed now, he said, to avoid problems with the one-year statute of limitations on the misdemeanors.

"There may be more charges in the future," he said.

There are essentially two tiers of allegations against Fushek -- soft-core and hard-core.

At the time of the New Times story, the amount of evidence supporting the misdemeanor charges was much greater than evidence supporting felony charges.

The six men accusing Fushek in the misdemeanor complaints are all credible witnesses, mostly men in their 30s with families and professional careers and little to gain except embarrassment from coming forward with their stories.

Most didn't know each other before this year, and all tell chillingly similar stories. Most have friends or family members who can substantiate their versions of events.

At the same time, however, none claims that Fushek ever forced the physical relationship beyond inappropriate discussions, creepy canoodling and his own nudity.

The county attorney investigation began, however, because of much more serious charges in a lawsuit filed in January by a former Life Teen member named Billy Cesolini.

Cesolini claims to have recovered memories of convicted pedophile Mark Lehman performing oral sex on him in 1985 at the rectory at St. Tim's while a fellow priest, Fushek, watched and masturbated. Cesolini was 14 at the time.

Manning, Fushek's attorney, called Cesolini "delusional" and his claims "laughable."

Prosecutors have been tight-lipped about the ongoing investigation of those considerably more serious charges.

The strength of felony criminal charges likely would hinge on testimony from Mark Lehman.

Lehman spent 10 years in prison for sexually assaulting several children in the late 1980s. He might have served more time if not for a letter to the judge by Dale Fushek asking for leniency.

Lehman could not be reached for comment for this story. In February, however, when reached at his central Phoenix home, Lehman said he could not speak on advice from his attorney.

"I would very much like to tell the whole story to you," he said then. "But the way the world is, I've been told I can't."

At the time, New Times learned of two other former priests who had claimed to have witnessed alleged assaults by Fushek. New Times failed to locate those two priests. It is unknown if county prosecutors have interviewed these men in relation to more serious charges.

Bishop Thomas Olmsted suspended Fushek from public duties last December, when Cesolini and his attorney first approached the diocese. Six months later, Fushek resigned under pressure as pastor at St. Tim's.

Fushek's star first began to fade with the fall of his mentor, former bishop Thomas O'Brien, who, after a series of New Times stories and another investigation by then-County Attorney Rick Romley, signed an agreement granting him immunity from criminal charges if he would take a reduced role in the church and admit that he allowed priests accused of sexual misconduct to continue working with minors. He also admitted to transferring problem priests to new parishes without alerting parishioners about the priests' past. In several cases, priests accused of sexual contact with a minor at one parish allegedly continued abusing children at successive parishes.

After signing the agreement, O'Brien then began stating that he had not actually agreed to the seemingly apparent terms of the agreement. That debate was quickly silenced when O'Brien was arrested in a hit-and-run incident that left a man dead. O'Brien resigned as bishop and was later convicted of the crime.

Deputy county attorney Barbara Marshall asked that Fushek be held on $50,000 bond because, she said, "based on past experience with similar defendants, we feel that flight is a serious risk."

Indeed. Besides O'Brien's run from the scene of a fatal accident, three Valley priests -- Patrick Colleary, Joseph Henn and Joseph Briceno -- have left the country and refused to return to face charges.

Instead of bond, however, Maricopa County Commissioner Barbara Hamner had Fushek placed under house arrest at his home where he will wear a bracelet monitoring his whereabouts. He was also ordered to surrender his passport.

<#==#>
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The Bird

Dead Man Driving

Unless you believe in ghosts, a traffic-busting photo contraption screwed up in Mesa.

Published: Thursday, December 1, 2005

Did James Hamburg come back to life and run a red light in Mesa? Hmmm . . .

Dead Man Driving

In one way, the ticket James Hamburg got for running a red light on Country Club Drive in October wasn't so unusual. He was heading south when the light at University Drive turned red, and he kept going. Woo hoo! The camera snapped his picture, and the Mesa Police Department sent him a ticket.

In another way, it was very unusual -- because James Hamburg is dead. In fact, if the City of Mesa's police report and his own family are to be believed, he's been dead five years.

The Bird isn't shitting you: James' elderly widow got her late husband's photo-radar ticket in the mail last month. At home recovering from heart surgery, she frantically dialed her son, Steven Hamburg, a retired firefighter.

"I don't know if this is a cruel joke, or what," Lorraine Hamburg told her son, who rushed over to ogle the ticket himself. And there his dead father was, behind the wheel of the family sedan. And, holy crypt-keeper, Batman! Steven's mother was in the passenger seat.

The Bird would have called local "medium" Allison "I See Dead People" DuBois (the inspiration for the TV show starring Patricia Arquette called Medium) and demanded to know what Steven's dead father was doing driving his mom around town, because corpses are notoriously bad drivers (if you don't believe The Bird, noodle around Sun City for half an hour).

But our Steven had already called Mesa police, and that's when things got really wiggy. The younger, and still-alive, Hamburg says he explained the situation to Detective Terri Dorn, but she refused to drop the ticket unless he offered proof that his dad was no longer breathing, and thus unable to operate a motor vehicle in the state of Arizona. Hamburg says he faxed over the death certificate (which The Bird itself has seen with its own beady little eyes) but never heard anything back from Dorn.

So Hamburg did what anyone whose dead father was being accused of being a bad driver would do: He tattled to the press.

When The Bird contacted Mesa police, Sergeant Chuck Trapani claimed that Dorn never got the death certificate from Steven Hamburg. But the coppers finally did a little digging and discovered that James Hamburg was, indeed, quite dead. Then, on November 15, Mesa's finest asked the court to dismiss the ticket. End of story, they hoped.

But Steven Hamburg's posthumous plight has The Bird scratching its plumed noggin. If that was truly Steve's late father at the wheel, doesn't that mean the ticket was at least five years old, and that Mesa's red-light-running camera equipment is seriously flawed? Or does it mean we're living in a cheesy George Romero flick, where carcasses pilot Plymouths through the tonier burbs?

If Mesa's red-light mean machine is spitting out five-year-old citations and claiming they're new, it could mean a major scandal (and what defense attorney wouldn't love that possibility?). Which may be why Trapani's department did still more digging and discovered that archived tickets are destroyed after three years.

So, in a routine straight out of a rerun of the old Kolchak: The Night Stalker TV show, Trapani's boys enhanced the photo of the dead guy. They also determined that one of the buildings in the background of the snapshot hadn't been built yet when Hamburg died.

The police investigation, in fact, involved tracking down the structure's building certificate, which was issued (insert scary organ music here!) last November.

"There is no doubt in anyone's mind that the car was driven through the light on October 10," Trapani squawked to The Bird. "The only question is who's driving the vehicle."

Someone (Dracula? The Mummy? Kolchak star Darren McGavin?), Trapani swears, must have taken Mrs. Hamburg out for a spin.

Steven Hamburg begs to differ.

Thanks to her heart surgery, he says, his mother isn't out running around in cars, and certainly not with strange men. She's nearly 80, for Bela Lugosi's sake! And Hamburg knows mom didn't slip out of the house and just forget to tell him, because her daughter-in-law, Hamburg's wife, was using the elderly woman's car all that day.

"I know where the car was, I know where my dad was, and I know where my mom was!" Hamburg declares. "These things are not on the same track. And this is just ridiculous."

The whole thing comes down to just one question: Is the guy in the photograph James Hamburg? If so, Mesa police have got a lot of explaining to do, the sort of explaining that a new building permit's not going to cover.

Not only did the cops cite someone five years after he died, but they didn't even do the due diligence of pulling his DMV records to see if he was driving with a valid driver's license. (As it turns out, he wasn't. James Hamburg's license expired in 2002, which was two years after he died, but three years before he was ticketed.)

And if it isn't James Hamburg, who in the name of Frankenstein is it?

The guy driving the car (see photograph) looks uncannily like the late James Hamburg (see inset photograph, of Hamburg with his wife). And James Hamburg didn't have a twin brother. He didn't have a brother, period.

Unless, of course, he really had an identical twin brother he kept hidden from his kids, but not his wife. And so she met up with the secret brother five years after her husband's death, and he took her for a spin down Country Club Drive -- and blew through a red light.

But right now, Mesa's sticking to its story. If bird brains wanna believe a ghost was driving that sedan, then so be it.

Because if its "flawless" photo contraption screwed up this time, how many other times has it screwed up? And is such photo equipment in other cities, say, Scottsdale and Paradise Valley, screwing up, too? How much fine money from supposed red-light runners could those dratted attorneys get back?

Talk about scary.

<SNIP>

<#==#>
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Judicial Blacklash

The County Attorney's Office declared war on a respected judge after he called a prosecutor's actions racist

By Paul Rubin

Published: Thursday, December 1, 2005

Warren Granville is about the last judge anybody expected to become the target of attack dogs from the Maricopa County Attorney's Office.

Granville was a prosecutor for two decades before he became a judge in 2000. He takes the city bus to the downtown Phoenix courthouse every day, walks to his chambers, puts in a day, goes home, then does it all over again.

The judge is famously soft-spoken and doesn't stand much on ceremony. Last year, for example, he mastered Gerry Spence during a hearing in a little-publicized murder case, chuckling at the famed Wyoming attorney's jokes but kindly letting him know who was boss.

The judge likes to keep things as light as possible, and his staff feels comfortable enough to poke fun at him when the need arises.

Though Granville may seem something of a milquetoast at first blush, he's not. Unlike a surprising number of jurists, this one isn't afraid to take a stand.

And last summer, a few months after the conclusion of the State of Arizona vs. Patrick Nolan Ivey criminal trial, Warren Granville felt that need.

On May 26, a jury had convicted the 20-year-old Phoenix man of breaking into a Paradise Valley home armed with a handgun. The jurors also acquitted Ivey of armed robbery and of kidnapping a young man who was the victim of the late-night break-in.

Because of Arizona's mandatory sentencing laws, Granville was compelled to sentence Ivey to a minimum of seven years in prison, which he did.

But after sitting through pretrial hearings and a trial that lasted several days, the judge was troubled by a number of things he'd observed. So, as Ivey's sentencing date neared, he did what judges in criminal cases tend to do on a day-to-day basis:

Granville first told the case prosecutor that he was leaning toward invoking a law that allows newly convicted inmates to petition the Board of Executive Clemency and then the governor for a reduction of their sentences within 90 days after going to prison.

Called 603-L, that law was enacted in the mid-1990s to deal with mandatory prison sentences that a judge believes are "clearly excessive."

Then, on August 15, the judge issued his written findings of fact in the Ivey case, and he didn't mince words.

Granville said race and economics had been a factor in the way that the County Attorney's Office had honed in on Patrick Ivey, an indigent black man.

The judge didn't like that one bit.

And, not surprisingly, those in charge at the county prosecutor's office didn't take kindly to being called racists.

Game on.

Judge Granville's explanation of why he was invoking the 603-L provision in the Ivey case was a showstopper.

Based on the trial testimony of home-invasion victim Michael Lawson, the judge wrote that "a number of Brophy [Prep] graduates bought, used and exchanged drugs with one another. [But] in this instance, the State chose to not prosecute the affluent individuals, and prosecute or threaten to prosecute the black, indigent individuals."

Granville suggested that Lawson, who had won immunity from the prosecutor in exchange for his testimony against Ivey, was one of those alleged druggies.

The judge said prosecutor Jennifer Linn "had reason to believe that four Brophy graduates had engaged in possession and exchanging marijuana. No charges were filed against any of them."

He noted that scheduled defense witness Tyriq Manley had declined to testify on Ivey's behalf only after prosecutors threatened to charge him if he did: "In the exercise of its discretion, the State refused to grant Mr. Manley use immunity so he could testify on [Ivey's] behalf."

Granville then pointed out that victim Lawson and another man who testified for the prosecution without fear of being charged for crimes related to this case were "white and wealthy . . . Mr. Ivey and Mr. Manley are black and indigent."

The judge said Ivey's seven-year sentence was excessive and unfair because of "the defendant's age, family circumstances and lack of criminal history as an adult."

He concluded that "the State was able to secure Mr. Ivey's conviction through the craven exercise of its discretion by granting immunity, limiting its prosecutorial focus and denying immunity. Under these circumstances [Ivey's] mandatory minimum sentence is clearly excessive and unfair. He is being the only one held to answer for criminal conduct that the State had reason to believe involved several others."

A week later, Granville sentenced Patrick Ivey to seven years in prison. But the judge also issued a special order under the 603-L law that allowed Ivey to petition the clemency board within 90 days.

On September 13, deputy county attorney Linn filed a testy 10-page objection to the judge's allegations. She offered that one of the "Brophy graduates" the judge had referred to in his memorandum actually was African-American, and that another still-uncharged suspect in the Paradise Valley heist also was black.

Linn wrote that when Granville first had indicated he was going to be discussing race in his 603-L findings of fact, "this was very shocking, as . . . race had never been an issue in the trial."

Linn contended that the reason Ivey had been the only person charged in the case was because of evidentiary problems, not her or her office's alleged bias against poor black people.

Yet it wasn't as if the judge thought that Patrick Ivey had been wrongfully convicted. He wrote in his memorandum that "there was ample evidence supporting the jury's verdict."

But Granville says he was appalled by what he perceived as the kid-gloves manner in which the prosecutor had treated certain people in the case who happened to be white, as compared with the hardball tactics she allegedly had employed with Patrick Ivey and Tyriq Manley.

"You've got to realize that the county attorney['s office] holds all the cards in these instances," Granville tells New Times. "It does the charging, decides what to offer, if anything, in terms of a plea bargain, and determines what witnesses to give deals to. I respect that. Heck, I did it myself for years and years. But in this case, I felt obliged to write my findings of fact [for the clemency board], though I knew Ivey was swimming upstream even if I issued a 603-L ruling."

That's because the governor always has the final say about whether prisoners deserve to have their sentences commuted. Statistics provided by the clemency board show that, since the board's creation in 1994, Governor Janet Napolitano and her predecessors have rarely granted commutations, even with the panel's unanimous recommendation.

News of Granville's strongly worded 603-L ruling became the talk of the courthouse, and the East Valley Tribune published a pair of brief stories about the case.

The daily newspaper's editorial board took a stand against the judge, writing that "Granville believes the poor crook got such a bad rap that he's invoked a loophole in Arizona's tough sentencing law that could spring the creep early."

State clemency board chairman Duane Belcher says that the 603-L law "isn't a loophole by any means. It's a statute that our Legislature devised after we abolished parole in 1993 to allow for the possibility that mandatory sentencing might not result in a just result in every case. The law at least can be looked at as a tool, a safety valve for prisoners who may not have any other recourse."

The Tribune's editorial went on: "County Attorney's Office spokesman Barnett Lotstein called Granville's actions in this case 'judicial activism at its worst.' We would go further and question Granville's fitness as a judge."

Granville half-jokingly defines "judicial activism" as occurring "when a judge rules against you. In this case, I guess that makes me, God forbid, a 'judicial activist.'"

Lotstein, a special assistant to County Attorney Andrew Thomas, tells New Times that Granville "had no right to accuse our young prosecutor or our officer of racism when there was absolutely no evidence of racism. It was an absolutely inappropriate commentary by Warren and without basis of fact, and I can tell you that Andy [Thomas] was shocked and outraged by it."

Perhaps emboldened by the anti-Granville reaction by the media (or at least the reaction of the editorial-desk jockeys at the Mesa daily), the upper echelon at the County Attorney's Office decided to do more than mouth off.

Top county prosecutors tried to bring the judge down.

Official judicial complaints usually concern alleged personal improprieties and slacking off on the job. This time, it was a dispute between a judge and a prosecutor concerning the judge's potent impressions of a case that the prosecutor actually had won.

On August 30, Sally Wells, chief assistant to County Attorney Thomas, filed a complaint against Granville with the Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct.

It called for sanctions against the judge for what Wells called "unethical" behavior. She alleged that Granville had badly misstated the facts of the case, and then had leaked his 603-L ruling to the media, either directly or through the court's public relations staff.

Wells also accused Granville of injecting race into the case because he hadn't wanted to sentence just one of the co-conspirators (the only one charged to this day) to an extended prison term.

"We believed and still believe that the judge injected his accusations of racism simply to try to get us to change the way we were approaching the case," the County Attorney's Office's Lotstein explains. "But we felt that the defendant [Ivey] was a bad person who deserved to go to prison for what he'd done."

On August 9, 2004, Paradise Valley police responded to reports of a "home invasion" inside a gated residence on East Claremont Drive.

The alleged victim was Michael Lawson, a young man in his late teens living there in his parents' guesthouse.

An officer noted that the guesthouse's interior was in a state of disarray. Lawson claimed two captors had stuck duct tape over his mouth for much of their hourlong invasion.

At first, he said, he had no idea why or how two men he didn't know had picked him and his remote residence for their armed robbery.

The officer wrote that Lawson "seemed to be very calm about the incident," even though he was describing a frightening event in which one of his captors allegedly threatened him with a gun.

Another Paradise Valley officer wrote that Lawson told him at the scene that he'd been getting calls on his cell phone from an old high school friend named "Rob" who'd wanted to hook up before leaving for college. The two had graduated from Brophy Prep in 2003, but apparently hadn't spoken in some time.

Lawson said he'd gotten a cell phone call from someone who identified himself as Rob at the gate at about 1:30 a.m. He'd walked up the driveway to open it up.

There, Lawson said, the two men, both of whom were black, asked him to let them in for some water. One of the men told him that Rob was waiting out in one of the cars.

Actually, Rob wasn't even in the state of Arizona.

As the trio walked toward the guesthouse, one of the men, whom Lawson later identified as Patrick Ivey, pulled out a gun and told him it was a robbery.

Inside the guesthouse, the men duct-taped Lawson's hands behind his back, and collected two duffle bags' worth of goods, including a laptop computer and a separate computer monitor, a stereo amp, a DVD player and other valuables.

Lawson described a fairly benign interaction under the circumstances. For example, he admitted that the robbers had agreed not to steal certain items, including his electric guitar. More important, the men had left without injuring Lawson.

At first, Lawson told police that he probably wouldn't be able to identify either of the two men.

He also let detectives check into the calls on his cell phone, which provided the case's first big surprise.

Yes, someone had phoned Lawson from the same number four times before the invasion, including just moments before the intruders asked for the water.

But it hadn't been Rob.

The phone number led to another ex-Brophy classmate of Lawson's, Gerad Punch.

Punch had been a high school basketball star who was about to start his second year at Furman University in South Carolina on an athletic scholarship.

How Lawson could have mistaken Rob's voice for Punch's is a mystery.

But either he really did get conned by Punch, or he lied to police and later to the jury at Patrick Ivey's trial.

Rob, by the way, is white. Punch is black.

Punch told the police he didn't know anything about a home invasion.

But fingerprints inside the guesthouse and other evidence led police to a friend of Punch's, Patrick Ivey, who also was pals with another Phoenix man, Dion Williams, who soon became directly linked to the case.

Apparently, neither Ivey nor Williams knew Michael Lawson, and neither had attended Brophy Prep.

On October 4, 2004, Paradise Valley police arrested Patrick Ivey outside his west Phoenix apartment complex. A search of his apartment uncovered several possibly stolen items, including a flat-screen computer monitor that Lawson later identified as his.

That evening, Detective John Corcoran and a colleague interviewed Ivey at the Paradise Valley police station.

The chatty suspect confessed to the crimes at the guesthouse, admitting that he and Dion Williams had been hurting for money and that Gerad Punch had devised a plot to get them some.

Ivey said Punch had suggested the rip-off of a rich-kid "pot dealer" he knew from high school, Michael Lawson.

Sounded like a plan.

Punch soon made the first of a series of calls to Lawson on his cell phone. Punch pretended he was Rob, another former Brophy classmate.

The plot was falling into place. Ivey said Lawson readily had agreed to find some marijuana for the alleged Rob. (Much later, Lawson admitted as much to police and then to the jury, though he denied being a dealer himself.)

Ivey said Punch had found Lawson's address in a Brophy Prep yearbook. The three men -- Ivey, Williams and Punch -- had driven into Paradise Valley from Phoenix in two cars.

Ivey admitted that he'd been carrying a semi-automatic handgun, which he claimed had been unloaded (though Lawson couldn't have known that).

He said Punch had waited behind as Lawson let Ivey and Williams into the family compound.

Ivey said he and Williams had confronted Lawson about the marijuana supposedly promised to Rob in the earlier cell calls. Lawson said he'd have to call around to get the weed, because he didn't have any on-site.

According to Ivey's trial attorney, Dan DeRienzo, Lawson made two calls to another Brophy classmate during the home invasion to try to score the drugs.

But Ivey said he and Williams didn't dally too long at the Paradise Valley home. They filled their two duffle bags with Lawson's property, and split.

After Ivey's confession, police booked him for armed robbery, kidnapping and residential burglary.

Based on his statement, they arrested Dion Williams a few hours later. Williams told detectives that he didn't know anything before he clammed up and invoked his right to an attorney.

Gerad Punch also remained free.

Michael Lawson identified Ivey in a photographic lineup, but he couldn't finger Williams in a separate lineup and claimed not to have seen Punch on the night of the robbery.

Williams soon was released from custody, the charges against him dropped.

Instead of getting a multi-defendant indictment, the County Attorney's Office nailed Patrick Ivey alone as the perpetrator of the home invasion.

Then, as Ivey's trial approached earlier this year, Linn decided not to offer him a deal in exchange for his testimony against supposed co-conspirators Williams and Punch.

Dan DeRienzo says he knew he was in for it soon after he was appointed to represent Patrick Ivey.

Then with the county public defender's office, DeRienzo has been a lawyer since 1986, and considers himself skilled at the art of pretrial plea negotiation, a must in criminal defense.

"As things unfolded, it became clear that this was a case that should have been pled," says DeRienzo, now in private practice in Prescott. "But Ms. Linn was being unreasonable in everything. I mean, my guy was the one who pretty much solved the case for the police. The basketball player was, 'I didn't do it,' and he's still free for being dishonest. Same goes for Williams. My guy said, 'This is what happened,' even though that confession was suppressed. I'd ask her, 'Jennifer, why aren't you offering this guy anything, so maybe he'll turn on the other two?' She wouldn't budge."

Last January 4, Linn sent DeRienzo an e-mail about a settlement conference that the defense attorney had been trying to arrange with another judge, which is standard procedure:

"My thoughts are as follows. There is no offer. Settlement conferences are not supposed to be set without first asking the prosecutor, especially where there is no offer, as it is a waste of valuable judicial resources."

DeRienzo snapped back that "the rule does not require the defendant's attorney to obtain the prosecutor's permission in order to enter into good-faith settlement negotiations. . . . In fact, a long and costly trial, followed by long and costly appeals is a waste of judicial resources."

Tensions escalated even more after Judge Granville granted the defense motion to keep Ivey's police confession from the jury.

Months later, Linn wrote in her objection to Granville's 603-L ruling in Ivey's favor that the judge had chosen "to believe the admitted liar [Ivey] over the detective [Corcoran] with 30 years of law enforcement experience and suppressed the confession."

But the court record and interviews with both Granville and defense attorney DeRienzo suggest a much different scenario.

"It was not Ivey's word against the detective's," DeRienzo says. "That's an absolute falsehood."

Detective Corcoran testified at a pretrial hearing that he twice had given Ivey his Miranda warnings, first on the way to the police station and then on videotape before he began his interrogation of the suspect.

However, the videotape shows that Corcoran did instruct Ivey that he had the right to remain silent and that anything he said might be used against him in court. But the detective neglected to tell Ivey of his right to an attorney, instead reminding the young man to consider "all that other stuff" before agreeing to waive his legal rights.

Corcoran claimed at the hearing that he had given the correct Miranda warning the first time, outside the station. But he stumbled badly on the stand when the prosecutor asked him to restate the Miranda warning for the judge.

Before the trial began, Linn agreed to grant immunity from prosecution to Michael Lawson in exchange for his testimony. But in light of what Linn later wrote in her objection to Granville's 603-L findings, the reason for the deal remains unclear.

Linn wrote that "the Paradise Valley police did not find any drugs, drug paraphernalia or anything else related to the drug trade at Michael Lawson's house. . . . Lawson testified that he does not sell drugs, that he did not know what two ounces of marijuana looked like and that he only agreed to do a very stupid thing to help out someone he thought was [Rob]."

So why the deal?

Then there was Rob -- who really does exist. He was the former Brophy student pulled into the case when Gerad Punch, according to the prosecution, masqueraded as him in the phone calls to Lawson.

Rob's only reason for testifying at trial was to say that he hadn't even been in Arizona at the time of the home invasion. To be on the safe side, Rob's parents hired Tom Henze and Mike Gallagher -- two of Arizona's most high-priced attorneys -- to represent him in court.

Linn later tried to make the point that she hadn't granted Rob immunity from possible prosecution, even though his attorneys repeatedly had asked for it.

But the highly remote possibility that Rob might be charged with something had ended after Judge Granville ruled that the lawyers couldn't question Rob at trial about his involvement, if any, in drug use or sales.

"It certainly didn't make any sense that the prosecutor seemed to be fixated on one guy -- my guy -- when you had so much garbage in the case to wade through," DeRienzo says. "But that's what I was facing."

In his opening statement last May, Dan DeRienzo promised jurors that they'd hear important defense testimony from Tyriq Manley, a friend of Patrick Ivey's.

Ivey had told police in his suppressed confession that he'd sold the stolen computer monitor to Manley. Manley had corroborated that in his own interview with detectives.

Then, according to prosecutor Linn, "Mr. Manley changed this story."

He sure did. He suddenly was fingering Gerad Punch as the one who had sold him the pilfered monitor.

Linn later claimed she had been duty-bound to ask Judge Granville to appoint a lawyer to represent Manley, rather than let him implicate himself on the stand for trafficking in stolen property and lying to the police.

DeRienzo says that his adversary "is so full of it! Here's what really happened: The monitor was found in Manley's bedroom. I asked him where he'd gotten it. He told me he'd gotten it from Punch, not from Ivey. Once the confession was suppressed, our defense was that our guy didn't do it, Punch was the guy. So we disclosed [Manley] as a witness, and the prosecutor got to ask him questions.

"One of Linn's questions was, 'When Punch gave this monitor to you, did you think that it might be stolen?' He said he didn't think so, though he'd bought it at a good rate. Then she says she's thinking about charging him with knowingly possessing stolen property. Tyriq freaked, and his lawyer told him he'd better not testify, so he didn't. Here they were giving immunity to their druggie victim and also making sure we couldn't ask Rob about drugs. But then when I came up with a witness, she made what I considered veiled threats about prosecuting him."

Granville took this all in from his vantage point on the bench:

"The prosecutor fought awfully hard to keep Manley from being a witness by not offering him immunity, at the same time as she was making sure that her key witness Lawson and [Rob] had clear sailing. At some point, and it was not a spur-of-the-moment thing, something just hit me about this case in terms of race as well as economics."

Dan DeRienzo says Michael Lawson's testimony during the trial raised new questions.

"We had Lawson's phone records, so we know he called another Brophy guy to try to set up a drug deal," DeRienzo says. "That was no problem for him because Brophy guys always buy and sell weed to each other. He'd told Rob, or the guy he supposedly thought was Rob, 'Come on over, I'll get you some weed.' He then called a pal of his who was in Scottsdale playing poker, as I recall, and started the process of hooking him up with some pot."

DeRienzo adds that the detectives had shown Lawson a photo of Gerad Punch shortly after the home invasion, after Punch's name came up in the cell phone records.

"Lawson told them at first that he didn't know who the guy was, though they'd graduated together," the attorney says. "We always suspected that he knew from the git-go that Punch was Punch, not Rob. After the trial, the jurors asked why Lawson hadn't been prosecuted for perjury for lying to the cops. I couldn't answer that one."

Patrick Ivey didn't testify, and neither did Tyriq Manley. The broken promise to jurors on the latter certainly cost the defense potential points in what had become quite a horse race.

"This whole incident was over drugs, and it wasn't a classic home invasion," DeRienzo says. "The jurors knew that. Patrick was pissed off that this rich Brophy kid who had had everything handed to him on a silver platter was making even more money dealing drugs -- and now he didn't even have any drugs at his house when the three guys showed up. Patrick obviously made a serious mistake."

The panel deliberated over a period of a day and a half before returning its verdicts: Guilty of residential burglary. Not guilty of armed robbery and kidnapping.

Says Ivey's attorney, DeRienzo: "First-degree burglary is entering or remaining unlawfully in someone's home intending to commit a felony. I think that the jury may have concluded that Patrick had been there to buy drugs, which is a felony, and that it had turned into an argument over money." "Would [the] state consider dropping [the] allegation of dangerousness to afford Mr. Ivey an opportunity on probation?" the judge asked the prosecutor. "If not, the court will consider invoking 603-L on grounds of the state's choices regarding immunity, the fact that others involved [weren't] prosecuted or punished, and [Ivey's] age and [lack of] criminal history. If invoked, I would be obliged to make my findings on the record. Just a heads up."

Linn responded the following day that "the State will not drop the allegations of dangerousness, as we do not feel probation is appropriate."

Granville replied that "non-dangerous offenses can go to prison, too. In any case, you do what you believe is right. I'll do what I believe is right."

In a letter to New Times from a state prison facility in Yuma, Patrick Ivey wrote recently that "the prosecutor had the decision to drop the dangerousness of the crime so I might have had a chance to be placed on probation, maybe after doing some more jail time. Judge Granville tried to reason with her to do so. She refused, citing her inhibitions due to her supervisor. I feel that is a lie, and she intended to give me as much time as she could."

On Ivey's original sentencing date of July 2, the judge said during a bench conference that his proposed 603-L findings in the case would involve race, and advised Linn she could try to convince him otherwise.

"I was just trying to give her an idea of what I was inclined to do, to give her a chance to take it up the chain or to play chicken and not back down. I'll often tell lawyers, 'These are what my facts are. Tell me why my facts are wrong.'"

But Linn didn't respond to Granville in writing until after the judge actually sentenced Ivey on August 22. At that hearing, the judge announced that he believed "the sentence required by law is clearly excessive and [Ivey] may petition the Board of Executive Clemency for a commutation of sentence within 90 days after [he] is committed to [prison]."

In her belated pleading to Granville, the prosecutor referred to Ivey's confession, to his alleged juvenile criminal history, and to other matters, including the defendant's supposed lack of remorse.

Granville says he considered Linn's memorandum much as he treats letters in support of a defendant.

"If you think a judge is wrong on the law or on the facts of a case, write a memo on the law or the facts and submit it as quickly as possible," he says. "She put things in her pleading that I couldn't consider at sentencing, such as the confession, because I had precluded it. Her presentation was too little and too late."

Judge Granville informed his two supervisors, Jim Keppel and Barbara Mundell, presiding judge over all of the county courts, when he learned that the County Attorney's Office had filed its judicial complaint against him.

He says he asked the pair if they wanted to transfer him to another assignment, perhaps civil or juvenile or family law. They told him to stay put.

"I know Warren well and have the ultimate respect for him as a fair, impartial and professional judge," says Keppel, the county's chief criminal judge. "I just don't know of anything that Warren did in this particular case that merited anything close to how the County Attorney's Office reacted."

Though the judicial complaint by Thomas' chief assistant, Wells, was tantamount to a declaration of war against the judge, it didn't turn out to mean anything on a day-to-day level.

In September, the month after Wells filed her complaint against Warren Granville, prosecutors exercised their right to have county judges in 32 criminal cases removed for various reasons. That month, defense attorneys removed judges in 22 cases.

But no one on either side of the legal fence asked for Judge Granville's removal in any of the 406 cases he had pending in his court.

The 19 death-penalty cases currently before Granville are nine more than the next-closest judge.

"If they think I'm so unfair and biased over there at the County Attorney's Office, then why have they continued to appear in my courtroom?" the judge asks. "I must be doing something right, because lawyers on both sides keep on showing up in my court."

Judges in criminal cases routinely alert both parties informally about how they're leaning in a given case.

"Sure, I'll tell them what direction I'm leaning in," says Presiding Criminal Court Judge Jim Keppel, another former prosecutor turned jurist. "At least that will give them a heads-up so they can try to change my mind or present testimony at a [pre-sentencing] hearing."

That's what Warren Granville says he had in mind when he e-mailed Jennifer Linn (and copied Dan DeRienzo's successor in the case) last June 27.

Special Assistant County Attorney Lotstein, who used to be Granville's supervisor when the two men worked at the Arizona Attorney General's Office, explains that away by saying that "we never have suggested that Warren is a bad judge or a bad guy, just that he made a terribly offensive ruling in this case by calling us racists. Maybe he woke up on the wrong side of the bed that day. All I know is that he deeply upset a young prosecutor who doesn't have a racist bone in her body."

That prosecutor, Linn, returned to Granville's court just a few weeks after Ivey's sentencing to try another armed robbery and kidnapping case.

A jury acquitted each of the defendants she was prosecuting.

Last week, Granville received a letter from the judicial commission about the results of the County Attorney Office's complaint against him.

The commission cleared him of any judicial misconduct.

But the panel also chided Granville for his "sweeping statements" about the County Attorney's Office and said it was "concerned about the quantum of evidence" to support his accusations of racism.

In the future, the commission said, the judge should avoid making such "inflammatory" statements.

"I love being a judge, and I think I'm a fair guy," Granville says. "But when you sign up as a judge, you have to act like a judge. I call it like I see it, and I plan to continue to do just that."

<#==#>

saddam gets a fair trial??? yea sure!!! by the puppet government the american empire installed in iraq. "This is a law made by America and does not reflect Iraqi sovereignty."

http://www.eastvalleytribune.com/index.php?sty=54597

Saddam yells at judge in unruly session

Associated Press

December 5, 2005

BAGHDAD, Iraq - Saddam Hussein's defense team walked out of court Monday, the former leader yelled at the judge, and Saddam's half brother shouted "Why don't you just execute us!" in an often unruly court session that also saw former U.S. Attorney General Ramsey Clark speak on behalf of the deposed president.

After the lawyers walked out, Saddam, shaking his right hand, told the judge: "You are imposing lawyers on us. They are imposed lawyers. The court is imposed by itself. We reject that."

Clark said he needed only two minutes to present his argument. But Chief Judge Rizgar Mohammed Amin at first said only Saddam's chief lawyer could speak. Amin said the defense should submit its motion in writing and warned that if the defense walked out then the court would appoint replacement lawyers.

Saddam and his half brother Barazan Ibrahim then chanted "Long live Iraq, long live the Arab state."

Ibrahim stood up and shouted: "Why don't you just execute us and get rid of all of this!"

When the judge explained that he was ruling in accordance with the law, Saddam replied: "This is a law made by America and does not reflect Iraqi sovereignty."

It was the third court session in the trial of Saddam and seven co-defendants - accused in the 1982 killing of more than 140 Shiites after an assassination attempt against the president in Dujail - where Saddam at times appeared to be in control of the court as much as the judge presiding over the trial.

After the walk-out and a 90-minute recess to resolve the issue, the court reconvened and Amin allowed Clark and ex-Qatari Justice Minister Najib al-Nueimi to speak on the questions of the legitimacy of the tribunal and safety of the lawyers.

"Reconciliation is essential," Clark told the court. "This trial can divide or heal. Unless it is seen as absolutely fair, and fair in fact, it will divide rather than reconcile Iraq."

At that point the judge reminded Clark that he was to speak only about the security guarantees for the defense lawyers - two of whom have been assassinated since the trial began Oct. 19.

Clark then said all parties were entitled to protection and the measures offered to protect the defense and their families were "absurd." Clark said that without such protection, the judicial system would collapse.

Al-Nueimi then spoke about the legitimacy issue, arguing that court is not independent and was in fact set up under the U.S.-led occupation rather than by a legal Iraqi government. He said the language of the statute was unchanged from that promulgated by the former top U.S. administrator in Iraq, L. Paul Bremer, and was therefore "illegitimate."

After the lawyers spoke, the first witness to take the stand, Ahmed Hassan Mohammed, began his testimony. He said that after an assassination attempt on Saddam, security agencies took people of all ages from age 14 to over age 70.

"There were mass arrests. Women and men. Even if a child was 1-day-old they used to tell his parents, 'Bring him with you,"' Mohammed said. He said he was taken to a security center where "I saw bodies of people from Dujail."

"They were martyrs I knew," Mohammed said, giving the name of the nine whose bodies were there.

The first witness earlier exchanged insults with Saddam's half brother, telling him "you killed a 14-year-old boy."

"To hell," the half brother, Ibrahim, replied.

"You and your children go to hell," the witness replied.

The judge then asked them to avoid such exchanges.

"There was random arrests in the streets, all the forces of the (Baath) party, and Thursday became `Judgment Day' and Dujail has become a battle front," the witness said, sometime fighting back tears. "Shootings started and nobody could leave or enter Dujail. At night, intelligence agents arrived headed by Barazan" Ibrahim.

At this point Ibrahim interrupted him, saying that "I am a patriot and I was the head of the intelligence service of Iraq."

<#==#>
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Supreme Court will review insanity case

By GINA HOLLAND

Associated Press Writer

WASHINGTON (AP) -- The Supreme Court agreed Monday to consider whether a teen convicted of killing an Arizona police officer had a fair chance to argue that he was insane, renewing debate about insanity defenses.

Justices over the past decade have repeatedly declined to consider cases involving insanity claims.

In a surprise, the court said it would take up the case of Eric Michael Clark, who has been diagnosed with paranoid schizophrenia. He was a 17-year-old high school student when he shot Officer Jeff Moritz during a traffic stop in Flagstaff, Ariz., on June 21, 2000.

There was evidence that Clark believed his town had been taken over by aliens and that he was being held captive and tortured before the killing.

His lawyer, David Goldberg, told justices that the state insanity law is unconstitutional because it restricts what evidence can be introduced at trial.

"This court has never directly addressed this issue of national importance," Goldberg said.

Arizona changed its laws after John Hinckley's acquittal by reason of insanity in the March 1981 shooting of President Reagan and three others outside a Washington hotel.

Arizona assistant attorney general Michael O'Toole said in a filing that "even if the states are required to provide an insanity defense to criminal defendants, this court's prior decisions make clear that no one particular test is required."

In 1994, the court let stand Montana's abolition of insanity as an affirmative defense for criminal defendants. But then three years ago justices refused to review a Nevada Supreme Court decision that defendants have a right to use insanity defenses.

At issue in the Arizona case is the use of evidence in contesting whether a defendant was so mentally ill that he or she did not know the crime was wrong.

Clark was sentenced to 25 years to life in prison in the officer's death. Arguments in his case will be held next spring.

The case is Clark v. Arizona, 05-5966.

---

On the Net:

Supreme Court: http://www.supremecourtus.gov/
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On the Net:

Supreme Court: http://www.supremecourtus.gov/

<#==#>

hey kevin:

i think laro is allowed to xerox stuff in his prison. thats because i have seen something on his commissarry forms that seem to say they can buy "copy" cards to xerox stuff.

i dont remember seeing anything like that on your commissary forms form either the maricopa county jail or the state prison in tucson. are you allowed to xerox or copy stuff?

thanks

<#==#>

i wonder is this a violation of the 5th amendment. the city if forcing you to give a third party (the pharmacy) information which is turned over to the police? i guess it doesnt matter. if it is it will be just one more of the 1000's of unconstitional laws on the books

http://www.azcentral.com/health/news/articles/1206phxmeth.html

Phoenix laws on cold pills in effect

Buyers must put name in log book

Monica Alonzo-Dunsmoor

The Arizona Republic

Dec. 6, 2005 12:00 AM

If you've got the sniffles and are looking for an over-the-counter remedy, be prepared to whip out photo identification and share some personal information with the store clerk or pharmacist.

Two new Phoenix laws that take effect today require customers who buy any cold medication containing pseudoephedrine to write down their name, date of birth and address in a log book that shop owners will turn over to police each month. Retailers also will track the quantities of pseudoephedrine that customers buy.

Phoenix officials laud the new restrictions as a way to ratchet up their fight against methamphetamine. Pseudoephedrine is a crucial ingredient in cooking the illegal drug.

"Meth is a huge, huge problem in our community and really across the nation," Phoenix Police Chief Jack Harris said. "I think these laws are going to be effective because they're going to be a deterrent. Anything that makes it more difficult to get the materials to make methamphetamine is going to make it effective."

In the past 12 months, law enforcement officials busted nearly 150 meth labs in Phoenix.

Phoenix police Sgt. Don Sherrard said the logs will be a useful tool for the narcotics detectives.

"It will give us direct information and let us spot trends in purchases," he said. "And it works on the paranoia that methamphetamine naturally creates. If they have to show ID, it's going to stop a lot of them from doing that."

Retailers also are required to keep products that contain pseudoephedrine locked up or behind the counter.

Cottonwood, Tucson and Camp Verde have approved similar laws, but Phoenix appears to be the first to include a forfeiture clause. That means that if police spot products with pseudoephedrine on open shelves instead of being restricted from public access, police can seize the medications and destroy them. The ordinance allows police to give one warning to store officials, and court hearings could be held before the products are destroyed.

"I think that it might help some," said Frank Roberts, 39, of Phoenix. "And I think the police have really put a big dent in meth. They've restricted so many of the ingredients that the drug is not as potent as it was two years ago. But they're never going to get it completely off the streets."

Customers without a current driver's license or passportor without a tribal, military or state-issued identification card will not be able to buy the products at all.

Jose Chavez, 19, of Phoenix sees a flaw in the law because it doesn't allow people without identification to get simple remedies.

"What if you don't have ID?" he said. "It's going to be tough to get the medication you need for your family.

"And (the laws) might help, but if people are sick, they're not going to want to be waiting in line," he said. "They're going to want to get in and out. It's going to be an inconvenience."

Karen Giroux, director of retail regulatory agency relations for Bashas' grocery stores, said that it's likely that once consumers learn more about why the new laws are in place, there may be less frustration.
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the systems is corrupt! laro does a victimless crime and gets two years. this pig steals $80,000 and only does a year in jail.

http://www.azcentral.com/arizonarepublic/local/articles/1206ag-corrupt06.html

Embezzler gets year term

The Arizona Republic

Dec. 6, 2005 12:00 AM

A former investigator for the Arizona Attorney General's Office was sentenced Monday to 366 days in federal prison for embezzling nearly $82,000 from the state law enforcement agency.

According to the U.S. Attorney's Office, David A. Bauer, 53, of Glendale, claimed in expense reports that he was using the money to pay off informants and buy narcotics during undercover stings.

However, FBI agents determined that the defendant was depositing the money in personal bank accounts.

Bauer, a former Phoenix police detective, initially was charged with 14 counts, including wire fraud, theft and money laundering.

He pleaded guilty in May to theft and is expected to begin serving his sentence as soon as the Bureau of Prisons assigns him to a facility.

Paul Charlton, U.S. attorney for Arizona, said the prosecution signifies a relentless effort to stop corruption by government officials.

"Bauer abused the public's trust," Charlton said.

"As a result he lost his job, his reputation and now his liberty."

<#==#>

this libertarian gives an interesting legal view on how to side step the laws that prevent same sex marriages.

This is one of those areas that I did more research in a few years ago. I discovered more about marriage and the recognition of marriage by the state than any paralegal should ever need to know.  The law and the courts have made a distinction between a common law marriage and a marriage at common law.

     A common law marriage is one of co-habitation over time.  Many states don't recognize them including Arizona (although there have been some exceptions here in Arizona and the other states that purport not to recognize them)

    A marriage at common law is one in which the union is solemnized in a formal ceremony before witnesses.  The only thing that is absent is the marriage license.  All of the states do recognize this type of marriage for all purposes, although the bureaucratic bumblers feign otherwise.  The current state of the jurisprudence prohibits third parties, including the state from collaterally challenging the validity of this type of marriage.  Only the couple to the marriage itself can have the marriage set aside, either through divorce or annulment.

     In fact all Arizona Law does is punish the person who performs the ceremony without first receiving the license from the couple.  I have found the law to be virtually the same in all the states.

    So what I have been suggesting to gay couples is to stop demanding that the state issue the license and sanction the marriage.  Simply go about and have the ceremony without the license and then start asserting rights and claims as they arise.  In other words live and be married. When someone balks at recognizing the marriage particularly the state agencies, that's when they go about challenging ARS 25-101.C. which purports to declare same sex marriages void.  The statute may prohibit the issuance of the license, but it cannot declare void a same sex marriage where no license was obtained and all other aspects of the marriage ceremony were performed.

     I also tell the couples they're going to have to avoid the radical hardliners at least on this issue and not demand recognition immediately.  It's got to be a near stealthy, small steps at a time adventure.  The fact is many companies in this valley already provide health and insurance benefits for the non-employee partner of a same sex marriage.  While I tell them I don't believe they should be seeking "state sponsored" benifits (I tell them I'm libertarian), I know they will anyway (hey they're usually liberal socialists), if they do, they need to approach it under the radar so to speak.

    Most of the couples I have advised are usually fairly well off, so the company benifits and their income is sufficient to avoid state support mechanisms.  Most of the back lash against the same sex marriage movement has occurred because of the radical hardliners demanding recognition now.  The movement should have listened to the predecessor group that was discriminated against as recently as 30 years ago. Inter-racial marriages.  Most of the inter-racial marriages were done without licenses, were done under the radar, and only came out swinging when a challenge was necessary.  As a result, all of the states finally yielded and repealed their interracial prohibitions when society itself realized that there was no real threat to society.

    BTW the reason I know this works with non-marriage licenses marriages is my wife and I have been married without a license for 23 years this week.  We've obtained "state benefits" as a married couple in the past and have been turned down for state benefits.  Not because we don't have the license, but because we refused to get Social Security Numbers for the kids.

    So despite the claims to the contrary, the state doesn't possess the monopoly it thinks it does in the area of validating marriages.  It appears the jurisprudence is sufficiently established that if the same sex marriage movement would now tone it down and go stealthy, they will discover in a few years (15-20 at the most), that all the states will eventually have to yield.  That of course assumes any gummint structure remains as the current crop of socialists rapidly pushes this nation into the abyss.

g'day

>             I still don't have a clue what you are talking about

> when you use the phrase "non-government marriage." Equally, I don't

know

> what you mean that one can "get" one in any state. Therefore I can't

> assess whether your statement is "factual" or not.

>

>             You give a hint as to what you are talking about when

> you refer to a "private" marriage. I will go out on a limb and assume

> you are referring to situations when people say to each other "we are

> married now" without state sanction. When that occurs (excluding the

> special case of common law marriages where recognized) there are no

> legally enforceable rights or obligations established solely by

virtue

> of that declaration. Since the state claims monopoly power over the

> legal creation and enforcement of marriage derived rights, such

> declarations are "not worth very much" to the declarants in terms of

> rights and obligations in our current legal scheme. To pretend

otherwise

> is fantasy.

>

>             To deal with your other question: There are indeed

> potential wide ranging legal/economic consequences 
>(both positive and  negative!)inherent in being married
>in the manner sanctioned by the

> state.

>

>             It doesn't make any sense to ask whether any of these

> facts are "libertarian" or not. As a matter of fact, as a libertarian

I

> oppose the current legal scheme on a number of levels. Unfortunately,

> that doesn't mean that the scheme doesn't exist. Neither does it mean

> that your idea of "non-government marriage" (whatever you mean by

that)

> has any significant legal consequence for the participants.

>

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: lpaz-discuss@yahoogroups.com

[mailto:lpaz-discuss@yahoogroups.com]

> On Behalf Of greenspj

> Sent: Tuesday, December 06, 2005 6:28 PM

> To: lpaz-discuss@yahoogroups.com

> Subject: [lpaz-discuss] Re: This sort of libertarian converage

worries

> me

>

>

> The miss on subject notwithstanding, to address your question

below...

>

> a) What I said is a factual statement, to wit...

> "can get non-government marriages right now in any of the 50 states."

>

> b) To your statement

> "Any "marriage" that is not recognized as such by governments ... is

not

> worth very much."

>

> To whom?  And why?

>

> Are you CONFIRMING my point that conference of wedded status by

> government comes with $$$ or $$$-value attached?

>

> Or are you saying that it is government marriages that have value,

and

> private ones do not?

>

> Or both?

>

> And how is that view IN ANY WAY libertarian?

>

>

>

> <buttrick@s...> wrote:

> >

> >             I don't know what you mean by your statement that

people

> "can get

> > non-government marriages right now in any of the 50 states." Any

> > "marriage" that is not recognized as such by governments that claim

> > monopoly power over marriage and divorce rights (and that would be

in

> > all 50 states) is not worth very much. Please clarify what you mean

by

>

> > a "non-government marriage."

<#==#>

iraqi freedom fighters getting good at putting there PR on the web!!!!!

http://www.usatoday.com/news/world/2005-12-06-insurgent-postings_x.htm

Posted 12/7/2005 12:04 AM

Iraq insurgents escalate war of words on cyber-battlefield

By Rick Jervis, USA TODAY

BAGHDAD — Insurgents in Iraq have launched a publicity blitz. They increased the number of Web postings to 825 last month from 145 in January, according to the U.S. military. Most postings detail insurgent bombings or attacks on Iraqi and U.S. forces.

The Web postings are also growing more sophisticated and frequently include video, soundtracks and professional editing, Army Maj. Gen. Richard Zahner, the top U.S. military intelligence officer in Iraq, said Tuesday.

Many of the messages are from al-Qaeda in Iraq, the group led by terrorist Abu Musab al-Zarqawi, who is behind some of the deadliest attacks and kidnappings. "It is the centerpiece of their effort," Zahner said of the publicity campaign. Zarqawi "has always been excellent at it. Lately, he's been turning it faster."

Concerned that insurgents were gaining an advantage in the information war, the U.S. military has stepped up efforts to counter the publicity onslaught from the insurgents.

"The information environment has become a battlefield in a very real way," said Lt. Col. Barry Johnson, a military spokesman. "There was a decision early on that this was not something we could allow to go uncontested." He said efforts have accelerated to combat insurgents' media campaign.

Some of those efforts have generated controversy. The U.S. military is looking into reports that Iraqi news media were paid to run stories generated by the U.S. military without revealing the source. At the center of the controversy is a Washington-based contractor, the Lincoln Group, which was paid by the Pentagon to promote positive news about U.S. efforts in Iraq.

Johnson said the military is reviewing the allegations.

Nearly all insurgent groups operating in Iraq have media teams responsible for posting statements on the Internet and creating videos for Web and television broadcasts, said Col. Pat McNiece, an intelligence officer.

Some groups post lies. A group called the Victorious Sect Army uses fancy computer graphics, but U.S. officials have been unable to verify that it carried out any of the attacks claimed in its Web postings, McNiece said.

Al-Qaeda in Iraq has the most sophisticated media team and sticks close to the facts, at times even following up with corrections, McNiece said.

Sometimes a terrorist group will steal a video from another insurgent website in an effort to take credit for an attack, said Rita Katz, director of the Washington-based SITE Institute, which monitors terrorists' websites. Terrorist groups are eager to take responsibility for attacks. "Videos are coming by the dozen from Iraq," Katz said.

In general, insurgents want to promote a picture of Iraq in chaos to foster the idea that insurgents are winning, Zahner said.

Insurgent messages often target Iraq and the Arab world, McNiece said. The messages are used as a recruiting tool for militants and as a way to raise money for the insurgency, he said.

"They don't kill anybody," McNiece said of the messages. "But they certainly help the terrorists shape perception in the Arab world. It's a problem."

The U.S. government monitors websites but rarely makes an effort to shut them down because it's so easy for terrorists to set up new ones, said Ben Venzke of IntelCenter, a Washington-area think tank that monitors terrorist declarations and does work for U.S. intelligence.

"If you shut it down, it will be back in about five seconds in a million other locations," Venzke said.

There may also be intelligence value in watching the sites.

"Occasionally, it would be more beneficial (for the government) to leave the site online in order to gather intelligence information," Katz said.

For militants, it's important to publicize the attacks, widening the impact of a bombing or a kidnapping to help influence public opinion. Insurgents sometimes rehearse suicide missions with the group's cameraman to find the best angle to capture the attack on tape, Zahner said. Cameramen then join militants on missions. They film the attacks, then edit and post them on websites, sometimes within a matter of hours, he said.

As roadside bombs become more sophisticated, so do the methods to record them. Recently, insurgents synchronized a roadside bomb with a remote-controlled video camera to film the explosion, Zahner said. "It's a virtual jihadist experience," he said. "That's what gets them the money. That's what gets them the recruits."

Contributing: John Diamond in Washington

<#==#>

Religious zelots on Scottsdale City Council try to shut down Scottsdale topless bars

http://phoenixnewtimes.com/Issues/2005-12-08/news/Bird.html

The Bird

Boobs in Scottsdale

Attention, fight fans: The Bird would like to direct your attention to Scottsdale, where anxious strippers are gearing up for a battle that may prove epic. In this corner, the City of Scottsdale, armed with the best legal advice money can buy and a burning desire to save its citizens from bare breasts. In the other corner, billionaire porn star Jenna Jameson, who sports the best bosom money can buy.

Jameson, who's lived in the Valley since 2000, recently purchased a one-quarter interest in Babe's, a hot local strip club. She's hired happening designer Jeff Low -- the guy who designed Scottsdale's so-hot-it's-cool club SIX -- and word is, there are plans to relaunch the place as Club Jenna.

If Jameson's recent wins -- a best-selling autobiography; a Web site hawking everything from vibrators to hoodies; and (what else!) a reality TV show on the Playboy Channel -- are any indication, Club Jenna ought to be an instant smash. That is, if the Scottsdale City Council minds its own damn business.

Which doesn't seem likely. Last week, The Bird got a freshly printed copy of Scottsdale's opening salvo: a proposed ordinance that would (yikes!) ban liquor from any establishment with topless dancing.

The city already has a three-foot rule, keeping drooling customers far from the goods. Now it would be six feet. And although the general custom is for strip clubs that can't serve liquor to go all nude, the proposal would close that loophole, too.

So: No lap dances. No booze.

It's hard to imagine how any strip club could survive. In fact, it probably couldn't, according to Todd Borowsky. Borowsky owns Skin Cabaret, the other strip club in Scottsdale. He's been quietly doing business for three years, he says, without complaint from cops or citizens. But his prominent new neighbor has changed all that.

After Jameson's interest in Babe's was announced, cops began dropping by both strip clubs -- and not to party. Borowsky now faces seven criminal citations for red-tape infractions like not submitting a floor plan and not maintaining an employee log.

"Before Babe's sold, we had no problems whatsoever," Borowsky bleated to The Bird. "Now all of a sudden there are 15 articles in the newspaper, and council members are making comments -- this is 100 percent connected."

Naturally, City of Scottsdale spokesman Mike Phillips says this is all hooey. The city has been planning to update its strip club laws for some time, he swears.

Oh. Okay.

Behind the scenes, though, are indications that this is no routine nightclub shakedown. Besides the draconian nature of Scottsdale's plan -- no liquor at a titty bar? -- there is the man behind the ordinance, rumored to be one Scott Bergthold, a household name to people who remove their blouses for money (or at least those who employ them).

For years, Bergthold ran the Community Defense Counsel, a nonprofit group based in Scottsdale devoted to -- surprise! -- closing down strip clubs. Now he's in Tennessee where, according to his Web site, he runs a law practice devoted to -- say it with me, now! -- closing down strip clubs.

Bergthold is a smart feller. Reached by phone, he knew without being told that The Bird was calling about "that Scottsdale matter." Then he said he didn't have time to talk anymore.

Phillips, the Scottsdale spokesman, doesn't know if Bergthold is involved in the ordinance, and he's quick to stress that the ordinance is only a list of various legally defensible "options," and that there's no pressure for the Scottsdale City Council to actually adopt any of them.

The council is expected to discuss the ordinance December 12. Members could approve it then, or they could take a tip from The Bird: Stall a little, you guys. Wait until the angry mob of horny heteros is distracted by stuff like football or the next Jenna Jameson video, and slip it through then.

<SNIP>

<#==#>

wants some laughs on how government idiots brag how they have made the world a better place to live but when in reality they have solve zero problems and made the world a far worse place to live - then read this article.

http://phoenixnewtimes.com/Issues/2005-12-08/news/feature.html

Bad Medicine

Locking up cold medicine makes the politicians feel good -- but it won't put a dent in

Arizona's meth habit

By Sarah Fenske

Published: Thursday, December 8, 2005

If you're super bored, or really desperate, you can make crystal meth from Tylenol Cold/Severe Congestion cool-burst caplets.

You need denatured ethanol, or acetone, or anhydrous ammonia. You need iodine crystals and red phosphorous.

And then you need 16,560 Tylenol caplets -- a purchase that alone will set you back $3,857, plus tax.

But if you get enough of those ingredients, and buy those 690 boxes of Tylenol, and spend hours boiling and filtering and then filtering all over again, you could, conceivably, end up with crystal meth.

One ounce of crystal meth.

An ounce that would cost you $400, tops, on the street.

And that is precisely why crystal meth users, no matter how badly addicted, aren't known to spend their time boiling and filtering Tylenol Cold/Severe Congestion cool-burst caplets.

There are better ways to get the drug. Cheaper ways.

Even the addicts in Arizona who "cook" their own crystal meth -- and the Drug Enforcement Agency is convinced there aren't too many left, now that cheap, potent Mexican meth has flooded the market -- don't use Tylenol Cold/Severe Congestion. They know they can get nine times the yield from Sudafed.

And that's why it's so bizarre that the city councils in Phoenix and Scottsdale have enacted tough new ordinances that restrict stuff like, well, Tylenol cold medicine. And that businesses like Walgreens are putting it behind the counter even in places without such laws.

Here's how it works:

As of this week, customers in Phoenix who want to buy decongestants containing any amount of pseudoephedrine must go to the pharmacy or another area where the product is kept under lock and key.

They're limited to three boxes, per month.

They'll have to show ID and sign a logbook.

And every month, the pages of the logbook will be faxed to the Phoenix Police Department, so the police can keep track of who's buying Tylenol Cold/Severe Congestion, and Aleve Cold and Sinus, and Robitussin.

If any store sells one of those products, and doesn't follow the rules, the cops can seize the stuff, legally.

That's the new law.

Welcome to the politics of Arizona's crystal meth crisis.

These days, politicians are so eager to look like they're doing something to stop the demon drug that they're locking up decongestants that are rarely, if ever, used in meth production.

And, yeah, they look tough. Hey, they're fighting big pharmaceutical companies and taking on child-killing meth cooks!

But it's mostly smoke and mirrors.

"This idea of regulating pseudoephedrine is 10 years late," says Jim Molesa, a DEA agent based in Flagstaff. Molesa is considered the leading authority on Mexican meth in Arizona.

"It's laughable," he says. "Are you that out of touch that you can't grasp the issue? Every community needs a comprehensive treatment program."

Indeed, with meth pouring in from Mexico and the local lab problem mostly under control, the idea of devoting so many resources to fight meth cooks is showy distraction, not effective public policy.

And what it's distracting us from is a complete mess.

The two key state officials who should be leading the charge on the state's meth crisis have dropped the ball in wildly different ways.

Governor Janet Napolitano, a Democrat who's been so successful at running this red state that Republicans can't even come up with a serious gubernatorial challenger for 2006, has basically ignored the problem.

Meanwhile, Attorney General Terry Goddard, also a Democrat, has made crystal meth his crusade. But by focusing on labs -- the one meth-related problem in Arizona that's actually been declining for years -- his actions reek of political opportunism.

For Goddard, targeting meth labs has become a one-dimensional Western. The politicians and lawmen are in one corner, with their white hats and good intentions. In the other, the evil drug companies and their lackeys, who care nothing about the abuse of children.

Those who oppose his plan for taking on meth labs, he claimed in one press release, have capitulated to the "pharmaceutical industry."

But the truth is much more complicated.

There are pharmaceutical companies on both sides of the issue.

The new Phoenix ordinances, in fact, follow the game book of one of the biggest pharmaceutical companies: Pfizer, the company that makes Sudafed.

The medicine that's actually used in meth labs.

Meanwhile, the real truth of Arizona's meth problem is being ignored.

Despite good indication that a significant number of Arizona residents have struggled with meth addiction for at least eight years, officials have yet to run an effective, statewide public health campaign about the dangers of the drug.

Our leaders haven't even figured out who's using meth, much less how to target potential addicts before they start.

Meanwhile, meth addicts are stuck with an inadequate treatment system that's seeing more and more users every year -- a system that no one is willing to fund enough to do the job properly. Not insurance companies, and not the government. (See "Meth Treatment.")

These are large, complicated problems, problems that defy easy sound bites. Problems that can't be solved by the next election cycle.

Which is why no one should be surprised that our politicians have chosen to focus on Tylenol Cold/Severe Congestion cool-burst caplets instead.

Just because Arizona's crystal meth has been around for years doesn't mean it's stagnant. In fact, in the past five years, two big things have happened.

First, meth-lab busts in the state have dropped 68 percent since 2000 -- meaning, police believe, that far fewer addicts are cooking their own stuff.

Second, in that same period, Arizona has seen a 62 percent increase in people seeking treatment for meth addiction -- meaning more Arizonans than ever are using, and are desperately seeking ways to stop.

Fewer people are cooking meth; more people are abusing meth.

But Arizona lawmakers aren't talking about that.

Instead, they're talking about Oklahoma, and pseudoephedrine.

A common ingredient in over-the-counter cold and flu medicine, pseudoephedrine was designed as a decongestant -- specifically, a decongestant that, unlike its predecessor, ephedrine, couldn't be easily made into crystal meth.

But meth addicts are nothing if not dogged, and many became skilled at extracting pseudoephedrine from Sudafed tablets, combining it with stuff like red phosphorous and iodine, and making meth right in their kitchens.

Such "tabletop" labs became all the rage in heartland states four years ago. Oklahoma, while heavily hit, was far from alone. Places like Missouri and Oregon were also decimated.

The effect was devastating. Labs can be hazardous to firefighters, toxic to kids, and destructive to neighborhoods.

And then there are meth addicts themselves: Many become paranoid, amoral and violent.

Oklahoma law enforcement busted 399 labs in 2000, according to Drug Enforcement Administration records. By 2003, that number was up to a staggering 1,068.

Desperate, state lawmakers seized on a bold plan to stop meth cooks. In April 2004, Oklahoma began restricting sales of any tablet containing pseudoephedrine, which basically meant Sudafed and Claritin-D. Customers had to go to a pharmacy and sign a logbook, and they were strictly limited to nine grams of the stuff per month.

There was no precedent for a law like that. But it worked.

In just two months, the Oklahoma Bureau of Narcotics announced that the number of meth-lab busts per month had dropped 71 percent. They've continued to drop since.

Newspapers around the country reported the stunning development, and in no time, six states passed similar legislation. Congress, too, is considering a bill. (Oregon went even further in August, by limiting pseudoephedrine purchases to customers with a valid prescription.)

Naturally, Arizona was interested.

After all, the state has a serious meth problem.

In 2003, for example, 40 percent of inmates at the Maricopa County Jail tested positive for meth -- a number that's more than doubled since 1999.

Recent studies from Quest Diagnostics, which administers workplace drug tests, show that Arizona has one of the country's highest rates of workers testing positive for meth.

And meth-related deaths are up sharply this year from 2004. (See "Meth Fatalities," Paul Rubin, November 3, 2005.)

Last winter, Representative Tom O'Halleran, a Republican from Sedona, introduced legislation modeled on the Oklahoma plan in the state House of Representatives.

But there was one good reason to resist the plan, made clear in law enforcement statistics.

Arizona didn't have a meth lab problem. It had a meth use problem.

In 2000, according to DEA records, Arizona discovered almost as many tabletop labs as Oklahoma: 384. Respectively, the states had the fifth and sixth highest number of busts in the country.

But while Oklahoma's numbers shot up in 2001, finally peaking in 2003 thanks to its pseudoephedrine laws, Arizona busts started declining in 2001, for entirely different reasons.

They've steadily decreased every year since.

Last year, according to DEA statistics, Arizona reported just 122 meth-lab busts statewide. That's a drop of 68 percent from 2000 -- virtually the same as Oklahoma's more recent success, only without any tough new laws.

Even though Oklahoma's law has been in effect for more than a year, in fact, Arizona continues to see fewer meth-lab busts. And that's despite having some two million more residents than Oklahoma.

There are a few possible explanations for the decrease.

One may be that Arizona has had a pseudoephedrine law for years. It's not as tough as Oklahoma's, and it hasn't earned any headlines, but since 1999, it's been a felony in Arizona to buy or sell more than 24 grams of the stuff in a single purchase. Clerks can also face jail time if they sell pseudoephedrine to anyone they know plans to make meth out of it.

Police, too, worked hard to get the word out about tabletop labs. Phoenix Police Sergeant Don Sherrard, who supervises meth-lab busts, says that a federal grant allowed the department to get the message out: Information about the dangers of meth labs was printed on grocery bags and presented to community groups.

The public responded.

Neighbors of meth cooks, Sherrard says, "started calling us more. And we did put quite a few people in jail."

Perhaps the biggest reason, though, is one that few people outside the drug trade would see as a plus: Addicts aren't cooking meth anymore because they don't have to.

Instead, they can just buy the stuff ready-made, from dealers with a Mexican connection.

Of the half-dozen current and former meth addicts who discussed their use with New Times, only one had ever attempted to manufacture meth, and that was years ago.

"Are you kidding?" asked one, a 20-year-old kid named Joe who's been using since his freshman year in high school. "Nobody even knows how to make it."

The survey, while admittedly unscientific, is backed up by the DEA.

"These Mexican gangs are providing hundreds, if not thousands, of pounds of meth," says Tom Marble, clandestine lab coordinator for the DEA's Phoenix division. "A large number of labs have closed. But more people than ever are addicted to meth.

"In reality, the Mexican meth outnumbers the local stuff 100 to 1 -- and it's introduced people to using who'd never dream of making their own."

And it's not just in border states like Arizona.

It's even happening now in Oklahoma.

As part of a series on crystal meth, the Portland Oregonian reported earlier this year that Oklahoma's pseudoephedrine laws had brought about an unexpected consequence. Drug investigators told the newspaper that immediately after the laws went into effect, the Mexican cartels moved in.

And why not? The laws may have decimated the drug supply, but the demand was still huge.

Indeed, despite all the ink that's been spilled on the success of Oklahoma's legislation, it's worth remembering that the oft-cited "71 percent reduction" measures one thing only: the number of meth-lab busts.

There's been no correlation, in Oklahoma, to a drop in meth use.

Property crime hasn't dropped, nor have arrests for use.

Tucson Police Captain David Neri attended a recent conference where he heard from fellow officers in states where Oklahoma-style legislation has been approved.

"They all demonstrated drastic reduction in the tabletop labs," Neri says. "But the sad truth is that the usage stats don't change."

In every case, Mexican gangs moved in to sate the demand.

By earlier this year, it should have been clear to anyone studying the meth issue that Arizona had a problem that Oklahoma-style legislation wasn't going to fix.

Drugs coming from Mexico. People using. People needing treatment.

But no one in Arizona government seemed particularly interested in studying the problem. No one was discussing the issues of use and abuse.

What they were talking about was additional restrictions for pseudoephedrine. Just like Oklahoma.

The chief proponent of adopting the Oklahoma laws here has been Attorney General Terry Goddard. He got the plan endorsed by no fewer than 50 law enforcement agencies, including every county attorney in the state except one. (The holdout? Maricopa County's own Andy Thomas, who did not return calls for comment.)

Goddard even teamed up with a Republican, state Representative O'Halleran, to sell the plan in the House. It helped that O'Halleran is a former narcotics detective.

But though O'Halleran introduced the legislation, Republican leadership assigned it to three different committees, none of whose leaders would give it a hearing, much less a vote.

Meanwhile, the state Senate passed a weaker version. The Senate plan, proposed by Barbara Leff (R-Paradise Valley), was notable for its harsh punishment of meth cooks who worked with children present: They would face sentences as lengthy as child molesters, with a presumption of 20 years in prison and no chance of parole.

But while Leff's bill limited purchases to nine grams of tablet pseudoephedrine, it junked the idea of the logbook. And that nine-gram limit was per purchase, not per month.

To Goddard, who was intent on nothing less than the full Oklahoma plan, that was a total cop-out.

"It's not even halfway there," he says.

When Leff's version was sent to the House for its approval, O'Halleran made his last stand. He tacked on amendments, adding the logbook and the "per month" requirement.

The House easily approved the plan.

But Leff had the last word. The amended version was sent back to her to see if she'd agree to the changes.

She wouldn't.

The new state law would have no logbook and no new per-month limit.

In interviews with New Times, both Goddard and O'Halleran blamed lobbyists for the retailers associations and pharmaceutical companies.

And both groups, admittedly, fought O'Halleran's bill. But Leff says they had nothing to do with her personal feelings about it.

"I think what the attorney general wanted was stupid," she says. "I have done my homework. We shouldn't make laws that sound good when we know they aren't going to work."

But though Leff thought she'd settled the issue, she had a rude awakening ahead, as did the retailer and food marketing associations.

Goddard was so intent on getting tougher pseudoephedrine laws that he couldn't even wait for the next legislative session. He didn't wait until Leff's plan became law, on October 31.

In an interview with New Times, he notes that 60 percent of cases handled by Child Protective Services involve parents using meth. (That's different from making meth, but he doesn't mention that.)

"It is horrifying," Goddard says. "It is every day. And it has to stop. I don't believe we have the luxury of waiting another year."

Beginning in late summer, Goddard made a series of visits to cities around the state and asked them to pass ordinances of their own -- just like the Oklahoma law.

In his presentation to Phoenix leaders this past August, Goddard didn't mention the falling numbers of meth labs. He didn't talk about people who need treatment.

He talked about children found in meth labs, dirty and desperate. (In the past six years, investigators have found 263 children in Maricopa County labs, according to records provided by the Phoenix Police Department.)

"We don't solve the problem by cutting back on pseudoephedrine," Goddard acknowledged. "But we do make a tremendous impact."

In September, the Phoenix City Council approved the legislation. Sedona, Pinetop, Tucson and Scottsdale have since followed suit. Glendale is also considering it.

"If you know you have a solution to the problem," asks Phoenix City Councilman Dave Siebert, "how can you not do it?"

The legislation Goddard pushed for the state would have only restricted tablet-form pseudoephedrine, leaving out the majority of products that use the ingredient, which are liquids and gel caps. That's what Oklahoma did, after all.

But after he pushed the Phoenix City Council to act, the council decided to do more.

Much more.

The idea came from the cops.

Sherrard, the Phoenix police sergeant, advised the city council on its pseudoephedrine ordinance. And, like any good cop, he thought it might be better to be ahead of the curve.

He'd seen meth cooks evolve to get around new laws before -- the blister packs that Sudafed is sold in, in fact, were created because no one thought tweakers would have the patience to pop out thousands of tablets before cooking them. But the clever cooks actually devised a machine to do the popping.

"They're ingenious," Sherrard says.

So he suggested the Phoenix City Council go a little further. With tablets banned, meth cooks, he reasoned, were sure to turn to gel caps and liquid cold medicines with pseudoephedrine. He asked the council to restrict those, too.

"For the first time in law enforcement history, I thought we could be a little proactive instead of playing catch-up," he says. (Iowa, too, was ahead of the curve, passing laws to restrict all pseudoephedrine earlier this year.)

But a study published in the DEA-funded Microgram Journal in January 2005 suggests that Sherrard's idea of "proactive" may be closer to "over-the-top."

Funded by McNeil Consumer & Specialty Pharmaceuticals, which makes Tylenol, the study reported that, yes, virtually any form of pseudoephedrine -- liquid cold medicines, gel caps, even combo products like Tylenol Cold that are packed with other active ingredients -- could eventually be turned into crystal meth.

But it wouldn't be cheap: By the time Sudafed is converted to meth, about half of the pseudoephedrine is left.

For medicine like Tylenol Cold/Severe Congestion, it's more like 5 percent, according to the Microgram study.

And that's in a controlled lab, using the best practices available. Some law enforcement tests have only been able to get a 25 percent yield from Sudafed; their results from products like Tylenol Cold would likely be even lower.

Police officers in both Tucson and Phoenix admit they're not actually seeing such products in meth labs. Neither does the DEA.

"The source really hasn't changed," Marble says. "They're using blister packs of Sudafed."

But the Phoenix City Council wasn't talking about any of that. At the committee meeting to discuss the proposed ordinance, the idea of applying the restrictions to all pseudoephedrine was taken as a given.

The ordinances passed unanimously.

Beginning this week, as they go into effect, hundreds of products untouched by Oklahoma's law will be affected.

Bashas' grocery stores, for example, sell 156 different products with pseudoephedrine, from Dimetapp to Motrin, says Karen Giroux, director of regulatory agency relations for the Chandler-based chain.

They'll all have to move behind the counter. In every case, customers will have to sign the log.

Giroux says Bashas' has decided to stop carrying a large percentage of the products.

"We just don't have space for all of them," she says.

To politicians who haven't read the studies, who assume all cold medicine is one easy step away from crystal meth, a decision like that counts as good news.

"If we can get it down to just six products with pseudoephedrine, I think that's great," says Phoenix Councilman Siebert. "Instead of a dozen, let's only have a few."

Even if it wasn't just the inconvenience to consumers, though, there may be another unintended consequence of including so many products.

It involves the logbook.

Unlike in Oklahoma, where customers only had to sign when they were buying Sudafed or Claritin-D, customers in Phoenix will have to sign when they purchase things like Tylenol Cold.

Or Robitussin.

Or 150 other products.

It's going to be a fat book.

The ordinance requires the stores to fax the contents of the logbook to the police department each month. But the city council didn't earmark any funds for a database to record them, or even an officer to punch the data into a computer.

At this point, it's unclear how the reams of paper will be processed -- or if they will be processed, at all.

"Hey, the ordinance says they have to send it to the chief of the police," says Sherrard. "That means it's not my problem."

He's joking, of course, but he admits the city doesn't have a plan in place, yet.

"We'd like to come up with a database," he says. "But it's not going to be easy."

Even while Arizona lawmakers work feverishly to stop the state's few remaining meth labs, the state's meth use problem festers.

Unlike the lab issue, it's not easy to get sound bites about the direness of this situation. In some cases, it's impossible even to get a returned phone call.

Instead, on the questions of prevention, key state agencies seem to have dropped the ball.

The one part of O'Halleran's bill that might have had a big impact -- funding a major meth prevention initiative, targeted at kids ages 6 to 16 -- is the one piece that's been virtually forgotten today.

Leff's bill asked the state to identify successful meth prevention programs in other states and try to implement them here. It also called for the state to solicit donations to take on the issue of meth prevention and distribute them to worthy nonprofit companies.

But even though Governor Napolitano signed the bill into law, she doesn't appear to have put anyone on the case. Her spokeswoman knew nothing about any effort to identify such programs or fund them.

The state health department's Office of Tobacco Education and Prevention Program ran a highly successful anti-tobacco campaign in the mid- to late '90s. It achieved a 24 percent drop in the number of kids smoking.

But the health department hasn't attempted a similar campaign on meth use. "That's a law enforcement issue," says spokesman Mike Murphy.

The governor's substance abuse division, too, has hardly been active: It hasn't updated its "events calendar" in more than a year.

Despite repeated requests over a three-week period, Napolitano's substance abuse division director, Rob Evans, declined an interview to discuss what his staff is doing about meth.

It may be because they're just not doing all that much.

Indeed, even though arrest statistics show that meth has been a serious problem in Arizona for at least eight years, the state has yet to even accurately assess the problem. Lawmakers have been content to trot out the same sound bites instead of taking the time to figure out what's really going on.

Take, for example, the oft-repeated claim that Arizona leads the nation in meth use for kids ages 12 to 17.

That's a number that Attorney General Goddard consistently uses in presentations and promotional material, attributing it to U.S. Surgeon General Richard Carmona. The Arizona Republic has repeated it no less than five times.

The problem? It's totally bogus.

Goddard's spokeswoman, Andrea Esquer, says the source of the claim is a speech that Carmona made in Tucson last March.

But Carmona's planned remarks for the event show what he actually said: Arizona youth are tops when it comes to all stimulant use -- which includes meth, yes, but also cocaine. The Tucson Citizen, which covered the event, quotes Carmona stating just that.

As it turns out, the study Carmona was citing measures stimulant use as a whole, says Leah Young, a spokeswoman for the U.S. Health and Human Services Department. It doesn't have a breakdown for meth.

It's a small example, but indicative of the bigger issue: No one in Arizona has bothered to quantify what the state's problem is.

That makes it hard to tell which plans are working, much less find a big-picture solution.

Take, for instance, the Partnership for a Drug-Free America's pilot project for meth and Ecstasy health education.

Phoenix was one of two cities chosen for the project, which uses pediatricians to get information about the dangers of meth to teenagers. (The other city was St. Louis.)

The Partnership found amazing results for Ecstasy, says Arizona program director Shelly Mowrey. "From 2002 to 2004, Ecstasy use went down 56 percent among high school students," she says. "We were just jumping up and down."

The meth initiative didn't cause a similar reaction. The Arizona Criminal Justice Commission Youth Use Survey, an exhaustive study of eighth, 10th, and 12th graders, doesn't ask about crystal meth directly -- only the more generic "stimulants."

The 2004 survey shows that stimulant use is actually up from 2002, from 2.2 percent to 3 percent of high school seniors.

But because "stimulant" is the category in question, it's not clear what that means. Are more kids trying meth? Do kids even know that meth is, technically, a stimulant?

"The numbers on meth are kind of sketchy," Mowrey admits.

The Partnership talked to the survey leaders and asked them to break out meth as a topic for questioning in the future, Mowrey says. They've agreed.

But even with that change, 2006 will be the earliest data available. It won't be until 2008 that researchers will be able to tell if use is rising or falling.

By then, Arizona's meth crisis will be in its 10th year.

As of this week, the result of Arizona's fight against meth should be on display at drugstores and grocers across Phoenix.

The shelves that once held hundreds of name-brand decongestants, with endless varieties of day or night, cold and/or flu, children's versus extra strength, are basically down to one option: Sudafed PE.

Sudafed PE is Pfizer's tweaker-proof decongestant. It's pseudoephedrine-free -- the first product to hit the market that proudly proclaims it doesn't contain the key ingredient in crystal meth. (Instead, it uses an ingredient called phenylephrine, which is where the "PE" comes from.)

The new medication has earned Pfizer plenty of good ink. In press interviews, Terry Goddard and other politicians have praised Sudafed PE as an alternative to regular Sudafed.

In their telling, the new option is the perfect example of why ordinances like Phoenix's won't hit consumers too hard.

"It's a new product that has no meth-producing ingredients," Goddard told KAET-TV's Michael Grant on air in April. "Those will be available if this bill passes, no problems for consumers. They have exactly the same diagnostic or medicine effect."

But Sudafed PE is actually the perfect example of why ordinances like Phoenix's will hit consumers.

Because, despite what Goddard says, there's good indication the new stuff doesn't work.

Pfizer tried for years to develop a form of pseudoephedrine that couldn't be made into meth, spokeswoman Erica Johnson says, spending millions of dollars in the process. But that effort proved impossible, and the company abandoned it, as Johnson confirms.

Only then did Pfizer roll out Sudafed PE.

Not because the development process worked.

But because it didn't.

To make PE, Pfizer simply replaced pseudoephedrine with an agent called phenylephrine. Like pseudoephedrine, phenylephrine has been approved for use since 1972, when the Food and Drug Administration first set the rules for over-the-counter medications.

It's been rarely used in oral decongestants since. And there's good reason why.

Leslie Hendeles, a doctor of pharmacy at the University of Florida, says the existing research indicates clearly that it doesn't work.

Hendeles, who compared phenylephrine and pseudoephedrine for Pharmacology in 1993, says the studies are clear: Phenylephrine is absorbed rapidly into the liver. Only 38 percent of the medicine makes it into the bloodstream -- which is key for it to work.

Plus, the FDA only allows a dose of 10 milligrams of phenylephrine in any over-the-counter product. That's one-sixth of what's allowed for pseudoephedrine.

At that level, Hendeles says, phenylephrine is no better than a placebo.

"In my scientific opinion, at the allowable dose, not enough gets into the bloodstream to be effective as a decongestant," he says. "As a topical nasal solution, it's very effective. But as an oral product, it's not going to work."

Pfizer spokeswoman Erica Johnson acknowledges that the company has no scientific studies showing that the new Sudafed PE works. (Anecdotally, she says consumers claim "comparable relief.")

Because the new product is sold over the counter, the FDA confirms, the company won't have to do any studies.

But most customers don't know that. And that gives Sudafed PE an enviable place on the shelves: In Phoenix, it will be one of the only decongestants that customers don't have to request from clerks or sign a logbook to purchase.

Its development may be one reason Pfizer -- far from trying to block pseudoephedrine restrictions, as some politicians have suggested -- actually supported ordinances like Phoenix's.

Pfizer says the company's position on laws like Phoenix's is a matter of fairness.

"Our position has always been, 'If you're going to put pseudoephedrine products behind the counter, you've got to put all pseudoephedrine products behind the counter,'" says spokeswoman Johnson. "All forms. Tablets, gels, and liquids."

It's a strategy that seems to be working. In April, Target became the first company to voluntarily put all products behind the counter. Walgreens followed suit later this spring, spokeswoman Carol Hively says.

Johnson says the company will continue to offer regular Sudafed behind the counter. "Some customers may not find enough relief with Sudafed PE," she says. "They can choose to return to the stuff with pseudoephedrine."

But in some cases, they may not have the choice.

A number of drug companies, including Tylenol's maker, quickly realized the benefits of making a pseudoephedrine-free product. They plan to reformulate their products to take out pseudoephedrine in time for next year's cold season, says McNeil spokeswoman Kathy Fallon.

"They realize customers are not always going to think to ask for this stuff if it's behind the counter," says Jenny Van Amburgh, a doctor of pharmacy at Northeastern University.

"It's definitely an access issue."

The inaugural meeting of the Phoenix City Council meth task force attracted serious media attention.

No fewer than eight television cameras were packed into the small conference room. At least a half-dozen print journalists scribbled into their notebooks.

The membership included all the right players: representatives from the police department, treatment community, and politicians.

Attorney General Goddard spoke about the "crisis in our midst."

He repeated that statistic about how Arizona is number one in meth use for kids ages 12 to 17. "I don't think we've even got an idea of how prevalent it is in our communities," he said.

The task force members were seated around a table, and each one got a chance to speak. Each talked about the ravages of meth. Each expressed hope that the new legislation would help.

And then Jeffrey Taylor spoke. Outreach coordinator for the Phoenix Rescue Mission, he sees the poorest and most desperate meth users every day.

He talked about needing more treatment options in jail. He talked about how Arizona needs more inpatient rehab centers.

And everyone nodded, and smiled, and then went back to pseudoephedrine.

Some members have bounced around ideas since. One of Mayor Phil Gordon's aides found a video online called "Meth Is Death." It was put together by the Knox County Attorney General's Office, in Tennessee; some Phoenix officials have discussed doing a local version here.

The task force meeting, though, was in August.

And the only thing they've done since is hold a press conference, a TV-ready affair in front of a home busted in April as the site of a meth lab.

The sole topic: Phoenix's new pseudoephedrine ordinance, and their next goal -- making it state law.

<#==#>

Insert your lawyer joke here …

Lemme see if I have this straight: James Hamm was turned down for admission to the Arizona Bar because they say he doesn’t have the “moral qualifications” to be a lawyer!

I have no words. Insert your own joke.

Ken Doerfler

Glendale, Arizona

<#==#>

5 months after scotland yard pigs murdered Jean Charles de Menezes on a subway by shooting 7 bullets into his head we are told the london cops MIGHT be charged with a crime. I'm not holding my breath waiting for any charges and i doubt they will ever charge the pigs with murder.

http://www.timesonline.co.uk/article/0,,2-1918789,00.html

The Times December 10, 2005

Tube death police may be charged, says head of inquiry

By Stewart Tendler, Crime Correspondent

POLICE marksmen and senior Scotland Yard officers who were involved in the fatal shooting of Jean Charles de Menezes could face criminal charges, senior investigators warned yesterday.

Nick Hardwick, chairman of the Independent Police Complaints Commission (IPCC), said he expected a report on the botched counter-terror operation at Stockwell Underground station in South London to be sent to the Crown Prosecution Service within weeks.

This is the clearest indication yet that a number of officers who mistook the Brazilian electrician for a suicide bomber could be brought to court.

The remarks “dismayed” the de Menezes family, who accused the IPCC of leaking details of their inquiry after promising that they would remain confidential. A spokesman for the family said: “The IPCC criticised Scotland Yard for briefing the media and say they are investigating why police gave their misleading version of what happened in the station, and now they appear to be doing the same.”

David Davis, the Shadow Home Secretary, also criticised the IPCC last night for its admission that it had still not questioned the Metropolitan Police Commissioner, Sir Ian Blair. Mr Davis described this admission as “inexplicable”. He said: “The public expect no stone to be left unturned in this inquiry. The last thing anyone wants is to encourage conspiracy theories about a cover-up.”

The inquiry would not confirm last night whether it had received a written statement from Sir Ian. A separate IPCC inquiry is being held into the Scotland Yard chief’s handling of the affair. This was announced last week, after the de Menezes family lodged an official complaint alleging that he and other senior officers made false public statements after the shooting.

Mr Hardwick said that a separate investigation had yet to begin, but any disciplinary measures would be a matter for the police authority overseeing Scotland Yard.

He insisted that the IPCC had spoken to everyone it needed to for the inquiry into the shooting itself, but would not say why Sir Ian was not among those interviewed.

He said. “We are confident we know, second by second, what happened on that train.”

Questioned about reports that some of the CCTV tapes from the Tube station platform may have been missing, Mr Hardwick said: “We are comfortable that we have all the tapes that exist. We have always said the tapes are significant.”

John Cummins, a senior investigator, admitted there had been “problems” with some of the equipment, but did not elaborate further. He said that no film had been withheld by Scotland Yard or anyone else.

The family has expressed concern that some of the CCTV equipment covering the platform and vital areas of Stockwell station were said to be out of order on the day.

Police have used the film to reconstruct Mr de Menezes’s last journey from the time he boarded a bus near his South London home until the time he arrived at Stockwell Tube. The inquiry team would not reveal what gaps there were in the CCTV coverage. Mr Cummins told how investigators had traced and spoken to all 30 passengers in the train carriage at the time of the shooting as well as witnesses from the station. The team had taken 600 written statements.

Mr de Menezes, 27, was shot seven times in the head by anti-terror officers who were part of an operation to find a team of suicide bombers that had botched a series of attacks on London transport 24 hours earlier. Mr Hardwick said: “I am confident we will be able to answer the questions that arise out of the incident on July 22, but the distinction is we are not going to deal with the wider questions of how London is policed or this very difficult terrorist situation.”

He said that the IPCC had already sent recommendations to Scotland Yard about counter-terrorist operations and the deployment of marksmen.

Nine officers, including Commander Cressida Dick, who had the responsibility to give any command to open fire, have been told that they are under investigation. Mr Hardwick said that the IPCC had to decide whether its findings indicated that criminal offences might have taken place.

Its report could include an indication of the specific offences the IPCC believes may have been committed.

But Mr Hardwick underlined that the IPCC had a lower standard of test than the CPS. The report would say only that an officer “may” have committed an offence and the CPS would have to decide whether to bring charges.

<#==#>

Laro Nicol didn't hurt anybody nor did he steal or try to steal anything but he got TWO years in a federal prison for a victimless federal crime. This federal government employee who was involved in ransporting 20 kilograms of cocaine only got a year and a half. The system stinks. I think all drugs should be legalized, but this woman who committed what is a very, very major federal crime only got a slap on the wrist and Laro who did nothing wrong got TWO YEARS

http://www.azcentral.com/news/articles/1210fbisting.html

Sergeant gets prison, court martial in drug case

Associated Press

Dec. 10, 2005 12:00 AM

TUCSON - A sergeant at Davis-Monthan Air Force Base has been sentenced to more than a year and a half in federal prison and will be dishonorably discharged from the military for her part in an FBI drug-running sting.

Staff Sgt. Charisse Smith was sentenced Thursday after she pleaded guilty to transporting 20 kilograms of cocaine with another service member.

Smith, 26, also was fined $4,000. She is the seventh Davis-Monthan service member court-martialed in connection with the sting, dubbed Operation Lively Green.

At the time of the offense, Smith was assigned to the Tucson air base's 355th Equipment Maintenance Squadron, where she worked loading ammunition onto military jets.

Smith and another staff sergeant were accused of moving bricks of cocaine from Nogales, Ariz., to Tucson in a military vehicle in November 2002.

Operation Lively Green led to the arrests of dozens of southern Arizona military and civilian government workers on cocaine-running, conspiracy and corruption charges.

<#==#>

http://www.azcentral.com/community/scottsdale/articles/1206sr-iraqopinions06insideZ8.html

Scottsdale CC plans 2nd Iraq 'teach-in'

Public forum aims to shed light on current events

Elias C. Arnold

The Arizona Republic

Dec. 6, 2005 12:00 AM

SCOTTSDALE COMMUNITY COLLEGE - More than two years after the start of the Iraq war, a group of professors is planning a "teach-in" to help students better understand the state of the war and the challenges that lie ahead.

"We've been there (two) years now. Let's take a look at things," said Mark Klobas, a history instructor who is organizing the event.

The decision to hold Scottsdale Community College's second Iraq war teach-in comes as some members of Congress have called for a plan to bring U.S. troops home.

It also follows the recent benchmark of 2,000 U.S. military personnel killed in a war that more often is being compared by some with Vietnam, which spawned dozens of teach-ins at campuses throughout the nation in the '60s and '70s.

SCC held its first Iraq war teach-in in April 2003, a month after the start of the war.

Revisiting the teach-in had more to do with how much time has passed since the first teach-in than with recent events, Klobas said.

Vietnam War teach-ins, which mostly gave voice to an anti-war perspective, were a way to teach people about what was going on in an era before cable TV and the Internet.

The goal of the SCC teach-ins, which will be in either February or March, is to shed light on current events and extend learning outside the classroom, Klobas said.

Leonard O'Brian, a philosophy professor who participated in the first teach-in, said bringing questions about the war out into a public forum exposes both panelists and students to ideas they might not have considered otherwise.

O'Brian said his hope is that talking with people about these issues will get students thinking about what's happening elsewhere in the world.

Up until now, he said, Americans have largely been passive about the war, with the burden falling almost entirely on those who have lost family members.

"It's easy to drive around in our luxury cars imagining that the rest of the world is so blessed," O'Brian said. "We've got to struggle with this thing. We've got to bring our heads out of the sand."

Brandon Pullen, an undeclared sophomore, said the calls for a pullout and the casualties haven't changed his opinion about the war.

"I still stand behind our troops just because I think there's a lot going on over there that the public doesn't understand," he said.

Victor Carona, a computer-engineering freshman, said he now agrees with the calls for a pullout.

"I thought it was a good idea to get rid of all the bad guys, but now it's too much," he said. "We're kind of taking over the country."

Reach the reporter at elias.arnold@scottsdalerepublic.com or (602) 444-2219.

<#==#>

Trigger happy pigs even murder each other!!!!

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2005/12/10/AR2005121000309.html

Suit Over R.I. Police Shooting Rejected

By RAY HENRY

The Associated Press

Saturday, December 10, 2005; 3:50 AM

PROVIDENCE, R.I. -- A police department's training was not to blame for the death of an off-duty black officer, who was fatally shot by two white colleagues, a federal jury ruled.

Sgt. Cornel Young Jr., 29, was in plain clothes in 2000 when he was killed outside a diner as ran to respond to a fight.

Leisa Young, mother of Sgt. Cornel Young Jr., listens as her lawyer, Barry Scheck, right, speaks to the media outside federal court in Providence, R.I. Friday, Dec. 9, 2005. A federal jury decided that the Providence Police Department did not violate the civil rights of her son, a black police officer accidentally shot to death by two white colleagues who mistook him for a suspect. Sgt. Cornel Young Jr., 29, was off duty and in plain clothes on Jan. 28, 2000, when he was killed outside a diner as he ran to respond to a fight. The shooting sparked charges of racism in the city's police department. (AP Photo/Elise Amendola) (Elise Amendola - AP)

The shooting sparked charges of racism on the police force and led the department to drop a requirement that officers carry their guns while off duty.

Young's mother, Leisa Young, claimed in a $20 million lawsuit that the department had not properly trained one of the officers to recognize off-duty or undercover officers. That officer, Michael Solitro, had been on the force for eight days.

While jurors decided the department's training was not to blame for Young's death, they agreed the training could be improved, juror Thomas Flinn said after the ruling Friday.

Solitro and his partner, Carlos Saraiva, were previously cleared of any criminal wrongdoing by a state grand jury.

Leisa Young left the courtroom without comment after the verdict, then cried quietly on the courthouse steps before getting into a car and leaving with her lawyers.

Her attorney, Barry Scheck, called the ruling disappointing and said he would appeal, adding, "The struggle continues."

City Solicitor Joseph Fernandez called Young's death a "painful loss for the city."

"We're neither unhappy or happy," he said. "The main thing today is to take time to remember the life of Cornel Young Jr., his service to his city, his service to his family and for his community."

Young's father, police Maj. Cornel Young, who did not join his ex-wife's lawsuit but said he supported it, was the highest-ranking black officer in Providence when his son was killed. He testified that the risk of misidentification was particularly great for minority officers.

Young Jr. was eating inside the restaurant when a fight broke out between two women and spilled outside. A friend of one of the women pulled a gun and got into a car, and Young drew his gun and ran outside. Solitro and his partner arrived and opened fire, thinking Young was a suspect.

Though both officers shot Young, the trial focused exclusively on whether the police department improperly trained Solitro, thereby violating Young's civil rights.

At the time of the shooting, Providence police were required to carry their guns off duty and intervene when they saw an immediate threat to life or property. Carrying a gun is now optional for off-duty officers, and they are encouraged instead to try to be good witnesses if they see a crime.

<#==#>

CIA piggy says he has diplomatic immunity and can't be tried for his crimes of kidnapping and torture!!!

http://www.latimes.com/news/nationworld/world/la-fg-cia5dec05,1,5522544.story?coll=la-headlines-world

Ex-CIA Agent in Milan Asks for Immunity

An Italian judge rejects the request of the retired station chief, wanted in a suspect's abduction.

By Tracy Wilkinson, Times Staff Writer

ROME — He has not been arrested, and he's probably nowhere near Italy, but a former CIA station chief has begun to sketch his defense against charges he led a clandestine operation that kidnapped a radical Egyptian imam from the streets of Milan.

Robert Seldon Lady, identified by Italian prosecutors and law enforcement officials as the retired station chief in Milan, is one of 22 current or former CIA operatives for whom Italian prosecutors have issued arrest warrants in connection with the 2003 abduction. The cleric was seized on his way to a mosque and bundled off to an Egyptian jail, where he later said he was tortured.

The case is being watched closely because it threatens to expose in the greatest detail yet the Bush administration's practice of "extraordinary rendition," the transport of a suspect seized abroad by American agents to another country for interrogation without judicial approval. Renditions are an especially controversial element in a network of murky CIA counter-terrorism operations that is coming to light, including secret prisons and mysterious flights in Europe and beyond.

The practices are expected to be a major issue of discussion this week when U.S. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice visits several European capitals.

"One of the things she will be saying is, 'Look, we are all threatened by terror. We need to cooperate in its solution,' " national security advisor Stephen Hadley told "Fox News Sunday."

"As part of that cooperation for our part, we comply with U.S. law," he added. "We respect the sovereignty of the countries with which we deal. And we do not move people around the world so that they can be tortured."

In seeking to squash the arrest warrant that names him, Lady, 51, makes essentially two arguments, according to court documents provided to the Los Angeles Times. As an accredited consular officer at the U.S. Consulate in Milan, he enjoyed diplomatic immunity, Lady's attorneys argue. And without acknowledging the kidnapping, the attorneys argue that any such activity would have been carried out under the orders of the U.S. government and with the knowledge and permission of Italian officials. Italian law protecting state security shields Lady from having to answer to judicial authorities about such activities, the attorneys say.

But an Italian judge, Enrico Manzi, last week rejected the arguments and denied Lady's request for immunity. Manzi said Lady lost his immunity when he retired from the agency, and that immunity need not always apply if the alleged crimes are sufficiently serious.

Although Lady's attorney, Daria Pesce, said she planned to appeal, the ruling was a significant setback to defense efforts to make the case go away.

Although Lady had retired to northern Italy, he left the country ahead of the indictments, the first batch of which was issued in June. Manzi said evidence confiscated from Lady's home in the north was particularly compelling. This included surveillance photos of the abducted cleric, known as Abu Omar, and computer records mapping out the route from the Milan neighborhood where he was snatched to the U.S.-run Aviano Air Base, where he was placed on board a jet. Abu Omar is suspected by Italian law enforcement of helping to recruit militants and supporting terrorist attacks.

Publicly, the CIA has neither confirmed nor denied Lady's affiliation with the agency or any aspect of the Milan operation. Privately, some CIA officers have sought to portray it as the work of contractors. But the Italian court papers did not shy away from describing Lady's former job; and if he was involved, then the mission probably was directed at a top level.

In his role in American intelligence, Lady, "far from representing a serious threat … should be considered an important ally in the fight against international terrorism, which is highly destabilizing for the entire Western Hemisphere," attorney Pesce wrote in her court filing.

"Mr. Lady, in carrying out the duties typical of a supervisor of the American intelligence agency CIA, could well have assumed the role of a member of a special diplomatic mission, sent by the U.S.A. to Italy with, we reiterate, the indispensable authorization of our state," she added.

Members of such "special diplomatic missions" normally enjoy "absolute immunity" for acts performed on behalf of the state, she said.

The last claim is proving especially embarrassing for Italian Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi, a loyal ally of President Bush. Berlusconi has repeatedly denied that his government knew about or approved the Milan abduction.

Pesce, in an interview last week, said she was attempting to present a "hypothetical" scenario that shows Lady could not have acted without authorization. She emphasized that she did not have direct knowledge of Italian government complicity.

Armando Spataro, the lead prosecutor attempting to bring the CIA operatives to trial, issued the arrest warrants over the summer and, following protocol, last month asked the Italian Justice Ministry to demand the extradition of the agents from the United States.

But Justice Minister Roberto Castelli, who answers to Berlusconi, has so far refused to act and may have sought to undermine the case by calling Spataro a leftist militant. On Friday, Castelli again said he was still "studying" the matter.

http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/nationworld/chi-0512100113dec10,1,287350.story?coll=chi-newsnationworld-hed

Ex-CIA agent fights warrant for arrest

Items compiled from Tribune news services

Published December 10, 2005

ITALY -- A former CIA station chief accused in the kidnapping of an Egyptian cleric in Milan will go to Italy's Supreme Court if necessary to fight an arrest warrant from Italian prosecutors, his lawyer said Friday.

Robert Seldon Lady is one of 22 purported CIA agents accused in the purported Feb. 13, 2003, kidnapping of cleric Osama Moustafa Hassan Nasr.

Lady's lawyer, Daria Pesce, said that even though a Milan judge rejected her client's claim of immunity last month, Lady still believes that the evidence against him was collected illegally because of his status as a consular official.

Prosecutors raided Lady's home outside Asti earlier this year, collecting a picture of Nasr taken in January 2003 on the Milan street where he was allegedly abducted a month later.
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CIA piggy says he has diplomatic immunity and can't be tried for his crimes of kidnapping and torture!!!
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"Mr. Lady, in carrying out the duties typical of a supervisor of the American intelligence agency CIA, could well have assumed the role of a member of a special diplomatic mission, sent by the U.S.A. to Italy with, we reiterate, the indispensable authorization of our state," she added.
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this was a damn good article in the December 2005 issued of The Atlantic Review magazine. the writer interviewed many of the military men fighting the war and seemed to say that with perfect 20/20 hind site we have done just about every thing we could have possiblely done wrong in iraq. and that IF it's possible to win the war. and thats a big IF - then it will take many years of the US military staying in Iraq and it will cost tons of money.

althought the writer seems to be a bit pro-war from the perspective of an anti-war person like myself the article seemed to say that Iraq is doomed like Vietnam was and the only question will be is how long do we waste our time staying there before we leave and cut our losses. something one military man told the author by saying "we can either lose the war now if we leave, or lose the war and destroy the army if we stay in iraq" - its not an exact quote but its close enough.

here is the first page of the online article - i would include the whole article but you can only get it if you subscribe to the magazine which i dont.

http://www.theatlantic.com/doc/prem/200512/iraq-army

The Atlantic Monthly | December 2005

Why Iraq Has No Army

An orderly exit from Iraq depends on the development of a viable Iraqi security force, but the Iraqis aren't even close. The Bush administration doesn't take the problem seriously—and it never has

by James Fallows

.....

 hen Saddam Hussein fell, the Iraqi people gained freedom. What they didn't get was public order. Looting began immediately, and by the time it abated, signs of an insurgency had appeared. Four months after the invasion the first bomb that killed more than one person went off; two years later, through this past summer, multiple-fatality bombings occurred on average once a day. The targets were not just U.S. troops but Iraqi civilians and, more important, Iraqis who would bring order to the country. The first major attack on Iraq's own policemen occurred in October of 2003, when a car bomb killed ten people at a Baghdad police station. This summer an average of ten Iraqi policemen or soldiers were killed each day. It is true, as U.S. officials often point out, that the violence is confined mainly to four of Iraq's eighteen provinces. But these four provinces contain the nation's capital and just under half its people.

The crucial need to improve security and order in Iraq puts the United States in an impossible position. It can't honorably leave Iraq—as opposed to simply evacuating Saigon-style—so long as its military must provide most of the manpower, weaponry, intelligence systems, and strategies being used against the insurgency. But it can't sensibly stay when the very presence of its troops is a worsening irritant to the Iraqi public and a rallying point for nationalist opponents—to say nothing of the growing pressure in the United States for withdrawal.

<#==#>

Bush on the Constitution: 'It's just a goddamned piece of paper'

By  DOUG THOMPSON

Dec 9, 2005,  07:53

Last month, Republican Congressional leaders filed into the Oval Office to meet with President George W. Bush and talk about renewing the controversial USA Patriot Act.

Several provisions of the act, passed in the shell shocked period immediately following the 9/11 terrorist attacks, caused enough anger that liberal groups like the American Civil Liberties Union had joined forces with prominent conservatives like Phyllis Schlafly and Bob Barr to oppose renewal.

GOP leaders told Bush that his hardcore push to renew the more onerous provisions of the act could further alienate conservatives still mad at the President from his botched attempt to nominate White House Counsel Harriet Miers to the Supreme Court. 
“I don’t give a goddamn,” Bush retorted. “I’m the President and the Commander-in-Chief. Do it my way.”

“Mr. President,” one aide in the meeting said. “There is a valid case that the provisions in this law undermine the Constitution.”

“Stop throwing the Constitution in my face,” Bush screamed back. “It’s just a goddamned piece of paper!”

I’ve talked to three people present for the meeting that day and they all confirm that the President of the United States called the Constitution “a goddamned piece of paper.”

And, to the Bush Administration, the Constitution of the United States is little more than toilet paper stained from all the shit that this group of power-mad despots have dumped on the freedoms that “goddamned piece of paper” used to guarantee.

Attorney General Alberto Gonzales, while still White House counsel,

wrote that the “Constitution is an outdated document.”

Put aside, for a moment, political affiliation or personal beliefs. It doesn’t matter if you are a Democrat, Republican or Independent. It doesn’t matter if you support the invasion or Iraq or not.  Despite our differences, the Constitution has stood for two centuries as the defining document of our government, the final source to determine – in the end – if something is legal or right.

Every federal official – including the President – who takes an oath of office swears to “uphold and defend the Constitution of the United States."

Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia says he cringes when someone calls the Constitution a “living document.”

“"Oh, how I hate the phrase we have—a 'living document,’” Scalia says. “We now have a Constitution that means whatever we want it to mean. The Constitution is not a living organism, for Pete's sake.”

As a judge, Scalia says, “I don't have to prove that the Constitution is perfect; I just have to prove that it's better than anything else.”

President Bush has proposed seven amendments to the Constitution over the last five years, including a controversial amendment to define marriage as a “union between a man and woman.”  Members of Congress have proposed some 11,000 amendments over the last decade, ranging from repeal of the right to bear arms to a Constitutional ban on abortion.

Scalia says the danger of tinkering with the Constitution comes from a loss of rights. 

 “We can take away rights just as we can grant new ones,” Scalia warns. “Don't think that it's a one-way street.”

And don’t buy the White House hype that the USA Patriot Act is a necessary tool to fight terrorism. It is a dangerous law that infringes on the rights of every American citizen and, as one brave aide told President Bush, something that undermines the Constitution of the United States.

 But why should Bush care? After all, the Constitution is just “a goddamned piece of paper.”
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hey another question for kevin and laro.

im freezing my ass off in phoenix. its colder then shit now.

do the sadistic guards that run your prison keep it warm and toasty for you? or do they freeze you?

do they give you enought cloths to keep warm when you go outside? or again do the sadistic bastards that control your lives try to make you freeze to death.

prior to you guys going to prison i had this nieve view that they actually took care of your needs while your were in prison. but seeing the commissary lists you guys have it seems like they pay you slave labor wages and then make you take care of your own needs when it comes to things like toilet paper and clothes. is that the way it is now that cold weather is here. you have to buy all your own clothes thru the commissary is you want to keep warm.

and laro what is  your new job at the prison? i think in tucson you said you made kosher food. what do you do at safford? kevin was cleaning shows but now he is helping one of his masters make a prison newsletter.

later

<#==#>

http://www.reviewjournal.com/lvrj_home/2005/Dec-04-Sun-2005/opinion/4549184.html
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Copyright © Las Vegas Review-Journal

VIN SUPRYNOWICZ: If a black man is armed, is he a criminal?

An "old police tradition of requiring off-duty officers to carry their weapons -- 'always armed, always on duty' -- is being scaled back in police departments nationwide following the shootings of off-duty officers by colleagues who thought they were criminals," The Associated Press reported Nov. 28 in a story datelined Providence, R.I.

Providence's policy is now being re-examined as the city faces a $20 million civil rights lawsuit over the shooting of Sgt. Cornel Young Jr., who was killed in 2000 while he was off duty and trying to break up a fight.

Young's mother says the rookie officer who shot her son was not adequately trained to recognize off-duty or plainclothes officers.

Earlier this year, an Orlando police officer fatally shot a plainclothes colleague who was investigating underage drinking outside the Citrus Bowl. The plainclothes officer had gotten into a scuffle with tailgaters and fired his gun into the air.

In 2001, two uniformed officers shot and killed an undercover detective when he pointed his gun at a suspected car thief in Oakland, Calif.

So now, the 20,000-member International Association of Chiefs of Police has called for off-duty officers who witness a crime to call for assistance rather than pulling a weapon.

You don't need bifocals to read between the lines and see where that's heading: No cop needs to carry a gun when off duty. At which point, how long do you suppose it will be before we're told, "Not even off-duty cops can carry guns anymore; surely an average civilian, without a peace officer's level of training, shouldn't be allowed to blunder around carrying one of these indiscriminate weapons of death."

First let us point out a vital component of this reported trend that The Associated Press seems too politically correct to note: rookie Providence police officer Cornel Young Jr. was a young black man.

Add that fact to the equation, and let us see if we can summarize the logical chain of argument at hand:

1) When police officers see people carrying or drawing guns who they cannot readily identify as fellow police officers, they tend to shoot them and ask questions later, especially if they're black.

2) This is leading to the deaths of off-duty cops by friendly fire.

3) The solution is to discourage or prevent off-duty officers from using or carrying firearms.

Anyone else see a problem, here? How about that first premise?

America is an armed nation. The Second Amendment guarantees each American the right to own and carry firearms. Further, the 14th Amendment further bars any state or local authority from infringing this vital right for U.S. citizens. (And if you read your history books, you know the Congress meant especially "black citizens.")

In its 1997 study "Guns in America: National Survey on Private Ownership and Use of Firearms," the National Institute of Justice determined 25 percent of Americans own guns. In 1994, 44 million Americans owned 192 million firearms, of which 65 million were handguns. And John Lott has conclusively demonstrated, in his epochal book "More Guns, Less Crime," that whenever a state or county "allows" more law-abiding citizens to carry handguns, violent crime rates go down.

Instead of disarming off-duty cops so the police can continue to feel free to shoot anyone out of uniform who they see with a gun (especially if he's black), why not alter police training as follows?

"This is an armed nation. Twenty-five percent of your fellow 'civilians' own firearms, and have a God-given right to carry them around. Except for writing traffic tickets for revenue, they have just as much right to chase and apprehend a fleeing felon -- or to present a weapon in defense of themselves or others -- as you do. This includes black folks. Get used to it.

"So, even though it may initially seem to make our jobs harder, let's stop hassling people when we perceive they have guns. If a call comes in reporting a 'man with a gun,' let's ask whether the man is brandishing or threatening anyone, and otherwise advise the caller that being armed is not a crime.

"And, particularly, let's stop shooting people who draw their guns when they're being assaulted. Yes, pausing those extra few seconds may sometimes put your own life in danger. This is still a less-dangerous job than hard-rock mining or fishing in Alaska, and you volunteered for it."

No, the off-duty Florida officer should not have fired his gun into the air to break up a scuffle. That's dumb. But with all due respect to Young's grieving mother, no, the problem is not that Providence cops had trouble recognizing an off-duty fellow officer. The problem is that their first instinct when they saw a black man with a gun who was not obviously a police officer, was to shoot him.

The police chiefs should be urging more citizens to go armed so their men get used to it, not trying to turn us into a police state, which is defined as "a place where only the police carry guns."

Vin Suprynowicz is assistant editorial page editor of the Review-Journal and author of "Send in the Waco Killers" and the new novel "The Black Arrow." His Web sites are www.TheLibertarian.us or www.LibertyBookShop.us.

<#==#>

the cops at scottsdale community college have sign posted all over saying that they videotape the place 24 hours a day. it wasnt until Michael Fischer  parked his expensive hot rod under a video camera to protect it, and then when it got stolen that we found out that the cops at scottsdale college never put tape in the cameras.

http://www.azcentral.com/news/articles/1211B-repwatcha11.html

Scottsdale college's security cameras working again

Dec. 11, 2005 12:00 AM

Scottsdale Community College's security cameras are up and running again after almost four months, but not soon enough for one student whose car was stolen from a campus parking lot.

"I couldn't believe it, especially since (surveillance warnings are) posted all over the place," Michael Fischer, a business marketing student, said of there being no record of the midday theft. "It gives you a false sense of security."

In late August, lightning disabled the camera system that monitors parking lots and some interior walkways, leaving the campus unmonitored.

Scottsdale Community College has averaged about one car theft per year for the past several years and Fischer's, taken in late September, was the first this academic year.

Fischer said he said he deliberately parked his 1992 limited-edition Ford Mustang so it would be in view of a camera.

- Elias C. Arnold

Status: Cameras in the parking lot of Scottsdale Community College are up and running again.

<#==#>

Sure the City of Mesa is like Tempe and Phoenix in that they want to chase all the homeless people out of money. But they certainly don't want to miss any revenue they get from the federal government by counting the homeless in the census!

http://www.azcentral.com/news/articles/1208evbriefs1208.html

<SNIP>

Volunteers are sought to help count homeless

MESA - Mesa and the Maricopa Association of Governments are looking for volunteers for the 2006 Homeless Street Count on Jan. 24.

The count includes only individuals and families living on the street and at the Phoenix overflow shelter. It does not include the more than 5,000 currently residing in other shelters or transitional housing. Last year 2,918 people were identified as living on the streets of Maricopa County.

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development requires the count in order to apply for HUD funding. In 2005 the region was awarded more than $19 million for homeless-assistance programs.

No experience is necessary to volunteer, and training is provided. Homeless individuals are not approached, merely counted.

Information: Lisa Wilson at (480) 644-5831 or visit www.cityofmesa.org/ humansvc.

<SNIP>

<#==#>

hmmm.... sounds a little like kevins case!!!

http://www.freemarketnews.com/WorldNews.asp?nid=3298

TOOKIE LIVES? MAYE SHOULD WALK FREE

Sunday, December 11, 2005 - FreeMarketNews.com

With all the controversy over the impending execution of "Tookie" Williams, the founder of the L.A. street gang the Crips who is on death row for multiple murders, it's noteworthy that the story of another black man facing execution is not making the headlines. In this case, the state is Mississippi, and the man with the deathwatch is Cory Maye.

With the exception of Radley Balko, blogging at the Agitator, and Steve Gordon following the story at Hammer of Truth, there is almost nobody in the media ranks who seems to care. Maye's story is far less convoluted than Williams' sordid tale. According to both Balko and Gordon, the man was minding his own business, asleep in his bed with his girlfriend and baby daughter, when several armed men stormed his door and entered his Prentiss, Miss. home, one night in December, 2001. In fear of his life and those of his family, Maye raised a gun and shot one of the intruders, seriously wounding him. After a bit more struggle, during which the other intruders identified themselves as police officers, Maye surrendered and was taken into custody, while his home was searched for illegal drugs.

As it turned out, the troops were looking for Jamie Smith, the man who lived on the other side of the duplex, suspected of drug dealing, and had stormed the wrong door. Nobody among the officers on the scene had even been made aware that the property was occupied by more than Smith himself, and they assumed the other door was only a side entrance to the house. Unfortunately, the officer Maye shot ended up dead; more unfortunately for Cory, who is black, the officer was not only a white man in Mississippi, but the son of the local police chief.

According to the stories by both sources, the trial featured an incompetent defense attorney, an all-white jury and a prosecutor who played fast and loose with the rules of courtroom conduct. Mayes was convicted of first-degree murder of a police officer, and sentenced to be executed. Appeals since then have only served to delay the process. At no time has the fact that this man was essentially only protecting his home from invaders been taken seriously, even though Mississippi law does allow such self-defense as a justification for killing someone.

Attempts to appeal the jury's decision have been unsuccessful, perhaps also hampered by the shortcomings of his legal counsel. The latest word on the situation is that Cory Maye is due to be executed by lethal injection, unless Governor Haley Barbour can be convinced to intervene on his behalf with a pardon, or failing that a reduction in his sentence. Steve Gordon ends his coverage with an e-mail link for the Governor, at:

http://www.emailyourgovernor.com/mississippi-governor-haley-barbour.html,

in hopes that at least some readers will do what they can to convince Barbour to rectify this tragic miscarriage of justice.

staff reports - Free-Market News Network

http://hammeroftruth.com/2005/12/10/mississippi-burning-an-innocent-man/

Mississippi Burning an Innocent Man

Fox News columnist and blogger extraordinaire Radley Balko has been reporting about Cory Maye, who sits on death row in Mississippi for being a cop killer. Here is the basic story line:

Sometime in late 2001, Officer Ron Jones collected a tip from an anonymous informant that Jamie Smith, who lived opposite Maye in a duplex, was selling drugs out of his home. Jones passed the tip to the Pearl River Basin Narcotics Task Force, a regional police agency in charge of carrying out drug raids in four surrounding counties. The task force asked Jones if he’d like to come along on the raid they’d be conducting as the result of his tip. He obliged.

On the night of December 26, the task force donned paramilitary gear, and conducted a drug raid on Smith’s house. Unfortunately, they hadn’t done their homework. The team didn’t realize that the house was a duplex, and that Maye — who had no relationship with Smith,– rented out the other side with his girlfirend and 1-year-old daughter.

As the raid on Smith commenced, some officers - including Jones — went around to what they thought was a side door to Smith’s residence, looking for a larger stash of drugs. The door was actually a door to Maye’s home. Maye was home alone with his young daughter, and asleep, when one member of the SWAT team broke down the outside door…

..Maye, fearing for his life and the safety of his daughter, fired at Jones, hitting him in the abdomen, just below his bulletproof vest. Jones died a short time later.

Maye had no criminal record, and wasn’t the target of the search warrant. Police initially concluded they had found no drugs in Maye’s side of the duplex.

The end result, especially since the cop who died is the son of the police chief, is tragically predictible. To add fuel to the fire, Maye is black and Jones was white.

In January of last year, Maye was convicted of capital murder for the shooting of Officer Jones. He was sentenced to death by lethal injection.

The story gets even wierder, though. More after the jump.

According to Balko, who seems to be researching this story well, Maye had no criminal record. The police initially said there were no drugs, then said “they’d found ‘traces’ of marijuana and cocaine.” Maye’s attorney said the cops found one roach. That isn’t relevant, though.

Someone busted in his home late at night and he shot them in self defense. It is that simple. Except in places like Mississippi.

Balko provides that the jury may have been a bit tainted for either racial or religious reason and his posting is a must read. He followed it up with some additional compelling background, too.

Here is his account of his conversation with the circuit court clerk for Jefferson Davis County, Mississippi:

Her: You want me to read the whole thing? It’s very long.

Me: No, that’s okay. I just have a hunch about what’s in it that I was hoping you could check out for me.

Her: What would you like me to look for?

Me: Are you familiar with the Cory Maye case?

Her: Oh, yes. I know what happened.

Me: My guess is that you’ll find the name of Jaimie Wilson on that warrant, but you won’t find the name of Cory Maye. Could you check to satisfy my curiosity before you send me a copy?

Her: Okay. Let’s see…. Jaimie….

Me: Wilson…

Her: Yes, now I see his name is on the warrant. Jaimie Wilson.

Me: Now look for Cory Maye.

Her: Silence.

Me: Corey Maye?

Her: Silence.

Me: Is he in there anywhere?

Her: Oh my.

According to Balko, the following applies to Mississippi’s capitol murder law:

“(2) The killing of a human being without the authority of law by any means or in any manner shall be capital murder in the following cases:

(a) Murder which is perpetrated by killing a peace officer or fireman while such officer or fireman is acting in his official capacity or by reason of an act performed in his official capacity, and with knowledge that the victim was a peace officer or fireman…”

and here is the code for justifiable homicide:

(1) The killing of a human being by the act, procurement, or omission of another shall be justifiable in the following cases:

[…]

f) When committed in the lawful defense of one’s own person or any other human being, where there shall be reasonable ground to apprehend a design to commit a felony or to do some great personal injury, and there shall be imminent danger of such design being accomplished…

As I write this, I hear the the chorus of a song going through my mind:

That’s the night the lights went out in georgia

That’s the night that they hung an innocent man

Don’t trust your soul to no back woods southern lawyer

Cause the judge in the town’s got bloodstains on his hand

The lights aren’t out yet, though. In coversation at my local watering hole last night, several people (Democrat, Republican, and Libertarian) all stated that they think Mississippi Governor Haley Barbour is truly a decent man, even if they disagreed with his politics a bit. I’d suggest that we all contact him and see if this is indeed the case.

http://hammeroftruth.com/2005/12/10/cory-maye-update/

Cory Maye Update

Last night, I provided a lot of details which have been presented by Radley Balko about Cory Maye, who is on death row in Mississippi for what strongly appears to be a case of justifiable homocide. At this moment, it seems that Maye exercised his Second Amendment right along with his natural right of self-defense in a botched drug raid, unfortunately killing a police officer.

I suggested that people should contact Governor Haley Barbour of Mississippi about this case. A couple of hours later a blog entry appeared where someone did just that. However, some of the facts in the letter may not be totally accurate. Today, Radley begs our caution in the presentation:

But it’s important that we get all of the facts straight on the case. I’ve already seen a few misconceptions start to appear. I think this is in part due to conflicting accounts of the case as given by various media outlets in Prentiss and Hatiesburg, by Maye’s first lawyer, by the cops at the scene, and by the prosecution. It’s also probably in part due to me putting the first two posts up rather quickly, and perhaps not being quite as clear as I should have been. It’s important that all the facts are correct, because even if a 75% true version of the story starts getting cited in letters to Gov. Barbour, he can cite the 25% that’s wrong, and dismiss them outright as being ignorant of the facts of the case.

Radley is correct. It is important that verifiable and accurate information be presented. I don’t think we messed up at HoT, but I urge anyone to please be careful with the facts when writing a letter to Barbour, or any other elected government official. I’d still suggest writing a letter, as gubernatorial action may be the swiftest manner for justice to be served in the case. My knowledge of Mississippi code is very limited, but Article 5, Section 12 of the Mississippi Constitution does provide:

In all criminal and penal cases, excepting those of treason and impeachment, the governor shall have power to grant reprieves and pardons, to remit fines, and in cases of forfeiture, to stay the collection until the end of the next session of the legislature, and by and with the consent of the senate to remit forfeitures. In cases of treason he shall have power to grant reprieves, and by and with consent of the senate, but may respite the sentence until the end of the next session of the legislature; but no pardon shall be granted before conviction; and in cases of felony, after conviction no pardon shall be granted until the applicant therefor shall have published for thirty days, in some newspaper in the county where the crime was committed, and in case there be no newspaper published in said county, then in an adjoining county, his petition for pardon, setting forth therein the reasons why such pardon should be granted.

Being very careful to present factual information, I’m writing my letter today. I’m asking you do the same.

Just a random thought: This may be one time where the NRA and the ACLU could work together in order to ensure a just outcome in the case.

<#==#>

some more info on power transmission lines.

Transmission-level voltages are usually considered to be 115 kV and above.

Lower voltages such as 66 kV and 33 kV are usually considered sub-transmission voltages

Voltages less than 33 kV are usually used for distribution.

there are standards for the tall metal electral transmissions towers but i couldnt find any of them. you can look at any of the tall metal towers and by how it looks you can tell the voltage that the lines carry because there are standards. the ones that run along the crosscut canal from scottsdale to tempe i think are 67K volts. i dont know how tall they are. i did see one figure that said 240K volt towers are 39 meters tall.

wood telephone or electrical poles are from 20 feet to 125 feet tall

a standard 35 foot pole can carry a 7200 volt line. Higher voltage carrier lines require greater clearance Higher voltage carrier lines require greater clearance distances.

these are clearanced distances you need to keep away from power lines. if you get any closer the power can leap thru the air and kill you. for example if your in a boom working on the lines you need to keep the person in the boom and the boom this distance away from the lines or risk getting electructed. same for a crane. if the crane gets too close the current will jump into the crane and kill the operator.

400K volt    7.0  meter clearance

275k volt    7.0

132k         6.7

33kv         5.2

11kv         5.2

low voltage  5.2

<#==#>

Hey Kevin two more questions.

Since you are locked down does that mean you can’t work at your job and earn money?? Or I guess that means NOBODY in your prison can work and earn money!

How many minutes or hours does it take the weather balloon to reach the 10 or 15 mile height where it self destructs?

<*==*>

marc hoy sent me a real cool christmas card. it says "Merry Yuletide and Seasons Greetings from the Heart of the Prison Industrial Complex". this is a reminder to send you guys a copy of it.

i put a copy of it on the indy site.

i should also remind my self to send you a copy of the F*CK BUSH sign i took to the protest when george w hitler came to phoenix

<#==#>

http://www.cnn.com/2005/TECH/internet/12/09/cyber.cafes.names.ap/index.html?sssdmh=dm4.160770

Law requires Italian Internet cafes to record ID

Friday, December 9, 2005; Posted: 3:53 p.m. EST (20:53 GMT)

ROME, Italy (AP) -- In a heavily immigrant neighborhood near the main railway station, Ahmed Sohel points dejectedly to the empty computer terminals at the modest storefront where he sells Internet and telephone service.

"Before, I was full of Internet clients, now I have no one left," said Sohel, a gentle, middle-aged immigrant from Bangladesh.

A new Italian law requires businesses that offer Internet access to the public, like Sohel's, to ask clients for identification and log the owner's name and the document type.

Internet cafes also must make and keep a photocopy of the ID and be registered with their local police station, dictates the law, part of an anti-terror package approved after the July terrorist bombings in London.

Many cafe owners say the law has increased their work load and decreased their profits.

"We're selling the store, and in part this is the reason," said Dolores Cabrera, who owns Kokonet, an Internet storefront across town near the Vatican. About half Cabrera's prospective clients either don't have their passport with them or aren't willing to show it, she said.

Enforcement is spotty at many cafes, however, and besides Internet cafe owners and civil libertarians, the law appears to bother only people who fear scrutiny by the authorities, such as illegal immigrants.

Angela De Angelis, a 21-year-old Italian student using an Internet cafe near the Vatican, was dubious about the new law's worth.

"I think it's all right if it serves to protect us, though sincerely, I can't see how it's useful," she said.

Italy is the only European Union country to require Internet cafes to record ID information on clients, said Richard Nash, secretary general of EuroISPA, which represents Internet providers in Europe.

Non-member Switzerland, however, does requires people who go online at Internet cafes to show IDs, according to Robin Gross, of the U.S. civil liberties group IP Justice.

Several Asian countries and cities, most prominently China and including the Indian technology hub of Bangalore, require registration at cafes.

But the leaders of some of those nations tend to be thinking at least as much about inhibiting speech as preventing terror attacks in making the requirement. In Vietnam, Internet cafes also are required to block access to Web sites deemed subversive and pornographic.

The Internet's potential as a terrorist tool was highlighted by the 2002 kidnapping and murder in Pakistan of Wall Street Journal reporter Daniel Pearl, whose abductors used e-mail to issue demands and send photos. However, those messages were traced to a computer in a private residence, not an Internet cafe. Pakistan does not require cafe users to register.

Daniele Capezzone, a leader of Italy's Radical Party that often campaigns on human and civil rights issues, opposes the new law and explains why he thinks it has stirred little debate.

"Two reasons: one, the political class isn't talking about it, and two, the media hasn't shined a light on it," he said.

Internet cafe owners who rely in large part on a clientele that may not be in the country legally are often opting to turn a blind eye.

"Fifty percent of the people who come for Internet don't want to show their document," Sohel said, opening his registry book and pointing to where a few clients among those who used the computers left their names but not their passport numbers. As for successfully photocopying IDs, he said customer compliance is rare.

Giuseppe Italia, whose office at Rome's central police station oversees the application of the new law in the province of Rome, acknowledges that Internet cafes that cater to immigrants might not be complying consistently.

Sabino Acquaviva, a sociologist at the University of Padua who specializes in terrorism, says compliance is indeed haphazard.

"People either won't register their documents, and others will show fake ones," he said. "I think this law is useless."

An added problem is that police cannot sanction violators -- license suspension or revocation are among the stipulated penalties -- unless they have approved a cafe owner's license, Italia said.

As of mid-November, only about 130 Internet cafe operators in the province of Rome had been approved and one rejected by police with more than 950 still pending.

Italia did not return a call seeking updated information this week, but the Internet magazine Punto Informatico reported on its Web site that seven Internet parlors in Florence were temporarily closed last month for not complying with the law and at least one was shuttered indefinitely for not recording clients' names and failing to register with police.

Some owners bemoan another requirement of the new law: They must be able, if necessary, to track the sites visited by their clients. And some bellyache about the added expense. Contents of people's e-mail is, however, supposed to remain private and can only be made available to law enforcement through a court order.

Italy also obliges telecommunications companies to keep traffic data and European ministers agreed last week to require the carriers to retain records of calls and e-mails for a maximum of two years. The European Parliament's two largest groups endorsed the data retention initiative on Wednesday despite complaints from privacy advocates and telecoms, and the full body is expected to adopt a bill next week.

Back at the cafes, there isn't much confidence among workers that such measures could help prevent a terror attack.

"These people caused the Twin Towers to collapse," said Edoardo Righi, a computer tech at a store near the tourist-rich neighborhood of Campo dei Fiori. "They're not going to stop because they can't send an e-mail."

Copyright 2005 The Associated Press. All rights reserved.This material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten, or redistributed.

<#==#>

Guys,

    Read carefully, the IXth Amendment deals with RIGHTS.  The Xth Amendment deals with POWERS.

    The IXth merely states that just because a right is not expressed does not mean the right does not exist and it only applies to the individual people as a restriction on gummint.  Many years ago some people did a survey of all 50 state constitutions.  Some 150 different distinct rights were identified.

    The distinguishing factor in rights specifically expressed in the U.S. and State constitutions were supposed to have been preserved "inviolate" as the right was understood at the time the Constitution was ratified.  I have not seen any of our current crop of legal eagles argue the issue from that point of view.  The courts have dropped many a hint in that direction, but the legal eagles seem to have ignored the hint. Therefore, if you can find the existence of some "right" before the Constitution was written, that right is "inviolate" and the mere fact that some of these "lesser known" rights are not specifically listed is what the IXth and the equivalent in the 50 state constitutions are all about.  The only question that hasn't been addressed is if a "new right" surfaces (one that appears to have no historical reference) is that right equally "inviolate".

 The Xth Amendment deals with those powers granted in the Constitution to the US and those powers that are ALSO prohibited to the states.  If the Power is NOT granted to the US, and is NOT prohibited to the states, the power can equally be exercised by the state authority as well as the people of the states.

     If the Power is NOT granted to the US, AND it is ALSO prohibited to the States (Article I, Section 10, Clauses 1-3), then the power is reserved EXCLUSIVELY to the People of the States.

    So division of protection of rights is not an issue.  Both the State and Federal government have a duty to protect ALL OF OUR RIGHTS ALL OF THE TIME without prejudice to any particular individual or any particular right.  That it is not being done is OUR fault.

 On the other hand division of powers is delineated in both the federal and state constitutions.  The fact that the state gummints have surrendered some of their powers to the feds (which if you read, New York v. United States, it can't be done), for a bowl of pottage, is OUR fault.  It is OUR responsibility to force our respective state to TAKE BACK those powers that they've surrendered, and which adversely affect our individual rights.

john wilde wrote this. i though it was interesting

<#==#>

>I however, place all the blame on DOC where it

>belongs. It was they who decided to act so

>irrationally punishing all of us for the deed

>of one.

yes and it also probably teaches the inmates that its ok to do irrational things. a great way to make many of them worse then when they came in.

>Have you found out anything about David Irving

>arrest in Austria? I read very little about

>it in the Arizona Republic.

yes it will be in the next letter i send you or maybe this letter.

>I was surprised to read that my website

>received more than 1400 visits last month.

>I did not know my case had attracted so much

>interest.

most of the hits probably come when people google on key words like "secret service" or "political prisoner" or "george w bush". and then google or yahoo points them to your page. i added the last letter you sent me to the site and it is now december 13 and so far this month the site has gotten 1800 hits.

the last 2 pages of your last letter delt with a question i asked me. lets talk about it more with out talking about it. :)

when i was a child we played a game of lets see if we can throw a chain on some power lines. finally when one of us actually threw the chain up into the power lines there was a big explosion and it knocked the power lines down. ie: when the chain shorted out two power lines it cause a huge flow of current and melted the lines. so a good rule is id you dont want power lines to come tumbling down dont throw chains or wires on them. got it :)

you have seen telephone poles that have a guy wire that comes down at maybe a 30 or 40 degree angle and anchors down the telephone pole. well when i was a child i also played a game lets yank on the guy wire and shake the telephone pole. when you do this it also shakes the power lines on the telephone pole.

well one day we found out if the power lines are shaken enough and if they touch each other it causes a loud explosion and also knocks down the power lines. so rule number two is if you short two power lines on a pole for even a fraction of a second thats enough for them to generate a huge amount of current which will cause the wire to heat up and melt and crash to the ground.

last im sure you have burned out a fuse or circuit breaker in your home and replaced it. same principle. when two AC wires short out it generates lots of heat and melts the fuse or triggers the circuit breaker. now turn off the power to your home and replace the fuse with a penny so it wont blow. or just run a copper wire to by pass the ciruit breaker. then cause a short in some where in you home. what happens. either it gets do hot it melts the electrical wiring in the shorted out line, or it gets hot enough to start a fire and burn you home down.

using that info think about what i talked about, and what you talked about and figure how if you attached a wire to one of them it could be used to do stuff.

<#==#>

demoninizing people convicted of DUI. i guess this is a good way to justify to the public how the government raises money by shaking down people convicted of DUI crimes.

http://www.eastvalleytribune.com/index.php?sty=55137

Smile, you’re on DUI Web site

By Katie McDevitt, Tribune

December 14, 2005

Driving drunk now comes at an even higher price — public shame. Sobering Sentences, a Web site created by the Maricopa County Attorney’s Office, displays names and faces of people convicted of driving under the influence.

It also tells stories of children killed by drunken drivers, and flashes photos of fiery crashes and disfigured faces.

"If these people feel embarrassed to have their pictures up, then frankly that’s tough," County Attorney Andrew Thomas said. "Maybe other people tempted to drive drunk will see this and realize this is the type of fame they would rather not have."

The Web site will display only convicted offenders, focusing on extreme or aggravated DUI offenses. The photos will be changed

monthly.

"I certainly think it seems a little gimmicky," said Scott Maasen, a Scottsdale defense attorney. "This is the same thing we see with Sheriff Joe’s jail cameras, and you don’t see crime rates going down."

"Everyone on here has been convicted, but this appears to us to be an additional punishment imposed by the (county attorney), not a jury, judge or Legislature" said Dawn Wyland, interim director of the Arizona chapter of the American Civil Liberties Union. "The (county attorney’s) job is not to sit around and figure out additional ways to punish people."

Web sites that display sex offenders in a similar manner are authorized by statute, Wyland said.

The Web site also has:

• Links to DUI statutes and organizations such as Mothers Against Drunk Driving.

• Statewide news about drunken driving.

• Information about penalties for DUI convictions.

• Suggestions on ways to prevent people from driving under the influence.

"It’s not something we’ve actively pursued, but it’s not something we are against," said Chuck Heeman, Arizona executive director of Mothers Against Drunk Driving.

"It’s hard to say if it will work, but we hope it does," he said.

"People are not only looking at jail time and fines, but will face the sobering sentences of the hall of shame," Thomas said.

Contact Katie McDevitt by email, or phone (480) -898-633
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