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"If a nation expects to be ignorant and free in a state of civilization, it expects what never was and never will be.  If we are to guard against ignorance 
and remain free, it is the responsibility of every American to be informed." – Thomas Jefferson

Putin's Disappearance 
Implies a Russian 
Dictatorship  
By Leonid Bershidsky, TheAge 
Russian President Vladimir Putin has gone missing 
from public view without any explanation and 
Russians are wondering why.  
Analysis 
 

 

Russian President Vladimir Putin on March 5. Photo: 
AFP  
   Berlin:  Russian President Vladimir Putin has 
disappeared. Well, not literally, but he hasn't been 
seen in public for a full week and reports about his 
schedule on the presidential website seem suspect. 
The Kremlin denies that he is ill, and the Russian 
blogosphere is abuzz with speculation. 
It's still impossible for an outsider to tell where 
Putin is, or what he's up to. But it isn't too early to 
draw conclusions from this episode. It offers 
evidence enough that Russia has become an 
outright dictatorship. No other kind of state would 
be so opaque, nor its citizens so preoccupied with 
their ruler. 
   Putin's predecessor, Boris Yeltsin, was prone to 
disappearances: He liked to drink and had a weak 
heart. Yeltsin's health became a particularly 
serious issue before the 1996 presidential election, 
in which he competed against a strong Communist 
candidate. Not long before the vote, he suffered a 
heart attack that his aides hid from voters. After he 
won, Kremlin spin doctors became increasingly 
creative in answering any questions about the 
president's health. On August 19, 1996, 
presidential spokesman Sergei Yastrzhembsky 
initiated a meme when he said in response to such 
a query that Yeltsin's handshake was strong. 

 

 

 
 
 

The late Russian president Boris Yeltsin, left, stands 
with President Vladimir Putin in Moscow in 2000. 
Photo: Reuters  
   On Thursday, an Ekho Moskvy radio reporter 
evoked it in an interview with Putin's spokesman 
Dmitri Peskov, asking him about the president's 
handshake. "It breaks hands," Peskov replied 
sarcastically. 
   Peskov has never previously had to account for 
unexpected absences by his boss. Quite the 
opposite. Putin has tended to be unnecessarily 
demonstrative about the strength of his 
handshakes, taking pains to appear fit and 
energetic always. He has not dropped out of sight 
for more than a day since the early years of his 15-
year rule, when he briefly went off the radar after 
the submarine Kursk sank in 2000 and when  

 
 
terrorists seized hundreds of hostages in a Moscow 
theatre in 2002. The two incidents were major 
crises for Putin, but he has since weathered others 
of similar magnitude without dropping out of 
sight. 
   This month, however, he has again disappeared. 
The last time he was seen was a week ago, on 
March 5, when he met Italian Prime Minister 
Matteo Renzi in Moscow. Since then, he has 
cancelled talks with the presidents of Belarus and 
Kazakhstan, the signing of a treaty with South 
Ossetia and an appearance at a meeting of top 
brass at the FSB, Russia's domestic intelligence 
service. 
 
The daily RBC undertook an investigation into 
Putin's meeting schedule and claimed to have 
discovered discrepancies on the official site, 
Kremlin.ru. According to the paper, Putin's 
meeting with the governor of the north-western 
region of Karelia, reported on the site as having 
taken place on March 11, had actually occurred a 
week earlier. Indeed, a Karelian website wrote 
about it on March 4. 
   On Thursday, according to Kremlin.ru, Putin 
spoke on the phone to Armenian President Serzh 
Sargsyan. Sargsyan's website echoed the 
information with an identical readout. The 
Kremlin says that's the only March 12 event Putin 
participated in - an unusually light schedule for the 
energetic Russian leader. For example, on 
Monday, March 2, the official site reported two 
working meetings with Russian officials and a 
telephone conversation with the leaders of 
Germany, France and Ukraine. 
   Somewhat worryingly, and unlike Yeltsin's spin 
doctors,  Peskov has firmly denied that anything at 
all is wrong with Putin. That has set up a feast for 
conspiracy theorists. Andrei Illarionov, a former 
Putin aide, has suggested in a LiveJournal post that 
the president may have been overthrown by 
hardliners, including his chief of staff Sergei 

Ivanov, in a palace coup. 
  Putin in Siberia with a horse in 2009. Photo: AP  
   Konstantin Remchukov, a journalist and 
publisher with top-level access at the Kremlin, has 
tweeted the rumour that Putin's friend Igor Sechin, 
who runs Russia's biggest oil company, state-
owned Rosneft, is about to lose his job, which 
would either mean that Putin is conducting a major 
shake-up of his inner circle, or that he's on the way 
out himself. There have been hundreds of tweets 
and Facebook posts suggesting Putin might even 

be dead - and, this being Russia, - numerous 
attempts at black humor. 
   The Russian stockmarket, the ruble and Russian 
bonds were all up on Thursday, as if Putin's 
absence from the radars were good news for the 
economy. In Ukraine, many are watching the news 
with bated breath, wishing the hated Russian 
leader would somehow disappear for good. 
"Apparently, someone else controls the situation in 
Russia now, if anyone controls it at all," Ivan 
Yakovina wrote on the Ukrainian website Nv.ua. 
   In short, Putin has managed to induce Russians 
into a state of obsession simply by removing 
himself from their sight. Russians, including Putin 
opponents, are as worried about his week-long 
absence as kids would be if their father had 
wandered off somewhere and not come back for 
days.     They watch the Kremlin website with a 
mixture of distrust, apprehension and hope, 
wondering how, or whether, the steep pyramid of 
power Putin has built over the years can function 
without him at the top. 
    If that is not a sign that Putin has become a 
fully-fledged dictator in the nation's collective 
mind, what is? After all, a democratic nation's 
leader couldn't go missing in the first place: US 
President Barack Obama's schedule is always 
posted on his official site, and German Chancellor 
Angela Merkel's website keeps up a steady stream 
of news about her public appearances. Their 
spokespeople don't try to hide it when they 
suddenly feel ill or have a sore throat. Only a 
dictator is secretive about his bouts of flu - or 
about a full week's worth of meetings, which 
Peskov suggests have been taking place all this 
time. 
   It's time to do away with euphemisms like 
"authoritarian ruler" or "strongman". Putin is a 
dictator who runs Russia through fear and stealth. 
Whatever the reasons for his absence, the country 
can't function without him in the driver's seat. 
Irrational fears surface instead. And so do 
irrational hopes. 
Bloomberg 

 
ATF Makes a “Tactical Retreat” 
in the Face of 
Overwhelming 
Opposition to its 
Ammo Ban   
 

   “If anyone needed any 
more proof that [the ATF] 
has become a politicized repository of liberal anti-
gun hacks, your proposed effort to effectively ban 
AR-15's by illegally banning AR-15 ammunition 
has cleared up any doubt.” -- GOA Comments that 
were officially submitted to ATF 
 

 
 

   In a stunning new development, the ATF has 
announced today that it will “formally delay” the 
implementation of its ammo ban, in the face of 
80,000 comments which were overwhelmingly 
negative.  
 ………..continued on page 2………….. 
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  Last month, Obama’s ATF had proposed a rule to 
effectively ban AR-15's by banning the common 
AR-15 “green tip” ammunition. 
   Supposedly, gun owners had until March 16 to 
send comments to ATF. But then, lo and behold, 
the AR-15 ammunition in question turned up (last 
week) on an ATF list of ammunition indicating 
that it had ALREADY BEEN BANNED. Oops! 
   The ATF claimed this was a “publishing error.”  
But the only “error” the lying agency made was to 
telegraph its firm intention before the comment 
period was closed.  It was like the bizarre world of 
Lewis Carroll’s Alice in Wonderland:  First the 
sentence; then the trial. 
ATF cries “uncle” after getting hammered from 
the public 
   The agency is now crying “uncle,” in the face of 
thousands upon thousands of negative comments 
from gun owners all around the country -- 
including more than 200 congressmen. 
   The agency said March 11th: Although ATF 
endeavored to create a proposal that reflected a 
good faith interpretation of the law and balanced 
the interests of law enforcement, industry, and 
sportsmen, the vast majority of the comments 
received to date are critical of the framework, and 
include issues that deserve further study. 
   A “good faith interpretation”?  Well, that’s 
laughable.  But realize the agency says the issue 
deserves “further study.” 
   So now the question becomes:  Is this a genuine 
retreat, or just a “tactical retreat,” as we saw with 
Operation Choke Point?  In that case, the federal 
government removed gun dealers from its “risky 
business list,” but continue to persecute them 
under that program on a case-by-case basis. 
   And, finally, what about the ban on Russian-
made 7N6 ammo, which is not reversed by ATF's 
reversal? 
   Our answer to both of these questions is that we 
need to keep up the pressure -- and not trust ATF's 
purported “change of heart.” 
   GOA will keep watching the ATF and alert you 
to any future attempts to slip a ban by the 
American people.  
 

 
 

What Some Of Us Refuse 
To See… 
By CS Bennett   

 

    I am both livid and 
dumbfounded when it 
comes to understanding 
the people who support 
this president blindly; establishment types in the 
Republican Party who claim not to support him but 
repeatedly capitulate to him; and regulatory 
agencies that get away with writing law, which 
was once the constitutional providence of 
Congress; it is almost too much to comprehend or 
bear. To be stuck with a president who loathes this 
country and chooses what laws he wants to obey 
and ignore; to have to put up with a Republican 
Party that is paper thin in courage and conviction; 
and to have to live in a nation that is half asleep at 
the wheel when it comes to being informed; none 
of this bodes well for this once great country.  
   First of all, our United States Constitution makes 
it clear that Congress has the power to check an 
out of control president, and others such as 
Hilleary Clinton and Eric Holder. Period. Next, if 
Congress lacks the backbone to stand their ground 
then it is up to the Supreme Court to preserve the 
document we revere and regard as the Supreme 
Law of the Land. If they fail, then it is up to the 
people to rise up and remove any president and 
government which threaten that Constitution and 
our Constitutional rights.  
   Now, should these people exercising their rights 
to remove such a tyrannical government, are 
stifled in their efforts by civilian agencies armed to 
the teeth, then it is our leaders in our armed forces 
who are sworn, not to have allegiance to any  

 
president, but to this Constitutional Republic, who 
must take charge and take direct action in defense 
of our Constitution.  
   Understand this America; Barack Hussein 
Obama is playing for keeps. The Democrat Party 
is behind him. Their aim is to change America and 
decimate the Republican Party. There is no 
compromising on their part. Since our current 
Republican leaders cannot, will not, or just plain 
refuse to stop this president and his agenda it is left 
to other means to save this country.  
   Read the United States Constitution and the Bill 
of Rights. You cannot defend and preserve what 
you do not know you have. Do not take this 
president and his party lightly or for granted. We 
must, as true conservatives, stand firm and 
checkmate this president and literarily dismantle 
and destroy the party from which he draws his 
support and strength from. That is how you’ll 
defeat him, the democrats and Islamic terrorists 
such as Boko Haram, al Qaeda, and ISIS. 
   You see, two years is still a lot of time to do 
further damage to this country. Our values, our 
way of life, and our religious freedoms are under 
attack and constantly. The sad thing about this is 
that half of America does not even know what is 
really going on. Talk about being blind. 

 

U.S. Sanctions 
Against Venezuela 
Denounced by Latin 
American Leaders  
 

Miguel Tinker-Salas says U.S. 
attempts to destabilize Maduro's 
government will backfire  

 

By: PAUL JAY, SENIOR EDITOR, TRNN:  
   President Obama has issued an executive order 
placing sanctions on seven Venezuelan officials 
for alleged human rights violations and political 
prosecution of opposition protesters since 
February 2014. The statement, which opens by 
describing, quote, "the unusual and extraordinary 
threat to the national security and foreign policy of 
the United States posed by the situation in 
Venezuela." Obama will order the freezing of the 
officials' assets and block their entry to the U.S.  
   It has been denounced by several Latin 
American leaders. Bolivian President Evo Morales 
said, "We condemn, we repudiate, in the 21st 
century we won't accept this kind of intervention 
by the United States". Well, Ecuadorian President 
Rafael Correa said, "It must be a bad joke, which 
reminds us of the darkest hours of our America, 
when we received invasions and dictatorships 
imposed by imperialism." 
   The Cuban government also issued a statement, 
which said, "How does Venezuela threaten the 
United States? Thousands of kilometers away, 
without strategic weapons and without employing 
resources nor officials to plot against U.S 
constitutional order, the statement is unbelievable, 
and lays bare the intentions of those who have 
come up with it." 
Well, now joining us to talk about all of this from 
Claremont, California, is Miguel Tinker Salas. 
He's a professor of Latin American history at 
Pomona College, author of The Enduring Legacy: 
Oil, Culture, and Society in Venezuela, and a 
forthcoming book is Venezuela: What Everyone 
Needs to Know. 
   MIGUEL TINKER SALAS, AUTHOR, 
VENEZUELA: WHAT EVERYONE NEEDS TO 
KNOW: Thank you very much. 
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   JAY: So what do you make of this statement? 
[crosstalk] 
   TINKER SALAS: [crosstalk] the differences that 
exist within Venezuela, and it's been part of a tit-
for-tat struggle that has erupted since Obama 
purportedly attempted to restore relations with 
Cuba. The very same day in which the U.S. 
administration indicated that they were going to 
normalize relations with Cuba, they also said that 
Venezuela would now receive sanctions. So this is 
a continuation of that process of escalation, so that 
while on the one hand they can argue that they're 
trying to open up relations with Cuba, on the other 
hand they're trying to have Venezuela replace 
Cuba in the U.S. political discourse between the 
right and the left. 
   JAY: Now, on the face of it, the hypocrisy is so 
ridiculous I think a school child would be able to 
point it out, that the United States says nothing 
about human rights violations in a place like Saudi 
Arabia, and now targets for sanctions Venezuela. 
So, given that the optics of this, at least outside the 
United States--I think the whole world must find 
this kind of a bad joke, as I said in the opening--
why now? Why do you think the United States is 
upping the ante here? 
   TINKER SALAS: Well, there's two possible 
scenarios. One is that the opposition in Venezuela 
has proven incapable or have not been able to 
pressure the Maduro government, and they want to 
expedite the process of regime change in 
Venezuela. So that may be a real possibility, that 
they hope that these kind of decisions will 
exacerbate internal conditions within the country. 
But the other one is also the relationship that it has 
with the Summit of the Americas. On April 10 and 
11, there is an upcoming Summit of the Americas, 
and there is an argument for those in Venezuela 
that they don't want Maduro present at that 
meeting and they hope to bog him down in internal 
problems in Venezuela. 
   I think this in fact will backfire for the U.S., 
because rather than expecting to separate 
Venezuela and Cuba as they were hoping to do 
initially in normalizing with Cuba while at the 
same time targeting Venezuela, they may in fact 
have begun to unify the various countries of Latin 
America around Venezuela. And Obama may in 
fact confront a repeat of the 2012 Summit of the 
Americas in Cartagena, Colombia, where he was 
completely isolated on the question of the drug 
war and on the question of Cuba. So this issue may 
in fact backfire. 
   JAY: Yeah. It seems very strange timing to do it 
so publicly. I mean, the truth is the Venezuelan 
economy's in terrible shape, especially given the 
price of oil, and Maduro is polling very low. You'd 
think the Americans would be smart enough to 
stay the heck out of this and not allow this to 
become an American-centric issue. But to step 
right into it, as you say, it's going to--it's the 
foreshadowing of a 2002 coup again. And all of 
Latin America, whatever they think of Venezuela--
most of Latin America's very sympathetic to 
Venezuela--they will be outraged at any other 
attempt at a coup. 
   TINKER SALAS: I think that's obvious. And I 
think the larger issue is that they're actually 
playing, therefore, this card, this notion that they 
can cause real divisions between Latin America 
and Venezuela, and they're hoping to isolate it. 
Again, that's why, in other words, they attempted 
to normalize with Cuba while at the same time 
attempting to condemn Venezuela. So I think it 
plays into that argument. 
   I think the other part of it that's important is that 
they're also fishing in troubled waters. They're 
trying to see if by doing this action against largely 
military individuals they can see if there's other 
fissures within the military or within the judicial 
system, 'cause this sends a strong message to the 
Venezuelan military: we're watching you, we're 
targeting you. And much like they did in Chile, 
they're trying to find different gaps, spaces, 
fissures within the military, particularly if there's 
differences within the current government, that 
they can--able to exploit, particularly around a 
potential coup. 
………continued on page 3………. 
 



 
………continued from page 2………… 
   JAY: Now, what do you make of Maduro 
throwing--what is it?--like, 100 people out of the 
U.S. embassy, reducing it down to 17 people? It 
seems to me--I mean, I don't quite get that. If you 
think the U.S. embassy was directly involved in 
the coup attempt that the Venezuelan government 
has described, then why don't you throw them all 
out. And if you don't think they're directly 
involved, then don't throw anybody out. But 
Obama in some sense does have to respond to that 
kind of throwing out of all his people. 
   TINKER SALAS: Except that Venezuela isn't 
responding to the fact that there are only 17 
Venezuelans in the U.S. intersection in 
Washington. So what they're saying is, we want 
parity. If we're only allowed to have 17, then you 
should only be allowed to have 17. Why do you 
need such a large diplomatic mission at a time 
when you don't have an embassy here or an 
ambassador here? That's the larger question they're 
asking.  
   The same thing in terms of the visas, because the 
U.S. requires Venezuelans to have a visa and go 
through a long intricate process and pay large 
sums of money in order to get a visa. So there 
Venezuelans are doing what exactly the Brazilians 
did, which is obligate U.S. residents to go to the 
consulate, pay their fee, and get a visa so they can 
control access into their own countries and at the 
same time have, essentially, parity. So I think that 
the reduction of the embassy staff and the question 
of the visas go hand-in-hand in this tit-for-tat back-
and-forth between Washington and Caracas. 
   JAY: Now, there's elections by the end of 2015 
for the National Assembly. How do you think all 
this relates to that? 
   TINKER SALAS: Well, I think that, as I 
suggested, that this is an ongoing effort to 
destabilize Venezuela. Venezuela has been 
targeted for regime change in Latin America by 
the Bush administration, by the Obama 
administration. Bush attempted to inoculate Latin 
America against Venezuela. Obama's been trying 
to isolate Venezuela, and particularly in light of 
this new Cuba strategy. So I think it's a part of a 
continuum of that process.  
   I think that, unfortunately for the U.S., what 
they've done is essentially stepped right into the 
middle of the electoral divide and the electoral 
process and essentially [so show (?)] their cards 
that they are interested in regime change and 
essentially are taking very direct actions and 
aiding and abetting the Venezuelan opposition in 
this process. And I think in many ways it 
legitimates efforts at coups in Venezuela, which is 
a very unfortunate message for the U.S. to be 
sending toward Latin America in 2015. 
   JAY: I mean, like most U.S. foreign policy, it 
often has more to do with U.S. domestic politics 
than it has to do with any thoughtful assessment of 
what is going on in the world. I mean, how much 
of this Venezuelan posturing--'cause the sanctions 
themselves targeting seven guys is not going to 
make much of a difference to Venezuela--how 
much of this is just throwing some red meat to 
some of the Republicans that hate the Cuba 
policy? 
   TINKER SALAS: There's no doubt it could be a 
factor, particularly in light of the fact that Bob 
Menendez, senator from New Jersey, may in fact 
be indicted, and as a result has been one of the 
strongest advocates on behalf of sanctions against 
Venezuela. This could be part of a dynamic in 
terms of U.S. internal policy, and particularly 
throwing, as you said, red meat to the right wing 
sectors. 
   But this has never really benefited Obama. In 
fact, he's deported 2 million undocumented people 
from the U.S., hoping to allay the right-wing 
attack, and they still attack him. So I think it's a 
failed policy, both in terms of dealing with Latin 
America, and it's a failed policy in dealing with his 
own internal dynamics.  
   And what it doesn't perceive is how it will be 
read in Latin America, because whether it's 
sanctions against seven individuals, whether it's 
sanctions against two individuals, the reality in 
Latin America is going to be read as the U.S. 
meddling in the internal affairs of Latin America  
 

 
once again from a president who promised a 
different approach towards the region.  
   JAY: Alright. Thanks very much for joining us, 
Miguel. 
   TINKER SALAS: Thank you very much. 
   JAY: And thank you for joining us on The Real 
News Network.  
   Just a note before we end the interview, for full 
transparency's sake, we'd like you to know that   
The Real News Network is associated with a 
company called "The Baltimore Studios" and 
Baltimore Studios does things like rent out the 
studio in the building that we're in. It also does 
some productions for third parties, includes other 
broadcasters at times, and one of those is a show 
called "The Global African". That show is 
produced for TeleSUR and TeleSUR's owned by a 
few latin american countries including Venezuela, 
Bolivia, Cuba, Ecuador, Argentina, Nicaragua, and 
Uruguay. So, we don't think that affects our 
coverage but it's up to you to judge. So, we 
thought you should know. Thanks for joining us 
on The Real News Network.  
 

 

How The Iran Letter 
Is Playing In The 
2016 Campaign 
March 12, 2015 6:27 PM ET  
By: Emily Martinez, NPR 

 

Wisconsin Gov. Scott Walker contends that the 
next president might not be bound by a nuclear 
deal President Obama strikes with Iran.  
Nicholas Kamm/AFP/Getty Images  

   Forty-seven Senate Republicans signed a letter 
to Tehran's leaders Monday questioning the 
authority of any agreement Iran might sign with 
President Obama that is not ratified by Congress. 
And it's becoming an issue in the 2016 presidential 
campaign with potential Republican candidates 
signing onto the letter. 
   Tom Cotton, the freshman Arkansas senator 
behind the letter, even tweeted a Farsi translation 
directly to the Iranian president and foreign 
minister. 
   The move has enraged Democrats. The hashtag 
#47traitors was trending on Twitter, and a petition 
to charge the senators as being in violation of the 
Logan Act has gotten more than the required 
100,000 signatures for the White House to 
respond. 
   (By Thursday morning, it had more than 200,000 
signatures. The White House, however, is likely to 
defer to the Department of Justice as it routinely 
does with petitions calling for legal action. See 
that Justin Bieber petition.) 
   The letter also comes a week after Israeli Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu addressed Congress 
about his reservations on a potential nuclear deal 
with Iran. 
   Kentucky Sen. Rand Paul, a likely 2016 
contender, co-sponsored the prime minister's  
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invitation and signed onto the letter to Iran, though 
he later denied in an interview with NBC's Today 
that he was trying to undermine the president in 
negotiating with Iran. Instead, he said he was 
actually trying "to strengthen the president's hand." 
Jeb Bush and Wisconsin Gov. Scott Walker, 
leading early Republican primary polls, also 
expressed support for the senators. 
"The Senators are reacting to reports of a bad deal 
that will likely enable Iran to become a nuclear 
state over time," Bush said in a statement. "They 
would not have been put in this position had the 
Administration consulted regularly with them 
rather than ignoring their input." 
Walker stressed that the president should seek 
congressional authorization. 
"Unless the White House is prepared to submit the 
Iran deal it negotiates for congressional approval, 
the next president should not be bound by it," 
Walker said in his statement. 
Florida Sen. Marco Rubio of Florida — who got 
into a heated back and forth with Secretary of 
State John Kerry on Wednesday during a 
congressional hearing about Iran and fighting the 
so-called Islamic State — signed onto the letter. In 
a fundraising email, his PAC highlighted that he 
was "proud to be one of the first senators to sign." 
Louisiana Gov. Bobby Jindal signed onto the letter 
after it was released. 
Texas Gov. Rick Perry also said he "would be 
proud and honored to sign the letter." Perry linked 
to his video on Facebook about the nuclear threat 
Iran poses: 
Jindal went a step further, saying anyone running 
for president "should sign on." 
"Every single person thinking about running for 
president, on both sides, should sign on to this 
letter to make clear to Iran that they are 
negotiating with a lame-duck president," Jindal 
said in a statement. "Make no mistake, any Iran 
deal that President Obama makes is not binding on 
a future president." 
Of course, not every presidential contender agrees. 
Former Secretary of State Hillary Clinton 
addressed the letter Monday at the beginning of a 
news conference designed to put aside a 
controversy of her own about a different form of 
written communication. 
"Either these senators were trying to be helpful to 
the Iranians or harmful to the Commander-In-
Chief in the midst of high-stakes international 
diplomacy," Clinton insisted. "Either answer does 
discredit to the letters' signatories." 
Sen. Bernie Sanders of Vermont, who is likely to 
challenge Clinton, expressed his outrage on 
Facebook: 
Vice President Biden, who's unlikely to run if 
Clinton does, is a longtime former member of the 
Senate and called the letter "beneath the dignity of 
an institution I revere." 
The current officer holder, President Obama, hit 
back hard at Republicans Monday. 
"It's somewhat ironic to see some members of 
Congress wanting to make common cause with the 
hardliners in Iran," Obama said. "It's an unusual 
coalition." 

 

The Murder of Boris 
Nemtsov in Moscow  
Who killed Boris Nemtsov? He was neither 
a leader nor real opposition, according to 
Aleksandr Buzgalin, professor of political 
economy at Moscow State University 
Transcript 

 
By: SHARMINI PERIES, TRNN 
 
……….continued on page 4………….. 
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Welcome to The Real News Network. I'm 
Sharmini Peries, coming to you from Baltimore.  
   The murder of Boris Nemtsov, one of the 
opposition leaders in Moscow, has the Western 
press buzzing with whodunit. It makes great 
television.  
But who is Boris Nemtsov, and what did he stand 
for politically in Russia? This is the topic of our 
next discussion with Aleksandr Buzgalin. As you 
know, Aleksandr is a professor of political 
economy at Moscow State University. He's also a 
editor of the independent democratic left magazine 
Alternatives.  
Aleksandr, thank you so much for joining us. 
ALEKSANDR BUZGALIN, PROF. OF 
POLITICAL ECONOMY, MOSCOW STATE 
UNIV.: I'm very glad to talk with you every time. 
   PERIES: I know that there's been lots of 
speculations and arrests going on, and there's 
various stories in terms of what the media is 
speculating in terms of whodunit. But what is the 
more intelligent conversations going on in 
Moscow about this? 
   BUZGALIN: So it's a beautiful question, but, 
unfortunately, I'm not Sherlock Holmes, and I 
cannot give you the answer who killed Boris 
Nemtsov and who organized this crime.  
But, as professor, I can discuss question why we 
have so long discussions around this person and 
this crime. And the question is not so simple, 
because when two years ago--even more now--a 
very important person, democratic left leader 
Stanislav Markelov, the defender of many 
minorities in our country, trade union leaders, 
immigrants, was killed in the center of Moscow, it 
was a few discussions, really no discussions in big 
news companies like CNN or something like that. 
And when Boris Nemtsov was killed, [incompr.] 
the whole speculation for--I hope it will be 
finished soon, but I am afraid that it will be for the 
whole month or maybe even more.  
Why? This is big question mark. And this is not an 
accident. Boris Nemtsov was made by media. He 
was transferred to the leader of democratic 
opposition. He became so-called victim of bloody 
KGB and so on and so far. But in reality it's not so.  
   I don't know who killed this person, honestly. 
And I can comment a little bit what kind of ideas 
are discussing now in intellectual and political 
space in Russia. In Russia, he is associated not 
with democratic opposition, human rights, and so 
on; he is associated with a bloody economic 
policy. I told bloody, and that means bloody. It 
was war in Chechnya. It was collapse in economy, 
decline, 50 percent decline of gross national 
product, 30 percent and more decline of average 
incomes for majority of population, 50 percent 
decline of real incomes. He was one of the leaders 
of this shock therapy policy or so-called shock 
without therapy policy and Russia. He is still 
associated with these right-wing shock therapy 
politicians. And he had no support from ordinary 
Russians and from majority of intellectuals, only 
so-called glamour intelligentsia, part of 
bourgeoisie, part of pro-Western liberal political 
persons, and that's it--really minority.  
   We had two years ago even more big 
demonstrations in so-called Bolotnaya Square, so-
called because in Russia Bolotnaya means swamp. 
And this is symbolic name. But it was really big 
demonstration, not one demonstration, 
demonstrations. And Nemtsov was among leaders. 
But for majority he was not their leader. We had 
different people--red social democrats, center 
leaders, some representatives of glamour 
intelligentsia, some persons from the past, like 
Nemtsov, and he was among these persons, and 
that was very big contradiction.  
   And, for example, Sergei (spl?) /b� ls�� f/, who is 
now in prison and who is in terrible conditions--he 
is on the border of death. I hope he is healthy in 
prison. But there is no big discussions, because he 
is communist and he is real leader of opposition, 
among others. And he really requires big changes 
in economic, social, and political life in our 
country. And I support big part of his requirements 
economic, social sphere, and the sphere of real 
democracy, and so on.  
   Nemtsov, he was symbol of necessity to change 
economic policy in favor of another type of  

 
corporations, not to change in favor of people. He 
was supporter of absolute democracy. But when he 
was a leader, it was less democracy--or maybe the 
same absence of democracy as now.  
When he was a leader, it was a period of terrible 
corruption and bloody criminal atmosphere in our 
country. So he is not associated with opportunity 
chances for radical changes for 90 percent of 
Russians.  
   Why he became now so popular? Because, first 
of all, it's very beautiful opportunity to make from 
this playboy leader of democratic opposition. He is 
a right-winger, and this is very useful for many 
right-wing leaders in our country, and especially 
abroad. He can be also used as symbol of a terrible 
regime in our country.  
   Again, I am--I wasn't--I'm afraid I will be very 
critical about policy of our leaders, including 
president, ruling party, prime minister, and 
majority of ministers in my country. We have 
really very big economic, social, and political 
contradictions, and these contradictions must be 
discussed.  
   About different versions of this murder, this 
crime, first of all, I am afraid that behind this 
killing is money. It was with many leaders of so-
called democratic opposition when they became 
victims not of political terror, not of political 
oppression, but victims of terrible contradictions 
inside their /ro� n/ groups. They could not divide 
money. They had been contradictions who will 
receive how big money.  
   Nemtsov, by the way, it was not businessman. 
He didn't have big status and he was very rich and 
spending a lot of money for everything. So this is 
one of the versions, that behind are simply big 
problems with money, division of money, and 
contradictions around this, and it was just people 
who were, how to say, anybody bought these 
people from caucus to kill Nemtsov because it was 
necessary to solve this contradiction. This is one of 
the versions.  
   Another version which is discussed by liberal so-
called democrats--but they're not really democrats, 
by the way; that's another story. I can tell you then, 
if you [incompr.] like Pinochet, these fighters for 
democracy, so-called democracy in Russia, or so-
called fighters for democracy in Russia. But they 
think that it was organized by Putin, KGB, or 
something like that. I think it's not true, because 
for Putin this is big, big, big, big headache, and of 
course for him it was not profitable at all to have 
this person killed. Alive, Nemtsov was nobody. 
Nemtsov, as victim became, a symbol of--I don't 
know what--of something terrible, beautiful, 
dangerous, and so on.   A lot of people are now 
walking in the streets and with words next me, 
next I'll--next person who will be killed, it's me. So 
it's just symbolic game, and I don't think that this 
is Putin behind.  
   Also, there is strange versions that friends, 
colleagues of Nemtsov decided to kill him in order 
to have this victim, the symbol that it's a good 
person, beautiful person, he is killed, and now all 
opposition will be united and we'll make 
something very big and important to change the 
situation. I don't think this is true, but this version 
is also popular.  
   That's it, really. And generally speaking, for me 
the question is not who is the murderer, who killed 
Nemtsov, or who is behind. Main question is what 
kind of problems we have in my country, in 
Russia, and what is the international context for 
these questions, for these problems, for these 
contradictions. And this question I really want to 
discuss, but first of all I want to stress again and 
again we have very important questions, even 
interconnected with violence.  

 
Congressional Approval For 
Military Fight Against ISIS 
Faces Uphill Battle 
By: Ailsa Chang, NPR 
President Obama has asked Congress to give him a 
new resolution authorizing military force so the 
U.S. can fight the self-described Islamic State, also 
known as ISIS, across the Middle East. 
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RENEE MONTAGNE, HOST:  
And President Obama wants congressional 
approval to fight the self-proclaimed Islamic State. 
Lawmakers agree ISIS must be stopped. But 
they're divided over the scope of an authorization 
for use of military force, or AUMF. Democrats 
want more limitations. Republicans want more 
latitude. And as NPR's Ailsa Chang reports, one 
man is caught in the middle. 
AILSA CHANG, BYLINE: Senate Foreign 
Relations Chair Bob Corker of Tennessee has a 
problem. 
SENATOR BOB CORKER: I don't know of a 
single Democrat that supports the AMF as written, 
OK? 
CHANG: The whole thing is very peculiar to 
Corker because he says the White House spent so 
much time discussing, writing and vetting that 
military force authorization. 
CORKER: It's a rare occurrence that a president 
will send over an AUMF like that and not a single 
member of his own party will support it, so... 
CHANG: So now it's Corker's problem to figure 
out where to find consensus. If he changes the 
language to satisfy defense hawks who don't want 
to tie the president's hands on this mission, he'll 
lose Democrats, as well as some from his own 
party like Rand Paul of Kentucky. 
(SOUNDBITE OF ARCHIVED RECORDING) 
SENATOR RAND PAUL: People worry about the 
danger of being too confining. We're not even 
anywhere close to that. 
CHANG: At yesterday's Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee hearing, Paul took issue with the 
provision allowing the U.S. to attack any forces 
associated with ISIS. 
(SOUNDBITE OF ARCHIVED RECORDING) 
PAUL: Secretary Carter, do you understand that if 
it were to pass as is now, there are those of us who 
would worry that this would be authorizing 
unlimited troops in 30 different nations if the 
administration saw fit to send them? 
U.S. SECRETARY OF DEFENSE ASHTON 
CARTER: Senator, I think that... 
CHANG: Defense Secretary Ash Carter struggled 
for three hours to explain exactly how this 
resolution accommodated two goals - enough 
flexibility for the military and enough restrictions 
to ensure this wouldn't be a drawn-out war. 
CARTER: We're trying to strike that balance. It's 
always hard to strike a balance in language. I've 
said before, I'm not a lawyer. 
CHANG: But even the lawyers in the group 
suggested striking that balance is a fantasy. Take, 
for example, the now famously confusing ban on 
enduring offensive ground combat operations. 
Here's Democrat Chris Murphy of Connecticut. 
SENATOR CHRIS MURPHY: If we resort to just 
an understanding that these words mean something 
less than what happened in Iraq and Afghanistan, 
then that really is no limitation at all. And I'm 
barely a lawyer. I practiced for about four years. 
But I do remember the concept of statutes being 
void for vagueness. 
CHANG: But vagueness is what happens when 
trying to win over diametrically opposite camps of 
lawmakers. One Republican even suspected the 
White House was trying to placate another interest, 
too - Iran. Marco Rubio of Florida asked Secretary 
of State John Kerry whether limiting ground 
troops was part of the nuclear deal the U.S. is 
negotiating with Iran. 
(SOUNDBITE OF ARCHIVED RECORDING) 
SENATOR MARCO RUBIO: I believe that much 
of our strategy with regards to ISIS is being driven 
by a desire not to upset Iran so that they don't walk 
away from the negotiating table on the deal that 
you're working on. Tell me why I'm wrong. 
U.S. SECRETARY OF STATE JOHN KERRY: 
Because the facts completely contradict that. 
CHANG: Even if lawmakers fail to bridge any of 
their differences, there's one reality that Chairman 
Corker is well aware of. 
CORKER: At present, certainly whether we pass 
an AMF or don't pass an AMF has zero effect on 
what's happening on the ground - like, none - zero. 
CHANG: Because the White House says although 
it would like Congress' buy-in, it doesn't need 
lawmakers' permission to do what it's doing now 
anyway.  



 

 

 

 

 
Where is Your Money 
Going? 
By J. Smith 
   Those citizens in attendance at the Public 
Hearing part of the BOCC meeting Feb 24 were 
shocked to hear that the Better Place Plan funded 
by the One Cent Surtax had a BPP DEBT 
SERVICE of $1.58 mil for 2014 alone. WHAT? 
That plan was sold to taxpayers in 2002 as a way 
for the county to "have nice things they would not 
otherwise have" with "dirt to pavement" projects 
being the focus. DEBT ACCUMULATION WAS 
NOT PART OF WHAT THE TAXPAYERS 
THOUGHT THEY WERE GETTING. As a 
taxpayer, you know YOU are on the hook if 
money is not used responsibly and overextension 
happens. 
  Several citizens who have been attending BOCC 
meetings have been wondering what the Fiscal 
Year 2014 "Debt Service" reported by the Better 
Place Plan Citizen Oversight committee on its 
annual report is comprised of.  The real amount of 
loans and other "obligations" of BPP funds are not 
counted in that debt figure? 
   After some search of county records, BPP has 
been used to guarantee short falls on multiple 
loans including loans that extend PAST the sunset 
date (31 Dec 2017) of the current BPP Ordinance. 
   In the notes below which come from the 2012 
county Comprehensive Annual Financial Report 
(CAFR) it states: "to exceed 100% of future 
revenues.”  
This refers to the BPP being over budget due to 
screw ups the BOCC admits in their report and 
actually state: "In future years, the County will 
endeavor to more closely monitor expenditures 
in its funds."     
   Keep in mind this is only ONE YEAR and the 
BPP went into effect in 2002. 
Be aware that words have become 
interchangeable within the report  as BPP 
funds get referred to by different terms. For 
instance "non-ad valorem sources" and 
"discretionary infrastructure surtax" imply 
 the Better Place Plan. 
   Check out some of the highlighted sections of 
the document below.   
From Page 32 
   Putnam County, Florida Notes to Financial 
Statements September 30, 2012  
NOTE 9 – LONG-TERM 
OBLIGATIONS Business-Type Activities  
Notes Payable - $4,000,000, 3.76% interest rate, 8-
year note from a financial institution to finance 
construction of a new cell at the County Landfill. 
The note is payable from and secured by special 
assessments for waste disposal. Principal and 
interest payments of approximately $145,449 are 
due quarterly until maturity on October 1, 2017.  
   $9,783,912 from the State of Florida in three 
series of State Revolving Fund loans to provide 
financing for the East Putnam Water System. 
The interest rates range from 2.64% to 2.82%. 
The loan will be repaid in 40 semiannual loan 
payments of $329,149. The note is secured by 
operating proceeds of the Water System.  
Revenue Bonds - $4,268,000 from the United 
States Department of Agriculture is Water 
Revenue Bonds, Series 2008B to provide 
financing for the East Putnam Water System. The 
interest rate is 4.25%. The loan will be repaid in 38 
annual loan payments of $228,300 beginning 
September 1, 2011.  
   $2,054,900 from the United States 
Department of Agriculture is Water Revenue 
Bonds, Series 2008A to provide financing for the 
East Putnam Water System. The interest rate is 
4.50%. The loan will be repaid in 38 annual loan 
payments of $113,600 beginning September 1, 
2011. The bond is secured by operating proceeds 
from the East Putnam Water System. The Better 

Place Plan Fund is obligated to cover deficiencies 
up to $275,000 per year. 
   The County has pledged future water customer 
revenues to repay $6.323 million in water system 
revenue bonds issued in fiscal year 2009 and State 
Revolving Fund notes totaling $9.784 million 
issued during fiscal years 2008 through 2011. 
Additionally, the County has pledged up to 
$275,000 per annum of discretionary infrastructure 
surtax revenue through January 1, 2018 to 
supplement water customer revenues if 
necessary..  Annual principal and interest 
payments are expected to exceed 100% of 
future revenues. Any shortfalls will be made up 
from the discretionary surtax and other non-ad 
valorem revenue sources. The total of principal 
and interest payments remaining to be made is 
$23.451 million. Principal payments of $481,291 
were made in the current year, while interest 
payments totaling $517,623 were made.  
The County has pledged a portion of future 
discretionary infrastructure surtax revenue to repay 
notes of $10 million and $3.5 million issued in 
2007 and 2008, respectively. Proceeds from the 
notes financed various road improvement projects 
throughout the County. The notes are payable 
solely from the one cent local infrastructure surtax 
and mature January 1, 2018.  The total principal 
and interest remaining to be paid on the notes is 
$8.909 million. For the current year, principal and 
interest paid and surtax revenue were $1.582 
million and $4.448 million, respectively. 
    From Page 38 {“non ad valorem sources” could 
also refer to BPP.  What private sector entities are 
they referring to and which are UN-NAMED) 
Putnam County, Florida Notes to Financial 
Statements September 30, 2012  
NOTE 9 – LONG-TERM OBLIGATIONS  
   The County has pledged future special 
assessment revenues to repay $1.382 million and 
1.9 million in notes issued in 2004 and 2005, 
respectively. Proceeds from the notes provided 
financing for road improvement projects within 
certain Municipal Service Benefit Units. The 2004 
note will mature in 2014, while the 2005 note will 
mature in 2018. Annual principal and interest 
payments on the notes are expected to exceed 
100% of future revenues as some special 
assessments were prepaid and set aside for future 
debt service. Any potential future shortfalls will be 
made up from other non-ad valorem revenue 
sources. The total principal and interest remaining 
to be paid on the notes is $1.408 million. For the 
current year, principal and interest paid and special 
assessment revenue were $0.353 million and 
$0.282 million, respectively. 
   The County has pledged specific traffic ticket 
surcharge revenues designated for 
communications improvements to repay a 
$1.356 million note issued in 2005. The proceeds 
from the note were used to construct and equip 
several communications towers within the 
County. The note will mature in 2020. The total 
principal and interest remaining to be paid on the 
note is $0.933 million.  
   The County has pledged specific landfill 
collection special assessments to repay a $4 
million note issued in fiscal year 2009. The 
proceeds from the note were designated to 
construct a new cell at the central landfill. The 
note will mature in 2018..  
   The Putnam County Development Authority, a 
discretely presented component unit of Putnam 
County, has issued Revenue Bonds to provide 
financial assistance to private-sector entities for 
the acquisition and construction of industrial 
and commercial facilities deemed to be in the 
public interest. The bonds are secured by the 
property financed and are payable solely from 
payments received on the underlying mortgage  
loans. Neither the Authority, the County, the State, 
nor any political subdivision thereof is obligated in 
any manner for repayment of the bonds.  
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Accordingly, the bonds are not reported as 
liabilities in the accompanying financial 
statements.  
   The BOCC is not going to give up their piggy 
bank without a fight. Even if the BPP renewal is 
voted down this election, they have time to dredge 
it back up for the 2016 election....but shouldn't we, 
the taxpayers, insist on guidelines and oversight? 

 

BOCC Votes for more 
Debt for the Better 
Place Plan  
By: Rick Haven, APN  
   At the March 10th BOCC meeting the 
commissioners voted to increase the debt against 
the current Better Place Plan by an additional $1.4 
million.  At the very least it is putting the cart 
before the horse if the extension of the Better 
Place Plan does not pass on the April 7th Special 
Election. 
   The BOCC has been less than forth coming on 
the current debt tied to the Better Place Plan.  
However, from the 2012 Comprehensive Annual 
Financial Report (CAFR), there are currently 
several loans obligated.  The first made in 2007 for 
$10 million and a second for $3.5 million to be 
repaid by 2018. 
   This new loan from the Florida Dept. of 
Environmental Protection is the forth or fifth loan 
for the East Palatka Water Treatment System.  
Three additional revolving loans for the East 
Palatka Water Treatment System were acquired 
between 2008 through 2011.  One is being repaid 
from operating proceeds at a rate of $658,298 a 
year while the other two of $4.3 million and $2.05 
million were financed through bonds which are 
payable in 2038 and 2048 respectively at 4.5%.  
However, lacking additional operating revenue 
from the water treatment system, the Better Place 
Plan is encumbered at $275.000 per year for each 
of these bonds. 
   How could the BOCC in good conscience have 
obligated the Better Place Plan to repay loans and 
bonds as much as thirty years after the plan was to 
sunset?  Certainly a bank would not give any of us 
home mortgages with a pay-off set for thirty years 
after our deaths! 
   The total debt for Putnam County has not been 
given to those who have asked.  It can be reasoned 
at this point that figure is an amount beyond the 
capabilities to repay, and the BOCC continues to 
beg Peter to repay Paul.  That will work until Peter 
gets pissed-off and wants his money and the 
current members of the BOCC are no longer 
around. 
   Vote NO on the Better Place Plan on the April 
7th ballot.  Perhaps after it is defeated, the 
members of the BOCC will begin addressing 
Putnam County’s debt in a reasonable manner as 
we would address our personal debts.  In our 
personal finances, we do not continue to write 
checks until all the checks are gone.  It is time the 
BOCC begins to do the same! 

 
If you have been bullied or threatened by someone 
in regards to this newsletter please write us and tell 
us what happened. If you would like to remain 
anonymous, that’s alright. If you are not scared of 
the bully and the threats feel free to let us know.  
Bullies are just children with bigger clothes. 

  



 

 

 

 
  

 

 

 

                                                       
 

Become a sponsor of the Putnam Co. edition of 
American Patriot News.  Business card ads are 
just $15 a month, published four times a month.   
       Just send us your business card to; 
American Patriot News, P.O. Box 134, 
    Pomona Park, FL - 32181   It’s that easy!  
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To receive the Putnam Co. edition of American 
Patriot News in your e-mail box, contact us; 
     am-patriot-new2013@bellsouth.net 
Editor: APN.Robert@yahoo.com 
 


