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forum

Once an article is 
published on studlife.
com, it will remain there 
permanently. We do 
not remove articles or 
authors’ names from the 
site unless an agreement 
was reached prior to July 
26, 2005.

We welcome letters 
to the editor and 
op-ed submissions 
from our readers. 
Submissions may 
be sent to letters@
studlife.com and 
must include the 
writer’s name, class 
and phone number 
for verification. 

Letters should be 
no longer than 350 
words in length, 
and readers may 
also submit longer 
op-eds of up to 750 
words. We reserve 
the right to print 
any submission as a 
letter or op-ed.
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O
n Tuesday, Missouri 
held its Republican 
Primary. Rick 
Santorum was 

the winner, meaning that 
he gets declared delegates 
in the Republican National 
Convention. Or rather, he would 
have, if  the Missouri Primary 
counted in the greater election.

Tuesday’s primary served no 
real purpose. The Republican 
National Committee (RNC) 
decided last year that only a 
few states could have primaries 
before March 6 or lose half  their 
delegates in the convention. 
As a result, Missouri, which 
traditionally holds its primary 

in February, was negatively 
affected by this decision. There 
will be a Missouri Caucus in 
March, where the delegates for 
the state are formally allocated, 
but people still voted today. 
Registered voters took their time 
to declare who they wanted to 
be the Republican presidential 
candidate, and it cost the tax-
payers of  Missouri seven million 
dollars.

While millions of  dollars 
wasted is bad enough, the 
inability of  the Missouri legis-
lature to solve an easy calendar 
issue draws negative attention to 
the failures of  our state govern-
ment. The state had a problem 

with an easy solution, but could 
not pass a bill to change the 
Republican primary date - even 
with a GOP controlled legisla-
ture and a two-year time frame. 
In fact, one Republican state 
senator described the situation 
to ABC as “the dumbest thing 
I’ve seen in my time in the 
legislature.” 

Most Wash. U. students 
undoubtedly saw a Facebook 
status, tweet, or heard a com-
ment about how Missouri 
citizens were foolish to endorse 
Santorum. However, in the 
rush to talk about how ridicu-
lous a candidate Santorum is, 
we have missed a two larger 

points: Santorum’s primary 
victory will not give him any 
practical advantage in the larger 
Republican race, and because 
of  a outrageous error by the 
government of  the state where 
(like it or not) we live, we will 
endure another costly election. 
By the time we reach the caucus 
that counts, Santorum may no 
longer be a candidate. 

The remaining, meaningful, 
Republican primaries will allow 
voters plenty of  opportunities 
to discuss the extreme views 
and personalities of  the likes 
of  Santorum, Mitt Romney 
and Newt Gingrich. But the 
discussion the Missouri primary 

should spark a discussion of  
another kind, one about the 
accountability of  our state 
officials. When a political body 
is responsible for the spending 
of  millions of  taxpayer dol-
lars, state residents and voters 
can’t turn a blind eye to how it’s 
done. The next time our friends 
and classmates want to discuss 
the stupidity of  Missouri voters 
for endorsing Santorum, we 
should remind them that some 
of  the same voters are respon-
sible for electing an incapable 
state legislature. 

STAFF EDITORIAL

A $7 million mistake
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L
ast week, the American 
Civil Liberties Union 
filed suit against the 
United States govern-

ment for violations of  the Freedom 
of  Information Act related to the 
Obama administration’s refusal 
to release any sort of  information 
relating to the assassinations of  
Anwar al-Awlaki and Samir Khan, 
two American citizens who were 
ranking members of  al-Qaida.

The ACLU’s lawsuit revolves 
around the key issue with these 
assassinations: the CIA killed 
American citizens without due 
process of  law. Anwar al-Awlaki 
and Samir Khan were killed 
last September in Yemen by an 
unmanned drone strike without 
any sort of  trial or protection of  
the constitutional rights guar-
anteed to American citizens 
under the Fourth Amendment. 

Moreover, the CIA has even 
denied the existence of  the 
program that orchestrated the 
drone strike. Now obviously these 
men were terrorists; their actions 
were wrong and  should not be 
condoned. But they were also 
American citizens, and if  we truly 
believe in American civil liberties, 
we have to believe that regardless 
of  your crimes, you have the right 
to a trial by jury, and the right 
to not be assassinated by your 
government. 

The fact that Obama 
Administration and the CIA have 
refused to officially acknowledge 
this assassination or their legal 
justification for the killing of  
American citizens while simul-
taneously touting it as a major 
victory in the war on terror is pure 
hypocrisy and terrifying from 
the perspective of  anyone even 
vaguely concerned with protection 
of  American civil liberties. 

Details of  the assassinations 

have been both leaked to press 
and revealed during on-the-record 
interviews with White House 
officials, including the president. 
Essentially, the CIA selected al-
Awlaki as a potential target for a 
top-secret killing program. Then, 
in April of  last year, President 
Barack Obama approved his place-
ment on this list of  eligible targets 
for this program. Al-Awlaki was 
the first American citizen to be 
placed on such a list.  

One key detail that remained 
entirely absent from these trium-
phant reports and interviews was 
the legal justification the Obama 
administration had used for allow-
ing the CIA to kill an American 
citizen. Citizens are supposed to 
be protected against government 
abuse, not murdered.

Immediately following the 
triumphant announcement of  
the killing by Obama himself  
during a White House press 
conference, the American Civil 

Liberties Union filed a Freedom 
of  Information Act request with 
the CIA, Department of  Defense, 
and Department of  Justice asking 
for basic information regarding the 
killings of  al-Awlaki and Khan as 
well as the administration’s legal 
justification for this action. They 
have received no response.

Even more disturbing, the CIA 
has denied even the existence of  its 
targeted killing program, claiming 
that it “could neither confirm nor 
deny the existence or nonexistence 
of  records” relating the ACLU’s 
request. Even scarier, Khan was 
not even on the list of  terrorists 
eligible for targeted killing. He was 
simply another American citizen, 
who happened to be a terrorist and 
also happened to be sitting next to 
al-Awlaki when he was assassi-
nated. If  this doesn’t scare you, it 
should.  

The CIA is denying knowledge 
of  a program that has successfully 
assassinated American citizens 

without due process of  law or 
constitutional protections afforded 
to Americans. The implications of  
this are frightening.  

We are now living in a world 
where the president of  the United 
States of  America can allow a 
covert government agency to kill 
American citizens, people born 
and raised in this country, entirely 
outside of  the judicial system 
or any due process of  law, and 
then pretend it never officially 
happened.

Sure, this time they were terror-
ists, but the precedent is now there. 
A legal precedent exists which 
gives the United States govern-
ment the ability to kill its own 
citizens without any legal recourse, 
without a trial by jury, and without 
any requirement to defend their 
actions in court.

Killing americans
SCOTT HABER
STAFF COLUMNIST

Scott Haber is a sophomore in Arts 
& Sciences. Write to Scott Haber at 
SCOTT.HABER@STUDLIFE.COM
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scene

Take Student Life’s 

SEX 
SURVEY

www.surveymonkey.com/s/XD2R6WP

WORD
ON THE STREET
How do you feel about 
Rick Santorum winning the 
Republican primary in Missouri?

Sruti Chivukula, senior
I haven’t really kept up, but it throws a wrench into the race.

Jason Zuke, freshman
He won the Missouri primary? That’s ridiculous, that ac-
tually upsets me a lot. I’m uncomfortable with his social 
values and views, especially on homosexuality.

Yueh Ho, senior
He won? Really? I am so behind. I hope he doesn’t gain 
any steam, because were Rick Santorum to have a legiti-
mate shot at the presidency, I would be fearful for the 
future of our country.

Hamilton Cook, freshman
It’s going to make it a very interesting race, 
with Romney in the lead, Gingrich fading, 
and Santorum still showing he’s a viable 
candidate. It’ll be really interesting, at least 
till Super Tuesday, to see who has enough 
momentum to win the nomination.

Robert Gottlieb, sophomore
I think the only shot the Republican Party has now is to 
nominate Mitt Romney. The other candidates are just a 
waste of space.

Mohit Harsh, junior
I feel he is a culturally insensitive, nar-
row-minded, aggressive and insensitive 
candidate that should not be the face of 
America for the world to see, let alone 
Americans themselves to see.

Logan Stafman, junior
I mean, he’s awful, but they’re all awful, right?

ALL PHOTOS BY GENEVIEVE HAY | STUDENT LIFE

Jasmine Knowles, senior 
I think that it’s insane that many people across the coun-
try think his viewpoints are legitimate. It scares me for 
the future of this country.
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