
By Jennifer Gonzalez Covarrubias

Jorge Sanchez decided to become a
journal ist  when his  father,  the
founder of a community newspa-

per, was kidnapped and murdered in
January. Now, as a wave of violence
against reporters continues to sweep
his home state of Veracruz-often called
the most dangerous in Mexico for the
news media-Sanchez fears  he and
many others could meet the same fate.
At least 11 Veracruz journalists have
been killed in the past five years in the
eastern state,  leading Repor ters
Without Borders to rank it the third
most dangerous place in the world to
practice the profession, after Iraq and
Syria.  Sanchez and his colleagues’ fears
have only grown since photojournalist
Ruben Espinosa, who had fled Veracruz
after being threatened and harassed,
was found brutally murdered with four
other victims in a Mexico City apart-
ment on July 31.

“Sometimes you ask yourself, are
they going to k i l l  us  a l l  soon?
Unfortunately, that seems to be the
idea,” Sanchez said.  Clasping the
upcoming issue of La Union, the news-
paper launched by his father, the 29-
year-old reporter said there appeared
to be a campaign in the oil-rich state to
“exterminate anyone who publishes
anything that brings bad governance
to light.” His dad, Moises, started La
Union with his  savings and kept it
going by moonlighting as a taxi driver.
The paper took a critical look at offi-
cials Moises blamed for the decline of
his  hometown,  Medel l in  de Bravo.
Moises was abducted from his home in

January and found several days later
with his throat slit. The local mayor was
accused of ordering the killing, but fled
before he could be arrested.

Barbed wire, cameras 
Now Jorge Sanchez has re-launched

La Union. He still lives in his father’s
house, which he has converted into a

sort of bunker. The two-story residence,
which has no windows on the second
floor, is surrounded by a security wall
topped with barbed wire. It is moni-
tored by 12 security cameras connected
to control centers staffed by interior
ministry agents and state authorities,

part of a protection program for at-risk
journalists and activists. 

State police stand watch outside 24
hours a day. “Ironically,” Sanchez says,
this is the same police force that “didn’t
react” to his father’s kidnapping. But,
he says, “living in fear is not an option”-
a line his dad used to use. That line will
also appear in the upcoming issue of

La Union, along with a page dedicated
to Espinoza, who worked for the promi-
nent news magazine Proceso and was a
friend of Sanchez. Espinosa was part of
a group of people who rallied around
the Sanchez family after Moises was
kidnapped, storming into the Veracruz

Congress  at  one point  to demand
action. The late photojournalist, who
was 31 when he died, also fought for
justice in the killing of Proceso corre-
spondent Regina Martinez, who was
strangled in her home in 2012.

Wary text messages
Veracruz journalists and activists

have demanded answers to the spate of
k i l l ings from state Governor Javier
Duarte, a member of President Enrique
Pena Nieto’s Institutional Revolutionary
Party (PRI) who has faced accusations of
threatening his critics. One of those
killed with Espinosa, Nadia Vera, was a
rights activist who had accused Duarte
of being behind the deaths of the 11
journalists killed since he came to pow-
er in 2010. Investigators questioned
Duar te this week on the k i l l ing of
Espinosa and Vera. 

He denied any involvement. The gov-
ernor is at the very least “indirectly”
responsible for the violence against
journalists in Veracruz, because his
administration has failed to stop it, said
Jorge Morales, a member of a watchdog
group that seeks to protect Veracruz’s
journalists. “As long as there is no justice
or change in the security situation, the
murders aren’t going to stop,” he said.
Another correspondent for Proceso, Noe
Zavaleta, related how he and his col-
leagues have taken to sending each
other a constant stream of text mes-
sages whenever they go out on assign-
ment, so someone will know if anything
goes wrong.  With tears in his eyes,
Zavaleta said Espinosa’s murder was “a
nightmare-one that you wish you could
wake up from.” —AFP
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Few Americans want to see the United States take a more
active approach to foreign policy, but the vast majority
thinks it may be appropriate to take military action to

achieve some goals in international affairs, according to a new
poll conducted by the Associated Press-NORC Center for
Public Affairs Research. Things to know about public opinion
on foreign policy:

Little appetite for intervention
Americans overall are more likely to say that the US should

take a less active role than a more active one in world affairs, 38
percent to 28 percent - while 33 percent say its current role is
about right. But the poll reveals a significant divide within the
Republican Party, with 38 percent saying the United States
should take a more active role in world affairs and 44 percent
saying it should take a less active one. Just 17 percent fall in the
middle, saying its current role is about right.  Among
Democrats, 23 percent prefer a more active role, 31 percent a
less active one and 45 percent say its current role is about right.

Terrorism, immigration 
More than half of Americans named the threat of terror-

ism and the Islamic State group as top issues to face the next
president, including similar percentages of Democrats and
Republicans.  That includes 3 in 10 Americans who specifically
mentioned the Islamic State group, militant Sunnis who occu-
py a large swath of Iraq and Syria and have a presence else-
where in the Middle East.  Nearly a quarter of Americans,
including 3 in 10 of Republicans, named immigration as a top
foreign policy issue. Other topics named by significant num-
bers of Americans (between 10 and 20 percent) include
Russia, Iraq and Afghanistan, environmental issues like cli-
mate change, humanitarian issues, the global economy and
foreign trade.

Military action favored 
Despite relatively little appetite for a more active foreign

policy generally, 9 in 10 Americans say the US should use mili-
tary force to protect itself from terrorist attacks. Republicans
are nearly unanimous on that issue, with 9 in 10 Democrats in
agreement. Eight in 10 Americans, including 9 in 10
Republicans and three-quarters of Democrats, say the US
should also use military action to protect US allies from attack.
And 7 in 10 Americans, including 8 in 10 Republicans and two-
thirds of Democrats, favor military action to prevent the
spread of nuclear weapons. Large majorities also say the US
should use both economic and diplomatic power to achieve
those goals.

Diplomacy, economic action 
Most Americans, including similar percentages of

Democrats and Republicans, say the US  should not use mili-
tary force to promote democracy or human rights in other
countries, or to advance US economic interests. To achieve
these goals, Americans would rather use diplomatic or eco-
nomic pressure. Diplomacy is favored by 9 in 10 to protect US
economic interests, by 8 in 10 to defend human rights in other
countries and by 7 in 10 to promote democracy in other coun-
tries.  Economic pressure is supported by about 8 in 10 to pro-
tect the country’s economic interests, by 7 in 10 to promote
and protect human rights, and by just under half to promote
democracy in other countries.

What Americans want to hear 
Nearly 9 in 10 Americans said it was very or extremely

important for them to know about the next president’s plan to
deal with terrorism generally, as well as the Islamic State group
specifically.  About 9 in 10 Americans also said it was very
important for them to know that person’s plan for dealing
with cyberattacks by foreign countries or terrorist groups.
Lower on Americans’ list of priorities come Iran (73 percent),
China (64 percent), government surveillance programs (64
percent), trade (63 percent), Russia (60 percent) and the con-
flict between  Israel and the Palestinians (59 percent). Just 34
percent say it’s important for them to know what the next
president will do about Cuba.

The poll was conducted before the nuclear deal reached
between the United States, Iran and other world powers, and
after the US and Cuba formally re-established diplomatic ties.
The AP-NORC Poll of 1,167 adults was conducted online and by
phone June 25-July 7, using a sample drawn from NORC’s
probability-based AmeriSpeak panel, which is designed to be
representative of the US population. The margin of sampling
error for all respondents is plus or minus 4.5 percentage points.
Respondents were first selected randomly using address-based
sampling methods, and later interviewed online. People select-
ed for Amerispeak who didn’t otherwise have access to the
Internet were interviewed over the phone. —AP

Issues

Terrorism tops 
Americans’ foreign 

policy concerns
By Emily Swanson

Washington Watch

By Dr James J Zogby 

No American citizen should be subjected to the treat-
ment that George Khoury and HabibJoudeh
received when they arrived at Ben Gurion Airport in

Israel last month. George is a 70 year old Palestinian
American from San Francisco.  Habib, 62, from Brooklyn, is
also an American citizen of Palestinian descent. During the
third week in July, both attempted to travel to
Israel/Palestine. Both told me they had been excited about
their trips since neither had visited the area in more than
two decades. 

Habib and his sons were going to a family wedding in
the West Bank. George is a deacon in the Archdiocese of
San Francisco and was making a Holy Land pilgrimage with
a priest friend. In the end, neither Habib nor George were
able to complete their long awaited visits.  On arrival in
Israel (George landed on July 21; Habib and his sons land-
ed on the 23rd), they were detained for long hours, sub-
jected to abusive interrogations, insulted by Israeli security
personnel, and finally denied entry and forced to purchase,
at their own expense, return tickets back to the United
States.  

There are some differences in the treatment they
received (George was held for more than a day, while
Habib and his sons were detained for six hours), but there
were significant common elements with the most disturb-
ing being the reason they were denied entry. Because both
men were of Palestinian descent, the Israelis would not
honor their US passports as travel documents or recognize
that they were American citizens who did not want or seek
Palestinian ID’s. Both were told that they needed to acquire
Palestinian IDs and that, as Palestinians, they could only
enter through Jordan, via the Allenby Bridge.

The reason stamped on Habib’s “deportation” order was
that he was denied entry based on “prevention of illegal
immigration considerations”. When the Israeli border con-
trol agent told George that, as a Palestinian, he could not

enter Israel, he attempted to engage the agent saying, “I’m
not coming through as a Palestinian. I’m coming as an
American citizen”. To which the agent replied “No, no, you
belong with the Palestinian people. This is our Israel, this is
for the Jews. No Palestinian should come to Israel. You
should have gone through the Allenby Bridge”.

When George explained that “I am coming with an
American passport and you should honor it”, the agent
replied, “How do you want me to honor your American
passport? Do you want me to kiss it, to hug it, or to worship
it?” What happened to Habib and George were not the
actions of a few rogue agents. For more than three
decades, we have recorded and submitted to the State
Department hundreds of instances where Arab Americans,
upon arrival at Ben Gurion Airport have been subjected to
such treatment.    

By so flagrantly disregarding the citizenship rights of
Palestinian Americans, Israel is in violation of its treaty obli-
gations found in the “1951 US-Israel Treaty of Friendship,
Commerce, and Navigation”. In the language of the treaty,
Israel pledges to permit US citizens the right to “travel
freely, to reside at places of their choice, to enjoy liberty of
conscience” and to guarantee them “the most constant
protection and security”. Not only has Israel consistently
violated its treaty obligation, but our government has
failed to live up to its commitment to protect the rights of
its own citizens. The opening page of the US Passport
states that “The Secretary of State of the United States of
America hereby requests all whom it may concern to per-
mit the citizen/national of the United States named herein
to pass without delay or hindrance and in case of need to
give all lawful aid and protection”.

The Department of State says that it does not condone
Israel’s behavior, but, in reality, it acquiesces. For example,
when George Khoury’s daughter wrote a letter of com-
plaint to the US Embassy in Tel Aviv, she received a
response saying that “Unfortunately, the US government
cannot assist US citizens in gaining entry into

Israel...Should your father wish to travel again in the
future, we advise him to contact the nearest Israeli
Embassy or Consulate for guidance”.  The US official then
directed her to the Department of State “Travel Advisory”
which states that “regardless of whether they hold US citi-
zenship, Israeli authorities consider anyone who has par-
ents or grandparents who were born or lived in the West
Bank or Gaza to have a claim to a PA ID”. They will, there-
fore, be treated as Palestinians and not as Americans.

Israel, it appears, has a peculiar view of American citi-
zenship. If you are Jewish, you are in a special class in that
you can become an Israeli citizen. If you are an American
of any non-Arab ethnicity, you are welcome to visit. But if
you are an American of Arab descent and, in particular, of
Palestinian descent, then you are not seen as an American
and are not welcome. I t is upsetting that both the
Department of State “Travel Advisory” and the Consul’s let-
ter acknowledge Israel’s disregard for our citizenship
rights and claim to be powerless to hold them account-
able for their actions. This acquiescence allows Israel to act
with impunity. It also makes our government appear to be
complicit in Israel’s behavior.  Last year, some Members of
Congress made a determined push to have Israel admitted
into the US Visa Waiver program. 

In response, the State Department noted that they
could not support Israel’s admittance because of their
long-standing practice of discriminating against
Americans of Arab descent, in particular Palestinian
Americans.  This was the right move, but it is clearly not
enough. I am, therefore, writing to you, Secretary Kerry,
urging you to insist that the Israeli government fully live
up to its treaty obligations to treat all Americans equally
without regard to their religion or national origin. Should
the Department of State fail to act, I am requesting that
you, Attorney General Lynch, determine whether or not
the State Department by its acquiescence is guilty of fail-
ing to provide Arab Americans equal protection under
the law.

An Open Letter to US Secretary of State and Attorney General

JALAPA: Manuel Monrroy journalist and photographer of Mexican web page
‘Al Calor Politico’ talks during an interview with AFP at the Red Cross in
Veracruz, Veracruz State, Mexico. —AFP

Journalists live in fear in Mexican state of Veracruz


