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By Dr James J Zogby

After back-to-back Republican and Democratic con-
ventions, the stage is set for a 100-day mad dash
to the November presidential contest. There were

telling differences between the two events. To begin
with, the conventions revealed the state of play within
each party. Both Republicans and Democrats confronted
insurgencies with dramatically different outcomes. On
the Republican side, one of the insurgent candidates,
Donald Trump, vanquished the establishment leaving the
party in some disarray. 

Many national GOP leaders boycotted the convention
and refused to endorse Trump. Those who endorsed the
victor did so either because they felt they had no choice
or because they retained a vague hope that should he
win, their congressional leaders would be able to limit
the damage that might occur in an unrestrained Trump
presidency. Adding to the fractiousness of the GOP’s situ-
ation, significant components of another insurgent
group, prominent leaders of the religious right, also
refused to endorse the nominee creating negative press
with a walkout on the first day followed by a prime time
rejection by Ted Cruz on day three.

The Democrats fared somewhat better since their
establishment candidate, Hillary Clinton, won. Because
Clinton embraced a good number of her opponent’s pro-
gressive proposals, Bernie Sanders’ supporters felt com-
fortable enough to give her a full-throated endorsement
on the convention’s opening night. This display of unity
appeared to be enough to mollify many of Sanders’ sup-
porters, though a number of movement activists who
had embraced the Sanders’ cause left the convention
unsatisfied. Nevertheless, the Democrats concluded their
four-day meeting with the appearance of greater unity
than had been found at the GOP gathering.

There was another key difference between the two 
parties’ quadrennial events. Modern conventions have

been largely stripped of their political functions, reduc-
ing them to over-produced infomercials. While Trump
had promised a “blockbuster”, the Republican convention
was a lack-luster affair bringing together a strange collec-
tion of minor “celebrities” and drew headlines for a series
of unforced errors.

On the first day, there was a contentious rules fight

leading to a mass walk-out. This opening sour note was
later eclipsed by revelations that the initially well-
reviewed speech by Trump’s wife had been, in part, pla-
giarized from a speech given by Michelle Obama, eight
years earlier. On the next night, Trump inexplicably
decided to call into one of the networks to complain
about an unrelated issue in the midst of an emotional
speech by the mother of a victim of the embassy attack
in Benghazi. Then, of course, there was the payback
speech by Ted Cruz. With most GOP luminaries not in
attendance, the key Trump endorsement speeches were
given by his children.

Flawless
In contrast, the Democrats’ event was well produced

and, despite moments of tension and controversy, was a
nearly flawless affair. Clinton was able to receive valida-
tion and support from President Obama, First Lady
Michelle Obama, Vice-President Biden, her main oppo-
nent Senator Sanders, leading progressive Senator
Elizabeth Warren, and most of the Democratic party’s
Senators and Members of Congress. In addition, there
was a host of major celebrities who performed at or
addressed the event.

The Democrats were also able to dodge a few poten-
tially disruptive bullets caused by concerns among
Sanders’ supporters that the establishment had unfairly
tipped the scales of the election in favor of Clinton. The
Clinton team did this by agreeing with Sanders to form a
commission to write new rules for party operations and
for the next election and by forcing the party’s controver-
sial chair to resign in advance of the convention.

The Sanders and Clinton campaigns did compromise
on the party platform with Clinton accepting more pro-
gressive positions that had been put forward by Sanders.
Nevertheless some movement activists who had
embraced the Sanders’ campaign remained unsettled by
concerns like: the absence of strong and clear opposition
to unfair trade agreements; a commitment to no more
war and universal health care for all; and a firmer position
in defense of Palestinian rights. This resulted in a few
demonstrations inside the convention and larger
protests outside the hall. But while these efforts served as
reminders of work that remains to be done, none ulti-
mately disrupted the thematic orchestration of the
Clinton convention.

Themes 
A final major differences between the two conven-

tions were in the themes they conveyed. Trumps’ insur-
gency has been predicated on the personality of Trump,
hatred of all things Clinton, and the frustration, fear, and
anger of those who have felt they are losing ground in
today’s economy and changing world. They resent the
“other” - Mexicans, Muslims, and groups whom they feel
benefit from affirmative action programs. They fear
crime, terrorism, loss of American power and prestige,
and changes in the world and society that have feeling
left out and adrift. Sensing this, Trump and his conven-
tion preyed on this anger and fear - focusing it on the
person of Hillary Clinton. 

The convention was an angry affair with former New
York Mayor Rudy Giuliani ranting about crime and
Clinton, and New Jersey Governor Chris Christie leading a
shocking anti-Clinton floor chant of “lock her up”. For his
part, Trump’s acceptance speech was well-crafted and
well-delivered. But it was an anger-filled dark litany of the
nation’s ills. It was a far-reaching indictment of all that is
wrong with America with his solution being to elect him
with the vague assurance that he alone knows how to
get it right. Clinton, on the other hand, developed a more
positive message. She acknowledged that problems
exist, to be sure, but she proposed specific fixes that
involved bipartisan compromise, and communities work-
ing together with government to create and expand
opportunities and improve the quality of life for all. It was
an upbeat message conveyed not only by Clinton but by
a stream of speakers - citizens from every walk of life who
told of their struggles and how action had been to taken
to address their needs.

As political and policy events, the Democrats’ conven-
tion had the clear advantage. Both parties spent consid-
erable time in attacking the others’ nominee. But
Democrats were better at telling their story, presenting
their candidate and their programs, and creating opti-
mism that they had made progress in the last 8 years and
would continue to make positive change in the years to
come.

If anything, the two conventions established was that
just as the primary season has been raucous and con-
tentious, the general election promises more of the
same. It will be an election like no other.  
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When photojournalist Ruben Espinosa felt
harassed by the authorities in eastern
Mexico, he fled to the capital.  Without pro-

tection, he was shot dead in a case still unsolved a
year later. Now, a group of journalists is about to
open a secret shelter in Mexico City to protect col-
leagues like Espinosa in one of the most dangerous
countries in the world to be a reporter. “It’s a house
where we want them to have food, with all the basic
services, where they are safe and they have psycho-
logical help,” Judith Calderon, president of the House
of Rights of Journalists, told AFP.

Journalists who face threats can request govern-
ment protection in Mexico, but the hideout will give
another option for those who don’t trust the authori-
ties, who sometimes are the tormentors. The organi-
zation refused to reveal the shelter’s location for
security reasons, but said that it will be able to house
a dozen people when it opens in the coming weeks.
The group already has a waiting list. “Colleagues feel
safe because, for the first time, there’s a house to pro-
tect journalists” without having to ask for help from
the government, Calderon said.

Panic Button 
The House of Rights of Journalists was founded in

2010 by Mexican news media veterans to protect and
advise their peers who are in mortal danger. More
than 90 journalists have been murdered and another
17 have disappeared in Mexico since 2000, according
to Reporters Without Borders. In the eastern state of
Veracruz alone, 19 media workers have been killed in
the past six years. Espinosa, 31, had fled Veracruz due
to threats. Public officials and drug cartels have been
accused of intimidating journalists, or worse.

Pedro Tamayo, a 45-year-old crime reporter, was
the latest victim of violence in Veracruz. Tamayo was
shot dead on July 20 outside his house in front of his
wife and two grown sons, despite being under spe-
cial  protective measures given by the state of
Veracruz. The measures included taking him to
another state for several months, and daily police
patrols at his house after he returned to Veracruz.

But Tamayo’s family said that state police were
present during the murder and did nothing to catch
the killers. The federal government launched a pro-
gram to protect journalists in 2012. Veracruz created
its own the same year. Since then, officials say, 181
reporters have received assistance. The aid measures
range from a panic button to bodyguards and home
surveillance cameras. They can also be hidden in oth-
er states. “What will guarantee their protection is
physical security along with the reduction of impuni-
ty,” said Leopoldo Maldonado, coordinator of journal-
ist protection at the press rights group Article 19.
“Impunity persists and that is a clear message that a
worse aggression can take place at any time,”
Maldonado said.

With unsolved crimes and killers roaming free, the
Committee to Protect Journalists ranks Mexico in
eighth place in its Global Impunity Index, just under
Afghanistan and worse than Pakistan or Russia.

Murdered in Safe Haven 
Mexico City is considered safer than other parts of

the country, which is why Espinosa’s unresolved mur-
der on July 31, 2015, came as a shock. Espinosa was
shot dead along with four women in an apartment.
The motive for his killing remains a mystery. “Ruben’s
murder was a shock. Although journalists have been
attacked by police in protests in Mexico City, most of
the murders have taken place in the (other) states,”
Calderon said.

While Calderon’s organization completes the
security measures for the shelter, Espinosa’s case
highlights the weak spots in the informal network
that journalists have set up to help colleagues in
danger. Espinosa refused to sign up with the govern-
ment protection program, and left Veracruz with the
help of other colleagues. Nevertheless the shelter’s
administrator, the journalist and activist Sara Lovera,
is convinced that her project will work. “We no
longer want goodwill or help from alleged saviors,”
Lovera said. — AFP 
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Barely 12 hours after a failed coup in Turkey, Somalia’s
cabinet met in Mogadishu to consider a request
from Ankara to shut down two schools and a hospi-

tal linked to Fethullah Gulen, the Muslim cleric Turkey
blames for the attempted putsch. Such is Turkey’s sway in
the Horn of Africa nation, where it has spearheaded inter-
national reconstruction efforts after decades of war and
instability, it was not a difficult decision. Teachers and
pupils - almost all of them Somali - at the two huge board-
ing schools run by Gulen’s Nile Academy educational
foundation were given seven days to pack their bags and,
if they were foreign, leave the country.

“Considering the request of our brother country Turkey,
the cabinet ministers have agreed upon the following
points - to stop the services provided by Nile Academy
including schools, hospitals, etc,” a July 16 government
statement said. A week later the order had been carried
out to the letter. Turkey’s ties with Somalia are well estab-
lished. President Tayyip Erdogan became the first non-
African leader to visit Somalia in nearly 20 years when he
travelled there in 2011 as Turkey’s prime minister. Turkey
was a major contributor to the humanitarian aid effort
during the 2011 famine and Ankara continues to build
hospitals and dispatch aid across Somalia.

The closures in Somalia are part of a far wider effort to
erode Gulen’s influence. Erdogan has vowed to “cleanse”
Turkey of what he describes as the Gulenist cancer, going
not only after the cleric’s followers at home but also his

network of schools and other interests around the world.
Gulen’s schools have been a key source of influence and
revenue for his “Hizmet” movement. It runs some 2,000
educational establishments in around 160 countries, from
Afghanistan to the United States. The schools are general-
ly well equipped, teach a secular curriculum in English,
and are popular, especially in poorer countries, with the
political and business elite.

Like the two Somali schools, the Deva hospital, a rare
private clinic in battle-scarred Mogadishu popular with a
tiny Somali elite, is no longer working. “The Turkish work-
ers left Somalia,” police major Mohamed Nur told Reuters.
“These institutions are now under the custody of police.
No teaching and no medical services are going on now.
Nurses just visit us every day to monitor and just go back.”

Somalia is not alone in feeling Erdogan’s international
backlash against Gulen, who has denied any role in the
attempted coup from his home in the United States.
Besides a purge of the army, police and judiciary to rid it of
“Gulenist” elements at home, Turkey has also applied pres-
sure to countries including Germany, Indonesia, Nigeria
and Kenya that are home to Gulen-backed institutions.
Azerbaijan, which like Somalia enjoys close ties with
Ankara, closed an independent television station on
Friday that planned to air an interview with Gulen.

Reluctance
But other countries appear less keen to follow their

lead. In Kenya, where Gulen’s Omeriye Foundation has
grown from its first school in 1998 in the vast Nairobi slum

of Kibera to a nationwide network of academies, the gov-
ernment has resisted pressure to close them down.
“Turkish officials have requested Kenya to shut down the
Gulenist schools on a number of occasions before the
attempted coup but the Kenyan government has not act-
ed on them,” a foreign ministry source told Reuters. Since
July 15, the Turkish ambassador had requested another
meeting, the source said, but it has yet to happen. “It has
not been scheduled,” the source said.

Authorities in Germany, which has an estimated 14
high schools with links to Gulen, have also been contact-
ed. Winfried Kretschmann, premier of the southwestern
state of Baden-Wuerttemberg, said he had received a let-
ter from the Turkish Consul General asking him to exam-
ine a list of institutions such as private schools. He said he
had forwarded the letter to Germany’s federal govern-
ment. “I think it is not on at all for a foreign state to inter-
fere in our internal affairs,” Kretschmann told broadcaster
ARD. “We are responsible for these institutions and no
one else.  We will judge these institutions with our own
discretion and we are aware of nothing negative about
these institutions.”

Indonesia, another country where Gulen’s foundations
have put down roots, was equally unimpressed. “Indonesia
is a democratic country and will always prioritize free and
active politics. Indonesia’s internal affairs remain Indonesia’s
responsibility,” cabinet secretary Pramono Anung told
reporters. “That includes anyone who has officially received
the recognition of the Indonesian government. They will be
governed by Indonesian law.” — Reuters

Turkey crackdown ripples far and wide
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