Hospitals & Asylums
Partial Nominee Hearings Schedule HA-6-1-05


Jan 6: 

·Al Gonzales: Barred from the office of the Attorney General for life for disobeying the solicitation of the Supreme Court for a Latino Justice necessitating his conviction by the Senate for treason as White House Counsel resulting in homicide, slavery and torture to protect the American people from the Gonzales military dictatorship that is all he claims to offer as Attorney General.  The Supreme Court is called upon to explain this conviction to Mr. Gonzales who has represented himself to be as resistant to counsel from the public as he has been documented to be regarding the abuse of human rights in the US military and Texas judiciary.   Obstinate behavior casts increasing prejudice against his confirmation in the solicited role of Justice of the Supreme Court as it demonstrates conviction in a false belief that he is the best candidate for Attorney General when his record clearly indicates that he would preside a deteriorating situation as the result of not being firmly grounded in human rights that are required for federal executives (and judges for that matter) to process complex federal problems swiftly and legally.  To satisfy the demand for the lesson of the International Court of Justice on the evolution of the Geneva Conventions of 1949 with the Additional Protocols of 1977 from §232 of the Hearing AID Act of 2005 that has been appended to the following news report compelling the publication of this document in Microsoft Word.

Jan. 18:
· Condoleezza Rice, Secretary of State

Jan. 19:
· Condoleezza Rice, Secretary of State
· Michael O. Leavitt, Health and Human Services Secretary
· Samuel W. Bodman, Energy Secretary
1. Alberto Gonzales brushed off talk that he might be a Bush nominee for the Supreme Court if a vacancy occurs. ''Let me make it clear, I am not a candidate for the Supreme Court’'.  JESSE J. HOLLAND, AP wrote Gonzales Grilled Over U.S. Torture Policy: Bush's Justice Nominee Faces Questions From Senate.  WASHINGTON (Jan. 6) -- General-nominee Alberto Gonzales, under scorching criticism from senators, condemned torture as an interrogation tactic Thursday and promised to prosecute abusers of terror suspects. He also disclosed the White House was looking at trying to change the Geneva Convention that protects prisoner rights. Pressed by both Democratic and Republican senators at his confirmation hearing, Gonzales defended his advice as President Bush's White House counsel that al-Qaida and other terror suspects were not entitled to the treaty's protections. But he said there was more to the issue than that. ‘Torture and abuse will not be tolerated by this administration,'' Gonzales told Judiciary Committee senators. ''I will ensure the Department of Justice aggressively pursues those responsible for such abhorrent actions.'' Gonzales promised that as attorney general he would abide by the 1949 Geneva treaty but also said the White House was looking at the possibility of seeking revisions. ''Now I'm not suggesting that the principles, the basic treatment of human beings, should be revisited,'' Gonzales said. ''But there has been some very preliminary discussion: Is this something that we ought to look at?''  The discussions haven't gone far, Gonzales said. ''It's not been a systematic project or effort to look at this question,'' he said. ''But some people I deal with, the lawyers, indicate maybe this is something we should look at.''

2. Democrats at Gonzales' hearing repeatedly criticized Bush administration policies on aggressive interrogation of terrorism suspects, and Republicans sometimes joined in, too.  Despite the criticism, Gonzales is expected to win confirmation when Congress returns after Bush's inauguration. He would be the nation's first Hispanic attorney general but is not qualified to be our nation’s police chief as the result of his convictions for treason, homicide, slavery and torture as White House Counsel and Justice of the Texas Supreme Court.  Democrats said it was Gonzales' January 2002 memo as White House counsel that led to the stripping, mocking and threatening of suspects with dogs. He had argued in his memo that the war on terrorism ''renders obsolete Geneva's strict limitations on questioning of enemy prisoners and renders quaint some of its provisions.''  Gonzales, as President Bush's White House counsel, was at the center of decisions about ''the legality of detention and interrogation methods that have been seen as tantamount to torture,'' said Sen. Patrick Leahy, D-Vt. Sen. Edward M. Kennedy, D-Mass concluded.: The ''legal positions that you have supported have been used by the administration, the military and the CIA to justify torture and Geneva Convention violations by military and civilian personnel.''  
a. Sen. Arlen Specter, R-Pa. said, ''Judge Gonzales comes to this nomination with a very distinguished career; really a Horatio Alger story. Hispanic background, of seven siblings, the first to go to college, attended the Air Force Academy for two years and then received degrees from Rice and Harvard Law School." 
b. Sen. Charles Schumer, D-N.Y.asked, asked, "Will you continue the John Ashcroft 'my way or the highway' approach, which often led to embarrassment?''
c. Sen. Patrick Leahy, D-Vt. said, "The searing photographs from Abu Ghraib have made it harder to create and maintain the alliances we need to prevail against the vicious terrorists who threaten us. And those abuses serve as recruiting posters for the terrorists.'' 

3. Alberto Gonzales responded,” "If confirmed as attorney general, I will no longer represent only the White House; I will represent the United States of America and its people. I understand the differences between the two roles."  Gonzales, wearing an American flag pin in his lapel, sat alone at the witness table, family members seated behind him in the crowded hearing room. Senators addressed him respectfully as ''Judge'' - Gonzales is a former Texas Supreme Court justice - but pressed him repeatedly on administration policies. He refused to back away from his legal opinion to Bush that terrorists don't deserve Geneva Convention treatment if captured by Americans overseas.  ''My judgment was ... that it would not apply to al-Qaida - they weren't a signatory to the convention,'' he said.  He denied that any of the memos he wrote or reviewed in the White House had anything to do with the overseas abuses.  

a. 'Would you not concede that your decision and the decision of the president to call into question the definition of torture, the need to comply with the Geneva Convention at least opened up a permissive environment of conduct?'' asked Richard Durbin of Illinois, the Senate's no. 2 Democrat.  

b. Saying he was sickened and outraged by photos of Abu Ghraib abuses, Gonzales described the U.S. troops in them as ''people who were morally bankrupt having fun.'' Other abuses of foreign detainees probably were caused because ''there wasn't adequate training, there wasn't adequate supervision.''  ''I respectfully disagree that there was some kind of permissive environment,'' he said.  

c. Gonzales' response to some questions Thursday seemed to contradict his description of the Geneva Convention in his January 2002 memo. ''I consider the Geneva Convention neither obsolete or quaint,'' he said at the hearing, promising to ensure U.S. compliance ''with all of its legal obligations in fighting the war on terror.'' 

d. Gonzales declined to give a legal opinion on the prisoner abuse, suggesting he didn't want to prejudice a possible criminal case as the attorney general nominee. That led to a 10-minute lecture from Sen. Joseph Biden, D-Del., on Democrats' long-standing complaints about Bush nominees not directly answering their questions.  ‘'We're looking for candor, old buddy,'' Biden said. ''I love you, but you're not very candid so far.''  Republican Lindsey Graham of South Carolina joined in on some of the criticism, saying the administration ''dramatically undermined the war effort'' by ''getting cute with the law.'' ''I think you weaken yourself as a nation when you try to play cute and become more like your enemy instead of like who you want to be,'' he said.

4. Gonzales objected to Graham's characterizations, noting the beheadings of Americans by terrorists. ''We are nothing like our enemies, Senator,'' Gonzales said. ‘'But we're not like who we want to be and who we have been, and that's the point I'm trying to make.'' Sen. Graham retorted. ''When you start looking at torture statutes and you look at ways around the spirit of the law, you're losing the moral high ground. ... I do believe that we've lost our way.''  

a. Gonzales also said he supported the use of the Patriot Act, the government's anti-terrorism law put in effect after the New York City and Washington attacks. ''I believe that in part because of the Patriot Act there has not been a domestic attack on United States soil since 9/11''.  

b. Sidestepping questions on whether it was legal for Senate Democrats to filibuster Bush's judicial nominations last year. Senate Republicans have threatened to change the chamber's rules to ban the maneuver if it happens this year.  Promised that his friendship with Bush would not affect him as attorney general. ''I will no longer represent only the White House,'' he said. ''I will represent the United States of America and its people. I understand the difference between the two roles.''  

c. He promised to defend in court the 1996 Defense of Marriage Act in which Congress said states don't have to recognize gay marriages. 

d. Brushing off talk that he might be a Bush nominee for the Supreme Court if a vacancy occurs Gonzales said,

''Let me make it clear, I am not a candidate for the Supreme Court’'.

§232 Peace
(A) Peace is the primary objective of states party to the UN Charter.  Both international and civil war, however, remain frequent occurrences to this day that require the recognition and enforcement of human rights by national, regional and world leaders, legislatures, and courts of competent jurisdiction, when they occur; to

(1) ensure warring parties negotiate and ratify a peace treaty;

(2) ensure human rights and the sovereignty of the state(s) 

(3) take an accurate census of the victims of war.

(4) publish accurate budgets and administrate compensation and welfare.

(5) facilitate commerce and reparations between formerly warring parties.

(B) The Merit Judgment of Peace Palace in the Hague on 27 June 1986 regarding Military and Paramilitary Activities in and Against Nicaragua (Nicaragua v. United States of America) No. 70 (1986) reaffirms the cardinal principles of customary international law;

(1) The principle of non-use of force is enshrined in Art. 2(4) of the UN Charter is the jus cogens, universal norm, of international law.  It states, “All Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any state”. 

(a) Upholding this principle, no state shall finance, instigate or tolerate subversive, terrorist or armed activities attempting to overthrow the government of another state.  

(b) This principle may also be called the principle of non-aggression.
(2) The principle of non-intervention codified in Art. 2(7) of the UN Charter ensures that nothing shall authorize the United Nations or its members to intervene in matters which are essentially within the domestic jurisdiction of any state. Wherefore every sovereign State and responsible government has the right to conduct its affairs, without outside interference;

(a) Intervention is wrongful when it uses methods of coercion, particularly force, either in the direct form of military action or in the indirect form of support for subversive activities in another State.  
(b) When extraordinary circumstances regarding international peace and security or extraordinarily horrible national standards of human rights arise Members must submit such matters the Security Council for either (a) the Pacific settlement of disputes under Chapter VI or (b) punitive, potentially military Action With Respect to Threats to the Peace, Breaches of the Peace, and Acts of Aggression under Chapter VII;

(C) The Advisory Opinion Regarding the Legal Consequences of Constructing a Wall in the Occupied Palestinian Territories ICJ No. 131 (2004) informs us that the fulfilment of Charter principles requires the establishment of a just and lasting peace in the Middle East which should include the termination of all claims or states of belligerency and respect for and acknowledgement of the sovereignty, territorial integrity and political independence of every State in the area and their right to live in peace within secure and recognized boundaries free from threats or acts of force”…pp 117  The Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co‑operation among States 2625 (XXV) (1970), adopted by the General Assembly on 24 October 1970, makes it clear that “No territorial acquisition resulting from the threat or use of force shall be recognized as legal”...pp 87 

(1) The Court notes that the principle of self‑determination of peoples has been enshrined in the United Nations Charter and reaffirmed by the General Assembly in resolution 2625 (XXV) pursuant to which “Every State has the duty to refrain from any forcible action which deprives peoples of their right to self‑determination.”  Article 1 common to the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights reaffirms the right of all peoples to self‑determination, and lays upon the States parties the obligation to promote the realization of that right and to respect it, in conformity with the provisions of the United Nations Charter…pp 88
(D) In Art. 51 of Chapter VII the UN recognized that the authorization of the use of force is an “inherent right of individual or collective self-defense if an armed attack occurs against a Member of the United Nations” and must therefore not be invoked by leaders,

(1) The primary purpose of the UN as set forth in Art. 1(1) of the UN Charter is to “maintain international peace and security, and to that end: to take effective collective measures for the prevention and removal of threats to the peace, and for the suppression of acts of aggression or other breaches of the peace”
(2) The 27 June 1986 Merit Judgment regarding Military and Paramilitary Activities in and Against Nicaragua (Nicaragua v. United States of America) No. 70 (1986) determined that under international law in force today, 

(a) States do not have a right of "collective" armed response to acts which do not constitute an "armed attack”  

(b) States are limited in the use of force to a direct and proportional response to the use of force.

(c) States must not engage in the support of paramilitary organizations seeking to overthrow the government nor should they use such paramilitary organizations as scapegoats to claim responsibility for the covert military operations of the government. 
(3) Art. 39 of Chapter VII refers international threats to the peace, breach of the peace, or act of aggression to the determination of the Security Council who shall make recommendations, regarding the application of sanctions, embargoes or the summoning of armed forces of member nations for peacekeeping missions. 
(a) In practice those disputes that are not swiftly and pacifically settled by the Resolutions of the Security Council are referred for the more exhaustive research and leadership of the Reports of the Secretary General of the United Nations. 

(b) Reparations can be settled by the Security Council Compensation Commission 

(E) The Four Original Geneva Conventions and Two Additional Protocols are the pre-eminent contemporary humanitarian laws of war.  As the result of the general acceptance of these Conventions the ICRC, has been awarded the Nobel Peace Prize four times.  The Four Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949 are;

(1) the Convention (I) for the Amelioration of the Condition of the Wounded and Sick in Armed Forces in the Field. Geneva, 12 August 1949 

(2) the Convention (II) for the Amelioration of the Condition of Wounded, Sick and Shipwrecked Members of Armed Forces at Sea. Geneva, 12 August 1949.

(3) the Convention (III) relating to the Treatment of Prisoners of War Geneva Convention Geneva, 12 August 1949

(4) the Convention (IV) for the Protection of Civilians, Geneva, 12 August 1949
(F) The principle of disarmament is the central principle for making peace under the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949 is set forth in Art. 3 of the all four of the original Geneva Conventions, it states,

“Persons taking no active part in the hostilities, including members of armed forces who have laid down their arms and those placed hors de combat by sickness, wounds, detention, or any other cause, shall in all circumstances be treated humanely, without any adverse distinction founded on race, colour, religion or faith, sex, birth or wealth, or any other similar criteria.”

(1) To this end, prohibiting;

(a) Violence to life and person, in particular murder of all kinds, mutilation, cruel treatment and torture; 

(b) Taking of hostages; 

(c) Outrages upon personal dignity, in particular humiliating and degrading treatment; 

(d) The passing of sentences and the carrying out of executions without previous judgment pronounced by a regularly constituted court, affording all the judicial guarantees which are recognized as indispensable by civilized peoples. 
(2) The principle of releasing and repatriating prisoners of war at the cessation of active hostilities is found in Art. 118(1) of the Third Geneva Convention.  Releasing prisoners of war helps to eliminate residual hostilities and is the customary international gesture for making peace.  

(G) The Two Additional Protocols of 8 June 1977 are; 

(1) the Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts (Protocol I) Geneva, 8 June 1977

(2) the Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of Non-International Armed Conflicts (Protocol II), Geneva, 8 June 1977

(H) The Advisory Opinion on the Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons ICJ No. 95 (1996) reinforces the basic principles affirmed in the ratification of the 1907 Hague Regulations that states in Art. 22 "the right of belligerents to adopt means of injuring the enemy is not unlimited" and in Art. 23 "Arms, projectiles, or material calculated to cause unnecessary suffering (are prohibited)”; that had been omitted from the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and were reintroduced to humanitarian law in Art. 35 of the Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts (Protocol I) of 8 June 1977;

(1) The first principle protecting the civilian population and civilian objects and establishes the distinction between combatants and non-combatants; States must never make civilians the object of attack and must consequently never use weapons that are incapable of distinguishing between civilian and military targets. 

(2) The second principle prohibiting the use of weapons and force causing unnecessary suffering to combatants: it is accordingly prohibited to use weapons causing them such harm or uselessly aggravating their suffering…pp 77 

(I) Art. 4 of the Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of Non-International Armed Conflicts (Protocol II), Geneva, 8 June 1977 elaborates upon the peace plan set forth in Art. 3 of the Geneva Conventions of 1949 for the purpose of fundamentally guaranteeing protection from and judgment against the misbehavior of armed forces who disturb the peace; Art. 4 states,

(1) All persons who do not take a direct part or who have ceased to take part in hostilities, whether or not their liberty has been restricted, are entitled to respect for their person, honour and convictions and religious practices. They shall in all circumstances be treated humanely, without any adverse distinction. It is prohibited to order that there shall be no survivors. 

(2) Without prejudice to the generality of the foregoing, the following acts against the persons referred to in paragraph I are and shall remain prohibited at any time and in any place whatsoever: 

(a) Violence to the life, health and physical or mental well-being of persons, in particular murder as well as cruel treatment such as torture, mutilation or any form of corporal punishment; 

(b) Collective punishments; 

(c) Taking of hostages; 

(d) Acts of terrorism; 

(e) Outrages upon personal dignity, in particular humiliating and degrading treatment, rape, enforced prostitution and any form of indecent assault; 

(f) Slavery and the slave trade in all their forms; 

(g) Pillage;                                                                                                                                (h) Threats to commit any of the foregoing acts.

The Conclusion that we shall arrive at this day is that unprincipled people must not be made principal.  Gonzales is simply not a $1 trillion attorney capable of upholding,

Chapter 2 Attorney General Education (AGE)

Chapter 6 Correction Conviction (CC)

Chapter 8 Drug Administration Yield (DAY)

Application of Art. 118 of the Third Geneva Convention HA-2-11-04
While Gonzales might be able to contribute as a Justice of the Supreme Court he does not submit anything but a criminal record that we shall value at its inflated value of $500 billion but might be better tabulated as- worthless.  At the Supreme Court he would severely try even the centuries of patience of Justice unless he could learn to obey the law from their counsel.  This attempt for Attorney General by the President appears to take advantage of the incompetence of the Chief Justice who is undergoing treatment for cancer to evade impeachment by appointing his bloody handed henchman at this time.

