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Why do island territories 
play key role in GOP race?
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On March 14, the 
Romney campaign’s 
political director, Rich 
Beeson, sent out a mes-
sage touting Mitt 
Romney’s recent dele-
gate pickups. Yes, Rick 
Santorum had won 
Alabama, Mississippi 
and Kansas, Beeson 
said, but “Governor 
Romney’s wins over the 
same period in 
Wyoming, the Northern 
Marianas, Guam, the 
U.S. Virgin Islands, 
Hawaii and American 
Samoa have helped 
expand his delegate 
lead, pushing him closer 
to the nomination.”

Indeed, in early 
March it was Romney’s 
wins in the island terri-
tories — Marianas, 
Guam, Samoa, Virgin 
Islands — that gave 
Romney the edge in del-
egates. And then, on 
March 18, Romney won 
the primary in Puerto 
Rico. It’s possible that if 
Romney finally reaches 
the 1,144 delegates 
needed to clinch the 
Republican nomination, 
his delegate margin of 
victory will have come 
from the islands.

Which leads to the 
question: Why are plac-
es that are not states, 
whose residents cannot 
vote for president, and 
that have no electoral 
votes allowed to play a 
potentially critical role 
in selecting the party’s 
nominee?

“I have no idea at 
all,” says a former 
Republican National 
Committee official.

“I don’t know,” says a 
current RNC official.

It’s not just a 
Republican thing; the 
Democratic Party also 
awards delegates to the 
islands. And usually a 
presidential candidate 
wins by such a large 
delegate margin that 
the islands don’t make 
any difference. But 
maybe not this time.

It’s not that the 
islands, or at least most 
of them, are so big that 
their voices simply must 
be heard. From an 
Associated Press 
account of the March 13 
caucuses in American 
Samoa: “About 70 
Republicans in the U.S. 
territory located 2,300 
miles south of Hawaii 
met in caucus Tuesday. 
The six delegates 
selected at the meeting 
and three superdele-
gates to the Republican 
National Convention all 
said they would support 
Romney.”

Just by themselves, 
those nine delegates, 
selected by a grand total 
of 70 participating 
Republicans, accounted 
for Romney’s entire del-
egate lead over 
Santorum in the March 
13 contests.

In the Virgin Islands, 
it appears Ron Paul 
actually edged Romney, 
112 votes to 101 votes, 
but because of complex 
rules of delegate alloca-
tion, Romney walked 
away with seven dele-
gates to Paul’s one.

In Guam, Romney 
picked up nine dele-
gates when he won 
unanimously, with a 
total of 215 votes.

The big prize, at least 
in the number of votes, 
was the Northern 
Marianas, where 
Romney won another 
nine delegates on the 
strength of 740 votes. 
“The Northern Mariana 
Islands may be far away 
from the mainland, but 
one of the great things 

about our democracy is 
that every voice has a 
chance to be heard in 
selecting a presidential 
candidate,” Romney 
said in a victory state-
ment.

If those results trou-
ble any Republicans, 
they shouldn’t blame 
Romney. He’s just play-
ing by the party rules. 
And playing smart, 
sending Romney’s son 
Matt to campaign in the 
Northern Marianas and 
in Guam just before the 
caucuses. The 18-0 dele-
gate pickup in those two 
places alone eclipsed 
Romney’s delegate mar-
gin of victory in 
Michigan and Ohio com-
bined, where more than 
2 million votes were 
cast.

Should the non-voting 
islands have such 
power?

“There really is no 
purpose to it,” says 
David Norcross, former 
general counsel and 
chairman of the RNC 
rules committee. “There 
is no, in my mind, par-
ticularly compelling 
argument for it.”

With the exception of 
American Samoa, peo-
ple born in the islands 
are U.S. citizens. But 
the Constitution gives 
none of these non-states 
the right to choose a 
president. Their situa-
tion is comparable to 
that of the District of 
Columbia, whose resi-
dents could not vote for 
president before 1964. It 
took the 23rd 
Amendment to change 
that; no such amend-
ments are in the offing 
for the island territories.

Delegates in the GOP 
presidential race, how-
ever, are controlled by 
the Republican National 
Committee. “The resi-
dents of the islands are 
U.S. citizens who are 
active and engaged 
members of the RNC,” a 
committee spokesman 
says, “and part of the 
primary process that 
will produce the next 
president of the United 
States.”

The RNC’s statement 
doesn’t explain why the 
policy is what it is, but of 
course there are politi-
cal reasons. For exam-
ple, there’s no doubt the 
Puerto Rico primary 
was closely watched by 
Puerto Ricans in the 
United States — in plac-
es like the I-4 corridor 
in the critical swing 
state of Florida, which 
Republicans need to win 
in November. Island del-
egates have also played 
key roles in electing 
RNC leadership; recent 
chairman Michael 
Steele owed his victory 
to island support.

But the presidency? 
It could be that by the 
end of this primary sea-
son, places like the 
Marianas and Samoa 
will be key factors in 
choosing the next resi-
dent of the White 
House.

Byron York is chief 
political correspondent 

for The Washington 
Examiner.
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We’ll hear Afghan ‘Thanks!’ when Hell freezes over
I am looking at a heart-

warming 1945 photograph 
of a Canadian-liberated 
town in the Netherlands, 
all joyous spontaneity and 
relief as townspeople (two 
wearing wooden shoes) 
celebrate their liberation 
from Nazi Germany. 
Nearly 70 years later, this 
snapshot in time is rele-
vant to events currently 
swirling around a tragic, 
aberrational incident in 
which a U.S. Army staff 
sergeant apparently 
walked off base and killed 
16 Afghan civilians.

Nazi liberation was a 
costly liberation. Allied air 
raids on German-
occupied Rotterdam alone 
killed 884 citizens and 
wounded 631. Such losses 
were negligible next to 
the millions of civilian 
casualties during World 
War II caused by Axis and 
Allies alike. 

How, I have long won-
dered, might Presidents 
Bush and Obama and all 
of our top military com-
manders explain the wel-
come that Allied forces 
received across Europe in 
1945 despite the massive 
suffering the Allies, too, 
inflicted on unarmed citi-
zens? The answer is that 
the liberated peoples 
rejected the Nazis and 
their ideology. So why 
doesn’t the same logic 
work on “liberated” 
Afghans? Maybe they 
don’t reject either the 
Taliban or their ideology. 
Maybe there’s just way 
too much overlap on both 
counts.

Nah, say our counter-
insurgency (COIN) strate-
gists. The problem is too 
many civilian casualties.

So goes the COIN mantra 
of at least the past three 
years in Afghanistan, 
since Gen. Stanley 
McChrystal came on the 
scene openly promoting 
“population protection” 
over “force protection.” 
Indeed, more than any-
thing else, the war in 
Afghanistan may be seen 
as a war on civilian casu-
alties in which the ulti-
mate prize is the “trust” 
of the Afghan people. Or, 
as current military com-
mander Gen. John R. 
Allen likes to say, “the 
noble Afghan people.”

A week ago, the web-
site of international forces 
in Afghanistan (ISAF) ran 
a report on the third 
Civilian Casualty 
Conference, where new 
figures on civilian casual-
ties were unveiled. “In the 
last four months, insur-
gents have caused 93 per-
cent, or 958 civilian casu-
alties,” Lt. Gen. Adrian 
Bradshaw, ISAF deputy 
commander, reported, 
explaining that the major-
ity are inflicted by road-
side bombs (IEDs). “In 
the same period of time, 7 
percent, or 72 civilian 
casualties, regrettably 
were caused by ISAF 
forces,” he said.

The report went on to 

quote Bradshaw as saying 
“that 72 casualties are too 
many and that ISAF is 
committed to bring that 
number down to zero.”

Ninety-three percent of 
the civilian casualties are 
caused by Taliban and 
other jihadist forces, and 
7 percent are caused by 
pro-government forces. If 
COIN theory were cor-
rect, numbers like these 
should produce scenes of 
relief and joy as seen in 
my 1945 photo from 
Holland. 

But COIN theory is, to 
say the least, not correct. 
It runs on a rigid adher-
ence to an ideology and 
not on an appraisal of the 
facts. In the service of this 
ideology, the alleged 
actions of a staff sergeant 
have been greatly exag-
gerated in their overall 
relevance to this war 
waged by nations to serve 
as a crutch for COIN. 
Tragic as they are, the 
apparent murders of 16 
Afghans — a figure that 
wouldn’t move the needle 
a notch in the Taliban 
tally of death — now 
become another excuse to 
explain why COIN isn’t 
working, why the Afghan 
people — sorry, “the 
noble Afghan people” — 
aren’t being won over, 
hearts and minds. 

So wed to COIN are 
our leaders, military and 
civilian, that they eschew 
logic, preferring to enter 
into the Islamic mael-
strom of aggrievement 
and apology, promising to 
do better. Good “dhimmi” 
that we are (no one said 
even a cross word about 
six American murders by 
Afghan forces last 

month), we have just 
about promised to take 
this soldier, brain injury 
or not, too many COIN 
combat tours or not, and 
string him up to sate the 
bloodlust of the noble 
Afghan people — any-
thing to quell Islamic 
rage. Naturally, we will 
continue to send our men 
on ever more IED death 
marches (foot patrols), 
happily. We do it all for the 
noble people of 
Afghanistan. Do they like 
us yet? No? We’ll do more.

They call this strategy 
COIN and wear uniforms, 
but really it’s psychosis 
and these strategists 
should be wearing hospi-
tal robes.

Meanwhile, if Afghans 
were “with us,” if they 
were actually against the 
true butchers, the 
Taliban, if they were con-
cerned about which side 
had innocent blood on its 
hands and which side did 
everything humanly pos-
sible to prevent such vio-
lence, even at the expense 
of its own people, Afghan 
hearts and minds would 
have been “won” long 
ago.

But that will never be. 
In fact, guess what hap-
pens if ISAF reaches its 
goal of zero civilian casu-
alties?

Nothing.

Diana West is the author 
of “The Death of the 

Grown-up: How 
America’s Arrested 

Development Is 
Bringing Down Western 
Civilization,” and blogs 
at dianawest.net. She 
can be contacted via 

dianawest@verizon.net.

Diana WestDiana West

DIANA WEST


