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Too much happened this week!  Enjoy...

The cartoons come from: 
www.townhall.com/funnies. 

http://www.townhall.com/funnies.


If you receive this and you hate it and you don’t
want to ever read it no matter what...that is fine;
email me back and you will be deleted from my
list (which is almost at the maximum anyway). 

Previous issues are listed and can be accessed
here: 

http://kukis.org/page20.html  (their contents
are described and each issue is linked to) or
here: 
http://kukis.org/blog/ (this is the online
directory they are in) 

I attempt to post a new issue each Sunday by
2 or 3 pm central standard time (I sometimes
fail at this attempt). 

I try to include factual material only, along
with my opinions (it should be clear which is
which).  I make an attempt to include as much
of this week’s news as I possibly can.   The first
set of columns are intentionally designed for a
quick read. 

I do not accept any advertising nor do I charge for
this publication.  I write this principally to blow
off steam in a nation where its people seemed
have collectively lost their minds. 

And if you are a believer in Jesus Christ, always
remember: We do not struggle against flesh and
blood, but against the rulers, against the
authorities, against the cosmic powers over this
present darkness, against the spiritual forces of
evil in the heavenly places (Eph. 6:12). 

This Week’s Events

There was a mystery missile (or something) which
was fired near the coast of San Diego.  Our armed
forces in that area say that it is not them. 

President George W. Bush is on a book tour.  He
becomes more ubiquitous than President Obama. 

Speaker of the House, Nancy Pelosi, still wants to
lead the Democrats as minority leader. 

It appears as though the Chicago Climate
Exchange is not longer a going concern, which
knocks climate change legislation right out of the
box.  That is where a lot of people were going to
make millions of dollars, as long as they could
pass some sort of cap and trade legislation. 

There are over 100 companies which have
waivers which get them out of Obamacare (so
far). 

No deepwater drilling permits have been issued
to date since the gulf spill. 

The Peterson Foundation launched on Tuesday a
$20 million TV ad campaign to promote the need
for a major discussion on debt and deficit
reduction, running candidate Hugh Jidette (vids
listed).  On board with this is Democratic Senator
Evan Bayh and Budget Committee chair Kent
Conrad. 

13 year old boy in Turlock, CA told to remove the
flag from his bicycle by his school principal,
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because the school is concerned about racial
tensions. 

Newly elected Republicans are at least acting as
if they got the message; there is talk of an
earmark moratorium and presumptive Speaker of
the House John Boehner will fly commercial and
not take a private military jet. 

A group of San Francisco Unified School District
administrators, including an associate
superintendent, have been engaging in a
long-running scheme to funnel district money
into their personal bank accounts via nonprofit
community organizations, according to internal
documents. 

ACORN supervisor Amy Busefink, 28, plead
no-contest in a Nevada court to two
misdemeanor counts of conspiracy to commit the
crime of compensation for registration of voters
in the 2008 election.

Russian journalist in critical condition after attack;
according to the Committee to Protect
Journalists, 52 journalists have been murdered in
Russian since 1992.  Wikipedia lists 365

journalists who have died violently in Russia and
another 50 which have gone to trial. 

Say What?
Liberals: 

President Obama, about religious tolerance in
Indonesia: "Those are the spires of the cathedral
the Catholic Church over there. See, right next
door."

British Muslims chanting on Armistice Day:
"British soldiers burn in hell." 

Paul Krugman concerning the President's deficit
commission: "Some years down the pike, we're
going to get the real solution, which is going to be
a combination of death panels and sales taxes"

Kevin Tully of the DailyKos: “The "American
Dream" is a worldwide viral phenomenon - with
many more potentially dire consequences than
AIDS or Avian Flu. We have exported this thing
from one end of the earth to the other”

Louise from the DailyKos: “Perry made his final
sales pitch to explain why Texas, as he governed
it, was a Plutocrat's dream. It had low taxes, "fair"
environmental laws, a legal system that was also
attractive to business, and some other things that
I have forgotten because I was so stunned by his
final sales point: ‘...a school system that puts out
a skilled worker.’  That's Texas. A whore for
business, a land that doesn't value its land, and a
factory that produces docile, biddable servants
that can read, write, do basic mathematics and
follow directions. It ‘puts out’ ‘skilled workers.’ 
Perhaps it seems like a stretch to call a mere
mortal Lucifer, but his creepy persona and
relentless boosterism of a place that sounded like
Hell brought the analogy to mind.” 

Democratic House Speaker Nancy Pelosi: “We
didn't lose the election because of me.” 

Page -3-



Roland Martin on Anderson Cooper 360, called
Sarah Palin "the Kim Kardashian of politics."

Bill Maher: “America's like a dog....it cannot
understand actual words. It understands
inflection. It understands fear. But you can't
actually explain issues to a dog.” 

Newsweek on the cancelling of the TV show
Undercovers: “Prime-time audiences just weren't
ready for "super-negros" on the small screen.” 

Crosstalk: 

School administrator Lee Seitz, complaining about
the cap on his proposed $242,000 salary and
benefits, is quoted in the Daily Record as saying,
"Because of the proposed salary caps, I have to
look at my future and the financial welfare of my
family. I certainly would have options if I didn't
feel the compensation in this district, or New
Jersey, is appropriate."

The governor reacted to Seitz's threats to leave
New Jersey and go to a nearby state where there
is no state salary ca[. "I will say in response to Mr.
Seitz, `Let me help you pack.' ” 

Conservatives: 

Chris Christie on running for president: "I can't
say this any other way: I am not a candidate for
President. I am not a candidate for Vice
President. If the Vice Presidency is offered to me,
I will turn it down.  I don't want it, I want to be
here. I know people around the country think
that's crazy, but I love this place. I want to stay
here. I want to do this job."

Joe Scarborough: “The top Democrats of the
United States Senate have all told me individually,
‘this guy [Obama] has no idea what he is doing.’ ” 

Dennis Miller on Nancy Pelosi [from memory]:
“Billy, she looks like she is perpetually witnessing
the Hindenberg.”

From The Rise and Fall and Future of
Conservatism: 

“Limited government, the free market, individual
freedom, traditional American values and a
strong national defense—those are the five basic
ideas of conservatism.” 

Donald Rumsfeld: “You come away with the
sense that free economic systems tend to provide
better lives for more people than any other
system ever imagined.” 

Art Laffer: “The two groups I love are principled
conservatives and unprincipled liberals; and Bill
Clinton I viewed as an unprincipled liberal, and
one of the best presidents we’ve ever had.” 

George W. Bush: “The best hope for freedom in
our world is the expansion of freedom in all the
world.” 
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Dick Cheney: “Barrack Obama will turn out to be
a Godsend for the conservative movement in
America.” 

Rush Limbaugh: “The natural spirit of the human
being in freedom and conservatism is simply
freedom.” 

Joe Biden Prophecy Watch

Was that a missile from a foreign submarine off
the coast of California? 

Must-Watch Media

FoxNews is running a 6 part series on
conservatism, and so far, episode 1 (below) was
excellent.  “The Rise, Fall & Future of
Conservatism; The Right, All Along.”  This show is
airing Sunday evenings, prime time, and is being
played at other times as well. 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sFhudCXw
bgU 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=cs-TEFNSztQ 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=D0_2WVJO
Hzk 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DHxBArob
Wf4 

Racism and rage at the Restore Sanity Rally: 
http://www.breitbart.tv/caught-on-video-racis
m-and-rage-at-jon-stewarts-rally/ 

Neil Cavuto, who speaks some reasonable sense
about the suggested budget fixes: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=m1kh67HK
7aw 

Perhaps Megan Kelly is under too much stress,
handling a 2 hour show?  Here, she—oh, just see
for yourself: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fhzKL7tFbWk 

The softer side of Chris Christie: 
http://townhall.com/video/the-softer-side-of-g
ov.-chris-christie 

Chris Christie on the new poster boy for all that is
wrong with the New Jersey school system: 
http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/opinion
/blogs/beltway-confidential/christie-makes-it-p
ersonal-107057143.html 

This is a good Today work up on Christie: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DXfeHqgOl2Y 

John Stossel’s Affirmative action bake sale: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u87rrWz43
uw 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=t089dIGW-
Hk 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QF9_exp1rEc 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=UAZZKzaaH
xM 
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Greg Gutfeld takes on the cartoonist who comes
out in favor of a violent revolution (video and
text): 
http://newsbusters.org/blogs/noel-sheppard/2
010/11/13/greg-gutfeld-takes-ratigan-and-ralls-
call-violent-revolution 

Bill Whittle on Immigration: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DnTus_i2aZI 

Michelle Malkin talks calmly to Megyn Kelly
about the Dream Act. 
http://townhall.com/video/malkin-criticizes-pel
osi-for-trying-to-push-dream-act 

Hugh Jidette Videos (the 2  vid is a bit morend

subtle): 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PNYW702v
CHI 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DTaIrYWFl3o 

O’Reilly and Democrat Governor Ed Rendell, who
is one of the many Democrats 

A Little Comedy Relief

Dennis Miller: “The film on my flight was Iron
Man II with Bob Downey, Jr. and Mickey Rourke;
and I remember half way through it, thinking, I
wonder if Mickey knows he’s in a movie here, or
is this just like Tuesday for him.” 

Dennis Miller on Newsweek naming
Finland the best place to live: “The
best thing about living in Finland is,
they don’t get Newsweek magazine.” 

Dennis Miller: “Every time I see Nancy
Pelosi handling the gavel in the House,
I feel like Charelton Heston waking up
in the field and the chimp’s on top of
the pony” 

Jodi Miller: “According to final figures,
Democrats actually spent more
campaign money than Republicans
during this past election cycle.  Hmm,
spending a lot of money to lose
jobs—sounds about right.” 

Jodi Miller: “In California, a Republican
running for state senate lost to a dead
Democrat opponent.  That’s strange;
Republicans usually lose to dead

Democratic voters.” 

Short Takes

1) So far, the FoxNews 6 part series, The Rise, Fall
& Future of Conservatism has been excellent. 
There is part which they may skip over, but it is
very constructive.  During my change from a
liberal to a conservative, I listened to some of the
conservative voices of that time (this would have
been in the 70's), and there were 2 components
of conservatism which were dragging that
movement down: antis-Semitism and conspiracy
theories (like the Trilateral commission).  As long
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as those things were integral to the conservative
movement (much of it), it had no future.   Many
conservatives either stayed home or voted for
the Democrat LBJ when Goldwater, a Jew, ran for
president.  However, through some majic (and I
do not know exactly how this happened), the left
has begun to champion anti-Semitism and
conspiracy theories (e.g.,  the 9/11
truthers—there was a time when fully a third of
all Democrats felt that we did not know the truth
behind 9/11 and that, somehow, our government
and George Bush were involved). 

2) Lobbyists are in Washington for 2 primary
reasons: to get tax breaks or to keep the tax
breaks which they have; and to keep from being
over-regulated.  Flatten the tax code and remove
deductions, and that rids Washington of half the
lobbyists. 

3) Those who object to waterboarding based
upon, “We can make anyone confess to
anything,” totally miss the point.  Waterboarding
was never used to get someone to confess.  In
fact, it provided Kalid Sheikh Mohammed moral
cover for revealing all of the information that he
revealed.  He held out until he could not longer
hold out, and then he told our interrogators
everything that he knew. 

4) The second objection to waterboarding is the
allegation that we executed WWII Japanese
enemies for using Waterboarding against our
soldiers.  If you google Japanese Waterboarding,
you will see that it was dramatically more severe
than what we practiced (and, furthermore, there
was a terrific amount of angst on the left about
the waterboarding of only 3 men). 

By the Numbers

Government spending in Texas in 2008 was
actually a smaller percentage of the economy
than it had been back in 1987.  Government

spending in California grew 34% faster than its
economy. 

Polling by the Numbers

Rasmussen back in feb. 2010: 

60% in California say it would be better if most
incumbents in state legislature are defeated

In the 2010 election, every single incumbent
Senator was reelected.  If a particular Senator
chose not to run or was term-limited out, then
the person running from his or her party was
elected.  The same was almost true for the
California assembly; out of the 80 districts, about
3 or 4 broke the mold. 

A Little Bias

“Prince George's County Executive Jack B.
Johnson is accused of accepting cash in return for
helping a developer secure federal funding...” 

This story comes from: 

http://www.gazette.net/stories/11122010/prin
new130246_32588.php 

Now, quick, read the article and tell me what
party he belongs to.  Isn’t that fascinating?  We
do not find the word Democrat in the entire
article. 

Obama-Speak

Tax cuts for the rich = retaining present tax
brackets for 750,000 small businesses. 
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Yay Democrats!

S.F. mayor, Gavin Newsom, has rejected the anti-
Happy Meal law.  Maybe he is doing this for
political reasons and maybe he means it.  Still, it
was a good move. 

Political Chess

President Obama has not ever offered anyone
any tax cuts.  President Bush was the one
responsible for the tax cuts which will expire this
December 31 .  Democrats did quite an amazingst

job branding these as tax cuts for the rich, a
phraes I have heard probably hundreds of times,
fall out of the mouth of liberals like so much
drivel.  However, now these tax cuts are about to
expire, so President Obama wants to separate in
one way or another tax cuts for the middle class
(the bulk of the tax cuts) from those for the
wealthy (and this is whatever figure the President
wants to put on them).  Democrats demogogued
this issue successfully for 5 or 6 years, and they
can get more mileage out of it, as long as they
can be separated.  That is, make one set

permanent and the other set temorary.  Make
them both temporary, but with different end
dates.  They have to be separated, and that way,
they will be able to demagogue Republican tax
cuts for the rich once again (and this time, a little
more truthfully).  The problem is, more people
are paying more attention to what is actually
going on in politics (I doubt a majority, but the
public is becoming slightly more astute as to what
is really going on).  So, this time, when Democrats
talk about tax cuts for the rich, it has to actually
be tax cuts for the rich. 

More Proof Obama is an Amateur

Obama has no idea how to deal with the new
Republican majority.   At best, he will demonize
them and there will be gridlock.  Or, he will
simply give in to them, after putting up an initial
fight. 

Obama cannot try Khalid Sheik Mohammed in a
civilian court, because he would lose practically
every moderate who still supports him.  He
cannot revive the military courts at Club Gitmo
because those on his left would hate that (they
despise military anything).  So, the alternative is
to keep Khalid Sheik Mohammed locked up
indefinitely.  It would be at this point where a real
leader would make a decision.  Obama’s decision
is going to be a non-decision (leave him
imprisoned). 

News Before it Happens

Evan Bayh is getting ready to run for president
against Barrack Obama.   I think this time, the
Democratic field will be smaller, since President
Obama is president (I would guess Bayh, Clinton,
running to his right; and Kucinich running to his
left). 

Most of the Republican Senators and
Congressmen are more politically astute than is
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President Obama and his team.  Therefore, he
will put up a fight to separate the tax cuts into
those for rich and not rich, but he will fail at this. 
In fact, even his own party will not support him
here (there will be a lot of Democrat defection on
this issue—possibly enough to override a veto). 

Look for Gavin Newsom to run for Governor of
California.  Look for him to become more
moderate in his views as well. 

Missing Headlines

California reelects almost all incumbents. 

Was Missile of CA coast Russian or Chinese?

Come, let us reason together.... 

Monetizing the Debt

This past week, the federal reserve printed an
additional $600 billion (it’s not actually printed),
which they have used to purchase U.S. Treasury
bonds, which is known as monetizing the debt. 

Along with the Stimulus and the Healthcare law,
this is one of the most significant things to come
out of the Obama administration.   Sarah Palin,
Jim DeMint, the Prime Minister of Japan and the
finance minister have all protested this act.  It is
unclear whether Ben Bernancke is acting on his
own or at the direction of President Obama. 

Here are some articles on what has just
happened: 

The Fed Tries Again: It'll
Buy $600 Billion in Bonds

By Joseph Lazzaro 

U.S. Federal Reserve Wednesday launched the
second phase of its quantitative easing program,
the so-called QE2, saying it will buy up to $600
billion more in long-term U.S. Treasury bonds to
help stimulate a U.S. economy that's growing too
slowly.

The Fed said the new asset purchases would take
place through June 2011 at about $75 billion per
month, and when combined with existing asset
purchases, would total about $110 billion per
month.

The vote was 11-1, with Kansas City Fed President
Thomas Hoenig again voting against the program,
dissenting for the seventh straight Fed meeting.
Hoenig "believed the risks of additional securities
purchases outweighed the benefits" the Fed's
statement said.

The Fed maintained its fed funds target range of
zero to 0.25%.

In its statement, the Fed also maintained its
language regarding monetary policy, reiterating
that it will likely keep short-term interest rates at
"exceptionally low levels" for an "extended
period."

Page -9-



Fed Sees 'Disappointingly Slow' Recovery

The Fed added that considering its dual mandate
of price stability and maximum employment,
"Although the Committee anticipates a gradual
return to higher levels of resource utilization in a
context of price stability, progress toward its
objectives has been disappointingly slow."

The Fed said it was expanding its asset holdings
"To promote a stronger pace of economic
recovery and to help ensure that inflation, over
time, is at levels consistent with its mandate,"
adding that it will "will regularly review the pace
of its securities purchases and the overall size of
the asset-purchase program in light of incoming
information and will adjust the program as
needed to best foster maximum employment and
price stability."

The Fed's announcement pushed U.S. stock
markets lower, at least initially, with some
see-saw action afterward during afternoon
trading. The interest rate on the 10-year U.S.
Treasury note rose to 2.61% from 2.54%
before the announcement.

U.S. Economy's Slow Growth Ups
Pressure On Fed

Although plenty of economists oppose
additional stimulative action by the Fed,
many others argue that more action --
conventional policy or quantitative
easing -- has become necessary. U.S.
GDP grew 2% in the third quarter, after
expanding at 1.7%, 3.7% and 5% in the
previous three quarters, respectively.
The most recent pace is too slow to
lower the nation's high 9.6%
unemployment.

Growth of at least 2.5% would be
needed to do that, and the duration of
the expansion required to return the
nation to normal unemployment levels

of 3.5% to 5% speaks to size of the task at hand
for policymakers. About 14.8 million Americans
seeking work are unemployed. Another 7 million
to 8 million are part-time workers who want
full-time work but can't find it. That translates
into an underemployment rate of 17.1%.

Assuming 250,000 new jobs per month, it would
take about eight years to create enough jobs to
employ both those currently out of work and new
entrants to the workforce.

Even though not all of those roughly 15 million
adults will keep looking for a job. Some will retire.
But the economy isn't generating anywhere near
250,000 new jobs per month. The private sector
hasn't added 200,000 jobs in any month since the
recession started in December 2007. That will
have to change if the nation hopes to return to
employment levels that existed prior to the
financial crisis.

From: http://srph.it/cPyod6 
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Cease and Desist
by Sarah Palin

I'm deeply concerned about the Federal Reserve's
plans to buy up anywhere from $600 billion to as
much as $1 trillion of government securities. The
technical term for it is "quantitative easing." It
means our government is pumping money into
the banking system by buying up treasury bonds.
And where, you may ask, are we getting the
money to pay for all this? We're printing it out of
thin air.

The Fed hopes doing this may buy us a little
temporary economic growth by supplying banks
with extra cash which they could then lend out to
businesses. But it's far from certain this will even
work. After all, the problem isn't that banks don't
have enough cash on hand - it's that they don't
want to lend it out, because they don't trust the
current economic climate.

And if it doesn't work, what do we do then? Print
even more money? What's the end game here?
Where will all this money printing on an
unprecedented scale take us? Do we have any
guarantees that QE2 won't be followed by QE3,
4, and 5, until eventually - inevitably - no one
will want to buy our debt anymore? What
happens if the Fed becomes not just the buyer
of last resort, but the buyer of only resort?

All this pump priming will come at a serious
price. And I mean that literally: everyone who
ever goes out shopping for groceries knows
that prices have risen significantly over the past
year or so. Pump priming would push them
even higher. And it's not just groceries. Oil
recently hit a six month high, at more than $87
a barrel. The weak dollar - a direct result of the
Fed's decision to dump more dollars onto the
market - is pushing oil prices upwards. That's
like an extra tax on earnings. And the worst
part of it: because the Obama White House
refuses to open up our offshore and onshore oil

reserves for exploration, most of that money will
go directly to foreign regimes who don't have
America's best interests at heart.

We shouldn't be playing around with inflation. It's
not for nothing Reagan called it "as violent as a
mugger, as frightening as an armed robber, and
as deadly as a hit man." The Fed's pump priming
addiction has got our small businesses running
scared, and our allies worried. The German
finance minister called the Fed's proposals
"clueless." When Germany, a country that knows
a thing or two about the dangers of inflation,
warns us to think again, maybe it's time for
Chairman Bernanke to cease and desist. We don't
want temporary, artificial economic growth
bought at the expense of permanently higher
inflation which will erode the value of our
incomes and our savings. We want a stable dollar
combined with real economic reform. It's the
only way we can get our economy back on the
right track.

From: 
http://www.nationalreview.com/corner/25271
5/palin-bernanke-cease-and-desist-robert-costa 
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Palin Says Bernanke
Should 'Cease and Desist'

By Hugh Collins 

Sarah Palin, former governor of Alaska,
commented on the Federal Reserve's plan to buy
$600 billion of long-term assets, saying that Fed
Chairman Ben Bernanke should "cease and
desist."

"We shouldn't be playing around with inflation,"
Palin said in remarks prepared for a Monday
speech in Phoenix, according to Reuters.

Any economic boost from the purchases will be
"temporary" and "artificial" and will lead to
higher inflation, Palin said.

"We want a stable dollar combined with real
economic reform. It's the only way we can get
our economy back on the right track," Palin said.

Bernanke's plan to buy up assets has
encountered fierce criticism at home and abroad.

China, Germany and Brazil have all denounced
the plan as harmful to the global economy.
Representative Paul Ryan said that it will lead to
"a big inflation problem."

Bernanke has defended the plan, dismissing
suggestions that he is trying to boost inflation.

"It's critical for us to maintain inflation at an
appropriate level," Bernanke said last week.

See full  art ic le f rom Dai lyF inance:
http://srph.it/bpEyBD

From: 

http://www.dailyfinance.com/story/credit/pali
n-says-bernanke-should-cease-and-desist/1970
8952/ 

Palin's Dollar, Zoellick's Gold
An unlikely pair elevate the monetary policy
debate
WSJ Editorial

It would be hard to find two more unlikely
intellectual comrades than Robert Zoellick, the
World Bank technocrat, and Sarah Palin, the
populist conservative politician. But in separate
interventions yesterday, the pair roiled the global
monetary debate in complementary and timely
fashion.
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The former Alaskan Governor showed sound
political and economic instincts by inveighing
forcefully against the Federal Reserve's latest
round of quantitative easing. According to the
prepared text of remarks that she released to
National Review online, Mrs. Palin also exhibited
a more sophisticated knowledge of monetary
policy than any major Republican this side of
Wisconsin Representative Paul Ryan.

Stressing the risks of Fed "pump priming," Mrs.
Palin zeroed in on the connection between a
"weak dollar-a direct result of the Fed's decision
to dump more dollars onto the market"-and
rising oil and food prices. She also noted the
rising world alarm about the Fed's actions, which
by now includes blunt comments by Germany,
Brazil, China and most of Asia, among many
others.

"We don't want temporary, artificial economic
growth brought at the expense of permanently
higher inflation which will erode the value of our
incomes and our savings," the former GOP Vice
Presidential nominee said. "We want a stable
dollar combined with real economic reform. It's
the only way we can get our economy back on
the right track."

Mrs. Palin's remarks may have the beneficial
effect of bringing the dollar back to the center of
the American political debate, not to mention of
the GOP economic platform. Republican
economic reformers of the 1970s and
1980s-especially Ronald Reagan and Jack
Kemp-understood the importance of stable
money to U.S. prosperity.

On the other hand, the Bush Administration was
clueless. Its succession of Treasury Secretaries
promoted dollar devaluation little different from
that of the current Administration, while the
White House ignored or applauded an over-easy
Fed policy that created the credit boom and
housing bubble that led to financial panic.

Misguided monetary policy can ruin an
Administration as thoroughly as higher taxes and
destructive regulation, and the new GOP majority
in the House and especially the next GOP
President need to be alert to the dangers. Mrs.
Palin is way ahead of her potential Presidential
competitors on this policy point, and she shows
a talent for putting a technical subject in language
that average Americans can understand.

Which brings us to Mr. Zoellick, who exceeded
even Mrs. Palin's daring yesterday by mentioning
the word "gold" in the orthodox Keynesian
company of the Financial Times. This is like
mentioning the name "Palin" in the Princeton
faculty lounge.

Mr. Zoellick, who worked at the Treasury under
James Baker in the 1980s, laid out an agenda for
a new global monetary regime to reduce currency
turmoil and spur growth: "This new system is
likely to need to involve the dollar, the euro, the
yen, the pound and a renminbi that moves
toward internalization and then an open capital
account," he wrote, in an echo of what we've
been saying for some time.

And here's Mr. Zoellick's sound-money kicker:
"The system should also consider employing gold
as an international reference point of market
expectations about inflation, deflation and future
currency values. Although textbooks may view
gold as the old money, markets are using gold as
an alternative monetary asset today." Mr.
Zoellick's last observation will not be news to
investors, who have traded gold up to $1,400 an
ounce, its highest level in real terms since the
1970s, as a hedge against the risk of future
inflation.

However, his point will shock many of the world's
financial policy makers, who still think of gold as
a barbarous relic rather than as an important
price signal. Lest they faint in the halls of the
International Monetary Fund, we don't think Mr.
Zoellick is calling for a return to a full-fledged gold
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standard. His nonetheless useful point is that a
system of global monetary cooperation needs a
North Star to judge when it is running off course.
The Bretton Woods accord used gold as such a
reference until the U.S. failed to heed its
discipline in the late 1960s and in 1971 revoked
the pledge to sell other central banks gold at $35
an ounce.

One big problem in the world economy today is
the frequent and sharp movement in exchange
rates, especially between the euro and dollar.
This distorts trade and investment flows and
leads to a misallocation of capital and trade
tensions. A second and related problem is the
desire of the Obama Administration and Federal
Reserve Chairman Ben Bernanke to devalue the
dollar to boost exports as a way to compensate
for the failed spending stimulus.

As recently as this week in India, Mr. Obama said
that "We can't continue situations where some
countries maintain massive [trade] surpluses,
other countries have massive deficits and never
is there an adjustment with respect to currency
that would lead to a more balanced growth
pattern."

If this isn't a plea for a weaker dollar in the name
of balancing trade flows, what is it? The world
knows the Fed can always win such a currency
race to the bottom in the short run because it
can print an unlimited supply of dollars. But the
risks of currency war and economic instability are
enormous.

In their different ways, Mrs. Palin and Mr. Zoellick
are offering a better policy path: More careful
monetary policy in the U.S., and more U.S.
leadership abroad with a goal of greater
monetary cooperation and less volatile exchange
rates. If Mr. Obama is looking for advice on this
beyond Mr. Zoellick, he might consult Paul
Volcker or Nobel laureate Robert Mundell. A
chance for monetary reform is a terrible thing to
waste.

Regardless of what you think of Palin, who else
do you see out in front of this?  Mitt Romney? 
What is the White House saying?  Are they out of
the country specifically because of this move? 

From: 
http://www.israpundit.com/archives/30156 

Cavuto interview Jim DeMint on monetizing the
debt: 
http://www.foxnews.com/on-air/your-world-ca
vuto/transcript/sen-jim-demint-we-are-monetiz
ing-our-debt 

Some Bowles/Simpson
Budget Proposals

Erskine Bowles and former-Sen. Alan Simpson
today released their draft recommendations on
how to reduce the country's budget deficit.

Social Security cuts:

! Index the retirement age to longevity --
i.e., increase the retirement age to
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qualify for Social Security -- to age 69 by
2075.

! Index Social Security yearly increases to
a lower inflation rate, which will
generally mean lower cost of living
increases and less money per average
recipient.

! "Increase progressivity of benefit
formula" -- i.e., reduce benefits by 2050
for middle, and, especially, higher
earners, relative to current benefits.

! Increase the Social Security contribution
ceiling: while people only pay Social
Security taxes on the first $106,800 of
their wages today, that's only about 86%
of the total potentially taxable wages.
The co-chairs suggest raising the ceiling
to capture 90% of wages.

Tax reform:

! The co-chairs suggest capping both
government expenditures and revenue at
21% of GDP eventually.

! In their first plan, called "The Zero Plan,"
they suggest reducing the tax brackets to
three personal brackets and one
corporate rate while eliminated all
credits and deductions. Without any
credits or deductions (including the EITC
and mortgage interest deductions), the 3
tax rates would be 8, 14 and 23 percent.

! In their second plan, they would increase
the personal deduction to $15,000,
create 3 tax brackets (15, 25 and 35%);
repeal or significantly curtail a number of
popular tax deductions (including the
state and local deduction and the
mortgage interest deduction); and
eliminate other tax expenditures.

! The third plan would force Congress to
undertake comprehensive tax reform by
2012 by raising taxes for each year
Congress fails to act.

! All their proposals limit Congress to
collecting taxes on income made within
the United States, reducing or
eliminating taxes on American expats
and revenues companies earn abroad.

! They also suggest raising the federal gas
tax by 15 cents per gallon.

Medicaid/Medicare cuts

! Force more low-income individuals into
Medicaid managed care.

! Increase Medicaid co-pays.
! Accelerate already-planned cuts to

Medicare Advantage and home health
care programs.

! Create a cap for Medicaid/Medicare
growth that would force Congress and
the President to increase premiums or
co-pays or raise the Medicare eligibility
age (among other options) if the system
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encounters cost overruns over the
course of 5 years.

Discretionary spending cuts

! Eliminate all earmarks.
! Eliminate the Office of Safe and

Drug-Free Schools.
! Freeze federal worker wage increases

through 2014; eliminate 200,000 federal
jobs by 2020; and eliminate 250,000
federal non-defense contractor jobs by
2015.

! Eliminate subsidized student loans, in
which the government makes interest
payments while the student is in school.

! Establish co-pays in the VA medical
system and change the co-pays and
deductibles for military retirees that
remain in that system.

! Eliminate NASA funding for commercial
space flight.

! Require the Smithsonian museums to
start charging entrance fees and raise
fees at the national parks.

! Eliminate funding to the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting -- which many
conservatives suggested in the wake of
the firing of former NPR contributor Juan
Williams.

! Reduce farm subsidies by $3 billion per
year.

! Create a Committee to eliminate
unnecessary programs to the tune of $11
billion by 2015.

! Merge the Department of Commerce
and the Small Business Administration
and cut its budget by 10 percent.

! End "low-priority" Army Corps of
Engineers programs to the tune of $1
billion by 2015.

! Cut the State Department's overseas
budget by 10 percent by 2015; reduce
the proposed foreign aid budget by 10
percent in 2015; and cut voluntary

contributions to the United Nations by 10
percent in 2015.

! Eliminate the Overseas Private
Investment Corporation, which provides
subsidized financing and political risk
insurance for U.S. companies'
investments abroad.

! Cut $900 million in fossil fuel research
funds.

! Force airlines to increase their
contributions to airline security costs and
allow them to increase per-ticket security
fees.

Defense spending cuts:

! Double the number of defense
contractor positions scheduled for
elimination from 10 percent of current
staff augmentees to 20 percent.

! Reduce procurement by 15 percent, or
$20 billion.

! Eliminate the V-22 Osprey program.
! Cancel the Marine Corps' Expeditionary

Fighting Vehicle program.
! Halve the number of F-35 Joint Strike

Fighters in favor of F-16s and F/A-18Es.
! Cancel the Marine Corps F-35 program.
! Cancel the Navy's Future Maritime

Prepositioning Force.
! Cancel the new Joint Light Tactical

Vehicle (JLTV), the Ground Combat
Vehicle, and the Joint Tactical Radio.

! Reduce military forces in Europe and Asia
by one-third.

! Send all military children based in the
U.S. to local schools.

From: 
http://tpmdc.talkingpointsmemo.com/2010/11
/deficit-commission-co-chairs-simpson-and-bo
wles-release-eye-popping-recommendations.php 

The full report is here (click to move to the next
page): 
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http://www.scribd.com/doc/41938621/CoChair
-Draft 

What is shocking is, these dramatic proposals
gets us to a balanced budget by 2037 (p. 12).  Are
you kidding me? 

In any case, Senator Simpson said: "We have
harpooned every whale in the ocean - and some
minnows." 

Professor Exposes Federally Funded
`Revisionist' History Conference

Posted by Meredith Jessup

In July, the National Endowment for the
Humanities sponsored a workshop on "History

and Commemoration: The Legacies of the Pacific
War in WWII" for college professors in Hawaii.

Professor Penelope Blake, a veteran
professor of Humanities at Rock
Valley College in Rockford, Ill., was
one of 25 American scholars chosen
to attend the workshop, but was
reportedly disheartened to find the
conference "driven by an overt
political bias and a blatant
anti-American agenda."

Professor Blake is now reportedly
calling on Congress to implement
better oversight over the NEH.  In a
letter addressed directly to her
Illinois congressman, Rep. Don
Manzullo, Blake documents
conference details and asks him to
vote against NEH funding for future
events. According to PowerLine,
copies of the letter have also been
delivered to members of the NEH
council and NEH chair Jim Leach.

Full letter follows (emphases hers):

Dear Congressman Manzullo:

As one of twenty-five American
scholars chosen to participate in the recent
National Endowment for the Humanities Summer
Workshop, "History and Commemoration:
Legacies of the Pacific War in WWII," at the
University of Hawaii, East-West Center, I am
writing to ask you to vote against approval of
2011 funding for future workshops until the NEH
can account for the violation of its stated
objective to foster "a mutual respect for the
diverse beliefs and values of all persons and
groups" (NEH Budget Request, 2011).

In my thirty years as a professor in upper
education, I have never witnessed nor
participated in a more extremist, agenda-driven,
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revisionist conference, nearly devoid of rhetorical
balance and historical context for the arguments
presented.

In both the required preparatory readings for the
conference, as well as the scholarly
presentations, I found the overriding messages to
include the following:

1. The U.S. military and its veterans constitute
an imperialistic, oppressive force which has
created and perpetuated its own mythology of
liberation and heroism, insisting on a "pristine
collective memory" of the war. The
authors/presenters equate this to Japan's almost
total amnesia and denial about its own war
atrocities (Fujitani, White, Yoneyama, 9, 23). One
presenter specifically wrote about turning down
a job offer when he realized that his office would
overlook a fleet of U.S. Naval warships, "the
symbol of American power and the symbol of our
[Hawaiians'] dispossession.I decided they could
not pay me enough" (Osorio 5). Later he claimed
that electric and oil companies were at the root
of WWII, and that the U.S. developed a naval
base at Pearl Harbor to ensure that its own coasts
would not be attacked (9, 13).

2. The Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor should
be seen from the perspective of Japan being a
victim of western oppression (one speaker
likened the attack to 9-11, saying that the U.S.
could be seen as "both victim and aggressor" in
both attacks); that American "imperial
expansion" forced Japan's hand: "For the
Japanese, it was a war to defend their unique
culture against Western Imperialism" (Yoneyama
335-336); and the Pearl Harbor attack could be
seen as a "pre-emptive strike." (No mention of
the main reason for the Pearl Harbor attack: the
U.S. had cut off Japan's oil supply in order to stop
the wholesale slaughter of Chinese civilians at the
hands of the Japanese military.) Another author
argued that the Japanese attack was no more

"infamous" or "sneaky" than American actions in
Korea or Vietnam (Rosenberg 31-32).

3. War memorials, such as the Punchbowl
National Memorial Cemetery (where many
WWII dead are buried, including those executed
by the Japanese on Wake Island and the beloved
American journalist Ernie Pyle), are symbols of
military aggression and brutality "that pacify
death, sanitize war and enable future wars to be
fought" (Ferguson and Turnbull, 1). One author
stated that the memorials represent American
propaganda, "the right to alter a story" (Camacho
201).

4. The U.S. military has repeatedly committed
rapes and other violent crimes throughout its
past through the present day. Cited here was the
handful of cases of attacks by Marines in Okinawa
(Fujitani, et al, 13ff). (What was not cited were
the mass-murders, rapes, mutilations of
hundreds of thousands of Chinese at the hands of
the Japanese throughout the 1930s and 40s. This
issue is a perfect example of the numerous
instances of assertions made without balance or
historical context.) Another author stated that
the segregation in place within our military and
our "occupation" of Germany after the war was
comparable to Nazism ('we were as capable of as
much evil as the Germans") even though the
author admits, with some incredulity, that he
"saw no genuine torture, despite all the
[American] arrogance, xenophobia and
insensitivity." He attributes American kindness
towards conquered Germans to our "wealth and
power" which allowed us to "forego the extreme
kinds of barbarism" (Davis 586). Another
author/presenter compared the temporary
relocation camps erected by Americans during
the war to Nazi extermination camps (Camacho
206). (This is perhaps the most outrageous,
offensive and blatantly false statement I have
ever read in a supposedly scholarly work).
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5. Those misguided members of the WWII
generation on islands like Guam and Saipan who
feel gratitude to the Americans for saving them
from the Japanese are blinded by propaganda
supporting "the image of a compassionate
America" or by their own advanced age. One
author/presenter questioned whether the
Americans had saved anyone from anything
(Camacho 177, 209), arguing that the Americans
could be seen as easily and justifiably as
"conquerors and invaders" (199).

6. It was "the practice" of the U.S. military in
WWII to desecrate and disrespect the bodies of
dead Japanese (Camacho 186). (Knowing this to
be absolutely false, I challenged the
speaker/author, who then admitted that this was
not the "practice" of our military. Still, the word
remains in his publication. As he obviously knew
this to be false, I can only assume that his
objective was not scholarship but anti-military
propaganda.)

7. Conservatives and veterans in the U.S. have
had an undue and corrupt influence on how
WWII is remembered, for example, successfully
lobbying to remove from the Smithsonian Enola
Gay exhibit images of the destruction caused by
the atom bomb and the revisionist portrayal of
the Japanese as victims in the war (Yoneyama).
(What the presenter and author, Ms. Yoneyama,
failed to explain was why all representations of
Japan's murderous rampages throughout China
and the Philippines were removed from the
exhibit as well.surely not at the request of
American veterans or conservatives. When I
challenged Ms. Yoneyama to explain this issue, a
tense exchange ensued, but I finally established
that Japanese influences had also played a role in
"shaping" the exhibit. This never would have
been mentioned had I not demanded the speaker
address this distortion in her presentation. Ms.
Yoneyama clearly intended to present a
one-sided attack on those who wanted the
exhibit to emphasize the many reasons why the

atom bombs were necessary.) Ms. Yoneyama
concluded her essay with a parting shot at the
veterans, whom she mockingly labels "martyrs of
their sacred war," and "conservative elites" who
objected to the Smithsonian's revisionist history:
"the Smithsonian debate ended in the defeat of
those who sought critical rethinking, as well as
the defeat of those who questioned the
self-evident., and the victory of those who felt
threatened by obfuscation of the contours of
conventional knowledge" (emphasis mine,
329,339). The author's elitist dismissal of those
who questioned the Enola Gay exhibit is
representative of the perspectives and tone of
much of the conference, as illustrated by the
following point.

8. Conservatives are reactionary nationalists (no
distinction was made between nationalism and
patriotism), pro-military "tea baggers" who are
incapable of "critical thinking." Comments were
made about "people who watch Fox News" not
caring if the news "is accurate or not"
(Yoneyama, Lecture). The end result of this
deprecation within the conference room was to
discourage debate and create an atmosphere of
intolerance to opposing views, in direct violation
of the stated objectives of the NEH. Several
participants told me privately that they
considered me "brave" for speaking up, thus
begging the question: At a conference supposedly
committed to openness and tolerance of all
views, why should it take bravery to speak one's
mind?

9. Relating to the above, even members of the
NEH review board are not immune to
"reactionary" pro-military views. One essay
recounts how an earlier attempt to receive
funding for a similar conference was denied
because some NEH reviewers thought the
"program lacked diversity and balance among
points of view"..and that the organizers
possessed "a very specific, `politically correct'
agenda," noting that "bias is dangerously
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threatening throughout." The authors of the
essay dismissed and denigrated these NEH
reviewers with the same elitist attitude they
exhibited towards the "Fox News" viewers:
"Clearly this reviewer was unable to comprehend
our understanding" of the conference objectives
(in other words, he/she is stupid), and "what he
or she really desired was the inclusion of
defenders of American nationalism and
militarism" (Fujitani, et al, 24).

10. Veterans' memories of their own
experiences in the war are suspect and
influenced by media and their own self-delusion
(Rosenberg, 18, 24). Therefore, it is the role of
academics to "correct" their history. As one
organizer commented, this will be more easily
accomplished once the WWII generation has
passed away. Another wrote, "America's nostalgic
war memories are beginning to fray around the
edges" (White, 267).

11. War memorials like the Arizona Memorial
should be recast as "peace memorials," sensitive
to all viewers from all countries, especially the
many visitors from Japan. The conference
dedicated significant time to the discussion of
whether or not a Japanese memorial in honor of
victims of the atom bombs should be erected at
the Arizona Memorial site, in order to pacify
Japanese visitors who may be offended by the
"racism" [anti-Japanese] of the Arizona Memorial.
To this end, the conference organizers discussed
a revised film (1992) shown to visitors to the
Arizona Memorial which removed some of the
earlier (1980) film's "Japan-bashing" and
warnings about the need for the American
military to remain prepared in the future. The
new film, which emphasizes the reasons
(justifications?) for the Japanese bombings of
Pearl Harbor, includes fewer battle scenes and
"transforms the triumphant feelings of victory
with a more mournful reflection of losses
inflicted by war" (White 285), thus sending a
more pacifist, anti-war message and offering a

perspective which makes people "less angry"
after viewing the film (the author acknowledges
that this has worked well, except for "older
citizens" who are outraged by the "revisionist"
sympathy towards the Japanese) (287). The new,
more "inclusive" film features visual images of
both American and Japanese dead, Japanese
Buddhist monks visiting the memorial, and a
culminating text which reads "Mourn the dead"
as opposed to "Mourn American dead" or
"Mourn our dead" so that "it represented the
U.S. and Japanese" (emphasis mine, 288). The
memorial's superintendent, Donald Magee,
summed up the tone of the new film: "We don't
take sides..here at Pearl Harbor we don't
condemn the Japanese" (292). Based on the
author's description, I refused to attend a viewing
of the film, in protest of its appeasement of
treachery and attempts to revise historical fact.

As overwhelming and pervasive as these
politically-correct and revisionist messages were,
the conference did feature a few presentations
and articles which represented truly excellent
examples of balanced, well-researched
scholarship. One highpoint of the conference was
a panel of WWII veterans who shared with us
their personal experiences of the war. But, given
the overall anti-military bias present at this
conference, I could not help but shudder to think
how these amazing men would feel if they knew
the true focus of the conference. I honestly felt
ashamed of my profession and my government
for sponsoring this travesty.I am aware that my
comments may well have been dismissed by the
conference organizers in the same manner they
dismissed other opposing voices as "nationalistic"
or simplistic. So be it. But I am no blind patriot,
Congressman Manzullo, nor am I ignorant of the
complexities inherent in the telling and re-telling
of history. I also acknowledge, research and teach
the many mistakes this country has made, and I
am as suspect of the extreme right as I am of the
extreme left. But I am also a historian who knows
that despite all of their mistakes, this nation and
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its military have defended, protected and freed
more people in their comparatively brief
existence than all of the nations in Europe and
Asia combined. Allied efforts, however imperfect,
defended the world against two of the greatest
forms of evil the world has ever known, European
Fascism and Japanese Imperialism. This
perspective was never, not once, offered at this
conference except as a concept that will be
well-buried with the WWII generation. If nothing
else, I have shown that any imminent celebration
of the demise of these concepts may be
premature.

As a daughter of two WWII veterans and the
niece of a man who gave his life to help defend
his country in WWII, I simply will not stand by and
allow their history to be usurped and corrupted
by a revisionist and iconoclastic political agenda
within academe.

The NEH is requesting an operating budget of 161
million dollars for 2011, including over 71 million
to support conferences like the one I have
described. I ask that you do everything in your
power to delay approval of this request until the
NEH does the following:

1. Reviews all NEH conference and
workshop proposals and supporting
materials to eliminate any overt political
agenda;

2. Illustrates to Congress and the American
people an ability to create programs
which support sound and objective
scholarship and provide forums for
debate in which all sides are recognized
and encouraged;

3. Eliminates all intolerance and pejorative
language towards any group or
viewpoint;

4. Commits itself to a fair and balanced
view of our nation's history and
humanities, acknowledging its mistakes
but also honoring its achievements.

To demonstrate the above, any group or
institution requesting a grant from the NEH
should be required to submit its entire schedule
of presenters and a complete list of the literature
which will be discussed at the conference to
ensure that varied sides of any issue will be
represented and respected.

Until these actions are taken, I sincerely doubt
that the majority of Americans would approve of
their tax dollars supporting this academic attack
on American history and culture. I plan to do
everything in my power to inform American
voters of this issue, and I trust our elected
officials will take heed of their constituents'
reactions.

Citations for the sources I have used are attached
to this letter. Should you wish any further
documentation on the issues I have raised or
have any questions, feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Penelope A. Blake, Ph.D.

The NEH isn't the first federal agency accused to
misusing its funding to pursue a particular
agenda. Most recently, the National Endowment
for the Arts (NEA) was accused of partisan
operations when a recorded conference
callrevealed government officials asking artists to
design projects in support of the Obama
administration's agenda.

From: 
http://www.theblaze.com/stories/professor-ex
poses-federally-funded-revisionist-history-conf
erence/ 
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The `Gridlock' Bogeyman
By Thomas Sowell

Whenever the party that controls the White
House does not also control Capitol Hill, political
pundits worry that there will be "gridlock" in
Washington, so that the government cannot
solve the nation's problems.

Almost never is that fear based on what actually
happens when there is divided government,
compared to what happens when one party has
a monopoly of both legislative and executive
branches.

The last time the federal government had a
budget surplus, instead of its usual deficits, there
was divided government. That was when the
Republicans controlled the House of
Representatives, where all spending bills
originate, and Bill Clinton was in the White
House. The media called it "the Clinton surplus."

By the same token, some of the worst laws ever
passed were passed when one party had
overwhelming majorities in both houses of
Congress, as well as being led by their own
President of the United States. ObamaCare is a
product of the kind of arrogance that so much
power breeds.

It was the same story back in the famous "first
hundred days" of the New Deal in 1933. The
National Industrial Recovery Act of 1933 clamped
down on the American economy the kind of
pervasive government control seldom seen
outside of totalitarian countries.

It was the ObamaCare of its time, but covering
industries right down to local dry cleaners. One
man was sent to jail for charging less than the
government-specified price for pressing a suit of
clothes. This typified the mindset of the New
Deal.

Fortunately, the Supreme Court eventually
declared the National Industrial Recovery Act
unconstitutional. But, before that happened, the
N.I.R.A. probably did more to prevent the
economy from recovering from the Great
Depression than any other law or policy. Even
liberal icon John Maynard Keynes said at the time
that the N.I.R.A. "probably impedes recovery."

You cannot tell what effect a law or policy will
have by what politicians call it, whether they label
it a "recovery" program or a "stimulus" program.

Those who fear gridlock in Washington today
implicitly assume that government actions are
needed to "solve" the economy's "problems."
That assumption has been so pervasive over the
past 80 years that many people fail to realize that
the republic existed for nearly twice that long
before the federal government intervened to get
the economy out of a recession or depression.

During all that time, no depression ever lasted
even half as long as the Great Depression of the
1930s, when first President Hoover and then
President Roosevelt intervened.

For most of the history of this country, there was
no Federal Reserve System, which was
established in 1914 to prevent bank failures and
the bad effects of large expansions or
contractions of the supply of money and credit.
But bank failures in the 1930s exceeded anything
ever seen before the Fed was established. So did
the contraction of money and credit during the
Great Depression.

The seductive notion that some Big Daddy in
Washington can solve our problems for us--
whether healing the sick, preventing poverty or
"growing the economy"-- is encouraged by
politicians for obvious reasons, and the media
echo the idea.

Both in Washington and in the media, there is
virtually zero interest in comparing what actually
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happens when the federal government
intervenes in the economy and when it does not.

More than a century and a half of ignoring
downturns in the economy never produced a
depression as deep or as long as the 1930s
depression, with its many federal interventions,
first under Herbert Hoover and then under
Franklin D. Roosevelt.

The unemployment rate was 6.3 percent when
the first big intervention took place, during the
Hoover administration. It later peaked at 25
percent, but its fluctuations were always in
double digits throughout the 1930s, as FDR tried
one thing after another. As late as the spring of
1939, nearly a decade after the stock market
crash of 1929, unemployment hit 20 percent
again.

It is not a matter of faith that a market economy
can recover on its own. It is a matter of faith that
politicians speed recovery. But there is no way
that Barack Obama is going to stop intervening in
the economy unless he gets stopped. Only
gridlock can do that. 

From:
http://jewishworldreview.com/cols/sowell1110
10.php3 

Political Judges
By Thomas Sowell

Results of the recent elections showed that
growing numbers of Americans are fed up with
"public servants" who act as if they are public
masters. This went beyond the usual objections
to particular policies. It was the fact that policies
were crammed down our throats, whether we
liked them or not. In fact, laws were passed so
fast that nobody had time to read them.

Whether these policies were good, bad or
indifferent, the way they were imposed

represented a more fundamental threat to the
very principles of a self-governing people
established by the Constitution of the United
States.

Arrogant politicians who do this are dismantling
the Constitution piecemeal-- which is to say, they
are dismantling America.

The voters struck back, as they had to, if we are
to keep the freedoms that define this country.
The Constitution cannot protect us unless we
protect the Constitution, by getting rid of those
who circumvent it or disregard it.

The same thing applies to judges. The runaway
arrogance that politicians get when they have
huge majorities in Congress is a more or less
common arrogance among federal judges with
lifetime tenure or state judges who are seldom
defeated in elections to confirm their
appointments to the bench.

It was a surprise to many-- and a shock to media
liberals-- when three judges on Iowa's Supreme
Court were voted off that court in the same
recent elections in which a lot of politicians were
also sent packing.

These judges had taken it upon themselves to
rule that the voters of Iowa did not have the right
to block attempts to change the definition of
marriage to include homosexual couples. Here
again, the particular issue-- so-called "gay
marriage"-- was not as fundamental as the
question of depriving the voting public of their
right to decide what kinds of laws they want to
live under.

That is ultimately a question of deciding what
kind of country this is to be-- one ruled by "we
the people" or one where the notions of an
arrogant elite are to be imposed, whether the
people agree or not.

Page -23-

http://jewishworldreview.com/cols/sowell111010.php3
http://jewishworldreview.com/cols/sowell111010.php3


Those who believe in gay marriage are free to
vote for it. But, when they lose that vote, it is not
the role of judges to nullify the vote and legislate
from the bench. Judges who become politicians
in robes often lie like politicians as well, claiming
that they are just applying the Constitution, when
they are in fact exercising powers that the
Constitution never gave them.

If they are going to act like politicians, then they
should be voted out like politicians.

Media liberals, who like what liberal judges do,
spring to their defense. The media spin is that
judges were voted off the bench because of
"unpopular" decisions and that this threatens
judicial "independence."

Since this was the first time that a justice of the
Iowa Supreme Court was voted off the bench in
nearly half a century, it is very doubtful that there
was never an "unpopular" court decision in all
that time. The media spin about "unpopular"
decisions sidesteps the far more important
question of whether the judges usurped powers
that were never given to them by the
Constitution.

As for judicial "independence," that does not
mean being independent of the laws. Being a
judge does not mean being given arbitrary
powers to enact the liberal agenda from the
bench, which means depriving the citizens of
their most basic rights that define a free and
self-governing people.

While removing three state Supreme Court
justices at one time in Iowa is news today, the
very same thing happened in California back in
the 1970s. Every single death penalty imposed by
a trial court in California was overturned by the
state Supreme Court, with Chief Justice Rose Bird
voting 64 times in a row that there was
something wrong with the way each trial had
been conducted. That was world-class chutzpa.

The 9th Circuit Court of Appeals recently ruled
that Arizona does not have a right to require
proof of citizenship before someone can vote.
Where does it say that in the Constitution?

The time is long overdue to stop treating judges
like sacred cows, especially when they have so
much bull. 

From: 
http://jewishworldreview.com/cols/sowell1109
10.php3 

Guess Who?
By Thomas Sowell

Guess who said the following: "We have tried
spending money. We are spending more than we
have ever spent before and it does not work."
Was it Sarah Palin? Rush Limbaugh? Karl Rove?

Not even close. It was Henry Morgenthau,
Secretary of the Treasury under Franklin D.
Roosevelt and one of FDR's closest advisers. He
added, "after eight years of this Administration
we have just as much unemployment as when we
started. . . And an enormous debt to boot!"

This is just one of the remarkable and
eye-opening facts in a must-read book titled
"New Deal or Raw Deal?" by Professor Burton W.
Folsom, Jr., of Hillsdale College.

Ordinarily, what happened in the 1930s might be
something to be left for historians to be
concerned about. But the very same kinds of
policies that were tried-- and failed-- during the
1930s are being carried out in Washington today,
with the advocates of such policies often invoking
FDR's New Deal as a model.

Franklin D. Roosevelt blamed the country's woes
on the problems he inherited from his
predecessor, much as Barack Obama does today.
But unemployment was 20 percent in the spring
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of 1939, six long years after Herbert Hoover had
left the White House.

Whole generations have been "educated" to
believe that the Roosevelt administration is what
got this country out of the Great Depression.
History text books by famous scholars like Arthur
M. Schlesinger, Jr., of Harvard and Henry Steele
Commager of Columbia have enshrined FDR as a
historic savior of this country, and lesser lights in
the media and elsewhere have perpetuated the
legend.

Although Professor Schlesinger admitted that he
had little interest in economics, that did not stop
him from making sweeping statements about
what a great economic achievement the New
Deal was.

Professors Commager and Morris of Columbia
likewise declared: "The character of the
Republican ascendancy of the twenties had been
pervasively negative; the character of the New
Deal was overwhelmingly positive." Anyone
unfamiliar with the history of that era might
never suspect from such statements that the
1920s were a decade of unprecedented
prosperity and the 1930s were a decade of the
deepest and longest-lasting depression in
American history. But facts have taken a back
seat to rhetoric.

In more recent years, there have been both
academic studies and popular books debunking
some of the myths about the New Deal.
Nevertheless, Professor Folsom's book "New Deal
or Raw Deal?" breaks new ground. Although
written by an academic scholar and based on
years of documented research, it is as readable as
a newspaper-- and a lot more informative than
most.

There are few historic events whose legends are
more grossly different from the reality than the
New Deal administration of Franklin D. Roosevelt.

And there are few men whose image has been
more radically different from the man himself.

Some of the most devastating things that were
said about FDR were not said by his political
enemies but by people who worked closely with
him for years-- Secretary of the Treasury Henry
Morgenthau being just one. Morgenthau saw not
only the utter failure of Roosevelt's policies, but
also the failure of Roosevelt himself, who didn't
even know enough economics to realize how
little he knew.

Far from pulling the country out of the Great
Depression by following Keynesian policies, FDR
created policies that prolonged the depression
until it was more than twice as long as any other
depression in American history. Moreover,
Roosevelt's ad hoc improvisations followed
nothing as coherent as Keynesian economics.

To the extent that FDR followed the ideas of any
economist, it was an obscure economist at the
University of Wisconsin, who was disdained by
other economists and who was regarded with
contempt by John Maynard Keynes.

President Roosevelt's strong suit was politics, not
economics. He played the political game both
cleverly and ruthlessly, including using both the
FBI and the Internal Revenue Service to harass
and intimidate his critics and opponents. 

From: 
http://jewishworldreview.com/cols/sowell1102
10.php3 

Virginia's Black Confederates
by Walter E. Williams 

One tragedy of war is that its victors write its
history and often do so with bias and dishonesty.
That's true about our War of 1861, erroneously
called a civil war. Civil wars, by the way, are when
two or more parties attempt to take over the
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central government. Jefferson Davis no more
wanted to take over Washington, D.C., than
George Washington, in 1776, wanted to take over
London. Both wars were wars of independence.

Kevin Sieff, staff writer for The Washington Post,
penned an article "Virginia 4th-grade textbook
criticized over claims on black Confederate
soldiers," (Oct. 20, 2010). The textbook says that
blacks fought on the side of the Confederacy.
Sieff claims that "Scholars are nearly unanimous
in calling these accounts of black Confederate
soldiers a misrepresentation of history." William
& Mary historian Carol Sheriff said, "It is
disconcerting that the next generation is being
taught history based on an unfounded claim
instead of accepted scholarship." Let's examine
that accepted scholarship.

In April 1861, a Petersburg, Va., newspaper
proposed "three cheers for the patriotic free
Negroes of Lynchburg" after 70 blacks offered "to
act in whatever capacity may be assigned to
them" in defense of Virginia. Ex-slave Frederick
Douglass observed, "There are at the present
moment, many colored men in the Confederate
Army doing duty not only as cooks, servants and
laborers, but as real soldiers, having muskets on
their shoulders and bullets in their pockets, ready
to shoot down ... and do all that soldiers may do
to destroy the Federal government."

Charles H. Wesley, a distinguished black historian
who lived from 1891 to 1987, wrote "The
Employment of Negroes as Soldiers in the
Confederate Army," in the Journal of Negro
History (1919). He says, "Seventy free blacks
enlisted in the Confederate Army in Lynchburg,
Virginia. Sixteen companies (1,600) of free men
of color marched through Augusta, Georgia on
their way to fight in Virginia."

Wesley cites Horace Greeley's "American
Conflict" (1866) saying, "For more than two
years, Negroes had been extensively employed in
belligerent operations by the Confederacy. They

had been embodied and drilled as rebel soldiers
and had paraded with white troops at a time
when this would not have been tolerated in the
armies of the Union."

Wesley goes on to say, "An observer in
Charleston at the outbreak of the war noted the
preparation for war, and called particular
attention to the thousand Negroes who, so far
from inclining to insurrections, were grinning
from ear to ear at the prospect of shooting the
Yankees."

One would have to be stupid to think that blacks
were fighting in order to preserve slavery. What's
untaught in most history classes is that it is
relatively recent that we Americans think of
ourselves as citizens of United States. For most of
our history, we thought of ourselves as citizens of
Virginia, citizens of New York and citizens of
whatever state in which we resided. Wesley says,
"To the majority of the Negroes, as to all the
South, the invading armies of the Union seemed
to be ruthlessly attacking independent States,
invading the beloved homeland and trampling
upon all that these men held dear." Blacks have
fought in all of our wars both before and after
slavery, in hopes of better treatment afterwards.

Denying the role, and thereby cheapening the
memory, of the Confederacy's slaves and
freemen who fought in a failed war of
independence is part of the agenda to cover up
Abraham Lincoln's unconstitutional acts to
prevent Southern secession. Did states have a
right to secede? At the 1787 Constitutional
Convention, James Madison rejected a proposal
that would allow the federal government to
suppress a seceding state. He said, "A Union of
the States containing such an ingredient seemed
to provide for its own destruction. The use of
force against a State would look more like a
declaration of war than an infliction of
punishment and would probably be considered
by the party attacked as a dissolution of all
previous compacts by which it might be bound."
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From: 
http://townhall.com/columnists/WalterEWillia
ms/2010/11/03/virginias_black_confederates/
page/1 

Leftists, Progressives and Socialists
by Walter E. Williams

 One of the greatest sources of confusion and
deception is the difference between leftists,
progressives, socialists, communists and fascists.
I thought about this as I caught a glimpse of the
Oct. 2 "One Nation" march on Washington. The
participants proudly marched with banners, signs
and placards reading "Socialists," "Ohio U
Democratic Socialists," "International Socialists
Organization," "Socialist Party USA," "Build A
Socialist Alternative" and other signs expressing
support for socialism and communism. They had
stands where they sold booklets under the titles
of "Marxism and the State," "Communist
Manifesto," "Four Marxist Classics," "The Road to
Socialism" and similar titles.

The gathering had the support of the AFL-CIO,
Service Employees International Union, stalwarts
of the Democratic Party such as Al Sharpton and
organizations such as the NAACP, the National
Council of La Raza, Green for All, the Sierra Club,
and the Children's Defense Fund.

What goes unappreciated is that socialists and
communists have produced the greatest evil in
mankind's history. You say, "Williams, what in the
world are you talking about? Socialists,
communists and their fellow travelers care about
the little guy in his struggle for a fair shake!
They're trying to promote social justice." Let's
look at some of the history of socialism and
communism.

Nazism is a form of socialism. In fact, Nazi stands
for National Socialist German Workers' Party.
Nazis murdered 20 million of their own people
and in nations they captured. The unspeakable

acts of Adolf Hitler's Socialist Workers' Party pale
in comparison to the horrors committed in the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR).
Between 1917 and 1987, Vladimir Lenin, Joseph
Stalin and their successors murdered, or were
otherwise responsible for the deaths of, 62
million of their own people. Between 1949 and
1987, Mao Tse-tung and his successors were
responsible for the deaths of 76 million Chinese.
The most authoritative tally of history's most
murderous regimes is in a book by University of
Hawaii's Professor Rudolph J. Rummel, "Death by
Government." A wealth of information is
provided at his website.

You say, "Williams, isn't it a bit unfair to lump the
"One Nation" communists, socialists and their
supporters with mass murderers such as Hitler,
Stalin and Mao Tse-tung? After all, they
expressed no such murderous goal." When Hitler,
Stalin and Mao were campaigning for political
power, you can bet they didn't campaign on the
promise to murder millions of their own people,
and probably the thought of doing so never
crossed their minds. Those horrors were simply
the end result of long evolution of ideas leading
to consolidation of power in central government
in the quest for "social justice." It was decent but
misguided earlier generations of Germans,
Russians and Chinese, like many of today's
Americans, who would have cringed at the
thought of genocide, who built the Trojan horse
for a Hitler, a Stalin or Mao to take over. But as
Voltaire said, "Those who can make you believe
absurdities can make you commit atrocities."

While America's leftists, socialists and
communists condemn Hitler, they give the
world's most horrible murderers a pass. First,
they make a false distinction between fascism,
communism and socialism but more importantly,
they sympathize with the socioeconomic goals of
communism and socialism. The primary goal of
communism and socialism is government
ownership or control over the means of
production. In the U.S., only a few people call for
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outright government ownership of the means of
production. They might have learned that
government ownership would mess things up.
Instead, they've increasingly called for
quasi-ownership through various forms of
government regulation, oversight, taxation and
subsidies. After all, if someone has the power to
tell you how you may use your property, it's
tantamount to his owing it.

I believe most Americans find the ideals and
principles of socialism, communism and
progressivism repugnant, but by our sanctioning
greater government centralization and its control
over our lives, we become their dupes or, as
Lenin said, "useful idiots."

From: 
http://townhall.com/columnists/WalterEWillia
ms/2010/10/20/leftists,_progressives_and_soci
alists 

Politicians Exploit Economic Ignorance
by Walter E. Williams

One of President Obama's campaign promises
was not to raise taxes on middle-class Americans.
So here's my question: If there's a corporate tax
increase either in the form of "cap and trade" or
income tax, does it turn out to be a middle-class
tax increase? Most people would say no but let's
look at it.

There's a whole subject area in economics known
as tax incidence -- namely, who bears the burden
of a tax? The first thing that should be recognized
is that the burden of a tax is not necessarily
borne by the party upon whom it is levied. That
is, for example, if a sales tax is levied on gasoline
retailers, they don't bear the full burden of the
tax. Part of it is shifted to customers in the form
of higher gasoline prices.

Suppose your local politician tells you, as a
homeowner, "I'm not going to raise taxes on you!

I'm going to raise taxes on your land." You'd
probably tell him that he's an idiot because land
does not pay taxes; only people pay taxes. That
means a tax on your land is a tax on you. You say,
"Williams, that's pretty elementary, isn't it?" Not
quite.

What about the politician who tells us that he's
not going to raise taxes on the middle class;
instead, he's going to raise corporate income
taxes as means to get rich corporations to pay
their rightful share of government? If a tax is
levied on a corporation, and if it is to survive, it
will have one of three responses, or some
combination thereof. One response is to raise the
price of its product, so who bears the burden?
Another response is to lower dividends; again,
who bears the burden? Yet another response is
to lay off workers. In each case, it is people, not
some legal fiction called a corporation, who bear
the burden of the tax.

Because corporations have these responses to
the imposition of a tax, they are merely
government tax collectors. They collect money
from people and send it to Washington.
Therefore, you should tell that politician, who
promises to tax corporations instead of you, that
he's an idiot because corporations, like land, do
not pay taxes. Only people pay taxes.

Here's another tax question, even though it
doesn't sound like it. Which workers receive
higher pay: those on a road construction project
moving dirt with shovels and wheelbarrows or
those moving dirt atop a giant earthmover? If you
said the worker atop the earthmover, go to the
head of the class. But why? It's not because he's
unionized or that construction contractors have
a fondness for earthmover operators. It's because
the worker atop the earthmover is working with
more capital, thereby making him more
productive. Higher productivity means higher
wages.

Page -28-

http://townhall.com/columnists/WalterEWilliams/2010/10/20/leftists,_progressives_and_socialists
http://townhall.com/columnists/WalterEWilliams/2010/10/20/leftists,_progressives_and_socialists
http://townhall.com/columnists/WalterEWilliams/2010/10/20/leftists,_progressives_and_socialists


It's not rocket science to conclude that whatever
lowers the cost of capital formation, such as
lowering the cost of investing in earthmovers,
enables contractors to purchase more of them.
Workers will have more capital to work with and
as a result enjoy higher wages. Policies that raise
the cost of capital formation such as capital gains
taxes, low depreciation allowances and corporate
taxes, thereby reduce capital formation, and
serve neither the interests of workers, investors
nor consumers. It does serve the interests of
politicians who get more resources to be able to
buy votes.

You might wonder how congressmen can get
away with taxes and other measures that reduce
our prosperity potential. Part of the answer is
ignorance and the anti-business climate
promoted in academia and the news media. The
more important reason is that prosperity
foregone is invisible. In other words, we can
never tell how much richer we would have been
without today's level of congressional
interference in our lives and therefore don't fight
it as much as we should.

From: 
http://townhall.com/columnists/WalterEWillia
ms/2010/10/06/politicians_exploit_economic_i
gnorance 

Palin's Policy Agenda
An Open Letter to Republican Freshmen
Members of Congress
by Sarah Palin

Congratulations to all of you for your contribution
to this historic election, and for the contributions
I am certain you will make to our country in the
next two years. Your victory was hard fought, and
the success belongs entirely to you and the staff
and volunteers who spent countless hours
working for this chance to put government back
on the side of the people. Now you will come to
Washington to serve your nation and leave your

mark on history by reining in government
spending, preserving our freedoms at home, and
restoring America's leadership abroad.

Some of you have asked for my thoughts on how
best to proceed in the weeks and months ahead
and how best to advance an agenda that can
move our country forward. I have a simple
answer: stick to the principles that propelled your
campaigns. When you take your oath to support
and defend our Constitution and to faithfully
discharge the duties of your office, remember
that present and future generations of "We the
People" are counting on you to stand by that
oath. Never forget the people who sent you to
Washington. Never forget the trust they placed in
you to do the right thing.

The task before you is daunting because so much
damage has been done in the last two years, but
I believe you have the chance to achieve great
things.

Republicans campaigned on a promise to rein in
out-of-control government spending and to
repeal and replace the massive, burdensome, and
unwanted health care law President Obama and
the Democrat Congress passed earlier this year in
defiance of the will of the majority of the
American people. These are promises that you
must keep. Obamacare is a job-killer, a regulatory
nightmare, and an enormous unfunded mandate.
The American people don't want it and we can't
afford it. We ask, with all due respect, that you
remember your job will be to work to replace this
legislation with real reform that relies on free
market principles and patient-centered policies.
The first step is, of course, to defund Obamacare.

You've also got to be deadly serious about cutting
the deficit. Despite what some would like us to
believe, tax cuts didn't get us into the mess we're
in. Government spending did. Tough decisions
need to be made about reducing government
spending. The longer we put them off, the worse
it will get. We need to start by cutting
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non-essential spending. That includes stopping
earmarks (because abuse of the earmark process
created the "gateway-drug" that allowed
backroom deals and bloated budgets), canceling
all further spending on the failed Stimulus
program, and rolling back non-discretionary
spending to 2008 levels. You can do more, but
this would be a good start.

In order to avert a fiscal disaster, we will also
need to check the growth of spending on our
entitlement programs. That will be a huge
challenge, but it must be confronted head on. We
must do it in a humane way that honors the
government's current commitments to our fellow
Americans while also keeping faith with future
generations. We cannot rob from our children
and grandchildren's tomorrow to pay for our
unchecked spending today. Beyond that, we need
to reform the way Congress conducts business in
order to make it procedurally easier to cut
spending than to increase it. We need to
encourage zero-based budgeting practices in D.C.
like the kind fiscally conservative mayors and

governors utilize to balance their budgets and
reduce unnecessary spending.

There in the insulated and isolated Beltway you
will be far removed from the economic pain felt
by so many Americans who are out of work.
Please remember that if we want real job growth,
we must create a stable investment climate by

ending the tidal wave of overly
burdensome regulations coming out of
Washington. Businesses need certainty -
and freedom that incentivizes competition
- to grow and expand our workforce.

The last thing our small businesses need is
tax hikes. It falls to the current
Democrat-controlled Congress to decide on
the future of the 2001 and 2003 tax cuts. If
it does not permanently renew all of them,
you should move quickly to do so in the
new Congress. It would remove from
households and businesses the threat of a
possible $3.8 trillion tax hike hitting all
Americans at the worst possible moment,
with our economy struggling to recover
from a deep recession! You must continue
to remind Democrats that the people they
are dismissing as "rich" are the small
business owners who create up to 70% of

all jobs in this country!

Another issue of vital importance is border
security. Americans expect our leadership in
Washington to act now to secure our borders.
Don't fall for the claims of those who suggest that
we can't secure our borders until we
simultaneously deal with the illegal immigrants
already here. Let's deal with securing the border
first. That alone is a huge challenge that has been
ignored for far too long.

On foreign policy and national security, I urge you
to stick to our principles: strong defense, free
trade, nurturing allies, and steadfast opposition
to America's enemies. We are the most powerful
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country on earth and the world is better off
because of it. Our president does not seem to
understand this. If we withdraw from the world,
the world will become a much more dangerous
place. You must push President Obama to finish
the job right in Iraq and get the job done in
Afghanistan, otherwise we who are war-weary
will forever question why America's finest are
sent overseas to make the ultimate sacrifice with
no clear commitment to victory from those who
send them. You should be prepared to stand with
the President against Iran's nuclear aspirations
using whatever means necessary to ensure the
mullahs in Tehran do not get their hands on
nuclear weapons. And you can stand with
the Iranian people who oppose the
tyrannical rule of the clerics and concretely
support their efforts to win their freedom
- even if the President does not.

You need to say no to cutting the
necessities in our defense budget when we
are engaged in two wars and face so many
threats - from Islamic extremists to a
nuclear Iran to a rising China. As Ronald
Reagan said, "We will always be prepared,
so we may always be free." You will also
have the opportunity to push job-creating
free trade agreements with allies like
Colombia and South Korea. You can stand
with allies like Israel, not criticize them. You
can let the President know what you
believe - Jerusalem is the capital of Israel,
not a settlement. And for those of you
joining the United States Senate, don't
listen to desperate politically-motivated
arguments about the need for hasty
consideration of the "New START" treaty.
Insist on your right to patient and careful
deliberation of New START to address very
real concerns about verification, missile defense,
and modernization of our nuclear infrastructure.
No New START in the lame duck!

You can stand against misguided proposals to try
dangerous, evil terrorists in the US; precipitously

close the Guantanamo prison; and a return to the
failed policies of the past in treating the war on
terror as a law enforcement problem. Finally, you
have a platform to express the support of the
American people for all those around the world
seeking their freedom that God has bestowed
within all mankind's being - from Burma and
Egypt to Russia and Venezuela - because the
spread of liberty increases our own security. You,
freshmen lawmakers, can and will be powerful
voices in support of foreign policies that protect
our interests and promote our values! Thank you
for being willing to fight for our values and our

freedom!

In all this, you should extend a hand to President
Obama and Democrats in Congress. After this
election, they may finally be prepared to work
with Republicans on some of these issues for the
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good of the country. And if not, we will all be
looking forward to 2012.

Remember that some in the media will love you
when you stray from the time-tested truths that
built America into the most exceptional nation on
earth. When the Left in the media pat you on the
back, quickly reassess where you are and
readjust, for the liberals' praise is a warning bell
you must heed. Trust me on that.

I and most Americans are so excited for you.
Working together, we have every right to be
optimistic about our future. We can be hopeful
because real hope lies in the ingenuity,
generosity, and boundless courage of the
everyday Americans who make our country
exceptional. These are the men and women who
sent you to Washington. May your work and
leadership honor their faith in you.

With sincere congratulations and a big Alaskan
heart,

Sarah Palin

California: The Lindsay
Lohan of States

Sacramento is headed for trouble again, and it
shouldn't expect a bailout.
By Allysia Finley

Listen up, California. The other 48 states-your
cousin New York excluded-are sick of your bratty
arrogance. You're the Lindsay Lohan of states: a
prima donna who once showed some talent but
is now too wasted to do anything with it.

After enjoying ephemeral highs and spending
binges, you suffer crashes that culminate in brief,
unsuccessful stints in rehab. This cycle repeats
itself every five to 10 years, as the rest of the
country looks on with a mixture of horror and

amusement. We'd feel sorry for you if you didn't
constantly flip us the bird.

Instead, we're making bets on how long it will be
before your next meltdown. Oh, wait-you're
already melting down.

Opinion Journal's Allysia Finley argues that
California is suffering from spending addiction like
starlet Lindsay Lohan.

You've racked up nearly $70 billion in general
obligation debt, and that doesn't include your
$500 billion unfunded pension liability. Your own
analysts predict you'll face a hole of at least $80
billion over the next four years.

Your government's run by a brothel of
environmentalists, lawyers, public-sector unions
and legislative bums. When they're not taxing or
spending, they're creating regulations and
commissions like the Board of Barbering and
Cosmetology and the California Blueberry
Commission. Many businesses would leave if it
weren't for your sunny climate.
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Which may explain why you're so obsessed with
climate change. If your climate changes, no one,
including your Hollywood friends, would tolerate
you anymore. So you've created a law to tax
carbon emissions-no matter that it will kill jobs.

It's not as if you don't recognize that you've got
problems. Roughly three-quarters of you say
you're headed in the wrong direction, according
to a recent survey by the Public Policy Institute of
California. You're even more depressed than
Illinois and New York, and you've got sunshine 10
months of the year!

You appropriately give your government low
marks-28% approval for outgoing Gov. Arnold
Schwarzenegger, 16% for the legislature-yet you
continue to re-elect the politicians who got you
into this mess. Not a single incumbent state
legislator lost re-election this year, including one
Democrat who died a month ago (no joke).
What's scarier is that you've just given almost all
of the keys to statewide offices to Democrats.

Jerry Brown will be your new (old) governor. This
is the man who acted as a gateway drug to your
spending addiction three decades ago when he
gave public-sector employees collective
bargaining rights. Helping enforce your wacky
laws will be Lt. Gov-elect Gavin Newsom, the San
Francisco mayor who flouted state law by
allowing same-sex marriage. On the plus side, he
has nice hair and loves you just the way you are.
This is what he had to say after winning his race:

"We're nothing but a mirror of our consistent
thoughts. You tend to manifest what you focus
on. If you look around for what's wrong, you'll
find it. But as all we know up here in San
Francisco, when you focus on what's right, you
see it all around you. . . . There is absolutely
nothing wrong with California that can't be fixed
by what's right with California. . . . If you're from
another state, you'd love to have the problems of
California."

You've also just re-elected Barbara Boxer (that's
Senator Barbara Boxer) to a fourth term. She
boasted on election night that it's her "eleventh
straight election victory, and what a sweet one it
is . . . [since] everything was thrown at us,
including the kitchen sink, and the stove and the
oven and everything, millions of dollars of
negative ads from known and unknown
opponents, millions and millions of dollars."

We've tried to help you, California. Some spent
millions on campaigns to entice you to change
your reckless behavior. And you told them to kick
rocks.

So here's our final warning: When you inevitably
crash and burn, don't count on us to bail you out.

From: 
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB100014240527
48703506904575592612400443370.html 

How much will Obamacare

cost your state?

Facing a $25 billion deficit for their next two-year
budget cycle, Texas lawmakers are considering
closing the gap by dropping out of Medicaid.
"This system is bankrupting our state," State
Representative Warren Chisum told The New
York Times. "We need to get out of it. And with
the budget shortfall we're anticipating, we may
have to act this year," he said.

And Texas is not alone. American Legislative
Exchange Council director of the health and
human services Christie Herrera tells NYT: "States
feel like their backs are against the wall, so this is
the nuclear option for them. I'm hearing
below-the-radar chatter from legislators around
the country from states considering this option."

Medicaid already eats up a huge share of state
budgets. In Texas, for example, more than 20
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percent of the state budget is spent on Medicaid.
The crisis facing states across the country is that
Obamacare forces states to massively expand
their already burdensome Medicaid rolls. Starting
in 2014 states must expand Medicaid to all
non-elderly individuals with family incomes
below 138 percent of the federal poverty level. At
first, Obamacare picks up the first three years of
benefit costs for expansion. But in 2017 states
begin to shoulder a larger and larger share of
these benefit costs, maxing out at 10 percent by
2020.

But that is just the benefit costs. Obamacare does
not pay for any of the costs necessary to
administer the expansion of the Medicaid rolls,
rolls that are expected to increase by
approximately 50 percent in states like Nevada,
Oregon, and Texas. The Heritage Foundation's Ed
Haislmaier and Brian Blase found that just the
administrative costs of the Obamacare Medicaid
expansion will cost almost $12 billion by 2020. As
Heritage visiting fellow Lanhee Chen details,
some states are beginning to add the benefit and
administrative costs together, and the picture
isn't pretty:

Texas recently concluded that the Medicaid
expansion may add more than 2 million people to
the program and cost the state up to $27 billion
in a single decade. The Florida Agency for Health
Care Administration estimated in April that
Obamacare's Medicaid expansion would require
an additional $5.2 billion in spending between
2013 and 2019 and more than $1 billion a year
beginning in 2017. In California, the Legislative
Analyst's Office concluded that Obamacare's
Medicaid expansion will likely add annual costs to
the state budget in "the low billions of dollars."

Mississippi, Indiana, and Nebraska each retained
Milliman, Inc., a national health care
econometrics firm, to perform a fiscal analysis of
the Medicaid expansion on their states' budgets.
For Mississippi, Milliman estimates that between

206,000 and 415,000 people will be added to
Medicaid, with a 10-year impact on the state
budget of between $858 million and $1.66 billion.
The seven-year cost of the Medicaid expansion in
Indiana is estimated to be between $2.59 billion
and $3.11 billion, with 388,000 to 522,000 people
joining the state's Medicaid rolls. Finally, Milliman
estimates that Obamacare will result in nearly
one of five Nebraskans being covered by
Medicaid at a cost of $526 million to $766 million
over the next decade.

Obamacare's unfunded mandates are a fiscal
time bomb set to explode state balance sheets
across the country starting in 2014. States can
prepare for the worst by slashing discretionary
spending where possible and lowering existing
health care costs by repealing their own
burdensome health benefit mandates. But the
only real solution is full repeal of Obamacare.

From:
http://www.askheritage.org/Answer.aspx?ID=1
586 

President Bush and Torture
by Bill O’Reilly

This week, President Bush is making the media
rounds talking about his new book and explaining
some of his controversial decisions while in
office. I will interview the president later this
week.

But Monday night NBC's Matt Lauer got first
crack at him. Mr. Lauer is a good interrogator, but
he is a liberal guy and his q and a about
waterboarding was very interesting. Watch Mr.
Lauer's facial expressions:

(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)

MATT LAUER, CO-HOST, "TODAY" SHOW: Why is
waterboarding legal, in your opinion?
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GEORGE W. BUSH, FORMER PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES: Because the lawyer said it was
legal. He said it did not fall within the
Anti-Torture Act. I'm not a lawyer. And -- but you
got to trust the judgment of people around you,
and I do. We used this technique on three people.

LAUER: Yes.

BUSH: Captured a lot of people and used it on
three. We gained valuable information to protect
the country, and it was the right thing to do, as
far as I'm concerned.

LAUER: Would it be OK for a foreign country to
waterboard an American citizen?

BUSH: All I ask is that people read the book. They
can reach the same conclusion if they had made
the same decision I made or not.

LAUER: So you'd make the same decision again
today?

BUSH: Yes, I would.

(END VIDEO CLIP)

Now from the jump, "Talking Points" has said that
in a time of war -- and that's what we're in
against Muslim jihadists -- you have to do things
you would not ordinarily do. For example,
Abraham Lincoln suspended habeas corpus
during the Civil War.

So to waterboard three high-ranking terror
suspects in order to get information that likely
saved thousands of lives seems to be logical and
responsible, unless you live in a theoretical world
where feeling noble is the ultimate objective.

That's where some on the American left live -- in
the world of theory -- and they have condemned
Mr. Bush, making waterboarding and alleged
torture a major deal:

(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)

PAUL BEGALA, DEMOCRATIC STRATEGIST: George
W. Bush was lying when he said we don't torture.
This is not a matter of subjective opinion.

Our country executed Japanese soldiers who
waterboarded American POWs. We executed
them for the same crime that we are now
committing ourselves.

R O S I E  O ' D O N N E L L ,  R A D I O  S H O W
HOST/COMEDIAN: The American government is
allowing torture. It comes from the president all
the way down.

SEN. HARRY REID, D-NEV.: Anyone that is
waterboarded will admit to anything because you
basically keep killing that person.

JESSE VENTURA, FORMER MINNESOTA
GOVERNOR: It's drowning. It gives you the
complete sensation that you are drowning. You
give me a waterboard, Dick Cheney and one hour,
and I'll have him confess to the Sharon Tate
murders.

(END VIDEO CLIP)

Ironically, President Obama has not suspended
coerced interrogation of terrorists. He just orders
it done by non-Americans overseas. That should
tell us something.

The danger from the jihadists continues to be
enormous and some of these people have to be
broken.

Again, I don't understand the moral dilemma
here. Self-defense is self-defense. Legally you can
kill someone who is threatening you, but we can't
dunk three terror guys in water?

Mr. Bush makes a persuasive case, pointing out
that those who opposed his policies are entitled
to their opinions, but they are dead wrong
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because by using waterboarding, some of us
were most certainly kept alive.

And that's "The Memo."

Links
Texas versus California and New York: 
http://prairiepundit.blogspot.com/2010/11/tex
as-vs-california-new-york.html 

Examples of media simply being misleading: 
http://newsbusters.org/blogs/dave-pierre/201
0/11/13/when-reporting-catholic-church-media
-cant-even-get-headlines-right 

Obama on religious tolerance in Indonesia, as
over against reality: 
http://www.getreligion.org/2010/11/faith-toler
ance-and-terror-in-indonesia/ 

Obama's Fiscal Commission Unveils Real Tax
Increases and Fake Spending Cuts
http://biggovernment.com/dmitchell/2010/11/
12/obamas-fiscal-commission-unveils-real-tax-i
ncreases-and-fake-spending-cuts/ 

The Rush Section

The Daunting Task of Seriously

Cutting the Size of Government

RUSH: I have said in the past that presidents don't
go to summits unless they had deals already in
place.  How could this happen?  Well, we're
dealing with an entirely different animal.  We're
dealing here with a narcissist type ego who still
thinks that just by showing up he's gonna get
what he wants.  I mean honest to Pete here,
folks.  Look, I have been doing some serious
thinking about where we are in this moment after
the election, especially since this deficit
commission panel report has come out.  It has
focused my view on where we are, and if we're
serious about returning this nation to its rightful
owners, i.e., those who believe in liberty and
freedom, we have a mountainous project ahead
of us.  And it really became clear as I went
through all of the mishmash, the details of the
deficit commission panel, as I said yesterday, the
whole thing should be ignored.  All it does is
cement everything that's wrong in place, and that
is the premise.  

For example, if we're really serious, and we must
be, about reducing the size of government, we
can't accept the notion that whatever was passed
in the past is permanent and can't be removed,
and that we can only tinker around the margins. 
"Well, Rush, you can't do anything about Social
Security. I mean it's there, people expecting."  If
that attitude is prevalent then we're never gonna
really get to the meat of the problem.  "Rush, you
can't really cut the National Education
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Association.  The teachers unions will go crazy." 
Okay, if we can't, then we're forever gonna be
piddling around the margins on this and never
really get to the crux of what is wrong.  And we're
up against people who use government to create
loyalty via pressure groups, constituencies, and
this is gonna have to be addressed, too.  It's not
just an important fiscal matter.  It's a matter of
reestablishing the republic.  

The country was never set up and it was never
envisioned to have one political party use the
public trough as significantly as the Democrat
Party has to cement itself in permanent power. 
The country was not set up for the Democrat
Party to use federal tax revenues to buy off
unions, to pay union pensions and all this, to buy
car companies.  That's not what this country was
founded to do.  We cannot keep funding public
sector union campaign war chests.  We are
allowing tax revenues, income tax revenues to

pay for the campaign war chests of unions and
other groups.  And on the other hand we're trying
to slash government.  But in the process we are
funding, we are paying our opponents.  We're
paying unions.  We are funding their operations
and all these other left-wing special interest
groups.  Now, being serious about reducing the
size of government is going to be a mammoth
task that nobody's really even talking about now. 

I'm not trying to be
negative.  I'm trying to be,
in fact, exactly the
opposite.  

Now, Paul Ryan, I'm happy
as I can be that Paul Ryan
and people like him are
working on the numbers,
and that is crucial.  But
there are broader issues
than just the numbers. 
Strategies that have to be
conceived relating to
r e a s s e r t i n g  t h e
Constitution, and chief
among them we have to
end the whole notion of
t a x  d o l l a r s  b e i n g
redistributed to left-wing
public interest groups:
unions, ACORN, this kind
of thing.  If we don't do
that, we're never gonna
really get to the heart of

the matter.  These people are 20% of our
population in any poll you look at, self-identified. 
But they are made to look more prominent
because of where they are.  They are in the
media, they are in education, they're in
academia, and they are propagandizing the
youths of this country.  From high school and
junior high, grade school on, we've all heard
horror stories.  Kids come home from school and
we hear what their teachers are teaching them. 
And people are afraid to go to school and do
anything about it 'cause it might affect the grade. 
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They don't want to cause any trouble, don't want
to make any waves and so forth.  Meanwhile, kids
aren't being taught.  They're being
propagandized.  They're being indoctrinated and
that's being done with your own tax dollars.  

The solution to it, many people say, "Okay, I want
to get my kid out of the public education system.
I want to go to private schools."  And guess who
objects to that?  The very people who run the
public schools: the government, the unions.  We
tend to forget, but there was a voucher program
of sorts in Washington right when Obama was
immaculated, and it was aimed at low income,
poor minority students being allowed to
attend private schools, the likes of which
Obama's kids go to and Algore's kids went
to and Chelsea Clinton went to, and it was
working.  The test scores, the results of
these urban kids were going through the
roof and the education was being paid for
via philanthropy.  Obama's immaculated
and cancels the program.  It wasn't about
education.  It was about protecting his
union buddies, and we all know this.  I'm
not telling you anything you don't know. 

But if we're gonna be serious about
slashing government and reducing its size
and getting it out of people's lives, this is
what we're going to have to attack.  Not
the deficit commission panel and their
ideas.  I mean that's just more of the
same.  As I said yesterday, this draft
report, I don't care if the commissioners
went out and did it without the knowledge of the
other participants on the committee.  I don't care
if they did it to float a trial balloon.  The point is
it's nothing different than what's already in place
now, just with different numbers.  It accepts
every premise that has been established, that has
built government into the leviathan that it is.  

RUSH: Let me get into some of this in detail to
give you an idea what I'm talking about.  Since

the New Deal we have operated from the
premise that whatever is in place stays, but we'll
work around the edges.  We'll try to streamline it,
make it more efficient on the margins.  If we are
serious about reducing the size of government
and returning the whole concept of freedom and
liberty as founded, we need to go after the
foundations of the left.  We need to explain to
the American people why they are destructive,
why they are dangerous, why they spread
poverty, why they spread illiteracy, how they
destroy the American family.  I do it all the time. 
We talk about a welfare program -- I don't care
what it is.  

I've railed a couple of times this week about the
very thought of all of these supposed programs of
compassion just bug me to no end because they
destroy. They destroy humanity, they destroy
people's dreams, they take away their initiative,
creating this dependency all for the sake of one
party's political power under the guise of helping
people, when in fact it's destructive.  They spread
poverty.  They spread illiteracy.  They dumb
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people down on purpose.  This is the kinds of
thing that's going to have to be attacked.  This is
not a time... Since we've won the election, this is
not a time to pull back on engaging the public. 
Who is in charge?  Is anybody?  Who is in charge
of breaking up the NEA?  Who's in charge of
breaking up the federal unions?  

Who is in charge of digging into the bureaucracy
and slashing it?  Who's in charge of developing a
strategy for stopping the confirmation of liberal
activists to the court?  Who is in charge of
eliminating the Internal Revenue Code and
making the case for a flat tax or FairTax?  Is there
anybody on our side doing any of this?  You, the
American people, are way ahead of the politicians
on this.  This is what you are expecting.  I will bet
a dollar to a doughnut that many of you were
expecting this kind of plan to be in place and
implemented shortly after the election.  I can
quote you some of my own friends send me
e-mails, "All right, Rush, tell me this is what
they're gonna do," and they had a laundry list.

I wrote back and I said, "I'm not aware that any of
this is going to be undertaken."  So you are
expecting this kind of thing, whether you're Tea
Party or not.  The victory on Tuesday, November
2nd, this is what it means to you, not just sit
there and say, "Okay, we won, you lost, and we'll
tinker around the margins here. We'll talk about
the retirement age of Social Security."  That's not
what you're talking about.  That's not what you
are expecting.  If we allow the mission to be
defined too narrowly and then get bogged down
in the weeds -- and I'll give you an example of
that is earmarks.  Earmarks is getting far more
attention than it deserves.  Earmarks were one of
McCain's mantras.  

I mean, fine. If you can get rid of them, get rid of
them.  But it's not gonna do a damn thing to cut
the size of government, to cut entitlements, to
comply with the Constitution.  Getting rid of
earmarks distracts our attention.  Why do you
think Obama is so much in favor of the debate on

earmarks and banning earmarks?  They're just
one part of what we have to deal with here.  I
don't think we should gear up all of our political
capital to fight earmarks, which amounts to,
what, a total of $15 billion?  Instead of the
focusing most of our efforts and resources on an
education campaign at the vast array of issues
and programs that really are dragging down the
nation.  

I said the other day that one of the bad things
about earmarks is that they are used as bribes,
that in a sense they are anti-democratic and that
we would not have had Obamacare without them
-- the Cornhusker Kickback and the Louisiana
Purchase and all that.  But looked at another way
(which I was forced to do) ask yourself this
question.  Why is it legitimate for a federal
agency -- and you pick it: EPA, Fish and Game,
Fish and Wildlife, whatever, you picking it from
the federal bureaucracy. Why is it legitimate for
a federal agency to issue regulations that deny
me the use of my property rights? 
Why is it legitimate for one of these federal
agencies to impose costs, or even create
programs outside of Congress, but when an
elected congressman or Senator uses the
legislative process to do the same thing, that's
illegitimate?  My point is that the result of
earmarks are happening all the time from
bureaucracies, EPA, these mandates that come
down from Fish and Wildlife Service, how you can
and can't use this area of a National Park, where
you can and can't go in a National Park, or what
kind of lightbulb you're gonna use.  Some people
raise a little hell about it, but not much.  But
when an elected official does the same thing via
the legislative process, all hell breaks loose.  Now,
don't misunderstand me.  I'm just saying
earmarks are a symbol, but reforming and getting
rid of earmarks is not going to substantively
reduce the size of government at all.  

The federal bureaucracy... I don't know how
many people understand this. The federal
bureaucracy is issuing grants for tens of billions of
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dollars to do all kinds of things.  Look at what
comes out of the National Endowment for the
Arts.  They're issuing grant money to left-wing
liberal wackos to do whatever in the name of
"art," and all it is is moral corruption, perversion. 
So why should a Senator or congressman who
can be thrown out by the voters not be able to do
so and let his record stand or fall at the ballot
box?  You've gotta be consistent about all of this. 
It doesn't mean I would do it.  Don't
misunderstand.  I'm not saying if it's okay for a
bureaucracy to do it, it's okay for a congressman
to do it.  I don't agree with this.  I'm just
illustrating a point.  

The issue is who decides, and how?  Because
whether it's earmarks or whether it's the
legislative process or whether it comes from a
bureaucracy, the fact of the matter is it still
happens.  The whole argument on earmarks has
now become mythical.  Maybe I'm wasting my
time with the counterpoint here.  I just don't
think we should be distracted by it.  It's symbolic. 
There's a lot more to go after than earmarks. 
Now, I just think the left would love it if we spend
all of our time on it.  I think the left would go
nuts. Obama is crazy for and would love for a

debate on earmarks, and while we're debating
earmarks they'll go out and continue to steal the
country.  Look at these czars, all these unelected
people. We don't know what they're paid. Look at
fiats. Look at the drilling ban in the Gulf, and look
at the fraud and the hoax that that was.  

In fact, worse.  They lied in letters and
publications about what experts said about the
drilling moratorium.  That was a purely political
mover that cost tens of thousands of jobs.  The
federal government owns 25% of the landmass of
the United States, and it continues to grab more
and more of it.  Why?  Where's the guy with the
strategy to sell off a lot of that?  Sell off
government buildings, close 'em down, cut the
federal bureaucracy by 20%, sunset every single
independent agency, require Congress to
reinstitute them, and on and on. You make sure
that all of this is done in the light of day so people
see how government is growing.  But right now
institutionalized liberalism is in the government. 
It's going to take a serious strategy to weed this
stuff out. Just nibbling around the margins like
the retirement age on Social Security or cutting
defense here and there is playing their game.  

RUSH:  Look, what I'm saying is that we need to
be the ones who move the debate.  We need to
be the ones who set the terms.  It's totally out of
hand.  Obama ought not be able to dictate one
dime's worth of spending.  That has to come from
Congress.  The bureaucracy should not be able to
dictate behavior.  This is what the elected officials
of this country are all about.  In fact, you could
even make the case that we don't even mess
around with debate.  Just do it.  Just suggest a
10% budget cut.  Make them defend all of this
rotten stuff.  Make them defend the health care
bill.  Send a veto bill up there every week.  Cut
federal taxes 10% across the board.  Just do it. 
Issue a bill to eliminate the IRS, go to a flat tax, a
FairTax. Just do it and make them defend it.

Make them defend the status quo. Make them
defend what it is that's gotten us into this debt. 
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Make the left defend all of it.  We don't debate
'em.  It's pedal to the metal time here.  This is
what we talked about all leading up to the
election.  This is why it mattered.  This is what the
Tea Party was all about.  We, the people, are way
ahead of the politicians on this.  All this talk about
compromise, fine and dandy, compromise from
our positions.  We run the House of
Representatives.  That's the people's house.  We
propose -- how about a 10% across the board
income tax cut?  Just every rate, every bracket
right now, cut it by 10%.  Make them defend this
debt.  Make them defend all of this corruption. 
Make the left defend all of the programs that
have gotten us to near bankruptcy.  Make them
defend, make them come out and say, "Yes, we
believe we ought to be able to take federal tax
dollars and give it to the SEIU union thugs.  We
think federal revenues should be used to fund our
community organizing groups, ACORN."  Make
them say this.  "But, Rush, but, Rush, it's so
controversial, what are they going to say about
us?"  What haven't they said about us?  

We're either serious about it or we're not.  But
we set the terms of the debate.  Suddenly the
Bush tax levels have to be defended by the left. 
It's happened there.  They're the ones out there
doing the debate on this.  We're the ones that
want those tax cuts to continue and now it's
Obama and Axelrod that can't get on the same
page.  Put them on defense and do it on every
issue.  We're showing how it can be done on the
tax cut issue.  It can be done on everything.

RUSH:  I think it's all fine and dandy that we're
defending the Bush tax cuts, 2001, 2003.  Let's go
for more tax cuts.  Let's cut tax further.  We all
know that's what's gotta be done to revive this
economy.  We can move the ball forward.  Make
them defend this stagnation, is all I'm saying.  The
public voted for massive change.  They did.  It's
time to do it.

RUSH:  Does anybody believe -- seriously now --
does anybody believe that we would end our

existence, does anybody believe that we would
cause massive pain, hunger, starvation with a
10% across the board budget cut, including
defense?  Does anybody believe we could not do
that?  How many of you have had to cut your
budgets how many times over the course of your
lives far more than 10%?  And I think you're still
alive, and I think you're still eating and I think you
were able to then come back and replace it at
some point because financial circumstances are
always in flux and fluid.  The simplest way to do
this is the best way.  You start nibbling around,
"We're gonna cut 10% here, we're gonna
eliminate there."  No, just cut everything 10%,
including defense, cut everything across the
board 10%.  

I know what's gonna happen.  The teachers, the
firemen, the policemen, all of these people are
gonna raise holy hell. All the public employees
gonna raise holy hell because they're not gonna
see any cuts in the private sector. Well, there will
be cuts in the private sector because how many
people in the private sector are living off the
public sector?  Not just the public sector
employees, but there are a lot of sponges that
are living off of it.  It is ridiculous to believe that
we cannot cut 10% in every budget item, and
once you do that and then people see that the
earth doesn't end, the sky doesn't fall, then you
can get even more serious about it.  The private
sector, by the way, has already been cut far more
than 10% by the public sector.  What do you think
17% unemployment is?  What do you think
left-wing economic policies have caused? 
Left-wing economic policies are causing great
harm to the private sector of this country. 
Left-wing social policy is destroying the lives of
everybody those policies touch.  Left-wing
Democrat Party, liberal, whatever you want to
call it social policy is robbing every beneficiary of
the opportunity to be all that he or she can be. 
And it's being done on purpose, to create
dependence, to create incompetence, to create
need.  And the truly offensive part is the people
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doing this claim to be doing it out of compassion,
when they are nothing more than destroyers.  

Look at the federal budget, the idea we can't cut
10%, the idea we can't go back to 2008 budget
levels or the country would end?  The country's
on the way to ending the way we're going.  We
don't have the money we're spending anyway. 
All I'm saying is if we're serious about this we're
serious about it, and we gotta make this debate
on our terms, the compromise have to be on our
terms.  You know something?  Look at that
deficit commission panel.  In their
introduction, the preamble, whatever you
want to call it, it sounds like Reagan.  They talk
about simplifying the tax code, go down to
three rates, three brackets, broaden the base
and so forth.  Exactly.  Do it.  Eliminate the IRS. 
Instead, why do we need 16,000 new IRS
agents for Obamacare?  Is that what we need? 
Do we want that? Do we want 16,000 new IRS
agents or do we want to eliminate the IRS and
institute a much simpler fair or flat tax. You
can argue about what kind it is. There are
people that believe FairTax is better than the
flat tax or what have you, but simplification is
the way to go.  Make them defend this, is all
I'm saying.  I don't see how we can lose if they
are forced to defend this.  

Now, there are many people on our side, part
of the ruling class, that are gonna end up having
to defend it.  When I say on our side, they are
Republicans.  But there is a left-wing shadow
government that is running our lives in this
country, and it's gotta be defunded and these
people have to start fending for themselves. 
Everybody else fends for themselves.  Why do
these people not have to?  How come so many
people in this country get to feed off of us? 
Where is it written that because of their so-called
good works, their philanthropic nature, why is it
they get to feed off of us?  Where is that written? 
It isn't.  Make them feed themselves.  Make them
become self-feeders.  Or better yet, we'll feed off
of them for a while. Let 'em see how it feels.  I'm

just saying, folks, if we're dead serious about this,
this is what we're looking at.  And it really isn't
that hard.  The UK is doing 10% across the board
cuts now, France and Germany are soon gonna
follow.  Yeah, we might have riots and protests,
but you see who's rioting and protesting.  That's
gonna happen anyway at the bare mention of
cuts, even before they happen.  But I have a
whole different attitude about them. These
protesters are protesting, in essence, for more
freebies.  I'm happy for them to suffer pain.  

I'm getting sick and tired of these people thinking
they're entitled to feed off of everybody else,
that they're entitled to a life of no charges and no
costs simply because of -- well, now, you may
think that's cruel, but the people in this country
who are not depending on everybody else to eat
are experiencing pain of their own.  They're losing
their jobs; they're losing their freedom; they're
losing their liberty because of people like these
sponges and others.  It's a sad thing, the sponges
are being created by the Democrat Party and the
American left.  People are being born sponges.  
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Look at this.  This is Alan Fram, Associated Press. 
I predicted this.  "People back Republican tax cut
plans but not the GOP campaign to repeal
President Barack Obama's health care overhaul,
according to a poll suggesting that the
Republicans' big Election Day win was not a
mandate for the party's legislative wish list." Did
I not tell you you were gonna see this?  That the
election didn't mean what it means.  The election
doesn't mean what it meant.  The American
people do not want health care repealed.  The
American people do not want the budget
downsized.  The American people do want
their tax cuts, and AP has come out with a poll
and that's the headline:  "Public Backs GOP on
Taxes, Not Health."
 
And then we go to TheHill.com: "Grassley:
Health Repeal Will Die in Senate," trying to
depress us.  "GOP Sen. Charles Grassley (Iowa)
admitted Wednesday that a full repeal of
President Obama's healthcare law will die in
the Senate." Well, everybody knows that.  That
isn't news.  That's not the point.  We know it's
gonna die in the Senate this year.  But who's to
say that it's gonna continue to die as we get
closer to the 2012 elections?  There is an
ongoing effort by the interests on the left to
make sure that the election results and returns
are not about what they were about.  There is
an effort out there to convince as many people
as possible that overturning and repealing health
care was not what this election was about, when
it most definitely was.  "No, Mr. Limbaugh, no,
Mr. Limbaugh," says the New Castrati, "It's clear,
Mr. Limbaugh, that the American people simply
do not like the size of government, the deficit
spending and they want to reduce --" and you
can't fix any of that without getting rid of health
care, Mr. New Castrati.  They are inexorably
linked. 

"Speaking to Iowa radio station KCIM, [Grassley]
conceded that Senate Republicans do not have
the 60 votes necessary to force through a full
repeal."  This is a nonstory, but here it is a

headline, The Hill trying to make everybody
depressed, think the Senate is selling you out,
Senate Republicans selling you out trying to make
Grassley look like a RINO, giving up already. 
"Grassley: Health Repeal Will Die in Senate."  It's
a nonstory.  We know it's gonna die in the
Senate.  We didn't win the Senate.  That's not the
point.  The point is to make them defend it. 
Welfare reform died three times on Clinton's
desk until the fourth time when it didn't, and we
got it.  These things can happen. 

RUSH: Starting in northern Virginia with Will. 
Great to have you, sir, and I appreciate your
patience.

CALLER:  Hey, Rush, I'd like to ask your opinion
later on something separate from what I'm calling
about, if that's okay.

RUSH:  Yeah.

CALLER:  But to my point. You've been talking
about cutting government.

RUSH:  Yeah.
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CALLER:  I worked for the federal government for
ten years. I'm a mid-level worker bee type.

RUSH:  You sound just like Harry Reid.

CALLER: (snickers)

RUSH: To me.

CALLER:  Well, as soon as --

RUSH:  Do me a favor, say, "This war is lost."

CALLER:  This war is lost.

RUSH: You sound like Harry Reid to me.

CALLER: (chuckles)

RUSH: I know you're not.  You just do.  I didn't
mean to interrupt you.  Go ahead and make your
point.

CALLER:  As soon as Obama took office --

RUSH:  Yeah?

CALLER:  -- there was announcement after
announcement after announcement for about a
good year for high-paying, high-level jobs. This is
just at my agency here.  We're talking about
analyst types, IT types, program manager types.
Our mission, our responsibility, our workload,
nothing changed.  We were getting along fine
without these people.

RUSH:  Wait.  Now, I want to make sure I
understand.  They were soliciting more
employees, hiring more people?

CALLER:  Yeah, when I say announcement, that's
the first step in the hiring process, and these
people have now been hired.

RUSH:  But why were they announcing it to you
who already had a job?

CALLER:  No, they announce it like on USA Jobs. 
Any time a new job comes out they have to
announce it.

RUSH:  Oh, okay.  So what you're saying is as soon
as he got into office he went on a federal hiring
spree?

CALLER:  Big time.  And like I said, they're always
high-level type jobs.  And these jobs you can't
really account for what they do or what their
productivity is.  Unlike a guy like me, who you
can.  You know, there's a mechanism in place to
track what we do and what our workload is.  So
basically what I'm getting at is, some of the
people in my type of positions -- not so much me,
but the newer people with less seniority -- they're
kinda worried because people are talking about,
"Hey, let's cut government employees," et cetera,
and like I said there was just a flurry of hiring all
these high level, high paying types.

RUSH:  But were they really doing any work, or is
it just patronage-type stuff?

CALLER:  You know, from my level, we just kept
looking at each other, like, "Why are they hiring
all these new people for these high level jobs?"
'Cause like I said we were getting along fine
without 'em before Obama came in, and our
mission didn't change, our workload didn't
change, nothing.  So our guys were thinking, you
know, we need to look into any new position,
especially the high level ones that were filled, not
so much filling a vacancy when someone retired
or left, but these were all just new -- poof! -- they
just popped up out of nowhere, and there really
isn't a need for 'em, in our perspective.  We're
trying to figure out why.

RUSH:  Of course not, from your perspective, but
from Obama's.  I'm just reminded of the story, it
backs up what you're saying, May 11th of this
year, headline: "Obama Wants Federal Agencies
to Hit the Gas on Hiring."  This is -- this is even
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after the period of time where you saw it
happening.

CALLER: Yeah.

RUSH: This is exactly the kind of thing I've been
talking about in the first hour and a half of the
program, how these people build up the size of
government.  Whether these new hires are doing
anything or not, they are being paid and so their
vested interest is to protect the government.  I'm
sure it's patronage jobs. I'm sure it's payoffs for
campaign works and who knows who else.  But
it's probably... Did these people show up for
work, did you ever see them?

CALLER:  Well, I work in kind of a satellite office
separate from headquarters where all these
people are supposedly working. I went down
there and actually for a conference, and there
was a room full of them, and they were just kind
of, you know, during this conference discussing
things, but not really doing anything.

RUSH:  That's anecdotal.  I'm sure some of them
were no-show jobs, but this is how you build the
size of government, pure and simple.  There was
no reason to hire these people.  There couldn't
possibly have been.

RUSH: James somewhere in Arizona, great to
have you on Open Line Friday.  Hello.

CALLER:  Hey, how you doing, Rush?

RUSH:  Very well, thank you.

CALLER:  You're the second person of all the
people that I've been wanting to talk to.  You
know who you come second to?

RUSH:  Who's that?

CALLER:  President Reagan.

RUSH:  Well, thank you very much.

CALLER:  Yes.  Yes.

RUSH:  I appreciate that.

CALLER:  He made a fantastic impression on me in
the eighties when I was a young Air Force
trooper, and I gotta tell you, he made me proud
to be American, and so do you.  Anyway, getting
to the idea of cutting back on the federal
government, you know, I am an employee of
such, and it's very frustrating to witness the
waste that seems to be an inundation within this
entity that we serve.

RUSH:  Yeah.  So you're saying you think it can be
cut?

CALLER:  A lot of things can be eliminated.  Not
just cut, eliminated, which is why I didn't want to
tell your screener who I am and have it
announced nationally, but anyway, a lot of things
can be cut.  But I would recommend starting with
a lot of the positions that have suddenly come
about within the last year or two.  I witnessed it,
I see it, and it's just maddening.  And quite
frankly, I would go on record by saying I would be
happy to have my pay frozen, but I would put this
under a condition.  If Congress enacts that, they
need to freeze their own, too.  They need to be
the example of all of this stuff.

RUSH:  Well, more power to you.  Ten percent
across the board budget cut would include a 10%
pay reduction, federal employees.  These are the
kind of things, if we're serious, that are going to
have to happen.  If we're not, then, you know, we
just keep nibbling around the edges here in the
margins and think we're going somewhere.  It's
gonna take a real concerted effort to do this, and
there's going to be all kinds of caterwauling. 
There's going to be people screaming like stuck
pigs over it, and that's when you have to have
fortitude to stick to it, and a lot of people don't. 
The first signs of any pain (crying) people will
cave and not want to be responsible for all that.
People are just conditioned here in our country,
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there shouldn't be any suffering.  That's
understandable, but we're not talking about
suffering here, we're talking about survival. 
Survival as we were founded what we're talking
about. 

We don't want to become a socialist country, and
make no mistake about it, that's what Obama is. 
And they're going out of their way in this
administration to do everything they can to cover
that up.  They don't want to be known as
socialists.  They try to impugn, laugh at and make
fun of anybody who calls them that.  And the
reason they don't want to be called that is
because it means something.  A socialist is what
a socialist is.  It has a definite meaning, and it's
not something they want to be thought of as. 
Obama didn't run as a socialist.  He didn't run on
a socialist agenda.  He did let it slip out a couple
of times.  Joe the Plumber.  "I think we need to
spread the wealth around."  Look what
happened.  They had to go investigate Joe the
Plumber and try to turn him into a kook because
Obama misspoke.  Well, that's exactly what we
face and socialism is just a step down the road to
something even worse.  At some point we're
gonna have to be serious about stopping and
then going the other direction.  It can be done. 
It's just a matter of are we gonna have to guts the
stick with it once we start it.

RUSH:  Here's just one example -- and there are
countless examples like this -- Planned
Parenthood got $350 million in tax dollars in this
fiscal year that ended June 30th, 2008, and the
president of Planned Parenthood was paid
$385,000 a year.  That's all from your tax money. 
Why should Planned Parenthood be supported by
you, and why should anybody earn 385 grand a
year working there paid for by you?

RUSH: Susan in Jamaica, Virginia, great to have
you on the EIB Network.  Hello.

CALLER:  Hello, Rush.  Oh, my goodness, I don't
know what you had for breakfast this morning,

but you are right on.  And, as I recall, we had
control of the federal government under Bush,
and we all blew it.  Not just Bush, with his book
coming out, we got lazy, lackadaisical, and we
have almost lost our country.  I remember over
the last couple of years you kept us going, kept
our hopes up, kept us optimistic, and callers
calling in almost in tears -- well, some of them in
tears -- saying what can we do, Rush, what can
we do other than vote?  And it wasn't time to
vote.  And now we are almost back in the saddle
and we have got their attention.  And you are so
right, we need to hammer them, hammer them
with our words.

RUSH:  But we weren't able to reduce the size of
government even under Reagan, so we're gonna
have to try another approach.  This is not to
criticize Reagan.  This is to illustrate how
challenging it is.  Look, in our own party, Susan,
there are going to be Republicans who want us to
think that they're serious when they're not about
this.

CALLER:  I know.  I know.  But no matter how
small we, or our idea or our comment or our
support, we have just got to tell our
representatives, and I don't mean just one, I
mean we need to tell all of them.  We need to set
the agenda, like you said.

RUSH:  That's right.

CALLER:  We need to set the debate.

RUSH:  That's right.

CALLER:  We need to support their actions.

RUSH:  That's right.

CALLER:  And we need to over-shout the media,
the Drive-By Media with our voices.  And, Rush,
can I tell you something else since it's Open Line
Friday?
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RUSH:  No.

CALLER:  Oh.

RUSH:  No, go ahead.  Go ahead. (laughing)

CALLER:  Well, I wanted to tell you that over the
last couple years, when I heard all those callers
calling in that were speaking from my heart that
were saying, "What can we do? What can we
do?"  Well, somewhere along the line you
planted an idea in my head, and I started a
website to help make a breeze out of writing to
our representatives and you can write all our
representatives one letter.  I've designed the
whole thing.  Can I tell you what it is?

RUSH:  Sure, by all means.

CALLER:  Okay.  It's called the99centslobby.com. 
I wasn't gonna call you today, but, oh, my God,
you just spoke to my heart.

RUSH:  Isn't it funny how that happens?

CALLER:  I wasn't gonna call you and tell you
about it, I was gonna write you and not call you,
but honestly, we have got to tell them.  And I was
at a fundraiser for my local congressman, and he
spoke to the people, and he doesn't even know
about the idea yet, but he said, "You have got to
tell us what you want us to do.  We have got to
know that you're behind us."  And maybe that
was just trying to drum up support --

RUSH:  I have a little problem with that.  Wait a
second. I have a little problem with that.  After
this election you've got an elected official saying
we need to tell him what to do?  We need to let
him know we've got his back?

CALLER:  It was before the election.

RUSH:  Oh.

CALLER:  It was before the election.  But I think
we need to tell them what we want cut, we need
to give them ideas. On our website you can write
to just Republicans if you want to, you can write
to one person or almost 600.

RUSH:  Right.

CALLER:  But we need to tell them whether we
use that --

RUSH:  Right.

CALLER:  -- or just regular e-mail or we sit down
and write 'em a card, we need to tell them.

RUSH:  All right.  I appreciate the call, Susan. 
Thank you el mucho.  

Just Raise Taxes in California

and Leave the Rest of Us Alone!

RUSH: "California -- the Lindsay Lohan of States,"
this by Allysia Finley.  She is "a lapsed Californian"
and an assistant editor of OpinionJournal.com,
the Wall Street Journal.  "Listen up, California.
The other 48 states -- your cousin New York
excluded -- are sick of your bratty arrogance.
You're the Lindsay Lohan of states: a prima donna
who once showed some talent but is now too
wasted to do anything with it.  After enjoying
ephemeral highs and spending binges, you suffer
crashes that culminate in brief, unsuccessful
stints in rehab. This cycle repeats itself every five
to 10 years, as the rest of the country looks on
with a mixture of horror and amusement. We'd
feel sorry for you if you didn't constantly flip us
the bird.  

"Instead, we're making bets on how long it will be
before your next meltdown. Oh, wait -- you're
already melting down. You've racked up nearly
$70 billion in general obligation debt, and that
doesn't include your $500 billion unfunded
pension liability. Your own analysts predict you'll
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face a hole of at least $80 billion over the next
four years.  Your government's run by a brothel
of environmentalists, lawyers, public-sector
unions and legislative bums. When they're not
taxing or spending, they're creating regulations
and commissions like the Board of Barbering and
Cosmetology and the California Blueberry
Commission. Many businesses would leave if it
weren't for your sunny climate.  

"Which may explain why you're so obsessed with
climate change. If your climate changes, no one,
including your Hollywood friends, would tolerate
you anymore. So you've created a law to tax
carbon emissions -- no matter that it will kill jobs. 
It's not as if you don't recognize that you've got
problems. Roughly three-quarters of you say
you're headed in the wrong direction, according
to a recent survey by the Public Policy Institute of
California. You're even more depressed than
Illinois and New York, and you've got sunshine 10
months of the year!  You appropriately give your
government low marks -- 28% approval for
outgoing Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger," who, by
the way, did you see him on The Tonight Show
the other night?

He says nobody's going to be bothered if you
smoke a joint. Nobody's gonna care if you smoke
a joint in California.  Probably true, but try
lighting up a cigarette and see what happens to
you.  At any rate, "28% approval for outgoing
Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger, 16% for the
legislature -- yet you continue to re-elect the
politicians who got you into this mess. Not a
single incumbent state legislator lost re-election
this year, including one Democrat who died a
month ago (no joke). What's scarier is that you've
just given almost all of the keys to statewide
offices to Democrats.  Jerry Brown will be your
new (old) governor. This is the man who acted as
a gateway drug to your spending addiction three
decades ago when he gave public-sector
employees collective bargaining rights.

"Helping enforce your wacky laws will be Lt.
Gov-elect Gavin Newsom, the San Francisco
mayor who flouted state law by allowing
same-sex marriage. On the plus side, he has nice
hair and loves you just the way you are. This is
what he had to say after winning his race: 'We're
nothing but a mirror of our consistent thoughts.
You tend to manifest what you focus on. If you
look around for what's wrong, you'll find it. But as
all we know up here in San Francisco, when you
focus on what's right, you see it all around you. ...
There is absolutely nothing wrong with California
that can't be fixed by what's right with California.
... If you're from another state, you'd love to have
the problems of California.'  

"You've also just re-elected Barbara Boxer (that's
Senator Barbara Boxer) to a fourth term. She
boasted on election night that it's her 'eleventh
straight election victory, and what a sweet one it
is ... [since] everything was thrown at us,
including the kitchen sink, and the stove and the
oven and everything, millions of dollars of
negative ads from known and unknown
opponents, millions and millions of dollars.'" So,
Miss Finley says, "We've tried to help you,
California. Some spent millions on campaigns to
entice you to change your reckless behavior. And
you told them to kick rocks.  So here's our final
warning: When you inevitably crash and burn,
don't count on us to bail you out," although they
are and they will count on us to bail them out.  

That's why I suggest an across-the-board massive
state tax increase in California. Make 'em pay for
it.  You know, this is one of these days where my
patience is wearing thin.  I go in and out of this
feeling about this notion that you don't have to
pay for what you want or have or need, and
California epitomizes this.  Five hundred billion
dollars of unfunded pension liabilities?  Paying
people not to work?  Health care after they
retire? (interruption) I know, Snerdley, me calling
for tax increases is simply unbelievable, but, for
crying out loud, these are the people calling for
tax increases on the rest of us to pay for them. 
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They should pay for it.  Make them pay for it. 
They created their mess.  They voted for the
people who created this mess. 

RUSH: Ray in Livermore, California, great to have
you on the EIB Network.  Welcome, sir.

CALLER:  Rush, it's great to have you, your
(garbled) assets.  You're busy pointing out how
everything Obama is saying is in complete
opposition to what he's doing -- or better yet, "Ye
shall know them by their fruits."

RUSH:  Right.

CALLER:  And I want to point to the fact that he
keeps saying that he wants to help small
businesses, and I am a small business. I've been at
this for 20 years, Rush, and I think it's nothing but
a damn lie, because what he's doing -- everything
he's doing -- is hurting small business, and here's
my reasoning.  Small business, we're not
mandated to give benefits or benefit packages or
government controls. Because our size is so
small, we come underneath that.  We're not
beholden to government contracts typically
because we're too small to handle some of these
contracts and we're not beholden to unions and
union contracts.  Therefore, that puts a target on
our back because we cannot be controlled -- or
better said, in the words of Rush Limbaugh, "We
are rugged individuals."  We don't want
government help, and we don't want government
intrusion in our lives or our businesses.

RUSH:  Well, you got it.

CALLER:  Well, you got it, sir. That's what I'm
saying.

RUSH:  Oh, no, you got it.  They're running your
business as it is, and they're coming up with
policies here. They're upset with you because
you're not borrowing any money.  Would you
explain to people why that is totally irrelevant to
you.

CALLER:  Well, because in business you don't -- in
a small business especially you don't -- borrow
money to make parole.  You don't borrow money
to grow your business when you don't have any
customers going through the door.

RUSH:  Right. When you got no demand for your
business, why the hell are you gonna borrow
money for it?

CALLER:  And we don't exist to offer benefit
packages and paid days off to people as this
administration believes that businesses exist to
employ people. American people, we exist to
provide you with the best products and services
at competitive prices, and government has
nothing to do with that.

RUSH:  Well, it's not just Obama that believes you
exist to provide people health care.  It's half the
people that work for you.  It's a sad reality. I don't
know if it's half, but a lot of people think the
purpose of a corporation is to keep a town
together, the purpose of a corporation is to
provide health care benefits, the purpose of a
corporation is to have sick days, the purpose of a
corporation is to have paid vacations.  Talk to
some of these human resource people who do
the interviewing and ask them the first question
the employee asks them.  

RUSH: John in Whitmore, California.  Great to
have you on the EIB Network.  Hello.

CALLER:  Hey, Rush.

RUSH:  Hey.

CALLER:  Greetings.  Hey, I listen to you all the
time. I've been listening... You know, I'm 70 years
old, and I live -- like you said -- in Whitmore, and
you mentioned about the way for California to
solve its problems is to raise taxes.  Now, they're
gonna run with that.  We're conservative in
Northern California.
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RUSH:  Yeah, I know. (laughing)

CALLER:  I'd like for you to separate the two.  

RUSH" (laughing)

CALLER: From Sacramento north, it's very, pretty
much conservative.

RUSH:  Now, now, now. I've been to Humboldt
County. You can't tell me...

CALLER:  Well, you've got one town, you're
talking Humboldt, yeah, but the majority of
Northern California is conservative.  You know,
we vote conservative, and what they're gonna do
is they'll say, "Well, Rush said raise your taxes so
they'll raise taxes."  We're taxed out of this place
already, you know.  You can't sell homes here. 
Their value's gone down so fast we can't move
out of California because we can't sell our homes,
you know?

RUSH:  Where would you go, if you could?

CALLER:  Well, I like parts of Texas, parts of
Arizona.  You know, I like all kinds of other places.
We're really taxed heavy.  I'm a businessman.  I'm
a retired businessman.

RUSH:  Yeah.

CALLER:  And I would never try to start a business
in California.  I'm surprised Meg Whitman doesn't
pull all of her stuff outta here, you know?

RUSH:  I don't think you really have anything to
worry about.  California will always do the
opposite of what I say.

CALLER:  Well, I don't know about that.  You're
pretty right. You know, the only thing is, they will
run with you. They listen to you, you know, and
they'll run with anything you say like the answer
is to raise taxes, and all they'll do is hurt the 40%
of us that pay taxes.

RUSH:  Well, you're not alone.  I'm hearing from
people like you in my e-mail in large numbers
today who are really afraid that I'm going to be
listened to or that California authorities will say,
"Even Limbaugh realizes now we have no choice
but than to raise taxes," and I admit I'm being a
little selfish 'cause we're all paying for California
now.

CALLER:  Yeah, I agree with that.

RUSH:  And New York's next and then Illinois.

CALLER:  Yeah.

RUSH:  These people in California keep voting for
what they get.

CALLER:  Yeah. I don't think you can say they do,
but I'm sorry that 40 or 45% vote the other way. 
And when you throw us all into one category,
you're talking like we're all a bunch of dumb
idiots.

RUSH:  Well, I'm sorry. I know it sounds that way,
but when not one incumbent in that state loses...

CALLER:  I agree with that.

RUSH:  In the state assembly, not one lost.

CALLER:  And you know why?

RUSH:  Then you go back 30 years for
Moonbeam!

CALLER:  Yeah, I agree with that, too.  You know,
actually 40 years on when he was in last time I
can't remember, I actually voted for him back
then.

RUSH:  Well, see?

CALLER:  Which was kind of stay tuned, but, you
know, we live and learn.
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RUSH:  Too late.  Anyway... I'm sorry.  I'm just
flippant.  I hear what you're saying.  I'll think
about revising my idea. 

RUSH:  I think there are some people
misunderstanding me on this proposal that I have
made to raise taxes in California.  I mean on
everybody.  Everybody! Not just "the rich,"
everybody. The people that aren't paying taxes
now, make 'em pay taxes.  If you want to end
this, you make this cost people something.  I
know it goes against the grain of everybody, but
California is beyond help.  Even when Reagan was
out there, when he was governor for eight years,
California's budget grew 122%.  The bureaucracy
grew by 22% when Reagan was governor.  He was
trying to fight it!  So my idea... Look, I know it
isn't going to happen.

RUSH: Cheyenne, Wyoming, Travis, welcome to
the EIB Network.  Great to have you here.

CALLER:  Great to be on your show, Rush.

RUSH:  Thank you.

CALLER:  I don't even know where to start.  First
of all, it's an honor to speak with you, but I'm
highly disappointed in you today.

RUSH:  Oh, no.  No, no, no.

CALLER:  Turned on the radio, got off from one of
my calls, and you're for raising taxes.

RUSH:  Well --

CALLER:  No way.  You've got to unleash this
economy before you can see the kind of revenues
that'll be able to pay down our deficit --

RUSH:  No, no, no, no.

CALLER:  -- and if you raise taxes you'll never
unleash the economy.

RUSH:  Wait a minute.  I am not suggesting we
raise taxes to fix deficits.  I'm not suggesting we
raise taxes for any reason other than to make
Californians pay for this profligacy that they're
voting for.

CALLER:  So raise taxes on Californians?

RUSH:  Yeah. 

CALLER:  -- getting the extra benefits and they're
the ones that run their deficit into such a big
hole.

RUSH:  Well, if we don't raise taxes on
Californians guess who's taxes are gonna be
raised?

CALLER:  Everybody's.

RUSH:  That's right, because they're gonna get
bailed out.

CALLER:  Okay, okay, well, I'm glad I got that
clear.

RUSH:  And it was not just for the rich, it was for
the poor and everybody.

CALLER:  Oh, yeah, yeah.  Gotta be across the
board. I'm a flat tax guy, gotta be across the
board.

RUSH:  Make these people realize what this
irresponsibility is costing them and everybody
else.  My whole point is, there are way too many
people going through life who don't want to pay
for what they have, pay for what they want, pay
for what they get.  And it's my tipping point
today.  If you live in California and you're gonna
elect people that are gonna run your state that
way, then you pay for it, not us who don't live
there.

CALLER:  Agreed.
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RUSH:  All right.

CALLER:  I misunderstood.

RUSH:  Well, it's not your fault.  You caught the
tail end of it, and I can understand the shock and
awe when you hear El Rushbo talk about raising
taxes, I can understand you pulling off the road to
call me.

CALLER:  Yeah. Absolutely.  If I've got the time, I'd
like to talk about Social Security as well.

RUSH:  Sure, go right ahead.

CALLER:  I'm 25 years old.  I've been told my
whole life, I mean literally since I was ten years
old that I'd never have Social Security.  "You
better take care of your retirement, you're not
gonna be able to count on Social Security."  My
whole generation has heard this their entire lives. 
I think that being told that for as long as we have
completely prepared us to not get Social Security. 
There are people much older than me that have
paid into it, you know, 15, 20, 30 years.  I think
that those people, I think my elders, the older
generation deserves to get the Social Security
they paid into for much longer time.  And I would
even be willing to pay the rest of my life into a
Social Security system that I saw no benefit from
--

RUSH:  Let me ask you something.

CALLER:  -- as long as I got one concession.  If I got
one concession, that is, my retirement does not
get taxed a dime, I will pay for everybody older
than me to have their Social Security.

RUSH:  You can't make that deal because they'll
renege on it.  You had it right the first time.  You
had it right the first time.  When you said go
through your life as though it isn't going to be
there, meaning take care of it yourself.

CALLER:  Yes.

RUSH:  Now, every time I say this, I have people
sending me vicious e-mails.  "Well, easy for you
to say," is the reaction.  Now, I, in my life have
been fired a bunch of times, which those of you
who have listened regularly know, and I have
been broke a couple of times, and I've had
periods of time where my rent, house payment,
and my MasterCard bill came in the same
two-week period of the month and I couldn't
either pay the rent and eat at the same time, and
MasterCard wouldn't change my due date to the
second half of the month.  And I hated it.  And I
vowed that when that happened to me, I was
never, ever gonna be in a situation like that again
where I was gonna have to depend on somebody
else, particularly for my needs.  Wants, that's a
whole different thing.  Well, I don't want to
depend on other people for my wants, either, but
needs, I mean, when I am depending on others
for necessities, that to me is failure.  I'm not
gonna do it. I don't want to be dependent. I don't
want to be that obligated. So at that point it
became a goal of mine that no matter what I
wanted, I had to be able to pay for it to get it.

It's interesting, my parents and grandparents who
went through the Great Depression, they tried to
drill this into me, and I was, you know, a typical
kid, in one ear and out the other.  "Okay, Dad,
fine, yeah, sure, sure, you don't know what
you're talking about."  But they came from the
attitude of thrift.  They had gone through the
Depression, everybody was in debt, nobody could
get a job, and it was an irresponsible thing to go
into debt, other than for your house.  That was
one thing that you couldn't just write a check for. 
When those set of circumstances happened to
me is when I finally said, "You know, I'm gonna
not live beyond my means, and I'm certainly not
gonna have expectations that others are gonna
support me."  So I have done that.  And every
time I bring this up, "Easy for you to say."  Well,
it wasn't easy to do.  It was not easy to do.  It
might be easy for me to say, but it has not been
easy to do, and it has required a lot of
commitment.  So I do have a bit of a tipping point
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when I see a bunch of spoiled-rotten people
expecting to live off of everybody else simply
because they were born, simply because they're
alive. 

That's why communism and socialism offend me. 
The idea that it's up to everybody else to take
care of everybody else, nobody's gonna get
anywhere doing that, and that has never worked
for overall prosperity, economic freedom, more
opportunity anywhere.  It just doesn't work and
it creates resentment, it promotes failure,
sameness, lack of inspiration.  It destroys the
human spirit.  Liberalism, socialism, communism,
Marxism, it destroys the greatest things about
humanity, and that's ambition, dreaming, you
know, creativity, entrepreneurism, charity, you
name it, it destroys all of that.  And I get up and I
watch these longhaired, maggot-infested ingrate
students complaining about how much education
costs.  Fine.  If you can't afford it, don't go to
school or find someplace that you can
afford.  That's what all the rest of us
that have had to accept the
responsibilities of life have had to do. 
Why should they be exempt just
because they've had a bunch of
irresponsible leaders who lied to 'em? 
It's time to face the piper.

RUSH: Back to this California tax.  I'm
sure a lot of people misunderstood it. 
It's just about paying your way.  If you
want a state that's gonna pay people
$40 million bucks a day not to work,
fine! Raise the taxes and you pay it. 
Forty million dollars a day in
unemployment benefits in California. 
Fine.  Tax the poor, tax the
unemployed, tax everybody, not just
the working. Show us how this is done. 
It's like with anything else: If you want
less of it, you tax it.  So if you want
fewer stupid Californians, you raise taxes on
them.

Additional Rush Links

Money Matters: The Debt Commission Budget
Cuts You Haven't Heard
http://politics.blogs.foxnews.com/2010/11/11/
money-matters-debt-commission-budget-cuts-
you-havent-heard 

San Francisco gets ready to ban circumcision? 
http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2010/11/12/
health/main7048210.shtml 

The number of federal workers earning $150,000
or more a year has soared tenfold in the past five
years and doubled since President Obama took
office: 
http://www.usatoday.com/news/nation/2010-
11-10-1Afedpay10_ST_N.htm 
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Perma-Links
Since there are some links you may want to go
back to from time-to-time, I am going to begin a
list of them here.  This will be a list to which I will
add links each week. 

Thomas “Soul man” Sewell’s column archive: 
http://www.jewishworldreview.com/cols/sowe
ll1.asp 

Walter E. Williams column archive: 
http://townhall.com/columnists/WalterEWillia
ms/ 

Israpundit: 
http://www.israpundit.com/ 

The Prairie Pundit: 
http://prairiepundit.blogspot.com/ 

Conservative Art: 
http://secularstupidest.com/ 

Conservative Club of Houston: 
http://www.cclub.org/welcome 

Conservative blog, but with an eye to the culture
and pop culture (there is a lot of stuff here): 
http://hallofrecord.blogspot.com/ 

Conservative and pop culture blog (last I looked,
there were some Beatles’ performances here): 
http://thinkinboutstuff.com/thinkinboutstuff/nf
blog/ 

Raging Elephants: 
http://www.ragingelephants.org/ 

Gulag bound: 
http://gulagbound.com/ 

Hyscience: 
http://www.hyscience.com/ 

Politi Fi 
http://politifi.com/ 

TEA Party Patriots: 
http://teapartypatriots.org/ 

South Montgomery County Liberty Group: 
http://sites.google.com/site/smclibertygroup/ 

Hole in the Hull: 
http://www.holeinthehull.com/ 

National Council for Policy Analysis (ideas
changing the world): 
http://www.ncpa.org/ 
Ordering their pamphlets: 
http://www.policypatriots.org/ 

Cartoon (Senator Meddler): 
http://www.senatormedler.com/ 

Bear Witness: 
http://bearwitness.info/default.aspx 
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http://bearwitness.info/BEARWITNESSMAIN.aspx
(there are a million vids on this second page) 

Right Change (facts presented in an entertaining
manner): 
http://www.rightchange.com/ 

Bias alert from the Media Research Center: 
http://www.mrc.org/biasalert/archive.aspx 

Excellent conservative blogger: 
http://mikesamerica.blogspot.com/ 

Send this link to the young people you know (try
the debt quiz; I only got 6 out of 10 right): 
http://ourtab.org/ 
Center for Responsive Politics: 
http://www.opensecrets.org/ 

The Chamber Post (pro-business blog): 
http://www.chamberpost.com/ 

Labor Pains (a pro-business, anti-union blog): 
http://laborpains.org/ 

These people are after our children and after
church goers as well: 
http://www.storyofstuff.com/ 

Their opposition: 
http://resistingthegreendragon.com/ 

The Doug Ross Journal (lots of pictures and
cartoons): 
http://directorblue.blogspot.com/ 

The WSJ Guide to Financial Reform
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB100014240527
48703315404575250382363319878.html 

The WSJ Guide to Obamacare: 
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB100014240527
48704471504574441193211542788.html 

The WSJ Guide to Climate Change

http://online.wsj.com/article/SB100014240527
48704007804574574101605007432.html 
Video-heavy news source: 
http://www.mediaite.com/ 

Political News: 
http://www.politicsdaily.com/ 

Planet Gore; blogs about the environment: 
http://www.nationalreview.com/planet-gore 

The Patriot Post: 
http://patriotpost.us/ 

PA Pundits, whose motto is, “the relentless
pursuit of common sense” (I used many of the
quotations which they gathered) 
http://papundits.wordpress.com/ 

Index of (business) freedom, world rankings: 
http://www.heritage.org/index/pdf/2010/Index
2010_ExecutiveHighlights.pdf 

U.S. State economic freedom: 
http://www.pacificresearch.org/docLib/200809
09_Economic_Freedom_Index_2008.pdf 

The All-American Blogger: 
http://www.allamericanblogger.com/ 

The Right Scoop (with lots of vids): 
http://www.therightscoop.com/ 

In case you have not seen it yet, Obsession: 
http://www.therightscoop.com/saturday-cinem
a-obsession-radical-islams-war-against-the-west 

Inside Islam; what a billion Muslims think: 
http://vimeo.com/14121737 

World Net Daily (News): 
http://www.wnd.com/ 

Excellent blog with lots of cool vids: 
http://benhoweblog.wordpress.com/ 
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Black and Right: 
http://www.black-and-right.com/ 

The Right Network: 
http://rightnetwork.com/ 
Video on the Right Network: 
http://rightnetwork.com/videos/860061517 

The newly designed Democrat website: 
http://www.democrats.org/ 

Composition of Congress 1855–2010: 
http://www.infoplease.com/ipa/A0774721.htm 

Anti-American and pro-socialist, pro-Arabic: 
http://www.zeropartypolitics.com/ 

The anti-Jihad resistence (which appears to be a
set of links to similar websites): 
http://www.antijihadresistance.com/ 

Seems to be fair and balanced with an
international news approach: 
http://ibnlive.in.com/ 
http://www.rawstory.com/ 

Black and Right dot com: 
http://www.black-and-right.com/  (the future
liberal of the day is quite humorous) 
Mostly a liberal blogger, who says vicious things
about most conservatives; and yet, says
something sensible, e.g. posting many of the
things which the healthcare bill does to us. 
http://www.osborneink.com/ 

Conservative news site (many of the stories
include videos): 
http://www.theblaze.com/ 
http://nakedemperornews.com/ 
http://pajamasmedia.com/ 

Muslim hope: 
http://www.muslimhope.com/index.html 

Anti-Obama sites: 
http://howobamagotelected.com/ 

http://www.impeachobamacampaign.com/ 
http://www.exposeobama.com/ 

International news, mostly about Israel and the
Middle East: 
http://www.haaretz.com/ 
http://www.jpost.com/ 

News headlines sites (with links): 
http://drudgereport.com/ 
http://www.thedeadpelican.com/ 

Business blog and news: 
http://www.bizzyblog.com/  

And I have begun to sort out these links: 

News and
Opinions
Conservative News/Opinion Sites

The Daily Caller
http://dailycaller.com/ 

Sweetness and Light
http://sweetness-light.com/ 

Flopping Aces: 
http://www.floppingaces.net/ 

News busters:
http://newsbusters.org/ 

Right wing news: 
http://rightwingnews.com/ 

CNS News: 
http://www.cnsnews.com/ 

Pajamas Media: 
http://pajamasmedia.com/ 

Right Wing News: 
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http://rightwingnews.com/ 

Scared Monkeys (somewhat of a conservative
newsy site): 
http://scaredmonkeys.com/ 

Conservative News Source: 
http://www.newsrealblog.com/ 

David’ Horowitz’s NewsReal: 
http://www.newsrealblog.com/ 

Pamela Geller’s conservative website: 
http://atlasshrugs2000.typepad.com/ 

The news sites and the alternative news media: 
http://drudgereport.com/ 
http://www.hallindsey.com/ 
http://reason.com/ 

Andrew Breithbart’s websites: 
http://biggovernment.breitbart.com/ 

Conservative Websites: 
http://www.theodoresworld.net/ 
http://conservalinked.com/ 
http://www.moonbattery.com/ 
http://www.rockiesghostriders.com/ 
www.coalitionoftheswilling.net 
http://shortforordinary.com/ 

A conservative worldview: 
http://www.divineviewpoint.com/sane/ 
http://www.theamericanright.com/forums/ind
ex.php 
http://politipage.com/ 

Liberal News Sites

Democrat/Liberal news site: 
http://intoxination.net/ 

News

CNS News: 
http://www.cnsnews.com/home 

News Organization (I mention them because I
have seen 2 honest stories on their website,
which shocked and surprised me): 
http://www.ocregister.com/ 

Business News/Economy News

Investors Business Daily: 
http://www.investors.com/ 

IBD editorials: 
http://www.investors.com/NewsAndAnalysis/I
BDEditorials.aspx 

Great business and political news:
www.wsj.com 
www.businessinsider.com 

Quick News

Even though this group leans left, if you need to
know what happened each day, and you are a
busy person, here is where you can find the day’s
news given in 100 seconds: 
http://www.youtube.com/user/tpmtv 

Republican

Back to the basics for the Republican party: 
http://www.republicanbasics.com/ 

Republican Stop Obamacare site: 
http://www.nrcc.org/codered/main.php 

North Suburban Republican Forum: 
http://www.northsuburbanrepublicanforum.org/ 

Politics

You Decide Politics (it appears conservative to
me): 
http://www.youdecidepolitics.com/ 

The Left

From the left: 
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http://www.loonwatch.com/ 

Far left websites: 
www.dailykos.com 

Weatherman Underground 1969 “You don’t need
a weatherman to know which way the wind
blows.” 
http://www.archive.org/details/YouDontNeedA
WeathermanToKnowWhichWayTheWindBlows
_925 (PDF, Kindle and other formats) 
http://www.antiauthoritarian.net/sds_wuo/we
ather/weatherman_document.txt (Simple online
text) 

Insane, leftist blogs: 
http://teabaggersrcoming.blogspot.com/ 
http://poorsquinky.com/politics/all.html 

Media

Media Research Center 
http://www.mrc.org/public/default.aspx 

Conservative Blogs

Mike’s America
http://mikesamerica.blogspot.com/ 

Dick Morris: 
http://www.dickmorris.com/blog/ 

David Limbaugh (great columns this week) 
http://davidlimbaugh.com/ 

Texas Fred (blog and news): 
http://texasfred.net/ 

Conservative Blogs: 
http://atimetochoose.wordpress.com/ 
http://americanelephant.com/ 
http://www.freerepublic.com/tag/*/index 

The top 100 conservative sites: 

http://deathby1000papercuts.com/dbkpreport
/2010/02/the-conservative-100-most-popular-c
onservative-sites-feb-14-2010/ 

Sensible blogger Burt Folsom: 
http://www.burtfolsom.com/ 

Janine Turner’s website (I’m serious; and the
website is serious too).  This is if you have an
interest in real American history: 
http://constitutingamerica.org/ 

Conservative news/opinion site: 
http://www.humanevents.com/ 

The Left Coast Rebel: 
http://www.leftcoastrebel.com/ 

Good conservative blogs: 
http://tammybruce.com/ 
http://therealbarackobama.wordpress.com/ 
http://faultlineusa.blogspot.com/ 
http://makenolaw.org/ (the Free Speech blog)
http://www.baltimorereporter.com/ 
http://www.fireandreamitchell.com/ 
www.rightofanation.com 

The Romantic Poet’s Webblog: 
http://romanticpoet.wordpress.com/ 

Brain Shavings (common sense from the Buckeye
State): 
http://brainshavings.com/ 

Green Hell blog: 
http://greenhellblog.com/ 

Daniel Hannan’s blog: 
http://blogs.telegraph.co.uk/news/author/dani
elhannan/ 

Conservative blog: 
http://wyblog.us/blog/ 

Richard O’Leary’s websites: 
www.letfreedomwork.com 
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www.freedomtaskforce.com 
http://www.eccentrix.com/members/beacon/ 

Freedom Works: 
http://www.freedomworks.org/ 

Yankee Phil’s Blogspot: 
http://yankeephil.blogspot.com/ 

Excellent list of Blogs on the bottom, right-hand
side of this page: 
http://gatewaypundit.firstthings.com/ 

Babes

And simply because I like cute, intelligent babes: 
http://alisonrosen.com/ 

Liberty Chick: 
http://libertychick.com/ 

Dee Dee’s political blog: 
http://somosrepublicans.com/author/deedee/ 

The Latina Freedom Fighter: 
http://www.youtube.com/user/LatinaFreedom
Fighter 

Ann Althouse ("Crusty conservative coating,
creamy hippie love chick center.") 
http://althouse.blogspot.com/ 

Judith Miller is one of the moderate and fairly
level-headed voices for FoxNews: 
http://www.judithmiller.com/ 
http://ifbushhaddonethat.com/ 

A mixed bag of blogs and news sites 

Left and right opinions with an international flair: 
http://gatesofvienna.blogspot.com/ 

This is an odd blog; conservativism, bikinis and
whatever else posted by either a P.I. or the
brother of a P.I.: 
http://pibillwarner.wordpress.com/ 

More out-there blogs and sites

Angry White Dude (okay, maybe we
conservatives are angry?): 
http://angrywhitedude.com/ 

Mofo Politics (a very anti-Obama site): 
http://www.mofopolitics.com/ 

Info Wars, because there is a war on for your
mind (this site may be a little crazy??): 
http://www.infowars.com/ 

The Magic Negro Watch (this is peppered with
obscenities and angry conservative rhetoric): 
http://magicnegrowatch.blogspot.com/ 

Okay, maybe this guy is racist: 
http://angrywhitedude.com/ 

Media

Glenn Beck’s shows online: 
http://www.watchglennbeck.com/ 

News busted all shows: 
http://www.eyeblast.tv/public/search.aspx?q=
newsbusted&t=videos 

Joe Dan Media (great vids and music): 
http://www.youtube.com/user/JoeDanMedia 

The Patriot’s Network (important videos; the
latest): 
http://patriotsnetwork.com/ 

PolitiZoid on YouTube: 
http://www.youtube.com/user/politizoid 

Reason TV 
http://reason.tv/ 

This guy posts some excellent vids: 
http://www.youtube.com/user/PaulWilliamsW
orld 
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HipHop Republicans: 
http://www.hiphoprepublican.blogspot.com/ 

Topics 
(alphabetical order)

Bailouts

Bailout recipients: 
http://bailout.propublica.org/main/list/index 

Eye on the bailout (this is fantastic!): 
http://bailout.propublica.org/ 

The bailout map: 
http://bailout.propublica.org/main/map/index 

From: 

http://www.propublica.org/ 

Border

Do you want to watch what is happening on our
border?  These are actual videos of observations
cams along the border: 
http://secureborderintel.org/ 
http://borderinvasionpics.com/ 

Secure the Border: 
http://securetheborder.org/ 

Capitalism

Liberty Works (conservative, economic site): 
http://libertyworks.com/ 

Capitalism Magazine: 
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http://www.capitalismmagazine.com/ 

Communism

45 Goals of Communists in order to take over the
United States (circa 1963): 
http://www.rense.com/general32/americ.htm 

How this correlates to the goals of the ACLU: 
http://dianedew.com/aclu.htm 

Congress

No matter what your political stripe, you will like
this; evaluate your Congressman or Senator on
the issues: 
http://www.ontheissues.org/default.htm 
http://www.cagw.org/government-affairs/ratin
gs/2008/ratings-database.html 
http://www.cagw.org/reports/pig-book/2009/p
ork-database.html 

Corrupt Media

The Economy/Economics

Bush “Tax Cut” myths and fallacies: 
http://libertyworks.com/category/obamanomic
s/bush-tax-cut-myths-fallacies/ 

A debt clock and a lot of articles on the debt: 
http://defeatthedebt.com/ 

Recovery (dot) gov (where our money is being
spent): 
http://www.recovery.gov/Pages/home.aspx 

A collection of articles by Michelle Malkin about
Obama’s war against jobs: 
http://michellemalkin.com/category/politics/o
bama-jobs-death-toll/ 

If you have a set of liberal friends, email them
one chart a week from here (go to the individual
chart, and then choose download and format): 

http://www.heritage.org/budgetchartbook/ 

AC/DC economics (start with the oldest lessons
first; economics in 60 second bites): 
http://www.youtube.com/user/ACDCLeadershi
p#p/a 

Economist and talk show host Walter E. Williams: 
http://economics.gmu.edu/wew/ 

The conservative plan to get us out of this
financial mess: 
www.Americanroadmap.org 

The Freedom Project (most a conservative news
and opinion site which appears to concentrate on
matters financial) 
http://www.freedomproject.org/ 

Bankrupting America, with great videos and
maps: 
http://www.bankruptingamerica.org/ 

This appears to be a daily pork report, apparently
as pork in Washington bills is discovered, it gets
posted at Tom Coburg’s website: 
http://coburn.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?p=
WashingtonWaste 

Weekly poll, asking you to identify what we ought
to cut in governmental spending: 
http://republicanwhip.house.gov/YouCut/ 

Global Warming/Climate Change

This is an interesting site; it seems to be devoted
to the debate of climate change: 
http://www.climatedebatedaily.com/ 

Global Warming headlines: 
http://www.dericalorraine.com/ 

Dr. Roy Spencer on climate change: 
http://www.drroyspencer.com/ 
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Not Evil, Just Wrong video on Global Warming
http://noteviljustwrong.com/ 
http://www.letfreedomwork.com/ 
http://www.taskforcefreedom.com/council.htm 

Global Warming Hoax: 
http://www.globalwarminghoax.com/news.php 

Global Warming Site: 
http://www.climatedepot.com/ 

Global Warming sites: 
http://ilovecarbondioxide.com/ 

35 inconvenient truths about Al Gore’s film:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=V5J7JNfLYco 
http://www.noteviljustwrong.com/trailer 

Wall Street Journal’s articles on Climate Change: 
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB100014240527
48704007804574574101605007432.html 

Michael Crichton on global warming as a religion: 
http://www.michaelcrichton.net/speech-enviro
nmentalismaseligion.html 

This man questions global warming: 
http://themigrantmind.blogspot.com/ 

Healthcare

This is indispensable: the Wall Street Journal’s
guide to Obama-care (all of their pertinent
articles arranged by date—send one a day to your
liberal friends): 
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB100014240527
48704471504574441193211542788.html 

Republican healthcare plan: 
http://www.gop.gov/solutions/healthcare 

Health Care: 
http://fixhealthcarepolicy.com/ 

Betsy McCaughey’s Health Care Site:
http://www.defendyourhealthcare.us/home.html 

Obamacare Watch: 
http://www.obamacarewatch.org/ 

This looks to be a good source of information on
the health care bill (s): 
http://joinpatientsfirst.com/ 

Obamacare class action suit (as of today, joining
in on the suit costs you whatever you want to
donate, if I understand the form correctly): 
http://www.van4congress.org/contact/obamac
are-class-action/ 

Islam

Islam: 
www.thereligionofpeace.com 

Jihad Watch 
http://www.jihadwatch.org/ 

Answering Muslims (a Christian site): 
http://www.answeringmuslims.com/ 

Muslim demographics: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EaZT73MrY
vM 

Muslim Demographics (this is outstanding): 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6-3X5hIFXYU 

Muslim deception: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SNZQ5D8IwfI 

A Muslim apologetic site (they will write out
letters to express your feelings, and all you have
to do is sign them, and they will send them on): 
http://www.faithfulamerica.org/ 

Celebrity Jihad (no, really). 
http://www.celebjihad.com/ 

Legal

The Alliance Defense Fund: 
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http://www.alliancedefensefund.org/ 

Liberty Counsel,
which stands up
a g a i n s t  t h e
A.C.L.U. 
www.lc.org 

ACLU founders: 
http://www.ang
elfire.com/mi4/
stokjok/Founder
s.html 

Military

Here is an interesting military site: 
http://www.militaryphotos.net/forums/ 

This is the link which caught my eye from there: 
http://www.militaryphotos.net/forums/showth
read.php?t=169400 

The real story of the surge: 
http://www.understandingthesurge.org/ 

National Security

Keep America Safe: 
http://www.keepamericasafe.com/ 

Race Relations

A little history of Republicans and African-
Americans: 
http://grandoldpartisan.typepad.com/blog/ 

Oil Spill

Since this will be with us for a long time, the
timeline of the BP gulf oil spill: 
http://directorblue.blogspot.com/2010/05/oba
mas-katrina-illustrated-timeline.html 
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/finance/newsbyse
ctor/epic/bpdot/7816715/Gulf-of-Mexico-oil-sp
ill-timeline.html 

http://www.treehugger.com/files/2010/05/bp-
gulf-oil-spill-timeline.php 

This is cool: a continuous timeline of the spill,
with the daily info and the expansion of the oil,
and the response: 
http://www.esri.com/services/disaster-respons
e/gulf-oil-spill-2010/timeline-advanced.html 

Cool Sites

Weasel Zippers scours the internet for great stuff: 

http://weaselzippers.us/ 

The 100 most hated conservatives: 
http://media.glennbeck.com/docs/100america
ns-pg1.pdf 

Still to Classify

Army Ranger Michael Behenna sentenced to 25
years in prison for 25 years for shooting Al Qaeda
operative
http://defendmichael.wordpress.com/ 

Maybe the White House does not need to hold
press conferences?  It releases exclusive articles
daily right here: 
http://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/sta
tements-and-releases 

If you want to see 1984 style-rhetoric and tactics,
see: 
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http://www.freepress.net/ 

Project World Awareness: 
http://projectworldawareness.com/ 

Bookworm room 
http://www.bookwormroom.com/ 

This is quite helpful; it is a list of all leftist groups,
with links to background information on each of
these groups (when I checked, 879 groups were
listed).  This is a fantastic resource. 
http://www.discoverthenetworks.org/summary
.asp?object=Organization&category= 

Commentary Magazine: 
http://www.commentarymagazine.com/ 

Family Security Matters (families and national
security): 
http://www.familysecuritymatters.org/ 

America’s Right 
http://americasright.com/ 

Emerging Corruption (founded by an ACORN
whistle blowe: 
http://emergingcorruption.com/ 

In case you need to reference this, here are the
photos of all those on the JournoList: 
http://iowntheworld.com/blog/?p=29858 

A place where you may find news no one else is
carrying: 
http://www.lookingattheleft.com/ 

News Website to get the Headlines and very brief
coverage: 
http://www.newser.com/ 

National Institute for Labor Relations Research
http://www.nilrr.org/ 

Independent American: 
http://www.independentamerican.org/ 

If you want to be scared or depressed: 
http://theeconomiccollapseblog.com/ 

Are you tired of all the unfocused news and lame
talking heads yelling at one another?   Just grab a
cup of coffee, sit back, and see what is really
going on in the world: 
http://www.whitehouse.gov/video 

It is not broken, but the White House wants to
control it: the internet: 
http://nointernettakeover.com/ 

Whizbang (news and views): 
http://wizbangblog.com/ 

John T. Reed comments on current events:
http://johntreed.com/headline.html 

Conservative New Media (it is so-so; I must admit
to getting tired of seeing the interviewer high-
fiving Carly Fiorina 3 or 4 times during an
interview): 
http://conservativenewmedia.com/ 

Ann Coulter’s site: 
http://anncoulter.com/ 

Allen West for Congress: 
http://allenwestforcongress.com/issues/ 

Their homepage: 
http://www.discoverthenetworks.org/default.asp 

Wall Builders: 
http://www.wallbuilders.com/default.asp 

One of the more radical people from the right,
calling for the impeachment of Obama: 
http://www.ldlad.com/ 

The Center for Freedom and Prosperity, a free
enterprise site (there are several videos on the
flat tax): 
http://www.freedomandprosperity.org/ 
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http://iowntheworld.com/blog/?p=29858
http://www.lookingattheleft.com/
http://www.newser.com/
http://www.nilrr.org/
http://www.independentamerican.org/
http://theeconomiccollapseblog.com/
http://www.whitehouse.gov/video
http://nointernettakeover.com/
http://nointernettakeover.com/
http://wizbangblog.com/
http://johntreed.com/headline.html
http://conservativenewmedia.com/
http://anncoulter.com/
http://allenwestforcongress.com/issues/
http://www.discoverthenetworks.org/default.asp
http://www.wallbuilders.com/default.asp
http://www.ldlad.com/
http://www.freedomandprosperity.org/


The Tax Foundation: 
http://taxfoundation.org/ 

Compare your state with other states with
regards to state taxes: 
http://taxfoundation.org/files/f&f_booklet_201
00326.pdf 

Political news and commentary from the
Louisiana Political News Wire: 
http://www.lanewslink.com/ 

This is a pretty radical site which alleges that
Obama is a Marxist hell-bent in taking over our
country: 
http://commieblaster.com/ 

1982 interview with Larry Grathwohl on Ayers'
plan for American re-education camps and the
need to kill millions
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HWMIwziG
rAQ 

Another babebolicious conservative (Kim
Priestap): 
http://politics.upnorthmommy.com/ 

Stop Spending our Future: 
http://stopspendingourfuture.org/ 

DeeDee also blogs at: 
http://somosrepublicans.com/author/deedee/ 

Somos Republicans: 
http://somosrepublicans.com/ 

In case you want to see how other conservatives
are thinking, 

Zomblog:
http://www.zombietime.com/zomblog/ 

Conservative news site: 
http://www.liberalwhoppers.com/ 
http://conservativeamericannews.com/ 

Here’s an interesting new site (new to me): 
http://www.overcomingbias.com/ 

This is actually a whole list of stories about the
side-effects of Obamacare (e.g., Obamacare may
be fatal to your health savings account; Medical
devices tax will cost jobs; young will pay higher
insurance rates, etc.):  Send one-a-day of each
story to your favorite liberal friends: 

http://blog.heritage.org/tag/side-effects/ 

Here is an interesting blog, but, it is not all
conservative stuff: 
http://afrocityblog.wordpress.com/ 

These are some very good comics: 
http://hopenchangecartoons.blogspot.com/ 

Helps for liberals to call conservative talk shows: 
http://radio.barackobama.com/ 

Sarah Palin’s facebook notes: 
http://www.facebook.com/notes.php?id=2471
8773587 

 Media Research Center: 
http://www.mrc.org/public/default.aspx 

Must read articles of the day: 
http://lucianne.com/ 

The Big Picture: 
http://www.bigpicweblog.com/exp/index.php 

Talk of Liberty 
http://talkofliberty.com 

Lux Libertas
http://www.luxlibertas.com/ 

Conservative website: 
http://www.unitedliberty.org/ 
http://gatewaypundit.firstthings.com/ 

Excellent articles on economics: 
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http://www.cato-at-liberty.org/ 
http://www.downsizinggovernment.org/  
(Excellent video on the Department of Agriculture
posted) 

Your daily cartoon: 
http://daybydaycartoon.com/ 

This is a news site which I just discovered; they
gave 3 minute coverage to Obama’s healthcare
summit and seemed to give a pretty decent
overall view of it, without slanting one way or the
other: 
http://www1.voanews.com/english/news/ 
(The segment was: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=UU-evdGu
1Sk )

I have glanced through their website and it seems
to be quite professional and reasonable.  They
have apparently been around since 1942. 

An online journal of opinions: 
http://caffeinatedthoughts.com/ 

American Civic Literacy:
 http://www.americancivicliteracy.org/ 

The Dallas TEA Party Organization (with some
pretty good vids): 
www.dallasteaparty.org 

America people’s healthcare summit online: 
http://healthtransformation.net/ 

This is fantastic; Florida (the Sunshine State) is
now putting its state budget online: 
http://transparencyflorida.gov 

New conservative website: 
http://www.theconservativelion.com 

Conservative website: 
http://www.unitedliberty.org/ 

Suzanne Somers s supposed to be older than Bill
O’Reilly?  He interviewed her this week, and she
looked, well, hot.  She is big into vitamins and
human growth hormones. 
http://www.suzannesomers.com/Default.aspx 

The latest Climate news: 
http://www.climatedepot.com/ 

Obama cartoons: 
http://obamacartoon.blogspot.com/ 

Education link: 
http://sirkenrobinson.com/ 
http://sirkenrobinson.com/skr/ 

News from 2100: 
http://thepeoplescube.com/ 

How you can get your piece of the stimulus pie: 
http://www.economicstimuluspackageinfo.com/ 
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Always excellent articles: 
http://www.dickmorris.com/blog/ 

The National Journal, which is a political journal
(which, at first glance, seems to be pretty even-
handed): 
http://www.nationaljournal.com/njonline/ 

Conservative blog: Dan Cleary, political
insomniac: 
http://dancleary.typepad.com/dan_cleary/ 

Stand by Liberty: 
http://standbyliberty.org/ 

And I am hoping that most people see this as
non-partisan: Citizens Against Government
Waste: 
http://www.cagw.org/ 

Lower taxes, smaller government, more freedom: 

Citizens Against Government Waste: 
http://www.cagw.org/ 

Conservative website featuring stories of the day: 
http://www.lonelyconservative.com/ 
http://www.sodahead.com/ 

Christian Blog: 
http://wisdomknowledge.wordpress.com/ 

News feed/blog: 
http://gatesofvienna.blogspot.com/ 

News site: 
http://lucianne.com/ 

Note sure yet about this one: 
http://looneyleft.com/ 

Conservative news and opinion: 
http://bijenkorf.wordpress.com/ 

Conservative versus liberal viewpoints: 

http://www.studentnewsdaily.com/other/cons
ervative-vs-liberal-beliefs/ 

The Best Graph page (for those of us who love
graphs): 
http://midknightgraphs.blogspot.com/ 

The Architecture of Political Power (an online
book): 
http://www.mega.nu/ampp/ 

Recommended foreign news site: 
http://www.globalpost.com/ 

This website reveals a lot of information about
politicians and their relationship to money.  You
can find out, among other things, how many
earmarks that Harry Reid has been responsible
for in any given year; or how much an individual
Congressman’s wealth has increased or
decreased since taking office. 
http://www.opensecrets.org/index.php 
http://www.fedupusa.org/ 

Kevin Jackson’s [conservative black] website: 
http://theblacksphere.net/ 
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Notes from the front lines (in Iraq): 
http://atwar.blogs.nytimes.com/ 

Remembering 9/11: 
http://www.realamericanstories.com/ 

Larry Sabato’s Crystal Ball site: 
http://www.centerforpolitics.org/crystalball/ 

The current Obama czar roster: 
http://www.politico.com/news/stories/0909/2
6779.html 

Blue Dog Democrats: 
http://www.house.gov/melancon/BlueDogs/M
ember%20Page.html 

Undercover video and audio for planned
parenthood: 
http://liveaction.org/ 

The Complete Czar list (which I think is updated
as needed): 
http://theshowlive.info/?p=572 

This is an outstanding website which tells the
truth about Obama-care and about
what the mainstream media is hiding
from you: 
http://www.obamacaretruth.org/ 

Politico.com is a fairly neutral site
(or, at the very worst, just a little left
of center).  They have very good
informative videos at: 
http://www.politico.com/multime
dia/ 

Great commentary: 
www.Atlasshrugs.com 

My own website: 
www.kukis.org 

Congressional voting records: 

http://projects.washingtonpost.com/congress/ 

On Obama (if you have not visited this site, you
need to check it out).  He is selling a DVD on this
site as well called Media Malpractice; I have not
viewed it yet, except pieces which I have seen
played on tv and on the internet.  It looks pretty
good to me. 
http://howobamagotelected.com/ 

The psychology of homosexuality: 
http://www.narth.com/ 

International News: 
http://chinaconfidential.blogspot.com/ 

The Patriot Post: 
http://patriotpost.us/ 

Obama timeline: 
http://exemployee.wordpress.com/2008/05/31
/a-timeline-of-barack-obamas-political-career/ 

Tax professor’s blog: 
http://taxprof.typepad.com/ 
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I hate the media... 
http://www.ihatet
hemedia.com/ 

Palin TV (see her
i n t e r v i e w s
unedited): 
http://www.palintv
.com 

Liberal filter for
FoxNews: News
Hounds (motto: 
We watch FOX so
you don't have to). 
Be clear on this;
they do not want
y o u  t o  w a t c h
FoxNews. 
http://www.newsh
ounds.us/ 

Asharq Alawsat
Mid-eastern news site: 
http://www.aawsat.com/english/default.asp 
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