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THE LEFT'SMORAL BANKRUPTCY

Did you hear the one about the Left’s plan to counter the tea-
party movement?

It'snojoke.

“In an effort to replicate the tea party’ s success, 170 liberal and
civil-rights groups are forming a coalition that they hope will match
themovement’ spolitical energy andinfluence,” explained aWashing-
ton Post report. “They promise to ‘counter the tea-party narrative
and hel p the progressive movement find itsvoi ce agai n after 18 months
of floundering.”

The effort is curiously dubbed “One Nation.” Historically, of
course, when that two-word phrase has been used in America, it is
usually followed by another two-word phrase — “under God.” But
with groups such asLaRaza, the NAACP, the AFL-CIO and the SEIU
joining the party, itisunlikely the deity will beinvoked by any within
this coalition.

Y ou might ask: What’ stheir beef?

They’ve got Barack Obama in the White House. They have
Nancy Pelosi as speaker of the House. They have Harry Reid as Sen-
ate majority leader. They seem to have ElenaKagan on her way to the
Supreme Court.

Theanswer, of course, isthey seeit all slipping away beginning
this November. The tide has turned against their causes. Something
very predictable happened on the way to their workers' paradise—an
awakeninginthe American spirit that issaying: Wewill slouch toward
Gomorrah no longer!

That spirit isillustrated by the tea-party movement — the big-
gest and most potent grass-roots political development in genera-
tions. People who never before marched on Washington, carried a
protest sign or rallied at atown-hall meeting have done just that — by
themillions. They have no familiar household namesamong their lead-
ers. They have no billionaires bankrolling them. They represent no
special interests. They get no friendly coverage from the press. They
demand nothing for themselves from government except their free-
dom and to be molested no longer. And thisis what has the super-
organized, well-funded, government-subsidized, media-backed Leftin
atizzy.

Understandably so.

As | write in my new book, “The Tea Party Manifesto,” this
movement represents what might well be America’slast chance for a
return to liberty and self-government. If it fails, so does the uniquely
American dream of constitutionally limited federal power, the protec-
tion of God-breathed inalienable rights, equal justice, the rule of law,
the will of the people and national sovereignty.

So, you might ask, what does this new opposition movement
demand? What will be therallying cry of its planned march on Wash-
ington Oct. 27

More government spending on job creation.

Y es, that makes sense. That planisworking sowell. It hasworked
to perfection with the biggest stimulus spending programsin the his-
tory of theworld. Obviously all we need to do is more of the same!

Of course, no rational human being involved in this movement
actually believes that more government spending is going to solve
the problem of unemployment. The smarter and more devious ele-
ments of this movement know that more spending will only make job-
lessnessevenworse. However, they also understand that it will create
more unsustainable dependency on government, which will inevita-
bly lead to chaos and the coll apse of the nation and ideal sthey detest.

With Washington already facing insurmountable, inter-genera-
tional debt, what else could be on the minds of those within this
movement who have any rational understanding of economics? They
want to push America off the cliff.

Isthere any other explanation?

They don’t want jobs. They want to complete the revolution.
And they want to completeit, if at all possible, before the new Con-
gress sweeps in following the tea-party electoral victory Nov. 2.

Thisrogue, reckless movement of fundamentally anti-American
ambitions bears careful watching. - Joseph Farah, WorldNetDaily, 7/
11/10

THE DEPARTMENT OF INJUSTICE

The Justice Department filed suit against the state of Arizona
Tuesday over itsrecently passed immigration law, saying the law “in-
terfereswith the federal government’ s balanced administration of the
immigration laws” and, therefore, has crossed a*“ constitutional line.”
And believe us, no one knows more about crossing constitutional
lines than the Obama administration.

Infact, the administration’ sreal reason for suing may be patent
infringement on constitutional line-crossing.

Truly, the lawsuit could allege copyright infringement, because
al Arizonadid was copy federal law. We don’t know if Attorney Gen-
eral Eric Holder has actually read the 18-page law yet, but, as we've
said before, it merely
makesit astatecrimefor
peopleto bein Arizona
if they’re in the United
States illegally. If the
police have an other-
wise lawful encounter
with someone, and if
they have “reasonable
suspicion” that the per-
son isin the U.S. ille-
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gally, the police are required to ask for documentation of immigration
status. An Arizonadriver’slicenseis sufficient.

Thelaw isnot, asthe DoJalleges, an attempt “to setimmigration
policy at thestatelevel.” Itisan effort to enforce federal lawsthat are
not being enforced. If there’'s a legitimate criticism, it’s that police
resources are scarce enough without this added burden. But that’s
not Arizonad sfault.

The bottom line is that the administration is seeking to do two
things: preserve (or even expand) the power of the executive branchin
immigration law and policy and win over an important and growing
constituency group for generations to come.

It s the second point that brings us to another Justice Depart-
ment action — that of dropping a slam-dunk case against the New
Black Panther Party (another valuabl e constituent group for the Demo-
crats) for intimidating voterson Election Day 2008 in Philadel phia. We
don’t know how much clearer the evidence can be than having the
Panthers caught on video wearing paramilitary garb, wielding billy
clubsand shouting racial threats at potential whitevotersinfront of a
polling place. Indeed, Bartle Bull wasan eyewitness. He' salso aformer
civil rights attorney and publisher of the ultra-liberal Village Voice. He
called it “the most blatant form of voter intimidation I’ ve ever seen.”

Initially, theadministration pursued the case, which wasbrought
during the final days of the Bush Administration, winning a default
judgmentinfederal courtin April 2009 after the Panther membersfailed
to appear in court. A month later, however, Justice moved to dismiss
charges in exchange for one Panther member’ s pledge not to carry a
“deadly weapon” to a Philadelphia polling place and only until 2012.
Not surprisingly, mainstream mediacoverage of thisgross miscarriage
of justice has been virtually non-existent.

Theproblemisrace-based anditisendemic. J. Christian Adams,
an ex-Justice official who resigned over the department’ s handling of
the case, testified Tuesday beforethe U.S. Commission on Civil Rights
that the DoJinstructed attorneysin the civil rightsdivision to ignore
cases involving black defendants and white victims. Furthermore, he
alleged that Deputy Assistant Attorney General Julie Fernandes de-
clared that she would not enforce Section 8 of the “Motor Voter” law,
which requires states periodically to purge voter rolls of felons, the
deceased and thosewho have moved. Accordingto Adams, Fernandes
said, “We'renot interested in those kind of cases. What do they have
to do with helping increase minority access and turnout? We want to
increase access to the ballot, not limit it.”

Perhaps stating the obvious, Adams said the dismissal of the
Panthers' case “raises serious questions about the department’s en-
forcement neutrality in upcoming midterm elections and the subse-
quent 2012 presidential election.” It’ snot just neutrality that’ saprob-
lem, though. “The salient thing about J. Christian Adams's accusa-
tion,” writes Richard Fernandez of PgjamasMedia, “is that, if true, it
constitutes a pure exercise in the abuse of power [by the administra-
tion]. The other wrongsit represents— the perversion of the electoral
process, the violation of civil rights — are secondary. The most seri-
ousallegationinthewholeaffair isthat certain official s countenanced
acrime because they wanted to.”

The Panther case and the Arizona suit make plain that the De-
partment of Justice is engaging in the Saul Alinsky “Rules for Radi-
cals’ method of governance: Give blatant favorsto allies and crush
opponents with brute force.

On a lighter note, perhaps the solution would be to combine
problems. Instead of leaving them to obstruct voters at the polls, the
fedscould station Black Pantherswith billy clubsat the border. - Mark
Alexander, Patriot Post, 7/9/10

TAKEACTION, RECLAIM AMERICA

| talk for aliving. But talk is not enough. We now know what
Obamameant when hevowed to “transform” America. It' stimeto act.

At first, | gave Obamathe benefit of the doubt. Even though |
was less than enthusiastic to do so, | voted for McCainin 2008. But |
cheered the el ection of ablack man, hoping for a president who could
truly “bring ustogether.” How’ sthat working out? Not well. Not well
aal.

“Race” just seemstobeacardto beplayed. Rev. Jeremiah Wright-
style hate got incorporated into the government. It’ s “ payback time.”

The white Cambridge police officer acted “stupidly” in detain-
ing professor Henry Louis Gates as he was trying to break into his
own house. Charges of voter intimidation at a Philadelphia polling
place by a club-wielding New Black Panther —aclear violation of the
Voting Rights Act —were dismissed. A California manslaughter con-
viction of awhitetransit officer in thekilling of ablack man wasinsuf-
ficient. The Department of “Justice” announced a double-jeopardy
prosecution for “civil-rights” violations.

The black (as the half white Obama described himself in the
census) president has acted with all the thin-skinned self-conscious-
ness of an affirmative-action hire.

Traditional liberal, race-based divisiveness played out at the
border, too.

Even asthey acknowledged that they had not evenread S.B.1070,
the Arizona state law that required local law enforcement officersto
detain suspected illegal aliensfor federal officers, Obamaofficials de-
nounced thelaw as*“racist,” “ discriminatory” and “ unconstitutional .”

Brushing aside other states' laws (California, Rhode Island,
Missouri) that require the same actions by local law enforcement,
Obama decided to make an example of Arizona, astate he could never
turn “blue.”

Sen. Jon Kyl, R-Ariz., reported that Obama told him he would
not secure the border because then “you all (Republicans) would not
support comprehensive immigration reform.” In other words, Obama
holds national security hostage to his political agenda of amnesty for
illegals — otherwise known as “undocumented Democrats.”

Inaremarkablepleadingin U.S. District Court in Phoenix, Obama
lawyers asserted that the feds had fully pre-empted the area of immi-
gration law and, even if the president determined not to enforce that
law, no state could enforceit. Thisfrom apresident who had sworn on
the Bibleto “faithfully execute the laws’ of the United States. “Equal
justice under law”? Gone —just like that.

Sometimes| think | am permanently bluein thefacetalking about
this president

I'm tired of talking about the William Ayers clone “czars’ ap-
pointed by Obamato driveradical policies deep into federal agencies
for labor, defense, the environment, energy and education.

I'm tired of talking about the executive orders and extra legal
commands from an elected “ chief magistrate” who actslike adictator
— replacing the CEO of a private company, impoverishing corporate
bond holders and enriching political alliesin corporate takeoversthat
mirror Hugo Chavez’ sfinest hour. “ Rule of law” ? Gone—just likethat.

I’mtired of revealing thelies of Obamacare. Contrary to Obama's
repeated assurances, youwon't be ableto “ keep your doctor” or your
insurance. Medical costswill go up, not down. “Death panels” will be
called some Orwellian acronym (in the U.K. they're called NICE), but
will function just as Sarah Palin predicted. Y ouwill get themedical care
as dictated by the government.

I’m tired of talking about the bailouts, the tsunami of debt, the
“too big to fail” fat cats, the endless pork, the blatant Chicago-style
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corruption. . . .

Obama spoke last week in LasVegas at afundraiser for sleazy
Harry Reid. Again | could take no more.

Obama extolled the virtue of his“good friend” Harry Reid —the
same Harry Reid who, as Senate majority leader, gathered the |obby-
iststo craft the“ stimulus” bill and “ Obamacare” behind closed doors
and then jammed through these trillion-dollar monstrosities without
hearings, without real debate, indeed without most senators knowing
what was in the thousands of pages they were voting on.

For “equal time’ and for “fairness,” | asked Reid’'s Republican
challenger, Sharron Angle, to come on my show.

At theglittering fundraising dinner, Obamahad ridiculed Angle
for telling the truth about the Bernie Madoff style schemeweknow as
“Social Security.” He had scoffed at her calls to abolish the federal
Energy and Education Departments — even though the Energy De-
partment has never created any energy and the federal Education
Department servestheinterestsonly of theiron-fisted teachers' union
whileit presides over the downward spiral of public education.

Sharron Angleisthe voice of parents everywhere (she was an
elected local school-board member) yearning for quality education for
their kids and getting only indoctrination. Angleserved inthe Nevada
Legislature — and was routinely denounced by fellow legislators be-
cause she would not “go along to get along.” She opposed tax in-
creases, even when proposed by Republicans.

Angle (parent and grandparent) isthe original “Mama Grizzly.”
Her limited government, low tax, freedom platform is exactly the anti-
dote to the arrogant narcissism of our “know it al” president and his
lapdog, Harry Reid.

Again, | urged listeners to contribute to Angle's campaign at
SharronAngle.com Despite the presidential slanders and Reid's fat
war chest, Angleleadsin the polls. With your help, she can win.

I’m enjoying this. All the frustration, all the helplessness is
evaporating as | determine to go beyond talk and take action. The
“Wethe People”’ enthusiasm of my audience for this new commitment
to action isinfectious.

My show isnow one permanent tea party —anational audience
forging anational campaign that will “remember in November” to“vote
them out.” - Roger Hedgecock, WorldNetDaily, 7/11/10

A TROJAN HORSE IN THE GOP CAMP

A political activist and pro-family leader says a radical homo-
sexual group is trying to infiltrate the Republican Party in order to
render it less effective in standing up for policies like the ban on
homosexuals from military service.

On July 13, U.S. District Judge Virginia Phillips will hear the
lawsuit brought by homosexuals who call themselves the Log Cabin
Republicansasthey challenge Clinton’ slongstanding policy of “don’t
ask, don’t tell,” which bars homosexuals from openly serving in the
military. Congress is already working on the legislation to repeal the
actual 1993 law that declares homosexuality isincompatible with mili-
tary service.

Robert Knight, asenior writer for Coral Ridge Ministries, warns
that the Log Cabin group islike a Trojan horse.

"It's important to understand that the Log Cabin Republicans
aren't really a Republican group; they're a grouop of homosexual ac-
tivists who are inside the Republican party, trying to neutralize the
party on theissue of homosexual activism,"” he explains. "It's sort of a
voluntary disarmament that they're advising the Republicans to un-
dertake.

Hethinksit is clear that lifting the ban on homosexual service

would be extremely detrimental to America’'s armed forces.

"This would destroy the volunteer military as we know it, be-

cause 25 percent of people in the military have said they’ll either re-

signor they wouldn’t re-enlist,” Knight reports. “ 1t would hurt recruit-

ment becausethe military drawsfrom traditional populationsthat have

very traditional values. It would hurt unit cohesion.”

The pro-family leader concludes that repealing the 1993 law

would be amajor step in transforming traditional morality into aform
of bigotry actionable under the law. - OneNewsNow.com, 7/12/10

CLIMATE-GATE 'A SHAMEFUL SHAM'

A leading skeptic of global warmingisdiscrediting aninvestiga-
tion that he says haslargely vindicated the scientistsinvolved in the
“ClimateGate” scandal.

"[1t's] ashameful sham of areport," saysClimate Depot execu-
tive editor Marc Morano. "This is the global-warming establishment
exonerating the global -warming establishment."

Thereport centered on the leak of hundreds of e-mailsfrom the
University of East Anglia's Climatic Research Unit. Theinquiry, led by
former U.K. civil servant Muir Russell, cleared climate scientists of
accusationsthat they exaggerated thethreat of climate change. Morano
saysthat result was predictable.

"This [investigation] was put together by the very university
that was called into question that had the Climatic Research Unit -- the
heart of the ClimateGate scientists,” heexplains. "Andthey'reactually
in the report urging for a campaign to win the hearts and minds and
restore confidencein global-warming science. The entire report is es-
sentially premised on the idea that we have to clear their reputation.”

Morano addsthat heis shocked Phil Jones has been reinstated
asthe director of the Climatic Research Unit at the University. "This
would be akin to putting Bernie Madoff back in charge of financial
institutions,” he reacts.

According to Morano, global-warming alarmistswill never have
credibility with peoplelike Phil Jonesin power. - OneNewsNow.com, 7/
12/10

AFGHANISTAN: THE ANATOMY OF DEFEAT

The Afghan War may bethefirst onewelose primarily because
our civilian leadership did not understand the effect of its public words
on our government, our alliesand our enemy. Throughout the summer
and fall of 2009, as experts were getting more pessimistic about suc-
cessin Afghanistan, President Obamabegan having second thoughts.
He was conflicted between his campaign statement that Afghanistan
was the good and necessary war and his supporters’ concerns that
Americanot get bogged down in another unwinnable Vietnam.

Finally, heannounced hisdecisionin hisDecember 2009 speech
at West Point, where he stated: “(A)s commander in chief, | have
determined that itisin our vital national interest to send an additional
30,000 U.S. troops to Afghanistan. After 18 months, our troops will
beginto comehome. These aretheresourcesthat we need to seizethe
initiative, while building the Afghan capacity that can alow for are-
sponsibletransition of our forces out of Afghanistan.

“...(T)akentogether, these additional American and international
troops will alow us to accelerate handing over responsibility to Af-
ghan forces, and allow us to begin the transfer of our forces out of
Afghanistan in July of 2011. Just as we have done in Irag, we will
execute thistransition responsibly, taking into account conditions on
theground. Wewill continueto advise and assist Afghanistan’ s secu-
rity forces to ensure that they can succeed over the long haul. But it
will be clear to the Afghan government — and, more importantly, to
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the Afghan people— that they will ultimately be responsiblefor their
own country.”

So wasborn aconceptual confusion that isleading usto defeat
in that war. As | and many others observed a few weeks after the
speech.

“The confusions as to intentions, strategies and exit-timing
started immediately after the president’ s Dec. 1 speech, and have got-
ten dangerously worsein the ensuing month. Defense Secretary Rob-
ert M. Gates, Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton, Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs Adm. Mike Mullen and the top generals all said we
weretheretowinandthe July 2011 exit date was conditional onwhether
enough had been accomplished by then. White House spokesman
Robert Gibbs, adviser David Axelrod, Chief of Staff Rahm Emanuel,
Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr. and the president all indicated July
2011 wasreal, and senior White House sources said ‘ winning’ was not
an objective ... Saturday’s Washington Post ... laid bare the shock-
ingly different understandings of the Afghan mission held by the
White House and the Pentagon ... A senior Democratic staff memberin
Congresstold The Post: ‘Isthe surge away of helping usleave more
quickly, or is the timeline a way to help win support for the surge?
Whichisthe strategy and which isthe head fake? Nobody knows.” A
senior officer isquoted in the article saying they ‘don’t know if thisis
all over in 18 months, or whether this is just a progress report that
leads to minor changes.’”

In the ensuing two-thirds of ayear, Mr. Obama and his senior
aides proceeded to publicly characterize President Karzai and his
brother as irredeemably corrupt and incompetent. Then, when Mr.
Karzai started negotiating with the Taliban, hewasinvited to the White
House for aheavy dose of warm words and good photo ops. The war
continued to go worse and worse; Gen. Stanley A. McChrystal (and
hisaides) inexcusably whined to the press about the incompetence of
the president and his top aides, was justifiably fired for it and was
replaced by Gen. David H. Petraeus.

CBS, meanwhile, reported: “ The Obamaadministrationisgiving
different explanations of its July 2011 deadline for the start of an Af-
ghanistan troop withdrawal, assuring foreign officials that it applies
only tothe 30,000 to 35,000 additional U.S. troopsthat President Barack
Obamais sending next year (2010), but suggesting to Congressthat it
coversall U.S. forces.

“The conflicting versionssuggest that theadministrationistry-
ing to reassure U.S. allies in the region and elsewhere that the U.S.
won’t cut and run, while telling a concerned American public, Con-
gress and Democratic Party that it has an exit strategy.”

That last CBS observation gets us to the essence of the White
House' sstrategic communicationsblunder. The president and hismen
have confused the effect of “political spin” — when heard as such —
on domestic public opinion with its effect when heard as formal pro-
nouncements of state by enemies, allies and institutional forces such
as the Pentagon.

The American public has become accustomed to discounting
the spin of politicians — even of presidents. The public views politi-
cal spin the way it does professional wrestling: It's fun to cheer or
boo, but don’t take it seriously.

Unfortunately, what the president and his political operatives
meant asalittleuseful spinfor their domestic base wastaken asformal
policy by foreign players— and they have acted accordingly. Our two
aliesinthe Afghan War — Pakistan and Afghanistan— having heard
the “spin” as policy have irrevocably taken the strategic action of
discounting America as a reliable force in theater. And, as the
president’ sstrategy relied on gaining and keeping their trust and loy-

alty, hisstrategy has necessarily collapsed. Inthe coming months, we
should expect many more words of explanation in Washington and
many more failuresin Afghanistan. Aleaiactaest (thedieis cast).

Even the greatest chef cannot unscramble an egg. Even the
president of the United States cannot unspin hiswords.- Tony Blankley,
Townhall.com, 7/7/10

PAYBACK TO BIG LABOR

Over thelast several months, Big Labor has been trying to find
any possible way to push their forced unionization, anti-small busi-
ness agendain Washington, DC. And late |ast week, membersof U.S.
House added an amendment to the emergency supplemental appro-
priationsbill, which would givethefederal government new powersto
override local decisions about public safety employees. With strong
opposition coming from many Members of Congress, the amendment
supported by Big Labor’ s political benefactors has caught the eye of
workers, aswell as the small business community. The amendment —
the Public Safety Employer-Employee Cooperation Act (PSEECA) —
allows the government to step in and federalize the unionization pro-
cess for police, firefighters and other emergency response and law
enforcement personnel.

Should thisreceive sufficient support in the Senate and become
law, it would place a stranglehold on the finances of cities, counties
and state governments. They would be forced to abide by the out-
come of these deals negotiated and required by the federal govern-
ment, which in the past have included significantly higher salaries,
augmented bonuses and benefit packagesthat vastly exceed thenorm
and are certainly more expensive than what local governments can
afford as they face massive budget deficits.

This appears to be an attempt by Big Labor to call in political
favors, while damaging state economiesin the process. Senator Mike
Enzi seems to agree as he stated, “This amendment would hit local
municipalities during a time of budgetary crisis for no reason other
than to reward big labor unions.”

Passing thisamendment as part of the appropriationsbill means
new, higher and unfunded coststo states around the country that are
aready struggling. Introducing a new, federally-mandated program
will only cause more economic hardship as it places the burden of
financing the collective-bargaining agreements reached by national
bureaucrats on local municipalities.

Asthese local governments attempt to balance their budgets,
Big Labor sees an opportunity to seize more control of the workforce,
which will in turn, line their pockets with increased union dues. But
the impact that mandated collective bargaining would place on these
communities could be devastating. Budgetsthat have built-in salaries
and expensesfor their local firemen and police officerswould be sub-
ject to national unions' standards. Ignoring local needs and econo-
mies, thiscould open widethefloodgates of financial burden on states
around the country and result in lesslaw enforcement and emergency
response personnel threatening the citizenry in the process.

This seems to be nothing more than a political handout to give
some form of payback to labor bosses being that Congress has been
unable to pass the job-killing Employee ‘ Forced’ Choice Act (EFCA).

Under EFCA, the unionization process changes from one of a
secret ballot election to apublic, card check system opening workers
to intimidation and coercion. Additionally, by means of agovernment
arbitrator, EFCA would allow salaries and benefits to be set by afed-
eral bureaucrat — not employees and employers — in mandated con-
tracts that would crush small businesses. Much like the collective-
bargaining agreement with cities and states, EFCA would place the
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federal government in control over local, small businesses. EFCA is
Big Labor’s top priority in Congress and since they have not been
ableto secureits passage, they are now looking to their supporterson
Capitol Hill to advance other elements of the union agenda.

For instance, labor radical Craig Becker was placed on the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board (NLRB) and we' re now seeing troubling
activity coming from it. Becker, aformer union attorney who received
aPresidential recess appointment, isunder investigation for violating
an ethics pledge he made during hisfailed confirmation processwhere
both Republicans and Democrats voted down his nomination.

The bottom lineisthat Big Labor will stop at nothing to get the
payback they believethey are owed, and whether the result threatens
the budgets of local communities and/or forces small businesses to
close, it appearstheir supportersin the nation’s capital don’t particu-
larly care.

These sorts of unseemly and objectionable acts by public offi-
cials who are entrusted to represent the best interests of their con-
stituents do not go unnoticed and will not be excused by the people
who pay the bills and create the jobs throughout the country. - Katie
Packer, Townhall.com, 7/13/10

PRESIDENT'SECONOMIC NONSENSE

Sadly, with President Obama, each day is crazier than the previ-
ous one. His latest economic speeches border on the surreal. | just
can’t quite figure out who he thinks his audience is because so much
of what he says doesn’t square with reality.

In a speech Friday in Las Vegas, Obama painted quite a rosy
portrait of hiseconomic record to date — at least rosy compared with
what we've all experienced with our five senses.

Though | don’t intend to go al “Joe Wilson” on him (“You
liel™), pleaselet me sharewith you afew, shall wesay, “ discrepancies’
in his speech, the major theme of which could be summarized as “I
inherited the worst economy since the Depression, and | saved us
from a new depression because | say | did.”

Obamadoesn’t merely ignore all empirical evidencethat fliesin
the face of his claim; he just tells us, astonishingly, that it is positive
evidence. It would be like a thief telling the judge at his sentencing
that but for his heist, his victims would have been worse off. Or a
student telling a math teacher that three minus two equals four. Con-
sider:

—He twice claimed that he inherited the worst economy since
the Great Depression, whichisno lessabsurd than Bill Clinton’sclaim
that he inherited from George H.W. Bush the “worst economy in 50
years.” Both men conveniently omitted the high misery index-riddled
economy of the worst president in American history before Barack
Obama, Jimmy Carter. Carter’s interest rates reached 15.27 percent.
Inflation soared to 13.5 percent. And unemployment grew to 7.8 per-
cent. Obamaalso omitted his own record, which is far worse than the
onehe“inherited.” Hisunemployment figures, by theway, easily outdo
Carter’s.

—Obama described the George W. Bush years as “ a decade of
mi sguided economic policies— adecade of stagnant wages, adecade
of declining incomes, adecade of spiraling deficits.” The Democratic
distortion of the Bush record really getstiring. Try out these statis-
tics: In 2006, the Bush economy grew at 5.6 percent, representing the
18th straight quarter of economic growth, according to the Bureau of
Economic Analysis. The unemployment rate was 4.7 percent; it later
fell to 4.6 percent, which waslower than the average rate of unemploy-
ment for any of the preceding four decades. (Barack, please tell us
how you are going to spin your 9.7 rate against Dubya’ s 4.7.) Asfor

those deficits, Bush promised to cut them in half in five yearsbut did
so ahead of time. Bush’ s deficits had decreased to the low $200,000s.
Even his deficit for fiscal year 2008, after the recession set in, was far
lower than Obama’s deficits, especially when considering the repay-
ment of most of the TARP monies — repayments, by the way, that
Obamatried to prevent and/or co-opt for further wasteful spending.
Plus, Obama’s refrain that the Bush tax cuts led to deficits is flatly
contradicted by the record, which shows that federal tax revenues
grew following histax cuts.

—Obama also had the audacity to suggest that his profligate
federal programs are stimulating the private sector, when the uncon-
troverted evidence is that we've lost millions of jobs since he began
his madness. He claims he's created 600,000 private-sector jobs but
fails to tell you he'slost some 3 million, so the net |oss exceeds 2.5
million. He also fails to mention that the only real growth we' ve seen
during hisreign has been in the public sector — hardly asurprise but
completely incongruous with his other speech themes about private-
sector entrepreneurship

—That’ sright; with astraight face, hetold LasVegansthat “the
greatest generator of jobs in America is our private sector. It's not
government.” Though that’s generally true, it’s not been true under
hiswatch, and it’s not what he truly believes, asif | need to tell you
that. Oh, sure, he said, “ The private sector, not government, is, was
and always will be the source of America’ s economic success.” But
that was before his boast afew minutes later about how his magnani-
mously bestowed federal grants were jump-starting a new green
economy, implying he' d manufactured the magic economic bullet. Green
jobs— givemeabreak. If hewantsto talk green, let him explain away
The Heritage Foundation’s projection that his “green” cap-and-tax
schemewill cause“ average annual unemployment toincrease by 1.14
million people” from 2011 to 2035.

Obama’ s major contributions to the economy are astronomical
debt acceleration, obscene unemployment, recession bordering on
depression, and business and consumer uncertainty acrossthe board.
And thisisbefore Obamacare and his other major tax hikeshave even
gone into effect. It'stime for him to start being honest, first with him-
self and then with the American people. - David Limbaugh,
Townhall.com, 7/13/10

LAW AND MARRIAGE

A federal judge in Boston has ruled that the Defense of Mar-
riage Act (DOMA) passed by Congress (427 membersvoted in favor)
and signed into law by President Clinton in 1996 cannot take prece-
dence over a Massachusetts law allowing same-sex marriage. The
ruling again raises serious questions about the origin and purpose of
law. But before we get to that larger question, the “logic” of Judge
Joseph L. Tauro’sruling should first be examined.

Judge Tauro’ sdecision fliesin the face of what the federal gov-
ernment has claimed and is claiming in at least two other significant
cases. In 1973, the Supreme Court struck down all state laws restrict-
ing awoman’ sright to have an abortion. Initslawsuit against Arizona' s
new immigration law, the Department of Justiceclaimsfederal law (which
the feds are not enforcing) trumps state law.

So let’ s see: state laws are fine when they promote the interests
of the ruling liberal and cultural elites, but they are to be ignored, or
overturned, when they do not promote the objectives of the ruling
liberal and cultural elites. Isthat it? How can the federal government
have it both ways?

A New York Timeseditorial saysof DOMA “Thereisnorational
basis for discriminating against same-sex couples.” Really? Has the
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newspaper forgotten thefederal government’ s* discrimination” against
Utah when it forbade the territory from entering the Union until it
outlawed polygamy?1n 1878, the Supreme Court declared in Reynolds
v. United Statesthat polygamy was not protected by the Constitution.
If the federal government could reject polygamy then as a means of
promoting the general welfare, why can’t it block attemptsto redefine
marriage now? If marriage is re-defined by courts, what is to stop
anyonefrom declaring a“right” to any relationship they wish to enter
and demanding “equal protection” under the Constitution?

Now to the larger question of law, which is also being re-de-
fined. During her confirmation hearings, Elena Kagan said she loved
the law. Too bad no one asked her which law she loves and what is
law’ s purpose? Law is meant to conform humans to a standard that
preservesthe cultural and moral order. The purpose of government is
to “secure” unalienable pre-existing rights about which Thomas
Jeffersonwrotein the Declaration of I ndependence (adocument Kagan
dismissed as irrelevant to the Constitution, though it is the
Constitution’s moral and philosophical foundation). Government is
not supposed to create new rights like national health care, or same-
Sex marriage.

The Times editoria dismisses the overwhelming approval for
DOMA asa“wedgeissue” during an election year. Infact, it reflected
the principled position not only of avast majority of members of Con-
gress, but also the position of the public, which has aimost univer-
sally rejected attemptsto legalize same-sex marriage. In 2004, 11 states
had ballot measures preserving marriage as between opposite sex
couples. All passed. In 2008, three states had gay marriage ballot ini-
tiatives. Two passed. In California, a measure to overturn the State
Supreme Court’s earlier 4-3 decision upholding the constitutionality
of alegislative ban on same-sex marriage was approved by 400,000
votes, or 52 percent of those voting.

Marriage re-definers demand acceptance for their position that
morality, as well asright and wrong, are to be determined by polls. If
polls show the public disapproving of behavior the elites favor, the
elites ignore majority opinion and seek to shove it down our throats
anyway, because, you see, only they can beright. Therest of ushave
the equivalent standing of 1950s segregationists. Anyone arguing for
traditionisbranded abigot, alabel that is supposed to end all discus-
sion, while the labeled one is exhausted trying to prove a negative.

Judge Tauro’s ruling will likely be overturned on appeal, but
that won't stop the marriage re-definers. In amorally exhausted soci-
ety, they just might succeed. Polygamists were 130 years before their
time. -Ca Thomas, Townhall.com, 7/13/10

THE BITTER FRUIT OF OBAMACARE

Get ready for your life to change. The so-called benefits of
ObamaCare don't start until 2014, but the tax increases, mis-allocated
resources and federal regulations start now.

Speaker Nancy Pelosi famously said the night of ObamCare's
passage, “ We haveto passthe bill so that you can find out what isin
it.” The emerging pictureisfrightening

ObamaCaredramatically altersthealready-overregul ated health
insurance market. Thefederal government will now manageyour health
caredecisions. Thelaw createsamaze of mandates, federal directives,
price controls, tax increases and subsidies.

We all begin paying ObamaCare taxes this year. The law in-
cludesat last count at least 19 new taxes. As Americans beginto reap
the personal financial burden of Obamacare, the movement to repeal it
is mounting.

Individuals must pay an annual penalty of $695, or up to 2.5

percent of their annual income, if they don’'t purchase an approved
health insurance plan. Penalties on familiesinclude an annual penalty
of $347 per child, up to $2,250 per family, if parentsdon’t purchase an
approved policy.. . .

Investors get whacked hard. ObamaCare imposes a 3.8 percent
tax on investment income for individual s making $200,000 or more and
onfamiliesmaking $250,000 or more. Theinvestment tax isnot indexed
for inflation, so as time passes more people will be expected to pay.
Seniors on fixed incomes and pensioners with IRAs and 401(k) plans
will be hit hard. . . .

Medicare taxes are climbing up, too. The bill requires single
people earning $200,000 or more and couples earning $250,000 or more
to pay an additional 0.9 percent in Medicare taxes.

Thinking about downsizing or buying a new home? There are
new taxes on home salestacked on the bill. ObamaCare imposesa 3.8
percent tax on home sales and other real estate transactions. Almost
every homeowner qualifies as “rich” for one day, the day they sell
their house.

Taxes on medical devices will also be going up to 2.9 percent
under ObamaCare. . . .

ObamaCare empowers the IRS for enforcement. The IRS is hir-
ing 16,500 new enforcement officials. The IRS will confiscate tax re-
funds, placelienson property and seek jail timeif healthcare penalties
and taxes are not paid.

But don’t despair. Asof July 14,130 members of Congress have
signed a discharge petition that will force Nancy Pelosi to hold a
straight up-or-down vote on HR 4972, a hill, proposed by Congress-
man Steve King, that repeals ObamaCare.

In plain language, that means that the repeal of ObamaCare is
actually within our grasp. Congressman King is upbeat, saying: “I am
optimistic that wewill beableto attract the 218 signatureswewill need
to force a vote on repealing ObamaCare. ... Signatures on the dis-
charge petition have come more quickly than | had expected.” - fLOYD
& Mary Beth Brown, Townhall.com, 7/16/10

FINANCIAL DISASTER

Anytime Congress passes a 2,300-page law that creates more
than 500 new regul ations and setsup anew, complicated bureaucracy,
we should be nervous. And the major financial overhaul that has
cleared thefinal hurdlesin the Senate provestherule. Thelegislation
— thebrainchild of Sen. ChrisDodd, D-Conn., and Rep. Barney Frank,
D-Mass. — isthe biggest overhaul of the nation’s financial industry
since the 1930s. Its Democratic supporters claim it was necessary to
prevent another economic meltdown like the one we suffered in 2008
(This"meltdown" was primarily created by Dodd and Frank and they
are going to rescue us? No doubt. - N.P.).

But no oneknowswhether it will do any such thing. Even Dodd
acknowledged thisweek, “ (Americans) don’t ask for perfection. They
know we have not solved every problem and that we are not going to
bring back their homes and their jobs; but they expect usto respond
to the situation that brought usto the brink of financial disaster. This
isour best effort to do so.”

Thehill goesfar beyond attempting to regul atetherisky deriva-
tivesmarket that |ed to the credit crisisin thefall of 2008, however. The
bill literally touches every American who hopes to buy anything on
creditinthefuture, dictatesnew capital standardsfor banksand other
institutions, pavestheway for new rulesfor selecting corporate boards
of directors, and gives the government broad new powers to seize
financial firms.

Like most Democratic solutions, this one rests on bigger gov-
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ernment with greater powersto inject itself directly into the economy.
Instead of allowing the free market to work — which entails risk of
failure — the government will now try to foresee al possible dangers
and attempt to prevent them.

A new Federal Insurance Office will monitor the insurance in-
dustry to try to prevent “systemically important” insurers — like the
2008 version of AIG — from going under. A new Financia Stability
Council will assessrisksof large financial institutionsand could even
break up firmsit deemstoo risky. A new Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau inthe Federal Reservewill make new rulesfor large banks,
credit unionsand other consumer lending companies— except for car
dealerships, which managed to get themselves excluded through their
political clout.

But the unintended consequences may well betightening credit
for consumers and businesses. In its attempt to protect individuals
(and businesses) from the consequences of their own bad decisions,
Big Government will now try to foresee all possible risks and mitigate
them. How noble. And how naively Utopian. . . .

Dodd claims, “The American public expects nothing less of us
than to fashion proposals that will minimize great risks to them.” But
what about the risk of government overreach?

The Obama administration and Democrats in Congress have
already revamped the American health system. Now they intend to
overhaul the U.S. financial system. Y et few of the peoplein charge of
this massive government intrusion have any experience in the indus-
triesthey think they know best how to run.

A government that can’t even pay itsown billsand must borrow
against the future earnings of people not yet born seems abad choice
to oversee the financial well-being of the nation. - Linda Chavez,
Townhall.com, 7/17/10

OBAMA-PELOS LAME DUCK STRATEGY

Democratic House members are so worried about the fall elec-
tions they’ re leaving Washington on July 30, a full week earlier than
normal—and they won'’ t return until mid-September. Members gul ped
when National Journal’s Charlie Cook, the Beltway’ sleading political
handicapper, predicted last month “the House is gone,” meaning a
GOP takeover. He thinks Democrats will hold the Senate, but with a
significantly reduced majority.

Therushto recessgives Democratslittletimeto passany major
laws. That's why there have been signs in recent weeks that party
leadersare planning an ambitious, lame-duck session to musclethrough
billsin December they don’t want to defend before November. Retir-
ing or defeated members of Congress would then be able to vote for
sweeping legislation without any fear of voter retaliation. . . .

In the House, Arizona Rep. Raul Grijalva, co-chairman of the
Congressional Progressive Caucus, told reporters last month that for
billslike “card check” —the measure to curb secret-ballot union elec-
tions—"the lame duck would be the last chance, quite honestly, for
the foreseeable future.”

lowaSen. Tom Harkin, chair of the Senate committee overseeing
labor issues, told the Bill Pressradio show in Junethat “to those who
think [card check] isdead, | say think again.” Hetold Mr. Press“we're
still trying to maneuver” away to pass some parts of thebill beforethe
next Congressisswornin.

Other lame-duck possibilities? Senate ratification of the New
Start nuclear treaty, afederally mandated universal voter registration
system to override state laws, and a budget resolution to lock in in-
creased agency spending.

Then there is pork. A Senate aide told me that "some of the

biggest porkerson both sides of the aisle areleaving officethisyear,
and a lame-duck session would be their last hurrah for spending.”
Likely suspects include key members of the Senate Appropriations
Committee, Congress's “favor factory,” such as Pennsylvania Demo-
crat Arlen Specter and Utah Republican Bob Bennett.

Conservative groups such as FreedomWorks are alarmed at the
potential damage, and they are demanding that everyonein Congress
pledge not to take up substantive legislation in a post-election ses-
sion. “Members of Congress are supposed to represent their con-
stituents, not override them like sore losersin alame-duck session,”
Rep. Tom Price, head of the Republican Study Committee, told me.

It's been almost 30 years since anything remotely contentious
was handled in alame-duck session, but that doesn’t faze Democrats
who have jammed through ObamaCare and are determined to bring
the financial system under greater federal control. - John Fund, The
Wall Street Journal, 7/9/10

TEA PARTY ACCUSED BY NAACP

A number of Tea Party organizations are rejecting a resolution
by the NAACP that the Tea Party movement contains “racist ele-
ments.”

During its national convention in Kansas City this week, the
National Organization for the Advancement of Colored People de-
nounced the national network of TeaParty activists, issuing aresolu-
tion condemning “racist elements” in that movement and calling on
the movement’'s leaders to repudiate  bigotry.

But even beforethe NAACPissued itsresolution, the St. Louis
TeaParty issued aresolution of its own, condemning the NAACP for
even considering aresolution accusing the Tea Parties of racism. Jim
Hoft is a spokesman for the St. Louis group.

“What we said in our resolution was that we condemn the rac-
ism of the NAACP,” he explains. “And we condemn their tactics of
trying to accuse us of someincidents that we believe did not happen
— and trying to group all the millions of Tea Parties activists across
the country asracists.”

Hoft agrees with Jordan Sekulow of the American Center for
Law and Justice, who saystheNAACPisanirrelevant racist organiza-
tionthat isimpeding the progress of black Americans. - Chad Groening,
OneNewsNow.com, 7/15/10

CHRISTIAN CONVERT OBTAINSASYLUM

A U.S. immigration judge in San Diego has agreed to grant asy-
lum to the son of aHamasfounder who spied for | srael and converted
to Christianity.

The deportation hearing Wednesday for 32-year-old Mosab
Hassan Y ousef lasted only 15 minutes. The judge ruled that Y ousef
can stay in the U.S. after he passes a routine background check.

The government denied hisrequest for asylum in February 2009,
ruling that he posed aterrorist threat. The U.S. Department of Home-
land Security dropped its objectionsto asylum, but the government’s
attorney Kerri Calcador gave no explanation for the change of heart.

Faith McDonnell is director of religious liberty at the Institute
on Religion & Democracy, which was one of thefirst organizationsto
go to bat for Yousef. McDonnell believes the government realized it
would be bad PR to deport Yousef. . . . - Chad Groening,
OneNewsNow.com, 6/30/10

OBAMA EXPLOITINGOIL SPILL

The Obama administration is being accused of politicizing the
oil spill crisis as the White House has issued another moratorium




8 Christian View of the News

against deep-water drilling in the Gulf.

Early next week, afederal appeals court will rule on the attempt
to reinstate a six-month standstill on deep-water oil drilling after a
federal judge blocked the Obama administration’ sfirst bid last month

Ben Lieberman, senior policy analyst for energy and environ-
ment at The Heritage Foundation, thinks Obama’ s moratorium politi-
cizestheoil spill crisis. “ Thisattempted moratorium isan opportunity,
at least in his view, to exploit the spill and turn it into areal...ban on
domestic offshore energy production,” Lieberman contends

Critics say the freeze could crush the entire U.S. economy and
cause the nation to be more dependent on foreign oil. Chris John,
president of the Louisiana Mid-Continent Oil and Gas Association,
points out that while care needs to be given to environmental con-
cerns, the ban could be crippling to states like Louisiana that are
financially dependent on the oil industry.

“Qil and gas[have] got to beamajor mix in providing energy for
this country, along with alternative sources of fuel, which hasto be a
part of the portfolio,” he comments. “In fact, we are going to need, as
someone said, every drop and every DTU [Dry Tree Unit] of energy
that we can find to fuel our growing economy.”

Obama’'s moratorium has aready forced at least one oil com-
pany to stop its work. But Diamond Offshore Drilling is leaving the
Gulf of Mexico and is heading to Egypt to continue its work. - Russ
Jones, OneNewsNow.com, 7/16/10

NEA CELEBRATES'DRAG QUEEN' TEACHERS
The National Education Association (NEA) continuesto alien-

ate moreand moreof itsconservative constituentsasthe organization
showed itsliberal leanings at its 2010 national convention.

At thisyear’ smeeting in New Orleans, the largest professional
organization and labor unioninthe U.S. recognized anew caucus: the
NEA Drag Queen Caucus.

“They already have had the Gay, Leshian, Bisexual, [and]
Transgender Caucus and apparently felt that the drag queens needed
their own caucus,” explains Finn Laursen, executive director of Chris-
tian Educators Association International (CEAL).

America, | think, needs to respond and to realize what the Na-
tional Education Association stands for; they’re not hiding it. It’s
appalling to many of our conservative Christian educators who, in
their own lives, could not support thiskind of thing but find that their
dues are being used to support just those kinds of thing,” he adds

Laursen also tells OneNewsNow there was a movement this
year to see the NEA’ s pro-abortion stance changed to a more neutral
position, but that effort failed. “The organization and its delegates
werejust unwilling to step back and take no position on abortion,” he
laments. “ They’ re going to continue their pro-abortion stance.” - Bill
Bumpas ,OneNewsNow.com,7/15/10

| feel like apologizing for all the politicsin some of
these issues. But frankly, this Administration has stuck
its nose in every part of our lives and it appears will
destroy the America we love if possible. We must pray
and trust God! - N.P.
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