Subject: message from democrats
Posted by j-cron on Wed, 08 Nov 2006 21:54:38 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Dear dismayed conservatives:
| hereby make these promises to you.
We will protect your lives and livelihoods.
We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
orientation, or first language.

We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our country.
We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our own
party.
ESPECIALLY in our own party.
We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.
We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.
We will never waste your lives for power.

We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb to
lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.

If we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
Let's go.

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Tony Benson on Wed, 08 Nov 2006 22:32:57 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

I'm not a Republican, but I'll be ecstatic if that what you say holds true
Justin. You'll have to forgive me if don't have much hope anything will
change though. Check back with me in 2008 and we'll see how them Dems did.

(ecstatic, boy dat's a pritty big word. | don't know whether I'm ecstatic,
or ludicrous!) ;>)
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Tony

j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message news:45524f64$1@linux...
Dear dismayed conservatives:

| hereby make these promises to you.
We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

orientation, or first language.
We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our country.

We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our

>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
>
>
>
>
>
> own party.

>

>

> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

z We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

z We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

Z We will never waste your lives for power.

z We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb
> to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.

>

> |f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>

> We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
> Let's go.

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Colonel Panic on Wed, 08 Nov 2006 22:51:45 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Meet the new boss, Same as the old boss.
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j-cron” <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote:
Dear dismayed conservatives:

I hereby make these promises to you.

>

>

>

>

> We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>

> We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>

> We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
>orientation, or first language.

>

>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our country.
>

>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our
own

>party.

>

>

>ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>

>We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>

>We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>

>We will never waste your lives for power.

>

>We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb
to

>lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.

>

>|f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>

>We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>Let's go.

>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by j-cron on Wed, 08 Nov 2006 23:44:36 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

yeah exactly. | figured it was a nice uplifting message anyway, but yeah
we know the reality. Both parties suck.

| dont even know what party | am anymore. | mostly vote Green because its
not the status quo, not that they have a great plan or orginization.
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I'm sure we'll need to kick the dems out of congress in 12 years too, but
maybe for now theres a little light at the end of the tunnel.

"Tony Benson" <tony@standinghampton.com> wrote in message
news:455258ee@linux...

> |I'm not a Republican, but I'll be ecstatic if that what you say holds true
> Justin. You'll have to forgive me if don't have much hope anything will
> change though. Check back with me in 2008 and we'll see how them Dems did.
>

> (ecstatic, boy dat's a pritty big word. | don't know whether I'm ecstatic,
> or ludicrous!) ;>)

>

> Tony

>

>

> "j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message

> news:45524f64%$1@linux...

>> Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>

>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>

>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>

>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>

>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual

>> orientation, or first language.

>>

>> We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our
>> country.

>>

>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our
>> own party.

>>

>>

>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>

>> We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>>

>> We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>

>> \We will never waste your lives for power.

>>

>> We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb
>> to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.

>>

>> |If we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.
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>>
>> \We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>> |et's go.

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by DJ on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 00:34:34 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

1. It was sort of interesting to see that the Demaocratic party won by
running many conservative candidates. It will be even more interesting to
see if they were really conservatives or if they will now show their true
colors and march in lockstep with the left wing power structure.

2. The democratic leadership will need to actually be expected to show some
leadership instead of just carping about how they don't like what the
republicans are doing. They will be held accountable finally, just as the
republicans have been.

3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good economy,
the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.
They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not effective,

the responsibility will fall in their lap.

Having this party in charge of the House intelligence committee (again) is a
scary thought. Alcee Hastings may be heading the House Intelligence
Committee. He was once a Fed. judge in Florida who was impeached by a then
Democratic (1) Congress in the 80's for leaking secrets about a Fed. trial
involving a big-time drug ring and accepting a $150,000 bribe. He is one of

a very few federal judges ever to be removed from office. Is Pelosi going

to drain the swamp only to repopulate it with *convicted* vermin?

| think the good thing about this is that they are now going to be in a "put
up or shut up” situation and there is at least the possibility that they

will be called on their whining by the independent voters who put them over
the top.

If they are truly as clueless as they appear to be and if they do things

like appoint Hastings, start wrecking the economy (a la Rangel), try for a
presidential impeachment and cut funding for Iraq, it will be quickly
obvious that they are the same old tired socialist flotsam that we swept out
in the 90's and they will be tossed out on their respective arsses in two
years rather than 4 years (as would happen if they won the presidency in
2008). This may be the best of two evils as far as conservatives are
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concerned.

I'll hold my breath for a little while and give them the benefit of the

doubt. They haven't had one constructive (realistic) idea as of yet but they
keep hinting around that they do. It's now time to see if it's all hat, no
cowboy and it seems that now, when they are questioned about what they're
gonna do, they can't scoot backwards on their asses fast enough now that
they will be expected to come up with *the plan* that they never had.

;0)

"j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message news:45524f64$1@linux...
Dear dismayed conservatives:

| hereby make these promises to you.
We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

orientation, or first language.
We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our country.

We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our

>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
>
>
>
>
>
> own party.

>

>

> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>

> We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.
>

> We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.
>

> We will never waste your lives for power.

>

> We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb
> to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.

>

> |f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>

> We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.

> Let's go.

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
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Posted by John [1] on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 00:43:04 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

So why didn't they say they would get along before the 7th? Why haven't they
done this for the last 40+ years? Why have they been so divisive?

When Abramoff got busted they all got in line and gave money back, but yet
they pointed at the Republicans and screamed "Scandal”. So typical! "Look
at them, they're dirtier than us". When it comes to our interest, both parties
are the same. The truth is they are both a bunch of dirty greasy slimy rats.
They are eating our lunch, they sell us out by the second.

They weaken us by them both pointing at each other and saying "look at how
dirty those bastards are" They keep us divided on the issues, and they stay

in power! They get fat and rich, while the middle class dies. That's how

the two party system works, they keep us divided and weak, they stay in power,
and we lose!

People we need more than a two party system. We need to take back our government.
We need a government for the people and by the people. We do need change,

but the answer is not the Democrats! We need to get rid of all the fat bloated

lying lawyer career politicians! WE need to get rid of ALL the lobby groups.

WE need a new justice system. We need a new tax system, We need a complete
over haul of the government, it is way too corrupt! Easy to do? NO! Necessary

to do yes! Will it happen? Only if you and | decide to come together, be

honest, and do it together. We'd have to put our issues aside for ever.

That means we have to stop looking back and playing the blame game! The
entitlement mentality is going to break and kill this country.

The powers that be, (Politicians, world banks, etc.) are shifting the wealth

of The United States (WE the People) to third world countries. They are

selling America off wholesale, right under our noses. They want to rule

the world economically. THE NEW WORLD ORDER! WE better wake up fast.

The other issue facing the US is China. If we are not careful we will have
Chinese boots on American soil in the next 30 years. Make no mistake, they
are planning on it, just do some research on it. They plan to take over

the world.

The first step is to see the truth. The second is to stop listening to the
politicians and the media. The third is to be honest and come together.
The forth is to take massive action. That means you!

We need change. | hope the Democrats make the right changes, and get the
country going in the right direction. Unfortunately | believe they will

try to destroy and damage the Republican party, with more scandals and criminal
prosecutions so they can stay in power for years and years to come. This

will not help the country. They need to focus on getting us back on track,
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but they are already talking war with the republicans. That's just dirty
politics as usual, not what we need. Lip service is nice, | want to see
action. Also prepare for tax increases, they need to buy votes for 2008
with your money.

| hope I'm wrong. | hope this is a new start. We'll see.

political post should be in the general news group section!!!

"j-cron” <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote:
Dear dismayed conservatives:

| hereby make these promises to you.

>

>

>

>

>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>

>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>

> We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
>orientation, or first language.

>

> We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our country.
>

> We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our
own

>party.

>

>

>ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>

>We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>

>We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>

>We will never waste your lives for power.

>

>We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb
to

>lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.

>

>|f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>

>We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>Let's go.

>

Page 8 of 221 ---- Cenerated from The PARI S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by John [1] on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 01:18:45 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Yeah but we like sound bites and these are good ones ! Plus blue is a
purty color.

no wrote:

> So why didn't they say they would get along before the 7th? Why haven't they
> done this for the last 40+ years? Why have they been so divisive?

>

> When Abramoff got busted they all got in line and gave money back, but yet

> they pointed at the Republicans and screamed "Scandal". So typical! "Look

> at them, they're dirtier than us". When it comes to our interest, both parties

> are the same. The truth is they are both a bunch of dirty greasy slimy rats.

> They are eating our lunch, they sell us out by the second.

>

> They weaken us by them both pointing at each other and saying "look at how

> dirty those bastards are" They keep us divided on the issues, and they stay

> in power! They get fat and rich, while the middle class dies. That's how

> the two party system works, they keep us divided and weak, they stay in power,
> and we lose!

>

> People we need more than a two party system. We need to take back our government.
> We need a government for the people and by the people. We do need change,
> but the answer is not the Democrats! We need to get rid of all the fat bloated

> lying lawyer career politicians! WE need to get rid of ALL the lobby groups.

> WE need a new justice system. We need a new tax system, We need a complete
> over haul of the government, it is way too corrupt! Easy to do? NO! Necessary
> to do yes! Will it happen? Only if you and | decide to come together, be

> honest, and do it together. We'd have to put our issues aside for ever.

> That means we have to stop looking back and playing the blame game! The

> entitlement mentality is going to break and kill this country.

>

> The powers that be, (Politicians, world banks, etc.) are shifting the wealth

> of The United States (WE the People) to third world countries. They are

> selling America off wholesale, right under our noses. They want to rule

> the world economically. THE NEW WORLD ORDER! WE better wake up fast.
>

>

> The other issue facing the US is China. If we are not careful we will have

> Chinese boots on American soil in the next 30 years. Make no mistake, they

> are planning on it, just do some research on it. They plan to take over

> the world.

>
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> The first step is to see the truth. The second is to stop listening to the

> politicians and the media. The third is to be honest and come together.

> The forth is to take massive action. That means you!

>

> We need change. | hope the Democrats make the right changes, and get the
> country going in the right direction. Unfortunately | believe they will

> try to destroy and damage the Republican party, with more scandals and criminal
> prosecutions so they can stay in power for years and years to come. This

> will not help the country. They need to focus on getting us back on track,

> but they are already talking war with the republicans. That's just dirty

> politics as usual, not what we need. Lip service is nice, | want to see

> action. Also prepare for tax increases, they need to buy votes for 2008

> with your money.

>

> | hope I'm wrong. | hope this is a new start. We'll see.
>

> political post should be in the general news group section!!!

>

>

>

>

> "j]-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote:

>> Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>

>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>

>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>

>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>

>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
>> orientation, or first language.

>>

>>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our country.
>>

>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our
> own

>> party.

>>

>>

>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>

>> We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>>

>> We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>

>> We will never waste your lives for power.
>>
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>> We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb
>to

>> |ust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.

>>

>> |f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>

>> \We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>> Let's go.

>>

>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by j-cron on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 02:10:11 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote in message news:45527532$1@linux...
> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,

cool response deej, but can you explain that a bit? There was the internet
boom and bust but | dont think Clinton can take credit for that... lol.

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by j-cron on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 02:11:20 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

you can use some semblance of a real name... dont worry about the domestic
spying stuff...

"no" <no@no.com> wrote in message news:45526b88%1@linux...

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by j-cron on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 02:13:44 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote in message news:45527532$1@linux...

> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
> economy,

Thats not really fair or insightful Deej. You need to factor in the fact
that Clinton balanced the budget and Bush spends your great grandchildrens
money every day.
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Somethin to think about.

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 03:40:28 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

You sound a bit grumpy, Deej. Interesting version of events and harsh
conjecture. When does that benefit of the doubt actually kick in?

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

DJ wrote:

> 1. It was sort of interesting to see that the Democratic party won by

> running many conservative candidates. It will be even more interesting to

> see if they were really conservatives or if they will now show their true

> colors and march in lockstep with the left wing power structure.

>

> 2. The democratic leadership will need to actually be expected to show some
> |leadership instead of just carping about how they don't like what the

> republicans are doing. They will be held accountable finally, just as the

> republicans have been.

>

> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,

> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good economy,
> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.

> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not effective,

> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>

> Having this party in charge of the House intelligence committee (again) is a
> scary thought. Alcee Hastings may be heading the House Intelligence

> Committee. He was once a Fed. judge in Florida who was impeached by a then
> Democratic (!) Congress in the 80's for leaking secrets about a Fed. trial

> involving a big-time drug ring and accepting a $150,000 bribe. He is one of
> a very few federal judges ever to be removed from office. Is Pelosi going

> to drain the swamp only to repopulate it with *convicted* vermin?

>

> | think the good thing about this is that they are now going to be in a "put

> up or shut up” situation and there is at least the possibility that they

> will be called on their whining by the independent voters who put them over
> the top.

>

> If they are truly as clueless as they appear to be and if they do things

> like appoint Hastings, start wrecking the economy (a la Rangel), try for a
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> presidential impeachment and cut funding for Iraq, it will be quickly

> obvious that they are the same old tired socialist flotsam that we swept out
> in the 90's and they will be tossed out on their respective arsses in two

> years rather than 4 years (as would happen if they won the presidency in
> 2008). This may be the best of two evils as far as conservatives are

> concerned.

>

> I'll hold my breath for a little while and give them the benefit of the

> doubt. They haven't had one constructive (realistic) idea as of yet but they
> keep hinting around that they do. It's now time to see if it's all hat, no

> cowboy and it seems that now, when they are questioned about what they're
> gonna do, they can't scoot backwards on their asses fast enough now that
> they will be expected to come up with *the plan* that they never had.

> :0)

>

> "j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message news:45524f64$1@linux...
>> Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>

>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>

>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>

>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>

>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual

>> orientation, or first language.

>>

>>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our country.
>>

>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our

>> own party.

>>

>>

>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>

>> We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>>

>> We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>

>> We will never waste your lives for power.

>>

>> We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb
>> to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.

>>

>> |f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>

>> We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.

>> Let's go.
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>>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by DJ on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 04:15:13 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4552a0da@linux...
>

> You sound a bit grumpy, Deej. Interesting version of events and harsh
> conjecture. When does that benefit of the doubt actually kick in?

>

> Cheers,

The democrats have taken control of the house (at least right now) with no
agenda whatsoever.

They actually don't have a mandate from the voters to do ANYTHING. They
managed to manipulate the voters with a constant drumbeat of hatred against
Bush and turned that into a win. And now they think don't have to do
ANYTHING. They didn't promise to do anything, they offered no solutions, no
plans, nothing.. just used hatred for bush to get back into power.

| find that more than a little scary..but | sure applaud the democrats for
pulling it off.

Reality is that these *conservative* Democrats *owe* the liberal leadership
already. Pelosi orchestrated this and these freshman congessfolk are in the
bag....mere window dressing to put a moderate face on. Unless they tow the
liberal line, they will get nowhere as *career politicians* and will not be
supported next election by the Dem power structure so the real winners were
the manipulative leftist power structure. It's diabolically clever. They

make guys like Carl Rove seem like rank amateurs when they put their minds
to it.

,0)

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

> DJ wrote:

>> 1. It was sort of interesting to see that the Democratic party won by

>> running many conservative candidates. It will be even more interesting to
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>> see if they were really conservatives or if they will now show their true

>> colors and march in lockstep with the left wing power structure.

>>

>> 2. The democratic leadership will need to actually be expected to show
>> some leadership instead of just carping about how they don't like what
>> the republicans are doing. They will be held accountable finally, just as
>> the republicans have been.

>>

>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good

>> economy, the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>> challenge. They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is

>> not effective, the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>

>> Having this party in charge of the House intelligence committee (again)
>> js a scary thought. Alcee Hastings may be heading the House Intelligence
>> Committee. He was once a Fed. judge in Florida who was impeached by a
>> then Democratic (!) Congress in the 80's for leaking secrets about a Fed.
>> trial involving a big-time drug ring and accepting a $150,000 bribe. He

>> js one of a very few federal judges ever to be removed from office. Is

>> Pelosi going to drain the swamp only to repopulate it with *convicted*

>> vermin?

>>

>> | think the good thing about this is that they are now going to be in a

>> "put up or shut up” situation and there is at least the possibility that

>> they will be called on their whining by the independent voters who put

>> them over the top.

>>

>> |f they are truly as clueless as they appear to be and if they do things

>> |ike appoint Hastings, start wrecking the economy (a la Rangel), try for
>> g presidential impeachment and cut funding for Iraq, it will be quickly

>> obvious that they are the same old tired socialist flotsam that we swept
>> out in the 90's and they will be tossed out on their respective arsses in
>> two years rather than 4 years (as would happen if they won the presidency
>> jn 2008). This may be the best of two evils as far as conservatives are
>> concerned.

>>

>> |'ll hold my breath for a little while and give them the benefit of the

>> doubt. They haven't had one constructive (realistic) idea as of yet but

>> they keep hinting around that they do. It's now time to see if it's all

>> hat, no cowboy and it seems that now, when they are questioned about what
>> they're gonna do, they can't scoot backwards on their asses fast enough
>> now that they will be expected to come up with *the plan* that they never
>> had.

>>:0)

>>

>> "j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message

>> news:45524f64%$1@linux...
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>>> Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>>

>>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>>

>>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>>

>>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>>

>>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
>>> orientation, or first language.

>>>

>>>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our
>>> country.

>>>

>>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our
>>> own party.

>>>

>>>

>>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>>

>>> We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>>>

>>> \We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>>

>>> We will never waste your lives for power.

>>>

>>> We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they
>>> succumb to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.
>>>

>>> |f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>>

>>> \We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>>> | et's go.

>>>

>>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by LaMont on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 04:59:43 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

DJ, | thought you were a Democrat??

Here in the midwest, the ecomony is not as good as we bring told. I's very
bad. Wages have not increase in years.

Massive lay-offs are everywhere here in the rust belt. That's Why we voted
he way we did. Tax breaks for the rich, no break for the workign class???
What gives..??
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And, he current administraion has not had aplan for Iraq as well. | for one
and glad that here is a change called BALANCE.. Now, they can repeal that
"eavesdropping act, kill the Patriot act..Get back to a right to decent,
without beig called un american..

"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:
>1. It was sort of interesting to see that the Democratic party won by
>running many conservative candidates. It will be even more interesting to

>see if they were really conservatives or if they will now show their true

>colors and march in lockstep with the left wing power structure.
>

>2. The democratic leadership will need to actually be expected to show some

>leadership instead of just carping about how they don't like what the
>republicans are doing. They will be held accountable finally, just as the

>republicans have been.
>

>3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good economy,
>the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.
>They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not effective,

>the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>

>Having this party in charge of the House intelligence committee (again)

is a

>scary thought. Alcee Hastings may be heading the House Intelligence
>Committee. He was once a Fed. judge in Florida who was impeached by a then

>Democratic (!) Congress in the 80's for leaking secrets about a Fed. trial

>involving a big-time drug ring and accepting a $150,000 bribe. He is one
of
>a very few federal judges ever to be removed from office. |Is Pelosi going

>to drain the swamp only to repopulate it with *convicted* vermin?

>

>| think the good thing about this is that they are now going to be in a
llput

>up or shut up" situation and there is at least the possibility that they
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>will be called on their whining by the independent voters who put them over

>the top.
>

>|f they are truly as clueless as they appear to be and if they do things

>like appoint Hastings, start wrecking the economy (a la Rangel), try for
a

>presidential impeachment and cut funding for Iraq, it will be quickly
>obvious that they are the same old tired socialist flotsam that we swept
out

>in the 90's and they will be tossed out on their respective arsses in two

>years rather than 4 years (as would happen if they won the presidency in

>2008). This may be the best of two evils as far as conservatives are
>concerned.
>

> I'll hold my breath for a little while and give them the benefit of the

>doubt. They haven't had one constructive (realistic) idea as of yet but

they

>keep hinting around that they do. It's now time to see if it's all hat,

no

>cowboy and it seems that now, when they are questioned about what they're

>gonna do, they can't scoot backwards on their asses fast enough now that

>they will be expected to come up with *the plan* that they never had.

>:0)

>

>"j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message news:45524f64$1@linux...
>> Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>

>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>

>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>

>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>

>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual

>> orientation, or first language.

>>

>>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our country.
>>

>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our
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>> own party.

>>

>>

>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>

>> We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>>

>> We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.
>>

>> We will never waste your lives for power.

>>

>> We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb

>> to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.
>>

>> |If we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>

>> \We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>> |et's go.

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by LAD on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 05:07:18 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Good post...Whoever you are..

"no" <no@no.com> wrote:

>

>So why didn't they say they would get along before the 7th? Why haven't
they

>done this for the last 40+ years? Why have they been so divisive?

>

>When Abramoff got busted they all got in line and gave money back, but yet
>they pointed at the Republicans and screamed "Scandal". So typical! "Look
>at them, they're dirtier than us". When it comes to our interest, both

parties

>are the same. The truth is they are both a bunch of dirty greasy slimy

rats.

> They are eating our lunch, they sell us out by the second.

>

>They weaken us by them both pointing at each other and saying "look at how
>dirty those bastards are" They keep us divided on the issues, and they

stay

>in power! They get fat and rich, while the middle class dies. That's how
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>the two party system works, they keep us divided and weak, they stay in

power,

>and we lose!

>

>People we need more than a two party system. We need to take back our government.
> We need a government for the people and by the people. We do need change,
>put the answer is not the Democrats! We need to get rid of all the fat

bloated

>lying lawyer career politicians! WE need to get rid of ALL the lobby groups.

> WE need a new justice system. We need a new tax system, We need a complete
>over haul of the government, it is way too corrupt! Easy to do? NO! Necessary
>to do yes! Will it happen? Only if you and | decide to come together,

be

>honest, and do it together. We'd have to put our issues aside for ever.

> That means we have to stop looking back and playing the blame game! The
>entitlement mentality is going to break and Kill this country.

>

>The powers that be, (Politicians, world banks, etc.) are shifting the wealth

>of The United States (WE the People) to third world countries. They are
>selling America off wholesale, right under our noses. They want to rule

>the world economically. THE NEW WORLD ORDER! WE better wake up fast.

>
>

>The other issue facing the US is China. If we are not careful we will have
>Chinese boots on American soil in the next 30 years. Make no mistake, they
>are planning on it, just do some research on it. They plan to take over

>the world.

>

>The first step is to see the truth. The second is to stop listening to

the

>politicians and the media. The third is to be honest and come together.

> The forth is to take massive action. That means you!

>

>We need change. | hope the Democrats make the right changes, and get the
>country going in the right direction. Unfortunately | believe they will

>try to destroy and damage the Republican party, with more scandals and criminal
>prosecutions so they can stay in power for years and years to come. This
>will not help the country. They need to focus on getting us back on track,
>put they are already talking war with the republicans. That's just dirty
>politics as usual, not what we need. Lip service is nice, | want to see
>action. Also prepare for tax increases, they need to buy votes for 2008

>with your money.

>

>| hope I'm wrong. | hope this is a new start. We'll see.

>

>political post should be in the general news group section!!!
>
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>
>

>

>"]-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote:

>> Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>

>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>

>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>

>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>

>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
>>orientation, or first language.

>>

>>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our country.
>>

>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our
>own

>>party.

>>

>>

>>ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>

>>\We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>>

>>\We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>

>>We will never waste your lives for power.

>>

>>\We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb
>to

>>|ust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.

>>

>>|f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>

>>We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>>| et's go.

>>

>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by John [1] on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 05:10:26 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:
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>

>"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4552a0da@Ilinux...
>>

>> You sound a bit grumpy, Deej. Interesting version of events and harsh

>> conjecture. When does that benefit of the doubt actually kick in?

>>

>> Cheers,

>

>The democrats have taken control of the house (at least right now) with

no

>agenda whatsoever.

>

> They actually don't have a mandate from the voters to do ANYTHING. They

>managed to manipulate the voters with a constant drumbeat of hatred against

>Bush and turned that into a win. And now they think don't have to do
>ANYTHING. They didn't promise to do anything, they offered no solutions,
no

>plans, nothing.. just used hatred for bush to get back into power.

>

>| find that more than a little scary..but | sure applaud the democrats for

>pulling it off.
>
>Reality is that these *conservative* Democrats *owe* the liberal leadership

>already. Pelosi orchestrated this and these freshman congessfolk are in
the
>bag....mere window dressing to put a moderate face on. Unless they tow the

>liberal line, they will get nowhere as *career politicians* and will not
be
>supported next election by the Dem power structure so the real winners were

>the manipulative leftist power structure. It's diabolically clever. They
>make guys like Carl Rove seem like rank amateurs when they put their minds

>to it.
>
>:0)
>

Look at what they did to Lieberman when he didn't tow the line.
>
>
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>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>> DJ wrote:

>>> 1. It was sort of interesting to see that the Democratic party won by

>>> running many conservative candidates. It will be even more interesting
to

>>> see if they were really conservatives or if they will now show their

true

>>> colors and march in lockstep with the left wing power structure.

>>>

>>> 2. The democratic leadership will need to actually be expected to show
>>> some leadership instead of just carping about how they don't like what

>>> the republicans are doing. They will be held accountable finally, just
as

>>> the republicans have been.

>>>

>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,

>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>> economy, the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic

>>> challenge. They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it
is

>>> not effective, the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>

>>> Having this party in charge of the House intelligence committee (again)
>>> |s a scary thought. Alcee Hastings may be heading the House Intelligence
>>> Committee. He was once a Fed. judge in Florida who was impeached by a

>>> then Democratic (!) Congress in the 80's for leaking secrets about a
Eigltrial involving a big-time drug ring and accepting a $150,000 bribe.
ES> is one of a very few federal judges ever to be removed from office.
I>S>> Pelosi going to drain the swamp only to repopulate it with *convicted*

>>> vermin?

>>>

>>> | think the good thing about this is that they are now going to be in
a
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>>> "put up or shut up" situation and there is at least the possibility that
>>> they will be called on their whining by the independent voters who put

>>> them over the top.
>>>

>>> |f they are truly as clueless as they appear to be and if they do things

>>> |ike appoint Hastings, start wrecking the economy (a la Rangel), try
for
>>> a presidential impeachment and cut funding for Iraq, it will be quickly

>>> obvious that they are the same old tired socialist flotsam that we swept

>>> out in the 90's and they will be tossed out on their respective arsses
in
>>> two years rather than 4 years (as would happen if they won the presidency

>>> in 2008). This may be the best of two evils as far as conservatives are

>>> concerned.

>>>

>>> |'ll hold my breath for a little while and give them the benefit of

the

>>> doubt. They haven't had one constructive (realistic) idea as of yet but

>>> they keep hinting around that they do. It's now time to see if it's all

>>> hat, no cowboy and it seems that now, when they are questioned about
what
>>> they're gonna do, they can't scoot backwards on their asses fast enough

>>> now that they will be expected to come up with *the plan* that they never

>>> had.

>>>:0)

>>>

>>> "j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message
>>> news:45524f64$1@linux...

>>>>  Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>>>

>>>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>>>

>>>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>>>

>>>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>>>

>>>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
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>>>> orientation, or first language.

>>>>

>>>>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our
>>>> country.

>>>>

>>>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in
our

>>>> own party.

>>>>

>>>>

>>>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>>>

>>>> \We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>>>>

>>>> We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>>>

>>>> We will never waste your lives for power.

>>>>

>>>> We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they
>>>> succumb to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.
>>>>

>>>> |f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>>>

>>>> \We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>>>> Let's go.

>>>>

>>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by LaMont on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 05:14:08 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Oh no you don't my friend.. Roves use of Gay marriages in the 2004 election
to drum up the evangelicals was geinus..

P.S.

The dem do have an agenda and that is to make Bush's las 2 years a Lame-Duck
living hell AND stop the use of FEAR (Foxnews) to control the electorate..

More power to them !!

"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>

>"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4552a0da@Ilinux...
>>

>> You sound a bit grumpy, Deej. Interesting version of events and harsh
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>> conjecture. When does that benefit of the doubt actually kick in?

>>

>> Cheers,

>

>The democrats have taken control of the house (at least right now) with
no

>agenda whatsoever.

>

> They actually don't have a mandate from the voters to do ANYTHING. They
>managed to manipulate the voters with a constant drumbeat of hatred against

>Bush and turned that into a win. And now they think don't have to do
>ANYTHING. They didn't promise to do anything, they offered no solutions,
no

>plans, nothing.. just used hatred for bush to get back into power.

>

>| find that more than a little scary..but | sure applaud the democrats for

>pulling it off.
>
>Reality is that these *conservative* Democrats *owe* the liberal leadership

>already. Pelosi orchestrated this and these freshman congessfolk are in
the
>bag....mere window dressing to put a moderate face on. Unless they tow the

>liberal line, they will get nowhere as *career politicians* and will not
be
>supported next election by the Dem power structure so the real winners were

>the manipulative leftist power structure. It's diabolically clever. They
>make guys like Carl Rove seem like rank amateurs when they put their minds

>to it.

>

>:0)

>

>

>

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com
>>

>>

>> DJ wrote:

>>> 1. It was sort of interesting to see that the Democratic party won by
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>>> running many conservative candidates. It will be even more interesting
to

>>> see if they were really conservatives or if they will now show their

true

>>> colors and march in lockstep with the left wing power structure.

>>>

>>> 2. The democratic leadership will need to actually be expected to show
>>> some leadership instead of just carping about how they don't like what

>>> the republicans are doing. They will be held accountable finally, just
as

>>> the republicans have been.

>>>

>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,

>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>> economy, the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic

>>> challenge. They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it
is

>>> not effective, the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>

>>> Having this party in charge of the House intelligence committee (again)
>>> |s a scary thought. Alcee Hastings may be heading the House Intelligence
>>> Committee. He was once a Fed. judge in Florida who was impeached by a

>>> then Democratic (!) Congress in the 80's for leaking secrets about a
Eig.trial involving a big-time drug ring and accepting a $150,000 bribe.
E>e> is one of a very few federal judges ever to be removed from office.
I>S>> Pelosi going to drain the swamp only to repopulate it with *convicted*

>>> vermin?

>>>

>>> | think the good thing about this is that they are now going to be in
a

>>> "put up or shut up" situation and there is at least the possibility that

>>> they will be called on their whining by the independent voters who put

>>> them over the top.
>>>
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>>> |f they are truly as clueless as they appear to be and if they do things

>>> like appoint Hastings, start wrecking the economy (a la Rangel), try
for
>>> g presidential impeachment and cut funding for Iraq, it will be quickly

>>> obvious that they are the same old tired socialist flotsam that we swept

>>> out in the 90's and they will be tossed out on their respective arsses
in
>>> two years rather than 4 years (as would happen if they won the presidency

>>> in 2008). This may be the best of two evils as far as conservatives are

>>> concerned.

>>>

>>> |'ll hold my breath for a little while and give them the benefit of

the

>>> doubt. They haven't had one constructive (realistic) idea as of yet but

>>> they keep hinting around that they do. It's now time to see if it's all

>>> hat, no cowboy and it seems that now, when they are questioned about
what
>>> they're gonna do, they can't scoot backwards on their asses fast enough

>>> now that they will be expected to come up with *the plan* that they never

>>> had.

>>>:0)

>>>

>>>"j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message
>>> news:45524f64$1@linux...

>>>> Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>>>

>>>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>>>

>>>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>>>

>>>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>>>

>>>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual

>>>> orientation, or first language.

>>5>>

>>>>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our
>>>> country.

>>5>>
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>>>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in
our

>>>> own party.

>>>>

>>>>

>>>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>>>

>>>> We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>>>>

>>>> \We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>>>

>>>> \We will never waste your lives for power.

>>>>

>>>> \We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they
>>>> succumb to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.
>>>>

>>>> |f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>>>

>>>> We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>>>> [et's go.

>>>>

>>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Neil on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 06:07:38 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"LaMont" <jjdpro@ameritech.net> wrote:

>P.S.

>The dem do have an agenda and that is to make Bush's las 2 >years a Lame-Duck
>living hell

Oh yeah, that's REAL productive. That'll get us EVERYWHERE!
(not)

>AND stop the use of FEAR (Foxnews) to control the electorate..
How? By using CNN & Chris Matthews to control the electorate?
>More power to them !!

And to their "tax everything that moves & when it stops moving
tax it's offspring” economic strategy... thanks, LaMont - you
make me want to go back to earning no more than $10k a year

again just so | can have all the social welfare advantages that
I'll now start paying even more for, starting - oh, probably
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tomorrow.

Neil

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Neil on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 06:12:40 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>The democrats have taken control of the house (at least right now) with
no

>agenda whatsoever.

>

> They actually don't have a mandate from the voters to do ANYTHING.

Well, in all fairness to the Dems, they DO have a mandate...

a mandate for "change", even if that change isn't very
well-defined at all. So we sell all our stocks & mutual funds,
stuff our money in a mattress somewhere & watch the economy
plunge into the shitter, and wait a few years 'til the

Republicans get back in power on the next cycle of "change”,
and then maybe we can start all over again.

Neil

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Dedric Terry on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 16:16:07 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

| think that's a good assessment Thad - | agree with you. We are much more
directly impacted and influenced by the market/economy than political
leadership. After all, money pays the bills, not political platforms (in

overly simplistic terms at least).

Dedric

On 11/9/06 9:38 AM, in article 45534b87$1@linux, "TCB" <nobody@ishere.com>
wrote:

>
> | don't think presidents can wreck economies. A Fed chairman can, but | don't
> think a president can. And say what you will about bubba, but at the end

> of his reign of terror we had a budget surplus and a much smaller trade

> deficit.

>
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>

> Now then, in the eighties the Japanese equivalent of the fed was terrified

> of unemployment so it made credit absurdly easy to get. Eventually, if enough
> cheap money is sloshing around it will smash up against something that is

> truly finite like, oh, say, land. So small chunks of downtown Tokyo were

> worth more than Delaware. Then, for various reasons interest rates had to

> go up and there was a massive bloodletting in the real estate markets. Sound
> familiar? Unky Greenspan did it, under the watch of both parties.

>

>TCB

>

> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>> 1. It was sort of interesting to see that the Democratic party won by

>> running many conservative candidates. It will be even more interesting to

>

>> see if they were really conservatives or if they will now show their true
>

>> colors and march in lockstep with the left wing power structure.

>>

>> 2. The democratic leadership will need to actually be expected to show some
>

>> |eadership instead of just carping about how they don't like what the

>> republicans are doing. They will be held accountable finally, just as the

>

>> republicans have been.

>>

>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,

>

>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good economy,
>

>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.

>

>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not effective,
>

>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

zz Having this party in charge of the House intelligence committee (again)
z;ssiary thought. Alcee Hastings may be heading the House Intelligence

>> Committee. He was once a Fed. judge in Florida who was impeached by a then
; Democratic (!) Congress in the 80's for leaking secrets about a Fed. trial

; involving a big-time drug ring and accepting a $150,000 bribe. He is one

;O; very few federal judges ever to be removed from office. Is Pelosi going

Z> to drain the swamp only to repopulate it with *convicted* vermin?
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>>

>> | think the good thing about this is that they are now going to be in a

> Ilput

>> up or shut up” situation and there is at least the possibility that they

>

>> will be called on their whining by the independent voters who put them over
>

>> the top.

>>

>> |f they are truly as clueless as they appear to be and if they do things

>

>> |ike appoint Hastings, start wrecking the economy (a la Rangel), try for
>a

>> presidential impeachment and cut funding for Iraq, it will be quickly

>> obvious that they are the same old tired socialist flotsam that we swept

> out

>> in the 90's and they will be tossed out on their respective arsses in two

>

>> years rather than 4 years (as would happen if they won the presidency in
>

>> 2008). This may be the best of two evils as far as conservatives are

>> concerned.

>>

>> |'ll hold my breath for a little while and give them the benefit of the

>

>> doubt. They haven't had one constructive (realistic) idea as of yet but

> they

>> keep hinting around that they do. It's now time to see if it's all hat,

> no

>> cowboy and it seems that now, when they are questioned about what they're
>

>> gonna do, they can't scoot backwards on their asses fast enough now that
>

>> they will be expected to come up with *the plan* that they never had.
>>:0)

>>

>> "j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message news:45524f643$1@linux...
>>> Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>>

>>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>>

>>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>>

>>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>>

>>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
>>> orientation, or first language.

>>>
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>>>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our country.
>>>

>>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our
>

>>> own party.

>>>

>>>

>>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>>

>>> We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>>>

>>> We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>>

>>> We will never waste your lives for power.

>>>

>>> We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb
>

>>> to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.

>>>

>>> |f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>>

>>> We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.

>>> |et's go.

>>>

>>

>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by TCB on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 16:38:47 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

| don't think presidents can wreck economies. A Fed chairman can, but | don't
think a president can. And say what you will about bubba, but at the end
of his reign of terror we had a budget surplus and a much smaller trade deficit.

Now then, in the eighties the Japanese equivalent of the fed was terrified

of unemployment so it made credit absurdly easy to get. Eventually, if enough
cheap money is sloshing around it will smash up against something that is
truly finite like, oh, say, land. So small chunks of downtown Tokyo were

worth more than Delaware. Then, for various reasons interest rates had to

go up and there was a massive bloodletting in the real estate markets. Sound
familiar? Unky Greenspan did it, under the watch of both parties.

TCB
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"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:
>1. It was sort of interesting to see that the Democratic party won by
>running many conservative candidates. It will be even more interesting to

>see if they were really conservatives or if they will now show their true

>colors and march in lockstep with the left wing power structure.
>

>2. The democratic leadership will need to actually be expected to show some

>leadership instead of just carping about how they don't like what the
>republicans are doing. They will be held accountable finally, just as the

>republicans have been.
>

>3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good economy,
>the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.
>They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not effective,

>the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>

>Having this party in charge of the House intelligence committee (again)

is a

>scary thought. Alcee Hastings may be heading the House Intelligence
>Committee. He was once a Fed. judge in Florida who was impeached by a then

>Democratic (!) Congress in the 80's for leaking secrets about a Fed. trial

>involving a big-time drug ring and accepting a $150,000 bribe. He is one
of
>a very few federal judges ever to be removed from office. Is Pelosi going

>to drain the swamp only to repopulate it with *convicted* vermin?
>

>| think the good thing about this is that they are now going to be in a
"put
>up or shut up” situation and there is at least the possibility that they

>will be called on their whining by the independent voters who put them over
>the top.

>
>|f they are truly as clueless as they appear to be and if they do things
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>like appoint Hastings, start wrecking the economy (a la Rangel), try for
a

>presidential impeachment and cut funding for Iraq, it will be quickly
>obvious that they are the same old tired socialist flotsam that we swept
out

>in the 90's and they will be tossed out on their respective arsses in two

>years rather than 4 years (as would happen if they won the presidency in

>2008). This may be the best of two evils as far as conservatives are
>concerned.
>

> I'll hold my breath for a little while and give them the benefit of the

>doubt. They haven't had one constructive (realistic) idea as of yet but

they

>keep hinting around that they do. It's now time to see if it's all hat,

no

>cowboy and it seems that now, when they are questioned about what they're

>gonna do, they can't scoot backwards on their asses fast enough now that

>they will be expected to come up with *the plan* that they never had.

>:0)

>

>"j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message news:45524f64$1@linux...
>> Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>

>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>

>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>

>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>

>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual

>> orientation, or first language.

>>

>>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our country.
>>

>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our

>> own party.

>>

>>

>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.
>>

>> We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.
>>
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>> We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>

>> \We will never waste your lives for power.

>>

>> We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they succumb

>> to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.
>>

>> |If we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>

>> We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>> Let's go.

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by DJ on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 17:19:34 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
trillions
of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that vaulted
them into the position they are in nowadays?

>|t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that we need
>a constant flow of mideast
oil to keep our economy going.<

| agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this back

when we had the time to di something about it, especially upon having had
ward publicly declared on this country by Al Qaeda. So what are we going to
do? Are the Democrats going to solve this? In order to do so, we need to
become energy independent *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when
all domestic energy options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil

and gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are

proven* could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the table?

I'm all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our economy is 15
years away, at least. We don't have 15 years...especially with a party in
power that is willing to negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign

of weakness. They will be encouraged by this.

Regards,
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DJ

"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
news:4553565b$1@linux...

>

>"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>

>>3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>

>>and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>economy,

>

>>the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.
>

>>They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not
>>effective,

>

>>the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>

>

> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a half
> old. The numbers are much worse now.

> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with

> trillions

> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we

> have

> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of mideast
> oil to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the danger of
> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (

> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL influence on
> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush
> years.

> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.
>

>

> "Last year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion dollars
> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively
> taking

> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United States.
> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
> savings,

> bought a quatrter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even though
> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More
> than

> any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically, on
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> the kindness of strangers."

>

> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>

> Gene

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by gene lennon on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 17:24:59 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:
>

>3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good economy,
>the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.
>They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not effective,

>the responsibility will fall in their lap.
>

This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a half

old. The numbers are much worse now.

Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with trillions

of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we have

placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of mideast

oil to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the danger of

working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. ( http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush years.
Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.

in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively taking
most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United States.

The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with savings,
bought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even though

the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More than
any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically, on

http://mww.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
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Gene

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by gene lennon on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 17:27:19 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Bad link

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by j-cron on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 17:40:02 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"no" <no@no.com> wrote in message news:45536434$1@linux...

> This is true. Bush is responsible for many things. What you are missing
> is, that there are two parties running our government, not just Bush!
now we know you're full of shit.

> The two parties are both bad!

yep.

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by John [1] on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 18:24:04 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote:

>

>"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>

>>3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>

>>and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good economy,
>

>>the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.
>

>>They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not effective,

>

>>the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>

>

>This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a half
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>old. The numbers are much worse now.

>Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with trillions

>of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we have

>placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of mideast

>0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the danger

of

>working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. ( http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush years.
>Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.

>

>

>in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively taking
>most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United States.

>The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with savings,
>bought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even though

>the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More than
>any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically, on

>
> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>

>Gene

>

This is true. Bush is responsible for many things. What you are missing

is, that there are two parties running our government, not just Bush! The
two parties are both bad! We have things like this because of both parties.
You are falling right in to what they want, what they create and perpetuate,
the finger pointing. They are both corrupt, they both made back room dirty
deals and sold US out! Both Parties are responsible for where are country
is. The day the people of this country stop the blame game and realize the
truth and fire all of these career politician rat bastards, the better off

this country will be.

The 527s and the lobby groups have to go first. The electoral college is
second. We need to count the exact vote of the people some how, and | don't
care if it takes a month.

The system is broken, and patching it with the same kind of people (Democrats)
is not going to fix it. We need real change, and that can only be done by
WE THE PEOPLE!!!

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 18:34:45 GMT
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View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Really? That sounds like no benefit of the doubt whatsoever.

What I'm hearing from you, Deej, seems like an echo of the constant
drumbeat of Democrat hating and bashing put forth by special interest
influenced and poorly researched (but cheap to produce) talk radio and
TV blather that are to journalism as shit is to caviar.

Now, some of your repeated Democrat bashing may well be deserved, but it
sounds like rehashed propaganda because there is almost nothing positive

in what you say about the Democrats, almost nothing negative about the
Republicans, and especially because the same talking points keep coming up.

-Hiding behind "Bush Bashing" and "Bush Hating" Bush-as-victim
accusations as if there are no reasonable areas to disagree with the
policies and performance of the current government, (which by the way
includes three branches, not just the executive). This is a very slanted
interpretation of events and of the actions of the electorate in this
election.

-Meanwhile bashing Clinton, blaming Clinton and Clinton hate in ironic
amounts. While ignoring all Republican components to government during
his 8 years in office, and ignoring all that came before and since. This
is also a very slanted interpretation of current events.

-Projecting every mistake and misstep of the Republicans onto the
Democrats. As if the Republicans can do no wrong and Democrats can do no
right.

-For that matter, making this about the political parties instead of
the individuals involved.

Personally, | think there are competent/trustworthy and
incompetent/corrupt people in both parties. And unethical people running
the propaganda machines whose talking points you seem to be repeating.

It might help to turn off the TV and radio for a couple of months (at

least the one-winged variety), write a long letter to your congressfolk
about your concerns, and see if you can truly give the next congress the
benefit of the doubt while they get to work. There's a lot that needs to
be done.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com
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DJ wrote:

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4552a0da@Ilinux...
>> You sound a bit grumpy, Deej. Interesting version of events and harsh

>> conjecture. When does that benefit of the doubt actually kick in?

>>

>> Cheers,

>

> The democrats have taken control of the house (at least right now) with no

> agenda whatsoever.

>

> They actually don't have a mandate from the voters to do ANYTHING. They
> managed to manipulate the voters with a constant drumbeat of hatred against
> Bush and turned that into a win. And now they think don't have to do

> ANYTHING. They didn't promise to do anything, they offered no solutions, no
> plans, nothing.. just used hatred for bush to get back into power.

>

> | find that more than a little scary..but | sure applaud the democrats for

> pulling it off.

>

> Reality is that these *conservative* Democrats *owe* the liberal leadership

> already. Pelosi orchestrated this and these freshman congessfolk are in the
> bag....mere window dressing to put a moderate face on. Unless they tow the
> liberal line, they will get nowhere as *career politicians* and will not be

> supported next election by the Dem power structure so the real winners were
> the manipulative leftist power structure. It's diabolically clever. They

> make guys like Carl Rove seem like rank amateurs when they put their minds
> to it.

>

> :0)

>

>

>

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>> DJ wrote:

>>> 1. It was sort of interesting to see that the Democratic party won by

>>> running many conservative candidates. It will be even more interesting to
>>> see if they were really conservatives or if they will now show their true

>>> colors and march in lockstep with the left wing power structure.

>>>

>>> 2. The democratic leadership will need to actually be expected to show
>>> some leadership instead of just carping about how they don't like what
>>> the republicans are doing. They will be held accountable finally, just as
>>> the republicans have been.

>>>

>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
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>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good

>>> economy, the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>> challenge. They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is

>>> not effective, the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>

>>> Having this party in charge of the House intelligence committee (again)
>>> |s a scary thought. Alcee Hastings may be heading the House Intelligence
>>> Committee. He was once a Fed. judge in Florida who was impeached by a
>>> then Democratic (!) Congress in the 80's for leaking secrets about a Fed.
>>> trial involving a big-time drug ring and accepting a $150,000 bribe. He
>>> s one of a very few federal judges ever to be removed from office. Is
>>> Pelosi going to drain the swamp only to repopulate it with *convicted*
>>> vermin?

>>>

>>> | think the good thing about this is that they are now going to be in a

>>> "put up or shut up” situation and there is at least the possibility that

>>> they will be called on their whining by the independent voters who put
>>> them over the top.

>>>

>>> |f they are truly as clueless as they appear to be and if they do things
>>> like appoint Hastings, start wrecking the economy (a la Rangel), try for
>>> g presidential impeachment and cut funding for Iraq, it will be quickly
>>> obvious that they are the same old tired socialist flotsam that we swept
>>> out in the 90's and they will be tossed out on their respective arsses in
>>> two years rather than 4 years (as would happen if they won the presidency
>>> in 2008). This may be the best of two evils as far as conservatives are
>>> concerned.

>>>

>>> |'ll hold my breath for a little while and give them the benefit of the

>>> doubt. They haven't had one constructive (realistic) idea as of yet but
>>> they keep hinting around that they do. It's now time to see if it's all

>>> hat, no cowboy and it seems that now, when they are questioned about what
>>> they're gonna do, they can't scoot backwards on their asses fast enough
>>> now that they will be expected to come up with *the plan* that they never
>>> had.

>>>:0)

>>>

>>> "j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message

>>> news:45524f64$1@linux...

>>>>  Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>>>

>>>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>>>

>>>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>>>

>>>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>>>

>>>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
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>>>> orientation, or first language.

>>>>

>>>>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our
>>>> country.

>>>>

>>>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in our
>>>> own party.

>>>>

>>>>

>>>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>>>

>>>> We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>>>>

>>>> \We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>>>

>>>> We will never waste your lives for power.

>>>>

>>>> We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they
>>>> succumb to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.
>>>>

>>>> |f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>>>

>>>> \We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>>>> Let's go.

>>>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by TCB on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 18:40:11 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

I've spent the last few years working in one of the most successful money
managing organizations in history, so | follow markets (willingly or not)

on a daily basis. The petrodollar thing is just nonsense. The rest of what

you say, about foreigners holding massive amounts of US debt, is true. |
don't necessarily think it's all that much worse to have Japanese banks hold
that debt instead of US banks, and those banks are so internationalized it
might not make any difference. The real problem, though, is that we have
that massive debt in the first place, no matter who holds it. And that debt

is just our governmental debt, no the personal debt and interest only loans
that have been written. But if tomorrow the Euro is used for some percentage
of oil transactions the world won't end, and the US won't be massively changed.

TCB

"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote:
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>
>"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>

>>3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,

>

>>and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good economy,
>

>>the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.

>

>>They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not effective,

>

>>the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>

>

>This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a half

>old. The numbers are much worse now.

>Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with trillions
>of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we have
>placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of mideast

>oil to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the danger

of

>working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. ( http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush years.
>Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.

>

>

>in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively taking
>most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United States.

>The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with savings,
>bought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even though

>the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More than
>any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically, on

>
> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>

>Gene
>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 18:44:33 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

DJ wrote:
> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
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> trillions

> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

>

> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that vaulted
> them into the position they are in nowadays?

Nixon.

>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that we need
>> a constant flow of mideast

> oil to keep our economy going.<

>

> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this back

> when we had the time to di something about it,

Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there was no
problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan, Bushl,
Clinton, Bush2).

Gore probably would have tried to do something.

> especially upon having had

> ward publicly declared on this country by Al Qaeda. So what are we going to
> do? Are the Democrats going to solve this? In order to do so, we need to

> become energy independent *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when
> all domestic energy options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oll

> and gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are

> proven* could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the table?

>

> I'm all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our economy is 15
> years away, at least. We don't have 15 years...especially with a party in

> power that is willing to negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign

> of weakness. They will be encouraged by this.

Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time for
better policies to help, as you say.

We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

Cheers,

-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

> Regards,
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>
>DJ

>

>

> "Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message

> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>> economy,

>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.
>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not

>>> effective,

>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>

>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a half
>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with

>> trillions

>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we
>> have

>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of mideast
>> oil to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the danger of
>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (

>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL influence on
>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush
>> years.

>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.
>>

>>

>> "Last year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion dollars
>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively
>> taking

>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United States.
>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with

>> savings,

>> bought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even though
>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More
>> than

>> any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically, on
>> the kindness of strangers."

>>

>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>>

>> Gene

>>

>
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Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 18:46:47 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

| have a good mattress, I'll happily store your excess cash and stuff. :*)

Historically, the investment climate has been good and bad under the
leadership of both major parties, so | can probably come up with an
investment strategy better than a mattress no matter who's in power...

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Neil wrote:

> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>> The democrats have taken control of the house (at least right now) with
> no

>> agenda whatsoever.

>>

>> They actually don't have a mandate from the voters to do ANYTHING.
>

> Well, in all fairness to the Dems, they DO have a mandate...

> a mandate for "change”, even if that change isn't very

> well-defined at all. So we sell all our stocks & mutual funds,

> stuff our money in a mattress somewhere & watch the economy

> plunge into the shitter, and wait a few years 'til the

> Republicans get back in power on the next cycle of "change”,

> and then maybe we can start all over again.

>

> Nell

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 18:56:50 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Democrats have been responsible for some questionable spending
decisions. However Republicans have done little to provide a better
example. Republicans have to take a hard look at their own government
spending because they have managed to break all the records. The deficit
is more than it has ever been. If taxes go up it will be most likely

because of the need to pay the bill due on that.
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Taxes are one element of living expenses but not the major piece. For
example, | don't know about your neck o' the woods, but here we're
paying more for gas the day after the election than we did for the few
stable weeks before the election, and not because of taxes or sudden
government policy change.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Neil wrote:

> "LaMont" <jjdpro@ameritech.net> wrote:

>>P.S.

>> The dem do have an agenda and that is to make Bush's las 2 >years a Lame-Duck
>> living hell

>

> Oh yeah, that's REAL productive. That'll get us EVERYWHERE!
> (not)

>

>> AND stop the use of FEAR (Foxnews) to control the electorate..
>

> How? By using CNN & Chris Matthews to control the electorate?
>

>> More power to them !!

>

> And to their "tax everything that moves & when it stops moving

> tax it's offspring” economic strategy... thanks, LaMont - you

> make me want to go back to earning no more than $10k a year
> again just so | can have all the social welfare advantages that

> I'll now start paying even more for, starting - oh, probably

> tomorrow.

>

> Neil

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 19:00:33 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

no wrote:
> Look at what they did to Lieberman when he didn't tow the line.

The "they" in that case was the Democratic voters voting in their own
state primary. Local voters have the right to choose their candidate and
Lieberman did not win the primary.
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However, Lieberman won as an independent in the election. So overall the
state's voters still chose him over the candidate the state's Democrats
preferred. Lieberman is in a very good position now, as a potential tie
breaker vote in a close Senate.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4552a0da@linux...
>>> You sound a bit grumpy, Deej. Interesting version of events and harsh

>

>>> conjecture. When does that benefit of the doubt actually kick in?

>>>

>>> Cheers,

>> The democrats have taken control of the house (at least right now) with

> no

>> agenda whatsoever.

>>

>> They actually don't have a mandate from the voters to do ANYTHING. They
>

>> managed to manipulate the voters with a constant drumbeat of hatred against
>

>> Bush and turned that into a win. And now they think don't have to do

>> ANYTHING. They didn't promise to do anything, they offered no solutions,

> no

>> plans, nothing.. just used hatred for bush to get back into power.

>>

>> | find that more than a little scary..but | sure applaud the democrats for

>

>> pulling it off.

>>

>> Reality is that these *conservative* Democrats *owe* the liberal leadership

>

>> already. Pelosi orchestrated this and these freshman congessfolk are in

> the

>> pag....mere window dressing to put a moderate face on. Unless they tow the
>

>> liberal line, they will get nowhere as *career politicians* and will not

> be

>> supported next election by the Dem power structure so the real winners were
>

>> the manipulative leftist power structure. It's diabolically clever. They

>

>> make guys like Carl Rove seem like rank amateurs when they put their minds
>
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>>toit.

>>

>>:0)

>>

>

> Look at what they did to Lieberman when he didn't tow the line.

>>

>>> -Jamie

>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>

>>>

>>> DJ wrote:

>>>> 1. It was sort of interesting to see that the Democratic party won by

>

>>>> running many conservative candidates. It will be even more interesting
>to

>>>> see if they were really conservatives or if they will now show their

> true

>>>> colors and march in lockstep with the left wing power structure.

>>>>

>>>> 2. The democratic leadership will need to actually be expected to show
>

>>>> some leadership instead of just carping about how they don't like what
>

>>>> the republicans are doing. They will be held accountable finally, just

> as

>>>> the republicans have been.

>>>>

>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>

>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>>> economy, the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>

>>>> challenge. They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it

>is

>>>> not effective, the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>>

>>>> Having this party in charge of the House intelligence committee (again)
>

>>>> |s a scary thought. Alcee Hastings may be heading the House Intelligence
>

>>>> Committee. He was once a Fed. judge in Florida who was impeached by a
>

>>>> then Democratic (!) Congress in the 80's for leaking secrets about a

> Fed.

>>>> trial involving a big-time drug ring and accepting a $150,000 bribe.

> He

>>>> s one of a very few federal judges ever to be removed from office.
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>lIs

>>>> Pelosi going to drain the swamp only to repopulate it with *convicted*
>

>>>> vermin?

>>>>

>>>> | think the good thing about this is that they are now going to be in
>a

>>>> "put up or shut up" situation and there is at least the possibility that

>

>>>> they will be called on their whining by the independent voters who put
>

>>>> them over the top.

>>>>

>>>> |f they are truly as clueless as they appear to be and if they do things
>

>>>> |ike appoint Hastings, start wrecking the economy (a la Rangel), try

> for

>>>> g presidential impeachment and cut funding for Iraq, it will be quickly
>

>>>> obvious that they are the same old tired socialist flotsam that we swept
>

>>>> out in the 90's and they will be tossed out on their respective arsses
>in

>>>> two years rather than 4 years (as would happen if they won the presidency
>

>>>> in 2008). This may be the best of two evils as far as conservatives are
>

>>>> concerned.

>>>>

>>>> |'ll hold my breath for a little while and give them the benefit of

> the

>>>> doubt. They haven't had one constructive (realistic) idea as of yet but
>

>>>> they keep hinting around that they do. It's now time to see if it's all

>

>>>> hat, no cowboy and it seems that now, when they are questioned about
> what

>>>> they're gonna do, they can't scoot backwards on their asses fast enough
>

>>>> now that they will be expected to come up with *the plan* that they never
>

>>>> had.

>>>>:0)

>>>>

>>>> "j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message

>>>> news:45524f64$1@linux...

>>>>>  Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>>>>
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>>>>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>>>>>
>>>>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.
>>>>>
>>>>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.
>>>>>

>>>>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual

>

>>>>> grientation, or first language.

>>>>>

>>>>>  We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our
>>>>> country.

>>>>>

>>>>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in
> our

>>>>> own party.

>>5>>>

>>5>>>

>>>>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>>>>

>>>>> \We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>>>>>

>>>>> We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>>>>

>>>>> \We will never waste your lives for power.

>>>>>

>>>>> We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they
>>>>> succumb to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.
>>>>>

>>>>> |f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>>>>

>>>>> \We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>>>>> | et's go.

>>>>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Tony Benson on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 19:28:43 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:455374c4@linux...

> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

Jamie,
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Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over 3,000
innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo jet into our
Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some passengers, almost flew a
jumbo jet into our White House or Capital Building? Those wacky terroists?
Maybe it's that wacky president over in Iran who wants to "wipe Isreal from
the face of the planet”. You know, the one enriching all the uranium. |
disagree with plenty of the Republicans and the Presidents actions,
policies, etc., but being tough with terroists is one area we can't waiver.
These people want to kill us. I'm affraid nothing short of a few smuggled in
soviet nukes going off is going to make this clear to people. Too bad it'll

be too late at that point. Sorry for the drama, but this one thing more than
any other scares me sick.

Tony

> DJ wrote:

>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with

>> trillions

>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

>>

>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that vaulted
>> them into the position they are in nowadays?

>

> Nixon.

>

>

>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that we
>>> need a constant flow of mideast

>> oil to keep our economy going.<

>>

>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this back
>> when we had the time to di something about it,

>

> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there was no
> problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan, Bushl,
> Clinton, Bush?2).

>

> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

>

>

>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country by Al
>> Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going to solve this?
>> |n order to do so, we need to become energy independent *as

>> in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all domestic energy options
>> other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil and gas reservoirs here

>> are off the table whereas solutions that *are proven* could bring this

>> about within the next 5 years are off the table?

>>
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>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our economy is
>> 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15 years...especially with a party
>> in power that is willing to negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a

>> sign of weakness. They will be encouraged by this.

>

> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time for

> better policies to help, as you say.

>

> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few

> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

>> Regards,

>>

>>DJ

>>

>>

>> "Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton

>>>> destroyed,

>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>>> economy,

>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic

>>>> challenge.

>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not

>>>> effective,

>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>>

>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a
>>> half

>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
>>> trillions

>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we
>>> have

>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of mideast
>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the danger
>>> of

>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (

>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL influence on
>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush
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>>> years.

>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.
>>>

>>>

>>> "Last year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion dollars
>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively
>>> taking

>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United States.
>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>>> savings,

>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even

>>> though

>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More
>>> than

>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically, on
>>> the kindness of strangers."

>>>

>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>>>

>>> Gene

>>>

>>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by John [1] on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 20:01:55 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Bolton is as good as gone. Wait till you see the wormy grease ball they will
replace him with. The world sees everything stupid we do as weakness. We
need somebody with a backbone that is strong. If we want respect, we need
to have the right people in place. In other words, people like Rice needs

to go.

"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
>trillions

>of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

>

>Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that vaulted

>them into the position they are in nowadays?
>

>>|t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that we need

>>a constant flow of mideast
>0il to keep our economy going.<
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>
>| agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this back

>when we had the time to di something about it, especially upon having had

>ward publicly declared on this country by Al Qaeda. So what are we going
to
>do? Are the Democrats going to solve this? In order to do so, we need to

>pecome energy independent *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when

>all domestic energy options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted
oil
>and gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are

>proven* could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the table?
>

>I'm all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our economy is
15

>years away, at least. We don't have 15 years...especially with a party in

>power that is willing to negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign

>of weakness. They will be encouraged by this.

>

>

>Regards,

>

>DJ

>

>

>"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>

>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>

>>>3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>>

>>>and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>>economy,

>>

>>>the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.
>>

>>>They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not
>>>effective,

>>

>>>the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>
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>>
>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a half
>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with

>> trillions
>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we

>> have

>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of mideast
>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the danger
of

>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (

>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL influence

on

>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush

>> years.

>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.
>>

>>

>> "L ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion dollars
>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively

>> taking

>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United States.
>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>> savings,

>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even though
>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More

>> than

>> any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically,
on

>> the kindness of strangers."

>>

>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>>

>> Gene

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 20:15:59 GMT
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View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

I'm referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or not
pleasing terrorists.

IOW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a perception
that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not smart enough
to be running foreign policy.

In individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy and
negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who lets
themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Tony Benson wrote:
> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:455374c4@linux...
>

>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few

>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>

> Jamie,

>

> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over 3,000

> innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo jet into our

> Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some passengers, almost flew a
> jumbo jet into our White House or Capital Building? Those wacky terroists?

> Maybe it's that wacky president over in Iran who wants to "wipe Isreal from

> the face of the planet". You know, the one enriching all the uranium. |

> disagree with plenty of the Republicans and the Presidents actions,

> policies, etc., but being tough with terroists is one area we can't waiver.

> These people want to kill us. I'm affraid nothing short of a few smuggled in

> soviet nukes going off is going to make this clear to people. Too bad it'll

> be too late at that point. Sorry for the drama, but this one thing more than

> any other scares me sick.

>

> Tony

>

>> DJ wrote:

>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with

>>> trillions

>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

>>>

>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that vaulted

>>> them into the position they are in nowadays?
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>> Nixon.

>>

>>

>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that we
>>>> need a constant flow of mideast

>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

>>>

>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this back
>>> when we had the time to di something about it,

>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there was no
>> problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan, Bushl,
>> Clinton, Bush2).

>>

>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

>>

>>

>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country by Al
>>> Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going to solve this?
>>> |n order to do so, we need to become energy independent *as

>>> in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all domestic energy options
>>> other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil and gas reservoirs here

>>> are off the table whereas solutions that *are proven* could bring this
>>> about within the next 5 years are off the table?

>>>

>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our economy is
>>> 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15 years...especially with a party
>>> in power that is willing to negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a
>>> sign of weakness. They will be encouraged by this.

>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time for
>> petter policies to help, as you say.

>>

>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few

>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>>> Regards,

>>>

>>>DJ

>>>

>>>

>>> "Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
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>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>>>> economy,

>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic

>>>>> challenge.

>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not

>>>>> effective,

>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>>>

>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a
>>>> half

>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
>>>> trillions

>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we
>>>> have

>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of mideast
>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the danger
>>>> of

>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (

>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL influence on
>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush
>>>> years.

>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.
>>>>

>>>>

>>>> "Last year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion dollars
>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively
>>>> taking

>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United States.
>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>>>> savings,

>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even

>>>> though

>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More
>>>> than

>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically, on
>>>> the kindness of strangers.”

>>>>

>>>> http://lwww.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>>>>

>>>> Gene

>>>>

>
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Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by LaMont on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 20:20:38 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Neil are you rich$$.Are you a millionair or a hundred thousand air?? Bush
gave a tax break to the wealthy a nd not the lower or middle class, which
where | sit.

| made much more money under Clinton than Bush 43..The economy in my neck
of the woods stinks!!

"Neil" <OlUOIU@OIU.com> wrote:

>

>"LaMont" <jjdpro@ameritech.net> wrote:

>>P.S.

>>The dem do have an agenda and that is to make Bush's las 2 >years a Lame-Duck
>>living hell

>

>0h yeah, that's REAL productive. That'll get us EVERYWHERE!
> (not)

>

>>AND stop the use of FEAR (Foxnews) to control the electorate..
>

>How? By using CNN & Chris Matthews to control the electorate?
>

>>More power to them !!

>

>And to their "tax everything that moves & when it stops moving
>tax it's offspring” economic strategy... thanks, LaMont - you
>make me want to go back to earning no more than $10k a year
>again just so | can have all the social welfare advantages that
>I'll now start paying even more for, starting - oh, probably
>tomorrow.

>

>Nell

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by John [1] on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 20:27:43 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Jamie K <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote:

>no wrote:

> > Look at what they did to Lieberman when he didn't tow the line.

>

>The "they" in that case was the Democratic voters voting in their own
>state primary. Local voters have the right to choose their candidate and
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>Lieberman did not win the primary.
>

>However, Lieberman won as an independent in the election. So overall the
>state's voters still chose him over the candidate the state's Democrats
>preferred. Lieberman is in a very good position now, as a potential tie

>breaker vote in a close Senate.
>

>Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

Leiberman was a incumbent, the Democratic party allowed and supported people
running against him.

Hebrewman was looking out for Israel by supporting the Iraq war. He doesn't
want it spilling over in to Israel. Insurgents (terrorists) with nothing
to do pouring in to israel wouldn't be good for Israel.

The truth is, the US needs to stop supporting Israel. They have the bomb,
and they have god on their side, they don't need US. This would clear up
a lot of our middle east problems.

>>"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:
>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4552a0da@linux...
>>>> You sound a bit grumpy, Deej. Interesting version of events and harsh

>>

>>>> conjecture. When does that benefit of the doubt actually kick in?

>>>>

>>>> Cheers,

>>> The democrats have taken control of the house (at least right now) with

>>no

>>> agenda whatsoever.

>>>

>>> They actually don't have a mandate from the voters to do ANYTHING. They
>>

>>> managed to manipulate the voters with a constant drumbeat of hatred against
>>

>>> Bush and turned that into a win. And now they think don't have to do

>>> ANYTHING. They didn't promise to do anything, they offered no solutions,
>>no

>>> plans, nothing.. just used hatred for bush to get back into power.

>>>
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>>> | find that more than a little scary..but | sure applaud the democrats

for

>>

>>> pulling it off.

>>>

>>> Reality is that these *conservative* Democrats *owe* the liberal leadership
>>

>>> already. Pelosi orchestrated this and these freshman congessfolk are
in

>> the

>>> bag....mere window dressing to put a moderate face on. Unless they tow
the

>>

>>> |iberal line, they will get nowhere as *career politicians* and will

not

>> pe

>>> supported next election by the Dem power structure so the real winners
were

>>

>>> the manipulative leftist power structure. It's diabolically clever.

They

>>

>>> make guys like Carl Rove seem like rank amateurs when they put their
minds

>>

>>> 1o it.

>>>

>>>:0)

>>>

>>

>> Look at what they did to Lieberman when he didn't tow the line.

>>>

>>>> -Jamie

>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>

>>>>

>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>> 1. It was sort of interesting to see that the Democratic party won

by

>>

>>>>> running many conservative candidates. It will be even more interesting
>>to

>>>>> gee if they were really conservatives or if they will now show their
>> true

>>>>> colors and march in lockstep with the left wing power structure.
>>>>>

>>>>> 2. The democratic leadership will need to actually be expected to show
>>
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>>>>> some leadership instead of just carping about how they don't like what
>>

>>>>> the republicans are doing. They will be held accountable finally, just

>> as

>>>>> the republicans have been.

>>>>>

>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>>

>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good

>>>>> economy, the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>

>>>>> challenge. They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if

it

>> s

>>>>> not effective, the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>5>>>

>>>>> Having this party in charge of the House intelligence committee (again)
>>

>>>>> js a scary thought. Alcee Hastings may be heading the House Intelligence
>>

>>>>> Committee. He was once a Fed. judge in Florida who was impeached by
a

>>

>>>>> then Democratic (!) Congress in the 80's for leaking secrets about

a

>> Fed.

>>>>> frial involving a big-time drug ring and accepting a $150,000 bribe.

>> He

>>>>> js one of a very few federal judges ever to be removed from office.

>> s

>>>>> Pelosi going to drain the swamp only to repopulate it with *convicted*
>>

>>>>> vermin?

>>>>>

>>>>> | think the good thing about this is that they are now going to be

in

>>a

>>>>> "put up or shut up" situation and there is at least the possibility

that

>>

>>>>> they will be called on their whining by the independent voters who
put

>>

>>>>> them over the top.

>>>>>

>>>>> |f they are truly as clueless as they appear to be and if they do things
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>>

>>>>> |ike appoint Hastings, start wrecking the economy (a la Rangel), try
>> for

>>>>> g presidential impeachment and cut funding for Iraq, it will be quickly
>>

>>>>> obvious that they are the same old tired socialist flotsam that we
swept

>>

>>>>> out in the 90's and they will be tossed out on their respective arsses
>>in

>>>>> two years rather than 4 years (as would happen if they won the presidency
>>

>>>>> in 2008). This may be the best of two evils as far as conservatives
are

>>

>>>>> concerned.

>>5>>>

>>>>> ['ll hold my breath for a little while and give them the benefit of

>> the

>>>>> doubt. They haven't had one constructive (realistic) idea as of yet
but

>>

>>>>> they keep hinting around that they do. It's now time to see if it's

all

>>

>>>>> hat, no cowboy and it seems that now, when they are questioned about
>> what

>>>>> they're gonna do, they can't scoot backwards on their asses fast enough
>>

>>>>> now that they will be expected to come up with *the plan* that they
never

>>

>>>>> had.

>>>>>;0)

>>5>>>

>>>>>"j-cron" <jcron@hydrorecords.com> wrote in message

>>>>> news:45524f64$1@linux...

>>>>>> Dear dismayed conservatives:

>>5>>>>

>>>>>> | hereby make these promises to you.

>S>5>>>>

>>>>>>  We will protect your lives and livelihoods.

>>>>>>

>>>>>>  We will listen to and respect your beliefs.

>>>>5>>

>>>>>>  We will never try to force you to change your religion, sexual
>>

>>>>>> orientation, or first language.
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>S>>S>>>
SS>>>> We will do our best to reduce the number of abortions in our

>>>>>> country.

>>>>>>

>>>>>>  We will have no tolerance for corruption and cronyism, even in
>> our

>>>>>> own party.

>>>>>>

>>>>>>

>>>>>> ESPECIALLY in our own party.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> \We will never tell you that you are unpatriotic.

>S>5>5>>>

>>>>>> \We will never tell you that your opinion doesn't count.

>>>5>>>

>>>>>> \We will never waste your lives for power.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> \We will hold our leaders to a high ethical standard and when they

>>>>>> succumb to lust for power, WE WILL HOLD THEM ACCOUNTABLE.
>S>>>>>

>>>>>> |f we forget this, please, please, please, remind us.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> \We need you to do this. You are America as much as we are.
>>>>>> |et's go.

>>>>5>>

>>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by steve the artguy on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 20:32:22 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"no" <no@no.com> wrote:

>The 527s and the lobby groups have to go first.

>

>

>The system is broken, and patching it with the same kind of people (Democrats)
>is not going to fix it. We need real change, and that can only be done

by

>WE THE PEOPLE!!!

we tried to start the ball rolling with prop 89 here in CA. Got smashed badly.

It takes money to fight money.
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-steve

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by John [1] on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 20:50:37 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"LaMont" <jjdpro@ameritech.net> wrote:

>

>Neil are you rich$$.Are you a millionair or a hundred thousand air?? Bush
>gave a tax break to the wealthy a nd not the lower or middle class, which
>where | sit.

That's pure bullshit! With the tax cuts, if you have children you are getting

a lot more money back than you did in the former administration. Most Americans
got more money back because of the tax cuts, including you LaMont! The rich

will always be able to get out of paying a lot of taxes by percentage. Both

parties have seen to that. Quit kidding your self. Your stuck in the blame

game, you need to see the truth. WE have the best government MONEY CAN BUY!

There should be no income taxes! There is no true representation. It was
a war time thing that the politicians wouldn't let go of once the greedy
bastards got their hands on the money. Let stop paying for IRS agents!!!!

If there is an income tax really needed, it should be a strait fair flat
tax. What is currently considered poverty levels should be raised to realistic
levels. People that are at a poverty level should not have to pay any taxes.

>
>| made much more money under Clinton than Bush 43..The economy in my neck

>of the woods stinks!!

>

>"Neil" <OIUOIU@OIU.com> wrote:

>>

>>"LaMont" <jjJdpro@ameritech.net> wrote:

>>>p.S.

>>>The dem do have an agenda and that is to make Bush's las 2 >years a Lame-Duck
>>>living hell

>>

>>0h yeah, that's REAL productive. That'll get us EVERYWHERE!

>> (not)

>>

>>>AND stop the use of FEAR (Foxnews) to control the electorate..

>>

>>How? By using CNN & Chris Matthews to control the electorate?

>>

Page 68 of 221 ---- Generated from The PARI S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=usrinfo&id=401
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=rview&th=11310&goto=75734#msg_75734
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=post&reply_to=75734
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

>>>More power to them !!

>>

>>And to their "tax everything that moves & when it stops moving
>>tax it's offspring” economic strategy... thanks, LaMont - you
>>make me want to go back to earning no more than $10k a year
>>again just so | can have all the social welfare advantages that
>>I'll now start paying even more for, starting - oh, probably
>>tomorrow.

>>

>>Neil

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by steve the artguy on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 20:57:53 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

---=_linux45538841
Content-Type: text/plain
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

"no" <no@no.com> wrote:

>

>Bolton is as good as gone. Wait till you see the wormy grease ball they
will

>replace him with.

| shall not miss him or his mustache. A real lover of democracy.

-steve

"Im with the Bush-Cheney team, and I'm here to stop the count.”

Those were the words John Bolton yelled as he burst into a Tallahassee library
on Saturday, Dec. 9, 2000, where local election workers were recounting ballots
cast in Florida's disputed presidential race between George W. Bush and Al
Gore.

---=_linux45538841

Content-Type: image/jpeg; name="Bolton chads Florida 2000.jpg"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="Bolton chads Florida 2000.jpg"
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DA8VGBMTFRMTGBEMDAwWMDAWRDAwWMDAWMDAwWMDAWMDAWMDAWMDAWMDAwWMDAwW
M\WGk5TGO4tFNmXbkUA3HRIu1zGB
tFFN8zs2fSrXHG5vSutVIQxGIuOXxIWdAVWNN1GQ1L1t1luL 7fzPTtysVe6GxrGuf
YQxjBL3kgNAGrp19vt9y8f8ArBOPI9avLwaH3Y9lupeKxuHoVX2fYLGVz6I1
LsN/s+zssYympKdAdkcrkvJU/IkOGT1zGhuR7HB7H7H1vbEOYd3pWN2k7W2V
tY9ABYPOI8rru3/DWKI9VMp2Z0rGIPqQWYpdimNSW10ZZjv8A/Y XIpq3f8Er/
AE6PSPIfeD8rrJUgNgHzauSJhKUDVEBKGrFszMKzCpvsw7Mi64Ny6CW2VCvl
dkW21uz7/wCbqdV7P9Js/wCLodB6dZ0/I60x1tt7ci+uwWXnddvaLWZVWW?7/
ALIVUfTdv/7UY2Tj5Xp/zIdQug50XjGs4lr6ttebadsyHYzSWZTgz1W1uYzM
+n/M2ez3+mp/VvKsy6nvtyX5jzVS/wBWY2y9wL 9xfX61/t/RXetU+mj9Gz99
Gjw30YuMGRjR0O30IOWR+nr863D7nNTx+ks4+kPP81icj9NV5sel+bCIH6Szv
7h/1DEly35zvgzU/2kJIn85f/AMb+WulGlhzvg38rkNg/SX/8b/6LpSS//9Dc
7z/qVBh/TZH/ABre/[TQIDn7ITyuo4HTX325+QzHa97DWwy61/6Gnd6OPWH3
WNDb/AKX+Z/AVErW6z6Vn9f8AK LizxmCréy5eHaNrcvFx7sZ/ALsZtxtrP8p3
rZn/ALDKpX9dPgl6rmuyL62ulltfjuFYhrG+81vstb9H/QrN+uRceo40OZjWh
7H40499Lg4b6LrrG3U2V7mP2+tXY3a799lv83amzipd9WbI8fHk4DpxRIR/r
RHE2frX00ZelO01D9ZxWD1YmbcY Taf5PrYPuvZ/hLcV99f8A2nx1h/VK+3E6
70rJrEepnV1T21ea8S4T/Irz11nTurM6pjMyg4V5ldm7NaHRFgHtTp/MXN/
mfb/AMH7/SsSWR1DpNNX1evzcOalL8POtzcdtcgMre3GZIUUwfb9mfj052M7/B
0Y/pIEWbHmMzY8hgJY Zit4WfOOL/uf031Tq/T29R6dfh6B1jfObnbobY0i2iz
9E6U39HAXW/9FZXd/orK15IldVfOXP8A2N1HHY67GPZ+lodR6QdYdtN7Wenl
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ZN3qu/PzM67N/wWCKsWHKk/WD6zZmPj5Lep5tILItNIdN1jQXF5tpijENbfel
76ttdX0GM/gK/wBJ6rk20tu6gbn5NBrofY9uyxnohlnTjZtayl7m/rO++318
N9FX+1/0TMIb1siOOURgRqdv0OhJ3cfptXUeqZeBhXMwXFjMrgF7Wutba8|+N
QwUY97dIrHvidZKkVZP8APM@/n/0lte5g9DzsWItT86nLcl1xcb3YI7HO3032e
2vJIOLAr7fT/7TbXA9Y6713pea306Vkin11Yx7rgxj5YJvxg3Mvbbs/wALs2Kn
IWA+/rxb7T1UjcInOKB+IpUfFIAHAY 1/ WMV/AEJjyRImMdHOL7FhMtuxcllGV
ZWAXj16GKkVjMfkPpYz7Tvdv247/VIL02exiGzDbW9z8elldVVRN40YyprQ57
NINoONrbY1vo2/rGz9D/AMVYVPKPrP8AWJItIOrs4uuyfT9Z/p1EItTISqHur
d/Ntc76H03/8ImfoY+sOe+39pZIZcfeKsh9LIP7IVD2U1V/ya2bGKWOWgBLW
XXh2tYMZ7volllQsxyXNblsAJOBMMPPOU7X1G633tPubwR3rrXAsyvrXZqOp
dTrlj22Zr201G6dj3vc3/rnpgbfrP9aMY T+08xwboS6yg4 T9H3fo7vU4TveH 320fS7dX/w1X8z+iqpVbpHULKen500WitvY8A11v4bY4WY1
b3Q3corWV1sgp3gXDl4oXsdpD92Q3TnEckPdGkogcfjq7fTBHECWVU30xqgth
Zi4Vd1dN9IzZzDd119ntznvyG/p/s1INdPO/p2fpamBy8Kum1tXTcj7RkVhITME
3i2xgB3VUYtrQ30Ht/wVD/Xqg/nP5u/8ASqV+DXisbmguz8qp4dXQ6wW1NLC47
3ZD/AFfs9ePtZY5npV+vZb+nyvUQ6cXGyarchxdhWwWudc+gt+9mOOD2PxrhY
6pzKm/Txn++qyj9DZ6uJZ6Tel72sGMVXD6v3v/Qv33Swvq7b1Zgszq3Y3Tht
StL/AG2WAFr6/sVbyy2jf7t997KfTrtOLGqtu/muT6t0jI6 TnXYVOudXrXeG
IrbarP6PIMb7mtbdWfoNf+juZdT/AINegfV7ghvoOTbVZICqwjgDa2vi6V1E
1/bMdnptbe30rKsi3G/nL6bWXU/rtP2blu/WH6UVIWGIjS9gul3V5ga71WMI
9b9XvBa7IrZ6vrWOX1fZsr1PSp/ZI/p2pRAqttbY TM3Z8nyUwHfHAH5Qnod+
kfaSDscHNETL/elnt/O2+63/AK2j]9U6PNndJznYWchK72kHcx7nMel8ivIx7D
/OUXT7f0b/p/Tpt/ TUVUONYoLW330uyse2x9Qqc6wMLmMNbdc6x9HERrKMa9t/
td/pLLK7GU+mIAO+y4nTzdnpfSX9Wa3MtuOHjCBW2pxdZZ2usdbd+iqZ/L9P
9J/Pf8YuvdDwMQ10xiXAs30fdZvtkOa3dvcKvZ7/AKDPS/R2/wDXFtOflwX|{VJIrpLe35/8A037Xfnod1xJYXOc5znP97iTMsdS1jNPz
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t1nvWThgJ5YQNB8JKL7iNtvJKPBI9aoPcdRyukZrbsrCy8e6811itDnOrNtYq
DK3Cm9tTn5GHd9BN6SyyVv/ilzH2A0Z9mKOvaygkZINbh7rGtrGZXXvafoDkP
[sVipfS/wdF10vceWtOp5k9/81SGSx1D6X0la5rmwJ0ONg2b2if3rP0i05/Cc
PFOePKYmMY+WXDKM5Db1lehrd+YMQYmMPFGQrf/AAgXemjKaxxeGfZyTUS/vrMi
W2vx43Puqg3enT+5/P/ziThRSHW13MyL7gWOtbladw977GQ3fclrnfp7P03+D
WWxhc0Gle4AkjgOcJds/N27v5tTf7axIIL/YwDUIxhuxgjc9/wDIZ7/9GsYy
kPTrvX2NoHrQut3qfq4/fOVuS2WNx825vgBwZY x1gryKMItjgOtFrt767H/z
FtPp15dV2Lcun6PKkY 1FIrsDazQRyX1MLdxdXUKLNOrofXY/0fs/gqXs/ol9dt
tXprn/gmy/peL1DD61UcWNINGY xIpAf6NzX4Th6 TTU9O3Gtx6f0T/WBJRVSA
1j0lo7bsHIbQAMIrm7sUgBxtqgudXTPOnNbv/Ut36Wv1qK/8GhnEEEeADWO58
2r/{G6YMvpDMzGDrbenudlOgvcPs1npV5e30w9rvSvbj5dv/AAdWRdA9P+c86
6fkux8itr3ItBtY600gtBDrKaslzD+j9TG9f6 X+j9Sn+ZXr2D1Pplnqw03DI
Y5rsZ1ZLIdtb6T2u/QN3+/7Sz6f6Sqr/AAK8t+tHQz9X+pOoDbLMG4b8C5wA
FIPSLQ9zXPY+/F/02R+/+iyPQ/TJ49Q0+zwTE1p9Xf8AILG3WWV39Q6n1bHf
dVblIVv+z1ua50Y5wKQ77N0+57fTyg9nqg+p+t438wmvzAGG53ulHIBhOO+It
773Nc5YHSuv4dVNYyarL8iuwWhosclj+b9lb/AE9j/wDDf8J6liezOfmWOc50
ZWTuUFYM6/H2/5qEwb2Z4EcPzcXF+DH6W5HUM]DgD3A4GI5x90skw+4nfk2Ps
d6uTkXPc71Hvd6dVilvoVizj1PExy7Ba4Zh90sNZkV11tscbhXHIXrowq9zst
72s5+y43pfop/Xxv1T9ZRczHNN1byM65s1+rTTRHtMzeH5GQ3+RUxv2b/AISK
v/0OVa5trwtdv4lkOl0GuimxmUQDZiT2/dYZnHxHigMg7Suhk7+1//9PhjlXt
gDxjulc4saRBcCONJd6P85t/Sex72+nZ/wBbsQn5PgNAtqcwxo9g445rs9rm
bv5SyEIr/wBO08fBwV14eFj9Dg4zmepY6kOGO4ncxstAJ30oDXfriva/2elf
ZIw3+GqCGu9SbhSGullxGpDR+bWOH6K0JKNn+r9zTh49NuLg+g/WutOsbG2VBt
TCxjeNwiTJ/O/rlZc1teoJIIgNBPb/yKzUIPL3uvDx0K4fI8OGImni96x/1f
u+r90RhfacbgNdNdLgyOmp1rK3foch9ZOV6jHvpf6 X2X7J6mTKY9d/8A2o0tr
6j070jUfZR02vH/a0OXQy50uudflj9Gy+6rJNfpNxcWne9lzK34Hrej6P2XI/
01njSSx5cF/1ul8X731/qsx9zh68P4cL7rkVY7X0OvzLgn5GySGN2k44f6 WTX TAKCQk8
c3RyaW5nPmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludGluZ21hbmFnZXI8L3NOcmIuZz4KCQk8
a2V5PmMNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemliudC50aWNrZXQuaXRIbUFycmF5PC9rZXk+CgkJ
PGFycmF5PgoJCQk8ZGIjdDAKCQkICTxrZXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LIBh
Z2VGb3JtYXQUUE1Ib3Jpem9udGFsUmVzPC9rZXk+CgkJCQk8cmVhbD43Mjwv
cmVhbD4KCQKJICTxrzXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LnRpY 2tldC5jbGllbnQ8
L2tleTAKCQkJICTxzdHIpbmc+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50aW5nbWFuYWdlcjwv
c3RyaW5nPgoJCQkJIPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJIpbnQudGlja2vVOLm1vZERh
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dGUBL2tleT4AKCQkJICTXKYXRIPjiwMDYtMTEtMDIUMJA6MDM6NThaPC9kY XRI
PgoJCQkJPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJIpbnQudGlja2VOLNNOYXRIRmxhZzwv
a2V5PgoJCQkJIPGIudGVnzZXI+MDwvaW50ZWdIcjdKCQkJPC9kaWNOPgoJCTwv
YXJIyYXk+Cgk8L2RpY3Q+Cgk8a2V5PmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemiudC5QYWdIRmM9y
bWFOLIBNT3JpZW50Y XRpb248L2tleT4AKCTxkaWNOPgoJCTxrZXk+Y29tLmFw
cGxILnByaW50LnRpY 2tldC5jcmVhdG9yPC9rZXk+CgkJPHNOcmIuZz5jb20u
YXBwbGUucHJIpbnRpbmdtYW5hzZ2VyPC9zdHJIpbmc+CgkJPGtleT5jb20uYXBw
bGUucHJpbnQudGlja2vVOLmI0ZW1BcnJheTwva2V5PgoJCTxhcnJheTAKCQKkJ
PGRpY3Q+CgkJCQk8a2V5PmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludC5QYWdAIRmM9ybWFOLIBN
T3IpZW50YXRpb248L2tle T4AKCQkICTxpbnRIZ2VyPJE8L2ludGVnZXI+CgkJ
CQk8a2V5PmMNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludC50aWNrZXQuy 2xpZW50PC9rZXk+CgkJ
CQk8c3RyaW5nPmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludGluZz21hbmFnzZXI8L3NOcmluZz4K
CQKJICTxrzXk+Y?29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LnRpY 2tldC5th2REY XRIPC9rZXk+
CgkJCQKB8ZGFO0ZT4yMDA2LTEXLTAS5VDIWOjAzOjU4WjwvZGFOZT4KCQKJICTxr
ZXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LnRpY2tldC5zdGF0ZUZsYWc8L2tle TAKCQKJ
CTxpbnRIZ2VyPjA8L2IudGVnZXI+CgkJCTwvZGIljdD4KCQk8L2FycmF5PgoJ
PC9kaWNOPgoJPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHIpbnQUUGFNZUZvcm1hdC5QTVN;j
YWxpbmc8L2tleTAKCTxkaWNOPgoJCTxrZXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LnRp

Y 2tldC5jcmVhdG9yPC9rZXk+CgkJPHNOcmIuZz5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJpbnRp
bmdtYW5hz2VyPC9zdHJpbmc+CgkJPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJpbnQudGlj
a2VvoLmloZW1BcnJheTwva2V5PgoJCTxhcnJheT4KCQkIJPGRpY3Q+CgkJCQkKS8
a2V5PmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemiudC5QYWdIRmM9ybWFOLIBNU2NhbGluZzwva2Vs
PgoJCQkIPHIIYWw+MTwvecmVhbD4KCQkJCTxrZXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50
LnRpY2tldC5jbGllbnQ8L2tle TAKCQkJCTxzdHJIpbmc+Y29tLmFwcGxILnBy
aw50awsnbWFuYWdlcjwvc3RyaW5snPgoJCQkJIPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJp
bnQudGlja2vVOLm1vZERhdGUS8L2tleT4AKCQKJCTxKYXRIPjlwMDYtMTEtMDIU
MJA6MDM6NThaPC9kY XRIPgoJCQkJIPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJIpbnQudGlj
a2VOLNNOYXRIRmxhZzwva2V5PgoJCQkJIPGludGVnZXI+MDwvaW50ZWdlcj4K
CQkJIPC9kaWNOPgoJCTwvYXJyYXk+Cgk8L2RpY3Q+Cgk8a2V5PmNvbhS5hcHBSs
ZS5wemludC5QYWdIRmM9ybWFOLIBNVMVydGIljYWxSZXM8L2tleT4AKCTxkaWNO
PgoJCTxrzXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LnRpY 2tldC5jcmVhdG9yPC9rZXk+ 2tldC5jcmVhdG9yPC9rZXk+CgkJPHNOcmIu
Z75jb20uYXBwbGUucHJIpbnRpbmdtYW5hZ2VyPC9zdHJIpbmc+CgkJIPGtleT5j
b20uYXBwbGUucHJpbnQudGlja2vVOLmI0ZW1BcnJheTwva2V5PgoJCTxhcnJh
eTAKCQKJIPGRpY3Q+CgkJCQk8a2V5PMNvbhS5hcHBsZS5wemiudC5QYWdIRM9y
bWFOLIBNVmMVydGIjYWXTY2FsaW5nPC9rZXk+CgkJCQk8cmVhbD4xPC9yZWFs
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PgoJCQkJPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJpbnQudGlja2VOLmNsaWVudDwva2V5
PgoJCQkJPHNOcmIuZz5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJpbnRpbmdtYW5hzZ2VyPC9zdHJp
bmc+CgkJCQk8a2V5PmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludC50aWNrZXQubW9kRGFOZTwv
a2V5PgoJCQkIJPGRhdGU+MjAWNIOXMSOwOVQyMDowMzo1lOFo8L2RhdGU+CgkJ
CQk8a2V5PmMNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemliudC50aWNrZXQuc3RhdGVGbGFnPC9rZXk+
CgkJCQk8aw50ZWdlcjdawPC9pbnRIZ2VyPgoJCQKk8L2RpY3Q+CgkJPC9hcnJh
eT4KCTwvZGIljdD4KCTxrzXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LNN1YIRpY 2tldC5w
YXBIcl9pbmZvX3RpY2tldDwva2V5PgoJPGRpY3Q+CgkJPGtleT5jb20uY XBw
bGUucHJIpbnQuUUGFNZUZvcm1hdC5QTUFkanVzdGVKkUGFnZVJIY3Q8L2tleT4K
CQk8ZGIljdD4KCQkJIPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJpbnQudGlja2VOLmNyZWFO0
b3I18L2tle TAKCQkJPHNOcmIuZz5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJpbnRpbmdtYW5hzZ2Vy
PC9zdHJIpbmc+CgkJCTxrZXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LnRpY 2tldC5pdGVt
QXJyYXk8L2tleT4AKCQkIPGFycmF5PgoJCQkIJPGRpY3Q+CgkJCQkJIPGtleT5j
b20uYXBwbGUucHJIpbnQuUUGFNZUZvcm1hdC5QTUFkanVzdGVkUGFnZVJIY3Q8
L2tleTAKCQKJICQk8YXJIyYXk+CgkIJCQkICTxyZWFsPjAuMDwvcmVhbD4KCQkJ
CQkIPHIIYWw+MC4wPC9yZWFsPgoJCQkJCQk8cmVhbD43MzQ8L3JIYWw+CgkJ
CQkJICTxyZWFsPjU3NjwvcmVhbD4KCQkJCQk8L2FycmF5PgoJCQkICTxrZXk+
Y29tLmFwcGxILNnByaW50LnRpY 2tldC5jbGlIbnQ8L2tle T4AKCQkJCQk8c3Ry
aWs5nPmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludGluZz21hbmFnZXI8L3NOcmluZz4KCQkJCQkS8
a2V5PmMNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludC50aWNrZXQubW9kRGFO0ZTwva2V5PgoJCQkJ
CTxKkYXRIPjJIwMDYtMTEtMDIUMJA6MDM6NTIaPC9kYXRIPgoJCQkJCTxrZXk+
Y29tLmFwcGxILNnByaW50LnRpY 2tldC5zdGF0ZUZsYWc8L2tleT4AKCQkJICQKS
aw50ZWdlcjdwPC9pbnRIZ2VyPgoJCQkJPC9kaWNOPgoJCQk8L2FycmF5PgoJ
CTwvZGljdD4KCQk8a2V5PmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludC5QYWdAIRm9ybWFOLIBN
QWRgAXNOZWRQYXBIclJIY3Q8L2tleT4AKCQk8ZGIjdD4KCQkJIPGtleT5jb20u
YXBwbGUucHJpbnQudGlja2VOLMNyZWF0b318L2tleTAKCQkJPHNOcmIuZz5j
b20uYXBwbGUucHJpbnRpbmdtYW5hz2VyPC9zdHIpbmc+CgkJCTxrZXk+Y29t
LmFwcGxILnByaW50LNRpY 2tldC5pdGVIQXJyY Xk8L2tle TAKCQkIPGFycmF5 2tldC5jcmVhdG9yPC9r
ZXk+CgkJCTxzdHIpbmc+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LnBtLIBvc3RTY3JpcHQ8
L3NOcmIuZz4KCQkJIPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJIpbnQudGlja2vVOLmIOZW1B
cnJheTwva2V5PgoJCQk8Y XJyY Xk+CgkJCQk8ZGIjdD4KCQkJICQk8a2V5PmNv
bS5hcHBsZS5wcmludC5QY XBIckluZm8uUEL1QY XBIck5hbWUB8L2tle T4AKCQkJ
CQk8c3RyaW5nPm5hLWxIdHRIcjwvc3RyaW5nPgoJCQkJICTxrZXk+Y29tLmFw
cGxILnByaW50LnRpY 2tldC5jbGlIbnQ8L2tle TAKCQkJCQk8c3RyaW5nPmNv
bS5hcHBsZS5wcmludC5wbhS5Qb3N0U2NyaXBOPC9zdHIpbmc+CgkJCQkJIPGtI
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eT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJIpbnQudGlja2VOLm1vZERhdGUS8L2tleTAKCQkJCQk8
ZGFOZT4yMDAWLTA3LTI4VDIyOjU30jA0WjwvZGFO0ZT4KCQkJICQk8a2V5PmMNv
bS5hcHBsZS5wemludC50aWNrZXQuc3RhdGVGbGFnNPC9rZXk+CgkJCQKJIPGIu
dGVnzXI+MTwvaW50ZWdIcjdAKCQkJICTwvZGljdD4KCQkJIPC9hcnJheT4KCQk8
L2RpY3Q+CgkJPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJIpbnQuUUGFwWZXJJbmZvLIBNVW5h
ZGplc3RIZFBhZ2VSZWNOPC9OrZXk+CgkJPGRpY3Q+CgkJCTxrZXk+Y29tLmFw
cGxILnByaW50LnRpY 2tldC5jcmVhdG9yPCOrZXk+CgkJCTxzdHIpbmc+Y29t
LmFwcGxILnByaW50LnBtLIBvc3RTY3JpcHQ8L3NOcmIuZz4KCQkJIPGtleT5j
b20uYXBwbGUucHJpbnQudGlja2vVOLmI0ZW1BcnJheTwva2V5PgoJCQk8Y XJy

Y Xk+CgkJCQk8ZGIjdD4KCQkJICQk8a2V5PmMNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemliudC5QY XBl
ckluZm8uUE1VbmFkanVzdGVKUGFNnZVJIY3Q8L2tleTAKCQKJICQK8Y XJyY Xk+
CgkJCQKICTxyZWFsPjAuMDwvcmVhbD4KCQkJCQkJIPHIIYWw+MCA4wPC9yZWFs
PgoJCQkJCQk8cmVhbD43MzQ8L3JIYWw+CgkJCQkJICTxyZWFsPjU3NjwvcmVh
bD4KCQkJICQk8L2FycmF5PgoJCQkJICTxrZXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LnRp

Y 2tldC5jbGllIbnQ8L2tle TAKCQkJCQk8c3RyaW5nPmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemlu
dGluz21hbmFnzZXI8L3NOcmIuZz4KCQkJCQk8a2V5PmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemlu
dC50aWNrzxXQubW9kRGF0ZTwva2V5PgoJCQKJICTxKYXRIPjlwMDYtMTEtMDIU
MjJA6MDM6NThaPC9kY XRIPgoJCQkJICTxrZXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LnRp
Y2tldC5zdGF0ZUZsYWc8L2tleTAKCQkJCQk8aW50ZWdIcjdwPC9pbnRIZ2Vy
PgoJCQkJIJPC9kaWNOPgoJCQk8L2FycmF5PgoJCTwvZGljdD4KCQk8a2V5PmNv
bS5hcHBsZS5wcmludC5QY XBlckluZm8uUE1VbmFkanVzdGVKUGFwZXJSZWNO
PCIrzXk+CgkJPGRpY3Q+CgkJCTxrZXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LnRpY 2tl
dC5jcmVhdG9yPC9rzZXk+CgkJCTxzdHJIpbmc+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LnBt
LIBvc3RTY3JpcHQ8L3NOcmIuZz4KCQkJIPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJpbnQu
dGlja2vOLmI0ZW1BcnJheTwva2V5PgoJCQk8Y XJyY Xk+CgkJCQk8ZGIljdD4K
CQkJICQk8a2V5PmMNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludC5QY XBlckluZm8uUE1VbmFkanVz
dGVKUGFwWZXJSZWNOPC9rzXk+CgkJCQkJIJPGFycmF5PgoJCQkJCQk8cmVhbDA4t
MTg8L3JIYWw+CgkJCQkJICTxyZWFsPiOxODwvecmVhbD4KCQkJCQKIPHJIIY Ww+ 3JIY XRvcjwva2V5PgoJCQk8
c3RyaWs5nPmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludC5wbS5Qb3N0U2NyaXBOPC9zdHJIpbmc+
CgkJCTxrZXk+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LNnRpY 2tldC5pdGVIQXJyY Xk8L2tl
eTAKCQkJIPGFycmF5PgoJCQkJPGRpY3Q+CgkJCQkJIPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUu
cHIpbNQUUGFwWZXJJIbmZvLnBwZC5QTVBhcGVYyTmFtZTwva2V5PgoJCQkJICTxz
dHJIpbmc+TGV0dGVyPC9zdHJIpbmc+CgkJCQKJIPGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJp
bnQudGlja2vVOLmNsaWVudDwva2V5PgoJCQKJICTxzdHJIpbmc+Y29tLmFwcGxI
LnByaW50LnBtLIBvc3RTY3JpcHQ8L3NOcmIuZz4KCQkJCQk8a2V5PmNvbS5h
cHBsZS5wcmludC50aWNrZXQubW9kRGF0ZTwva2V5PgoJCQkJICTXKY XRIPjlw
MDAtMDctMjhUMjIBNTc6MDRaPC9kY XRIPgoJCQKJCTxrZXk+Y29tLmFwcGxI
LnByaW50LNnRpY2tldC5zdGF0ZUZsYWc8L2tle TAKCQkJCQk8aW50ZWdIcjax
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PC9pbnRIZ2VyPgoJCQkJPC9kaWNOPgoJCQk8L2FycmF5PgoJCTwvZGljdD4K
CQk8a2V5PmMNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludC50aWNrZXQuQvBJIVmVyc2Ivbjwva2Vs
PgoJCTxzdHJIpbmc+MDAUM]JA8L3NOcmIuZz4KCQk8a2V5PmMNvbS5hcHBsZS5w
cmludC50aWNrZXQucHJpdmFO0ZUxvY2s8L2tleT4AKCQk8ZmFsc2UvPgoJCTxr
ZXKk+Y29tLmFwcGxILNnByaW50LnRpY 2tldC50eXBIPC9rZXk+CgkJPHNOcmIu
Zz5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJIpbnQuUUGFwZXJJbmZvVGlja2VOPC9zdHJpbmc+Cgk8
L2RpY3Q+Cgk8a2V5PmNvbS5hcHBsZS5wemludC50aWNrZXQuQVBJVmVyc2lv
bjwva2V5PgoJPHNOcmluZz4wMC4yMDwvc3RyaW5nPgoJPGtleT5jb20uYXBw
bGUucHJpbnQudGlja2vVOLnByaXZhdGVMb2NrPC9rzXk+Cgk8ZmFsc2UvPgoJ
PGtleT5jb20uYXBwbGUucHJIpbnQudGlja2VOLNR5cGU8L2tle TAKCTxzdHJp
bmc+Y29tLmFwcGxILnByaW50LIBhZ2VGb3JtY XRUaWNrZXQ8L3NOcmluZz4KT ARQAAAAAITTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTIIIWPOAAAAAP//
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/hnfOTWUTUZUK/571/478rKUVrOVI/8AXf8A3rC+ulL39KotaJZRIO9UHURe
x1dbnfvbbKfS/wCurer5eD++fyNQcnHxc6vJ6fkv21XVRc5030q30dZi5SDWi
VvV3U+rS3/C+IYIIWCGTFPgyRI+6beX6L1V+ZVXgWa3YrZpcSS620R7Xfv24n
83/4V9D/ALi/pN76uYuRdfIMxmb8tzqch4Lgw7GC7EpsbLtuSnp2VP8AR/4L
1FwdzOo0916kWvnGz8KwtIH5r2/8Anyq+p3/F241q7X609ZxrfrT004zCxmbh
X4tte7d6dzXvznVO1/wTcb9E9385Vaowdm1zGLeUPKmMOLTbh95sdM+pX1hpOU
XtOLRTZI25FANX0ZbtcxgbRRZ/M7Nn0g1xxub0rrVIUMRpbjsdVnVV]TdRKN
bdbi+38z07crFXuhsaxrn2EMYwS95IDQBqg6dfb7fcvH/AKwdDyPWry8Gh92P
SLgXisbh6FV9n2CxIc+pdS7Df7Ps7LGMpqSnQHZHK5LYVP5ZDhk9cxobkexw
ex+x9b2xDmHd6VjdpO1tibWPQOMDI9CPK67t/wlipfVTKdmdKXxiT6ImKXY pju
tTMWY7/AP2FyKat3/BK/wBOj0j5X3g/K6yVIDYB82rkiYSIA7xXxPChgxbMzC
swgb7MOzluuDcugltlQryHZFttbme/8Am6nVez/SbP8AI6HQenWdPyOgMdbb
e3lvrsFI53Xb2ilmVVIu/wC5Vbn03b/+1GNk4+V6f85XULquTIl4xrONa+rbX
M2uLMh2MOImU4M9VtbmMzPp/zNns9/pqflbyrMup77cl+Y81UvBAVstsvcC/
cX1+tf7fOV3rVPpo/Rs/fRO8NIGLBKYOdNzpTsEfp6/Otw+5zU8fpLOPpDz
INYnIl/TVebHIPmwpR+ks7+4f9QxJct+c74M1P9pCZ/OX/wDG/IrpRilc74N/
K5DYPOI//G/+i6Ukv//Q308/61QYf02R/wAa3v4001g5+5U8rqOB0199ufkM
x2vewlsMutf+hp3ejj1h91jW/wCl/mf+FRK1us+IZ/X/ACtYs8Zgq+suXh2j
a3Lxce7GfwC7Gbcbaz/Kd62Z/wCwyqV/XT6teq5rsi+triCLX47hWlaxvvNDb
7LW/R/OKzfrkXHQODmMY 1oex+NOPfS40G+i66xt1NIe5j9vrV2N2u/fZb/N2pY+WCb8atzL227P8AC7Nip/8APv68W+09VI3CZ9CgfiKVHXZQBWGNTf1jL/wBC
Y8KkSZNRIC+xYTLbsXJZRIWVuUF49ehpFYzH5D6WM+073b9uO/1fSONNsYhsw2
1vc/HpZXVVUTeKGMqa00ezZZ6NDa22Nb6Nv6xs/Q/wDFWLzyj6z/AFibZfa7
OLrsn0O/Wf6dRJbU30gh7g3fzbXO+h9N//CIn/WPrDnvt/aWZWXH3irlfSy T+
5VQIINVI8mtmxiljloAS1114drwDGe76NZZULMclzWyLACJATDDz9FO19Rut
97T7m8Ed661wLMr612ajgXU6yl9tma9jtRunY973N/656am36z/WjGE/tPMc
G6EusquE/R9360710E73h404PEPeaFxgzLWz/wBJCBDbLYSGj1RqdP8ABOr]
Kfrp1xhsdbdTmOsdIszMeuOtDR7mUGVv70ymnb+ksZ/N/zl/s32re6L1b6754
GX03AWGY7judnWYnoVRDmep6hyGX5Gz09n6pVKIjLE9/sKjAjevtf//R3HPp
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ra+28ItFLHXXIvOhXU1112z+X6Vb9q82rGd17gN+fe5IH2i0+sdpdtAb7Mam
kfmY10yghtr2M/RLOpIVd7vs9vBANSDXUWafm2tdQ72/9¢Xm/QKb25NtN7tr
6WjbWXja57T6BItb7Nv6L+cY59f/AFXMzEiNjddiAMgCLd7B+rnSMW5mU592
aboAZ6gayptmgasrKXFvqgfeJv+epSmLusu6ZaYbdU63Dpa5j3u3Y5ddv21uc
+iiyu65793bP+1/0enblJU09XqgyKs3rGZZZjUAC/De50gq9znbvs11Lg6mOVv4
36T1dtf8xZ/2n9L11dL6Xg0Z9duJkNsFIrsJ1rLPVZ6j2vqflPsaXe/+Zse2
[19dV3qfzVPsVacTKJo+oax/vIND/AJzaOkQYx4a9XiOH9JwMLIyulZxybWOB
gLgréPFv+Gpd/Kb90r/yD12JvD+kPOO5kWmx1bnkNYGXVi7ffY76 FNeG/wBS
IwDkfy1zv1hw37X3FimXYm2i6ogelgbh7XWWN9jnOu3V/8NV/M/oqqVW6ER1Cy
np+Tjlrb2PANdb+G20OFmNW90N3PalldbKgd6lw5eKF7HaQ/dkNO5xHID3RpK
IHH46u30/BXxHFIVNzsarYWYuFXdXTfZWQ3ddfZ7c578hv6f7NTXTOP6dN6Wp
gcvCrptbV03I1+0ZFYZUzBN4tsYAd1VGLaON9B7f8FQ/16v5z+bv/AEQlfgl4
rG50Ls/KgeHVOOsSNTSwuO92Q/wBX7PXj7TWWOZ6V{r2W/p8rlEOnFxsmq3icX
YVIrnXPqrfvZtDg9j8a4WOqcypv08Z/vgso/Q2eriWek3iO9rBjFVw+r97/0
L990sL6u29WYLM6t2N04bbLS/wBtlgBa+v7FW8sto3+7ffeyn067fSxqrbvs
rk+rdlyOk512FdLnV613hpa22gz+j5TG+5rW3Vn6DX/o7mXU/wCDXoH1le6ob
6Dk21WZQqslI6g2tr3+IdRNf2zHZ6bW3t9Kyrltxv5y+m1I1P67TOmyLv1h+r
IX1hpYOVYLiN1eYGu9V]CPW/V7wWuyK2er61tF9X2bK9T0qf2Zf6dqUQKrbW
2EzN2fJ8IMB3x3R+UJ6HfpH2kg7HBZzREY/3tZ7fztvut/wCto/VOj53Sc52F
nGyu9pB3Me5zHtflryMew/zIF+39G/6f06bf01L1Dp2KC1t99L srHtsfUKNO]DXWbHIXDHS70xq1n6R3uel301RaG1lnbAa3
RxBObLWuc9pd+66v2/8AqtaGX4UeA3MSKBcQPSOLtxS/e/6mthIMZfm9BR1K
vixfszaq7mWmDXY 11jGj6 T7DXWHeq9tn81/X/nKv5XEZIuwOpYVmVOPINyGW
PaaPTLBW4PtubTXk591u6tn0f/ILnCxof6IT31SZa6S3t+f{/AKN+1356HdcS
WFznOc5z/e4kzLHUtYzT87dZ71k4Y CeWEDfCZC+4jbbyZDwSPWgD3HUcrpGa
27KwsvHUVNZZbQ5zqzbWKgytwpvbU5+Rh3fQZ+kssr/4tcx9gNGfZitL2sqp
GZTW4ebxraxmV172n/Q5D/7FX6X0vBHRAAL3HIrTgeZPf/NUhksdQ+IziGua
5sCdDYNmM90n96z91tOfwnDXTnjymJImPIliwyjOQ29Xoa+PmMDEGJjxRKK3/wAl
F3poymscXhn2ck1Of76zlItr8eNz7qt3p0/ufz/84k4UUh1tdzMi+4FjrWyG
ncPe+xkN33Na536ez9N/gllsYXNBiIHUAJI4ADnCXbPzdu7+bU3+2sSCC/2MAL
JcYbsYI3Pf8AyGe//RrGMpD06719jaB60Lrd6n6uP39FbktljcfNub6gcGWM
dYK8ijJbY4PbRa7e+ux/8xbT6deXVdi3Lp+]5GNRSK7A2s0EcI9TC3cXV1Ci
5zq6H12P9H7P617P6JfXbbV6a5/6psv6Xi9Qw+tVHFpyDRMMZaQH+jc1+E4e
k31PTtxrcen9E/8ASUb/ANY9Ja027ByGOADJa5u7FIAcbaolLnV0z9JzW7/1L
d+Ir9aiv/BpxBBHgA1jufNg/4xumDL6QzMxg623p7nZToL3D7NZ6VeXt9MPa
70r24+Xb/WAHVKXfT/nPOuUN5Lsflra95bQbWOtDoLQQ6ymrJcw/o/UxvX+l/
0/Up/mV699g9T6ZZ26sNNwyGOa7GdWSyHbW+k9rvODd/v+0s+n+kqg/wACVLfr
ROM/V/qTqA2yzBuG/AucABZT7C6vclz2Pvxf6Nkfv/osj0POyePUNPs8ExNa
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 3jclkyfzv6yGXNbXqCSSYDQT2/8is1JTy97
rw8dCuH5fDhpZp4vesfoX7vqg/TkYX2nG6jXTXS6stIqdayt3231f\WTleox76
X+191+yepk5GPXf/ANgLa+060z01H2UdNrx/2jl0MuaLmX5Y/RsvuqyTX6T
cXFp3vZcyt+B630+j9lyP6NZ40kse XBf9biPF+99f6rMfc4evD+HC+65FWO1
zr8y6p+RskhjdpOOH+lk14IMO2490V{90yLrG+rn51f8zi0VYHp5N+RkdPxS mFkb2JILmMNvbS94YXAVMSAwWLWABP3hwYWNrZXQg
YmVnaW49J++7vycgaWQ9J1c1TTBNcENIaGllenJIU3pOVGN6a2M5ZCc/Pgo8
P2Fkb2JILXhhcC1maWx0ZXJzIGVzYz0iQ1lliPz4KPHg6eGFwbWVOY SB4bWxu
czp4PSdhzZG9iZTpuczptZXRhLycgeDp4Y XB0azOnWE1QIHRvb2xraXQgMi44 1
ODknCiAgeG1lsbnM6eGFwPSdodHRwOi8vbnMuYWRvYmUuY 29tL3hhcC8XxLjAv
Jz4KICA8eGFwWOKNyZWFO0b3JUb29sPkFkb2JIIFBob3Rvc2hvcCBFbGVtZW50
cyBmb3IgTWFjaW50b3NoLCB22XJzaW9ulDIuMDwve GFwWOkNyZWF0b3JUb29s
PgogPC9yZGY6RGVzY3JpcHRpb24+CgogPHJIKZjpEZXNjcmiwdGlvbiBhYm91
dDONndXVpZDpiY TRIZGMwWNYO3MTdjLTEXZGItYmQyMyO5NjFhN2NIOWY10DknPage 79 of 221 ---- GCenerated from The PARI S Foruns
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ICAQICAQICAgICAQICAQICAgICAgICAQICAQICAgICAGICAgICAQICAgICAg
ICAgQICAgICAgQICAQICAQICAgICAgICAQICAQICAgICAGICAQICAQICAgICAg
ICAgQICAKICAQICAQICAgQICAgICAgICAQICAgICAQICAQICAQICAQICAgQICAg
ICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAGICAQICAQICAgICAg
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ICAgICAgICAQICAQICAgCIAgICAgICAgICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAgGICAg
ICAgICAgICAQICAQICAQICAQICAgICAgICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAgG
ICAgICAgICAQICAgQICAgICAgICAQICAgICAKICAGICAgQICAgICAQICAgQICAg
ICAQICAgICAgQICAQICAQICAgICAgICAQICAQICAgICAGICAQICAQICAgICAg
ICAQICAgICAgQICAQICAQICAgICAgICAgICAQICAgICAgICAgIAogICAgICAg
ICAQICAgICAgICAQICAQICAgICAgICAQICAQICAgICAQICAQICAQICAgICAg
ICAgQICAgICAgQICAQICAQICAgICAgICAQICAQICAgICAGICAgICAQICAgICAg
ICAgCIAgICAgICAgICAgICAQICAgICAQICAgICAQICAQICAQICAQICAgGICAgG
ICAQICAQICAgQICAQICAQICAQICAgQICAQICAQICAgICAGICAQICAQICAgQICAg
ICAQICAQICAgQICAQICAKICAgICAQICAQICAgICAQICAQICAQICAQICAgQICAg
ICAgICAgQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAGICAQICAQICAgG
ICAgICAgICAgQICAQICAQICAgICAgICAgIA0gICAgICAQICAQICAGICAgQICAg
ICAgICAgQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAQICAgICAQICAQICAQICAQICAgQICAQICAgG
ICAQICAQICAQICAgICAgICAgQICAQICAQICAgICAQICAQICAQGCIAgICAQICAg
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ICAKICAgQICAgQICAgQICAQICAQICAQICAGICAgICAgQICAQICAQICAQICAgGICAgG
ICAgICAgQICAQICAQIA08P3hwYWNrZXQgZW5kPSd3Jz8+/+4ADKFkb2JIAGRA
AAAAATIbAIQAAQICAGICAgICAgMCAgIDBAMCAgGMEBQQEBAQEBQYFBQUFBQUG
BgcHCAcHBgkJCgoJCQWMDAWMDAwWMDAWMDAWMDAEDAWMFBAUJBgYJDQoJCgOP
Dg40ODg8PDAWMDAwWPDwWwWMDAWMDASMDAWMDAWMDAWMDAWMDAwWMDAWMDAWMDAWM
DAWM/SBAAEQQA|QEAAWERAAIRAQMRAT/JAAQAIP/EANMAAAEFAQEBAQEAAAAA
AAAAAAGEBQYHCQMCAAOBAQACAgGMBAQAAAAAAAAAAAAADBAAFAQIGBWYQAAED
AgIFBWUJBWOOBQUAAAMCBAUTBgASASMzFACRI}JIDUxUIQmMJjcyQhUnKCg50z
NBbwMZKio8NEQVGYWINKpLQINSY2CWFxgZGxwdLiVITERXUXOfLjdGXhINS1
GBEAAQMCBAIGCAUDAWUBAAAAAAECAXEE8SCESBSITMUGhOeEGUWGRSscHXQhRX
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|iCC3siolr7/JgyKZFEIpR3IHZ8vQJSwWA3qdOaEe8xCVEK
19VBNO/pQ8Y 1morVkz/fxNZCIS/9alDmfor383jJkf0/q4hD/9A0FaOgvLTR
gmoXO6EL95iailEVIOZdscv8A+LcVinB43MkoBgSmBHp/nvn9Yy/OY2aQfEdH
BUIJTrXVdejR+bxXIEAFNMPrDXHSZUeJ+012vxVIX6PgN2IHLCF7wmycj+cGs
nxkY56VONT1vypcK+0ORACEV3jMrRyzMti7bnGcRPeEDicnSp08rG3sSquPcH
xwvuhtxDgRv2a/bh+ySjb3jgNOr8nh6BTyzcoEglVB/dLNb7WYuH60SDauH9
Rez1lI6uE5XcYoxvAalWXwBtu9LY hrk+1snkk2vu7shvzCblulrdYPFmM3NiFH
13iIRJIf2dvBiduyNvOWum9DS0Q30tRUNjMAFDQELIE6GPU7TIfApLZNSKNQ3
bkbkWk58I/Bylt+aSxhJF5J7k43F05IHgsrSPTTXoElohcuhfo8EKS|QCXi¢c|V5gk40OaoelwgnL/Oz V{71l
P8pghB9EroYhCJXbcLC3G03]9dADx7HRoi/viSejai+kwLmBbRNDbR/jimAwS5
4UHO41m5GTUHS8Y/UGjVY3GRPIO4UL4W31kCFC7fuhG9wzkOzbdoy+S/YZMV
Z6r5f3FblueOxAaVp8jP+NiF65tHF42IxPMixLt4dST9aA91uCQRDF6er+rf
sgfmYxlcxd7ckdwxE9OOs1h/sobqM4YcZbKMbUsjw080b/rFeDctXP8AFBYa
tim86QJHcs/DuNdC8mnQsO8aQkMhdHLkqJ9Xhk4hFgNVyXJF2IFGmJIzQYs6
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dZx1zro0gxcv+NelERKMmW3EADG/L74izEE1cdz3YimJyUVTJIWjhtSkpirauo
NeKg4vmOL2KyfbSIgmaFy+F29rNAt5FXJH32serdMmCSNHaB9pSdbT5PFWt+
3HyPSNt3xIo0Rcdh08NIOfZfi4xjX9VgC6GriNdCy6xBA+1dblmrWP42HLZ1
FAeboUdalLJ1mqgUbnUyalLQhdPJjp7biQ8YazVHqK6t/8ArleqP30P6PCUJgto
HNTNRrMNGSkpxNV1xeQPlsjile//AKAMAP6ZPYyASIgMWoAMzbltsLBHJIb46Q
+JFjG1lIFWMg6m760IKli92+PVyvzOGupGJImleFspAyluRTNhCR8/OWw17pf
yzzfHerM9I6qEEVQqzbdYunUc5x9pTxZ75E1FOrgSGuSe81FgdFeOjidoAZPy
eOXVzUQs0elOgISUSAL+ATGXKYLZ+gkR55MQgtIPr8PzPLJ9HjUgqShel Q8P
/qpPhjxCHy8mIQiszzLhtz1D3EIPiU/D+JIEP//TKZfOyY MKHQXS/WAGIQis
9/WaleftAPfzeMXC8RuS0XSyZ8EcvChDgf8AnKOWJrAEXmRTQeEoxI1IC54u
5nuawYowV03Ti6lo7X/c6jr6RujFAdfSCROHIy0+6vkd6 EX3U9QSwJIMy3Yzb
BaNylGo37UiOzNrRYag4mlfK1VVGréyr+JtiwPFCOpi2JviIDO8RXiISVWE3Ny cbQS5+z0HVK67vdR70XLTzkp63E1UaQn7dCFiz4LUwWhFbXTq
JHOT6QMIUKOXTOJLIQfpFk+jwJymmgchl95gsakOCSRTnar+GP6TGyuMnvL
NWJTJIFZIPOILc9Q9+jxgg+IXzh4hD//UKPLNSjJq8GFDulfkYhCI3F/WGO0f9
9+jwG5XiNyVi+GvBHLWmMTg6/nGK9IgmMvUGPgI87EYpAV/GBEINOGQ36F6y3
5tk7+GM1Rr/xCMV+7t000v8AJUNL3RI/Si/2qpHPDdxORI2Ue0OphYgTFrroN
SLXrDR36NteygKH817/GLSajR3zRtyWUbZU61XHS0SyuczDzOe4xY6tSHEI(q)jj09Jg73MLUMRqQNnszV4T
rPVav5TGXtq4yOr2yA21FtXMO836GHg+ftA1SNSR0aQ7xrN+6ShbZm4dIH2K
SE+iwKphpEoFUuZuV2F42W1INOTVmRTxKhUO899ft/Jz9eT6PAnKaaxORNRgs
akl1liV/ybmvOv8fGqOqbHtC/LWRCERmMUZrgtz+6hx9H|BB/R7zrMQh//VKNa+
aPOmMDABUN/PIEIfdGRM9Zy8/XvR/k8aTrxlaayWtlYZVEOkqcHWNTv8AD9Dr
B/k8C00ZzHkXLiaUIJmUL4nRLPwZvTmbNqyJ8zIt8LbhGjbbHpLvyxLp3GH1L
8FMurXuCStK4466mDmgeHXU3bP8AWR9aMvmFHinjf+xjOntG92f3Gunl1U+Br
RY11NuKEbG30OwMgjEaKnS6HoYiFs9Zi6ZKiniWOW7rCTTj4iCSb71InQhdMZ
NWUNo8STMWmXTGjgRuGXDdtZXistxzDsOLs6UBPHYDWioMP8nOBFZerpkl1fo
8V8janTThqjbRG/h7/wKBvZpcHh142aSxBkre2LcLO4LOfGSTQBY2E43pjUH
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06aKY0jJ8ceBMbQ7CylS92zR6qdtfUE4z/tDfFNXEjbxC1uyKtJ83A20Q2mC
iW+nSEhqgn6rvfezw01xyE+zW+v594Kr/AMY Xinl0I3/j1eSNJNrub/uzJ/8A
a0cCkUulfL9g59ePeWwz8S1/8X7fY8NLtZx8y1t9bKSYXI/3h3PG7t1RSFfV
dZVGRAS0oOpT6zFc60RSN2plpnj3qEtbkSzWtjcjZzTO3AOk5XT64espVdpq
yfidAWdbNaSBzn5EH4yTwZS2nzA2VYXx01WSpI9EXCO0dXBZE4FK4tn+05vgxrX
t+yY7h9HUMNpxzaGG+NIkgGGzHSGT6rq6tPoYJLsjZ29PZ49RycrF1qOa/7V
viKpPP4asgnmTcgMf5IWE3eU9X/J/o/1GgDU9/tQudDzoWHQPkpichnnH/4u
FXeTa/8AJ/IBAX/qDIVZc3jZwiM/tVtL2yJgxg55I0+zPCLIZyzJq6tUVL3/
AFILXbWWyM27NFx7VNUtkUuxHjNksiAgs9ugY6ZBDRKEGRHqtVq8WM2706E
x2Bm7ei48Snel3iD4nXVJIsZG2LmcWIXG1lyd1IW3kwLcVPrHtTYJB/j43Telx
8jf+Nbj5keD4hfEKDQNAOODpNJeceaGiCDT/AI22Cpvid+RP41MfMk4vF34x
hIRR8QDogx6un3NDKH/FCRN7XHyB/wWAY 3HzHwWHje8ZgBc/[GykRI9m8tyHJ/w
uCJvi4d+RP4xuPmfK8bPiecLAR+bh/MnbrgCI5tVnU9ZggqONv59Ux4Gn2Ncel
+M/Hb4h2qc7yO0uGUkgnv4aQb/wAVihxn/wDQYwhj+PxhR/gfHbxRf3HDLvCw
7P8AsqM/8vREC3IG7hy39EVO/NTX6vG38uiY8CNsFx8wpf8A+4+A61EQjhXd
YybMuvGTJ/CsT+dRMeAKSwxhTurxt+G/egOXnCi5SHZ1IN1KZIlyZP4ViN32wT
oTtd3BEWwxhSaw3j84ENSoCwse604jjViG2YM6i/4VUwdvmWObON7V7ga2WMK
fIIWKZXQ5+DADun/AD4hCs+IJM9CWuWO0pi4ZIJvFRTNO93p652aPZ/nCE8weF7
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QyeAjTF7uml+mN1EPKgDh9Hre19ZkJ1ZMCKdrEY GfZvx4lolXv7cFE2ffP0Z
COh2uOcvI1gXEEYIhCheH+50Ps8xZ2qHdXTcDjvmfNT3RnqybtvP/unAODH6
zzF4a2x2kRvZUVQOX8DJQkzOQM2zcRU5BVIMJSINgyBcB1RRI+UxbzPF4nHP
ZNSZPcqLp4VSQK4A/mTXKkRz+hTxsbnzVeozr6te TSNEINb8+Z5nyVOYPYfSYK
zIoOQmMtvpQleHIXKO0atAWRZTJ1aCdp8IUxHt1COrgFizIxw8PCIMiboHH1QRV
CL/O/HITEawVY1XnSOLL4gXUVr3PFSaGLzWby8ptBOw0Oy1Oup/OeVgyRjTbR
VLTIvDjdsbCONn9zzbR2DP9SZilTOutgl/HxhOekI2xVrMd4MOpbRmawLQErR
pW9g5IQgdYQVQXqqiMFimoVjuOuG5qt4h+7C8XvSNWNgXIPn6vafOZPx8bLb
tDJIG/AWEeHtvCO7t4kTzcd3Wm9JStueB71211JsRs21xZJ3Ules1g82rAja
YahiaKyuC6meLbrjVwiv64fDbe TiNvVCONDOBI1/DDW/M4Zt602YmzrYLKPPT
XTXrOrRgToXc1FFyh/DTcObdrrhixUiuGlyyMizjpmJ408bJKbl4/IHcqtOk
VOVO11dQiCNsglgFT1iOfZ7grnRIhk//0CnXzEY OAKz403K5s3hFxCudhn7x
i4VxuGTalcvKbURPKIEqQfFWJTBhxAwiJK6GjBytdDRTq9Zn+6p+NiicnLjVS
4gbmHBwO0gYe3CnRFRrcDsa/rqNoseOXW8WWRUOrsbZHIFrFvZIrVAQmMQhZEZ
KbkRPousw7CqqOXMRTmpw5Zn3ByZdQiyVSoEMY6eGIZUM5dJWd+TPDgJQtEX
eAgPIfBALAYTOT1QsLSwci3SROVVEpH62KQixql15WHPsAVAk)YR69gmBOrNH
Gbt34hI8wQ3eT0eXHC73Zrtty25T6vi0evBAHOKJKixvyBTu3h99kp7ulaln
auNewL1aB9mXO0gtnjudh3VbhPyx1Ho+0Treca49xB3T95DuBv2ZqDtmvO1Lt
MmOicudRvempdJox8DRTgjxDYT|Czni3It7nHRIwudfWBZuHXyi/Z6e GZF4;
yjcLPlIkm4lvir+UX02uvHQYBKFGoTU3I6YmgH820pgNO+jSmjWilO2/LQ8Ws
91XnKig3cgCmJsbWhs3D+IEL8p6TFI+Wpf2rddly+Jell X5Yd7gzwkrlIEOO
ptkUBr9ILGGR1L1j+amRH704n2NbhRxS42bnHzhdAo2aahKngsDc3SCurhin
UKTnrXiuJsixZhC4gJgaCHa98AG3d7uHWIb63VKq7PITrFIwWWJIXT7izmNghe
HDfgPPS+6rm7hjLcA4Xr\WTBZIM6B+t1Lap59ReK5YtQIzIQ0QtyBtuw4SOghb
eYd1lAluoJtkgEXW2rgpesJT8v5vs8NQxaRCeVVM6PHpwWKWJIUbx1gY1YBVEN4
3iCx951TF7+wWAT5Lz8PSsDwWOQZkZF+y5+sPhVIx/pQSLYyKL6QgKn5TGxsJRF
WtDtGTy91g8QgzIKgrk686VoGgflekwVcjVSbvSFDUQGbMYEIZ88pV+WTrSf
sR4ahbUq7h2ze/Afthui9HSJIV5GrPHM/qo10yZyavWF7QmFUeXFpbJUObaRzO
LboWuN3EA9WUIKnP1fgsFR5ZviRgDbdEiwdQMq2chybwlcUhe81eJl+oWVEOD
KZvXq4gd4alLCagd59aHnpkQTViL9GL7kYE1KnHypxqVX3uzSh8/WuouQdb+1
5uxIbaftMMSNcDjaLrfu2eibmirzt5e6Po900SYPg7MLioMpfk6g/WwADbEYrk
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OyMYPEN40mO0Syd3VwLcTA3dpo/p5wlficDk2wgjg94xu90nhHYOO0QNYyftB6v
OhDcU1AIOM3dwml1UF99KXUpoqL1m2HV7L0eNkVuKj2nUcEinkVMkgpGzg5xD
/cvRAKjm4gTI0Gr+Va5Pb01B7XUDxsjkU1mCM4fWRbFwOBmMvO8GkOd4sZGEl
jaLHtahS0gfxKnk1MKzBLcOMV/NUEbCNgbShObAZxNIg3cjntCCKXabNeEkS
heOngOamvHi5H7NjPPAuJyKID706blYEHGNNH6S3K+ghprFzZNmNfSROMFRal
RG6rya29d8bPLkXLa3nplkRTdMsoyazsxFKUO1/08atfUt0OfqQCnjDwyvCEk
RzEbDuDxTw+gbGTrAKMOI1LRTC1tPtMNNSpT3IsriB7LEudLhaFoWfvR{8Ily
aupUHhvWhWstVUSOGb+13nc8whCz5Bn0PUbAzc36QL5zrMmRaVj5hM6MZVKk
kZoD/wDDZxznrS4RzIn2faTd9fbiecndXI8RTjGblzdvScOaWtdkFz6Y MXWx
7czcX0IX7TFQRRrpVqd5S3zXK/dT1/uXfEK45Bruj+XmOjINDc3VsW1LdmiPM
Hj2ba/LNnasSi/3d6jiW+tKH/9loFLXI5+GEFzsIX/q9ngUhkwM4I12DG25€e9
4toF+mVioebkWhWyAOBNYeOEEIdIu01fljixVK+jFLeKLML3h89gZ23IqNeZ9
0l1HgkeXg8c85avU6ezjyLwgeG8JDA3a3pJe4uNY6jVnlOsTtC4NbxOO0jDbd
ohve5bb4YI[TOXPdzGHQOrkQSoYnZiF1mNGxO1DLVawaobivZ9230+h4dtJO
JRHeVQwWCDBUG3WY CjZx8JHRgMRrzFLU4ZOEH4pOmxklOB5bz1pT9/rG9X8nn
XLSFJ71bVczZVxmUO/JoTIJPE+BNZs8xCha3THIQjBytesWMXNmMWrtF6xePNv
MelpZSciMdgldazrKIQMOOtoPOn+0jnWE3UerCLV7tT1XxxfsMdB5Y3BXMS3
XHZ8Tp9nulatAfolejd5H2avUQMYsdtKvEdai8q3d+AS28BeSMcwW?21byRZH
E2RUphHqyuSVfubWFLt66 TyqVebcr+lYOtTzCNjjySw72saBoasl9obVC/aY LuNkUKtjrNpic7SDuGoVe6sMMTf1uSs3CN
bgAzpkmSMDO038UR5TEOg269BSDVUQT3yMHifUza2gKgIXiTfxsRxQ+z0OhBA
QbGmM6KFOsgPHD/T2vZuE4s4kqUW8M>5all8Cb2iLLse5rpl94HpcvhtwxKB5|G1lk+rShvisgwGRXm/okoQyl64B6t1z9
3BKj7Nz2Z/PXnRVXTpHMWhwtRGyJ5mKRMFgz1+8u7XKajhDkxB78MutgE1ms
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 X6LOVHOTX6ULRLtVLXtd65fzhJtmtoOl
XGrayRtY4bD1ey7PCOahU4yYy7B4JTpxK3tvx9CNmIioQiCfK4K+Bz20GZX0K
otDivJcO7xIZ63FtHz5gjullv4t41ZiDKX4+rRs/2+PUP8feU/ulquP6kOI8
WXSO0Es18YBNRWK56zG6zx6yEqM3pAZ/kiiN9Jj0C58gQycLIJOxf/ACKRb5GL
JUEt/CWrA4gMN/YMHsPcerG6bOVD3ddIIXai/c8eaeaf8N3b+OKT+IPjIW9n
uyUx3FA8TYZEpbInSUJKonJEfelJSNbbRsP2fdvnefinLD/H95Y MV X/9vwep
2/17f2iImIMdg229/QXhbMNNKKb625QZyiWgmRA6G6MrHS9LvC/wV4rLyzhY 6j/
Al/APur+ctUHmLmwuisTbNbNeqyLxUpHQgWOOIMCvRg1FnQwWE+dZBklydZgi
LQfikyFf/cuKACQHucTXaDKVGzwee5QLIxkVrNziHTo7leTISBghYQ+4aohP
LmTHwz3GFIxus7fF6+cORowGte2H+k/kBMWTKNELXx2Ro0jekOi3pRalhL3a4Xx
USmrljGddHFOjszswlZVS2Lky2748eupDTa0U8/73cl9Lzx42euk1rUvthxA
ihMgZ84zuKfQ1IH0ZS71Gs1ZKmJHCEoT/WC1DOSYA7tMje269mZWsRR+kxbs
NqCkMxf7QHgGt/wstLjxCIXv1v8ASHEFshPTZPHtVi4/3VWRY PIEe8xHtqM2
ZJHGksWOr5+fZ8/AIMix6 SwrDuP7K3VatwrXkAzdDG65v6NUg/m8CbmTVpC8
keMN+T133BDwka9BHNON/bYp03ABZDDIUTgj4uz2idmNfq+ZhtqZC8Vm9+PE
VxcTxdEm40PJWKPB3RFKYP4RciSWIshiVdqUQerycwfl6z3+AyohaRbO5Ux3
j4J+gFNmZzZaxkboplzg+7s8ViOqW7SAXVcub2bPtEVOI6PBUBSEKK1ZyyCIQ)j
al96yl6ZKeCVooONNnPQFT|DbLG1ZtqgGKMsfeCCL3ZGsyUcXtitUKLcYuQpN+
G3EmIticfEsXDgOKc/8AK|jJ+1YztiG/ISRORbQfalJixu7bS3lY8v+YP4udFa
3W12SrWnZRS9rsvECStbftCRaSUL1IBOHNLZxnAzb6eUVTVbRATRgOfKYHtOO0
LO7HedX50892m0QUi4n0O6uJPzqrVP//VFKZ4z8S5aJdQkrdjhbSQBTACQIuP
V+tEKgPHOva+VbW3WrPj8XFCshTakUhL3bUbuDWiRs1/JYeeyeHKP4fEEryD
vBLWo0b9evJKHVL800r+3xT3V0jZUb1Bm5I0OKU0K91y9W8XQKXqOEDsifd5mP
MvBAJOwu5S0OgzXHpUudpu9COEspDZC8xa6gl16rirHISSKhOr2VEjMs3FIzhf
IAVZI7PBUIgSNNJICZE3LFAFzJVB9qjy8al+40VXUQhQC6VS10rQvVvHrcYs
noaYvzePbPILdCIcfu3EpKjukJRWMvmbTp49XIVCrOnhg8Wjnryery9DAmy6
TGkf2sovmc9Y 1k8/DfMR8gAI6 Thdu8ylryqGxI720mcQkF6ZGZNn/qY5Lz5t
P3cWXUmMOtC5s5tI5SRKEPGrGSRoptXjVuelleuHVx8t38XJuaHYWi6mjgoSBC
WKKKINflgwgqUnrjoDRpRw6s+r6BKaNbs+ZWVTMTKnN4he6oRzNZrC9pgTU
CugqNfDd73H4huC8u8XQjo+UbA5/aPCDEX+MY6WwdWOhS3kFD9AkpCBuaLlw
X9eGio1z4Vmhg4rG5KDYkTy3JE7B4hFAI6ZWK/IJhWNtAhb1r3AMFOpWGUD/m
kRMGMZuqET0g/M9/grsyFh90mIJSNDG1YreFjJVQofMbh+7p0/K+Bg8cITCI
oFt6Hu3ha+t6YRvcBdFvPY1+NaOm2eDIL8PrMWcWaAlPzHcfOBtycA+ILuxJ
03eoyMhyVuXIhvu45JkYfLiIVNTXUGsZEVF5FpwBzKInFLzioW60JRHLWumP
JULNUONgKwKoVOnJLp4UTbadUth3wsA4env2IGOWONqgXpNWr8HGAEnWhYbd
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cJMoY9vR10gs2q3KJIs2Qf1lpsZQyZPIRCDg8Y5LV6S9e910KZvy801g90tg5QR
HVCRUwsjBC5mRxVCni5c+/m6zmUBFRBaJSXRD8LgVZaKaMhCOvu9XjDHgx6R
+kKx6RsUqTxHWv3S8sAz8KgTk5HPHz9qZBBkC2gDE2GQfv8Aa/HzY6dlotqz
X6ces5S7uNb8gbNyQXX1zgO32uReNQA9sCmQKiZddGf1elQ//9bOpDveEkWt
fKtxjewWRIifpKFYzmfOcRw1qdTakQjAlfMv6fgCVhHHbdCAUc+cGQgy4Rull
clOsPHXNGR30OgimMiWQSp5yhFThi+8UnrdGOUvb9u2rWiNMehFC2raOPbG4m
0jpZDcvwgfO20ztga6mhfoycnl6voEH|55vdvRiY7zqbe61q0O29bv9cRg+qy
C1mKdGOUtESgEcdSmVbtyFaAlHzxesxY7fDVRWV1EIbEyiEuTsO0ZDsRkGssl
78mPV/LUNJOZvM1JapOh+6QgPPA31hS+kx3UV8rseBX00O5XC2vI6wi8FdKpK
CVEysWTIvlI5iclt3JWurj3BVgHVdwGzARW5msI6wILuPPbRcdgJeEsmBEhU
axC22Ax0208nQo+l/Dx81eclUhv6ld1ltalaStLA1XOvp56dRagmObnS;6lgq
UU7NWHN5+zz7XWEwq5QzUOQjrblh3bf8AMohLSh3c++Giu6G2TTG2H2jkpdUB
HnkJgkSApJtIQXEnwZyUNwUN7qZzyX3EaO2pLw3Ilsom4BiodsTeW7btCVNZv
ROmsaB;GjOta7qwWjSmvJgqoG4nivucdb8wFn3r3ggZHUIVFAASNV1QtgTtNZ
5GFprijiromTSXawPFCE71h1hJMMO0altlix4LK3SEKkbMHMkU8Vn7tugPqd1l
uc22H2dLrMCbmQVw3EC5Le3qKW2bjkiahO5M4ITI60RSMEPGzW6ETClrwfE64
JADRhJTYibugYXxMQtRtxOw+iw0yfSCUgniZ800V4mOHzVzDuURVEmMyOSLeyH
y/lq7mtTdFjnPmFp6tfVk1lmzzoxYRtqSOTkn50LIaysNKSUIJMBLFTEG6IwlI1
zqyNnASUIjL54iYfihgFdKswwW/cslbT9b6 0cKGhwGg6HmM5ix7X/AECSV7XZ
UM29wtupZjXiDJSIRt3qsFTajz08Vctk5/RjtLRNwWWVMdw6sngz65a8/WVcD
VgRs20sJgVBxaEIN+54CqgDTVCJ4H8PHI5TzVbxsvuOPWMj8TmnTWTaOy1flp
JKQIOzTT2i0Yf2izS6fzPRj1FZf3StYUf4zH4ZHIRBrQVZxulTeyltp7ZIluP
3PHTbi/WxI/Qc9ZrzXgmzZkeQvIPtcVQ4fILk8/tRo8|EIf/ XzZEFLNkZM5kfh
4+mWXO0LOV39xRco9urhYA54TCWv4el/d4E6/f3ES5SIQVWRTrmLMgHwW8bwbIF
IK+/UNXWytI5KRxstZn7UDgholhEYot1s2TqghYuEgMtEtmEmdcOh3uoqZB|
MIPIPPOtYRHPQvrZLCG2TJff31ZznTgMEtZsal7Kw8U2FGsd1H3CyMknPjg6
oViIvaavWiBxQ3VJFyH4HOhQpIILSXD6ZzhMto6br+rL7P6ImBxuSMJoJjPcU
rMngDIVsFxVxj5mpXTAv1uCuuWgTQQIiUvuHfiRRcOH2zKXIOmvGutSaViz9q
HLNXsaxLqdYhfQxNak0qO9ocX5K1bgayUqYsgxGb6sgur7ItiWyzIH5eLCxV
UUEZDeJ64VXRx94tTZUCHpkJ4AnKNCehpC3GKn8PV6xelL2mpCA++Vn5EY25ZD
5ufc30HIBBEM1jPTXs1j7MmJyyBMOLIX3ci6rb9utx4138VUtMgW3ZkK X85z
/h4rJoFjG23btRZNAPhzMcWrIXG228aDAzBvcoUx29RA/NVapNYTp9AfaYJb
2PPx4hLy5dpNIpKGbWLAg4dWGtEIc0013R/LZPZ420/SdalLWkq7Qi+szL6tC
EY620seXjxKCSXUZS+KWIbW9IxXGzC5M+qWIHHLIGgeO/WBFJI6NFTZ/BwjuK6
VoNWyYZA18xHVKnmYrgh4UpCOfzx4hD//OMTWQGriZpXVJykPE6RadLh7FMRS
ThKsgqdOIOhud2xSrn+4vToLo0/f08nJzcdRKt9incL8BH1aH+hy4SxWA4AWLQQ
9EhEpSXSLQjTy6VIGpW]Ryp5M2jQrTo0acuXiwkv3vX8DPAPLXf82nQbQrQH
RpVoOEXpO0aeVXJ9/Jo0aF6NGTk9xatOj+7i8sVvaSIntTuMSOHBr3rmObjvG
hXoamnF25b6nQntTuFO0DgTRctVG/LfaFelSn/Swyq3VMOT2+BINIVRS0oSWg
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u5aVvVeWvI4w5y6HOj+6BOjlI0aTdP30X/DisnV/Wie3wCDBo7pyc7SrSHgs+jk
IwANnLgUW,|6TQcB6XIIndaBaXXkadKtPLo+DzcNotz9CJ7fAzKNAVLTVKLLrPvODI1TSbGIiJPKhJFT1rDhk1BGgaExcEKE6R00j91CIKCNaxJJ95S0pWry0px0
n7IDnm6amWnjj0t9PFeA3UbRIVSIGINCV6dK82+PMmnTzdHu5eTHPbhWuY/F
0ZAbir9Vvo5/6/Lpg/wCTCRDgXesg+TQrQHOWnNIXCH//Z

---=_linux45538841--

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by TCB on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 21:31:43 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

You know more about energy than | ever will, but from what | read clean energy

is way, way, way off as a viable replacement for hydrocarbons. Obviously

it's a great idea to get the ball rolling, for political and environmental

reasons, but it's going to be a long time. I'm also personally all for exploiting

domestic energy stores AS LONG AS THEY ARE TIED TO CONSERVATION PROGRAMS.
And they should be paid for by gas taxes so all the soccer moms | see driving

a Ford Explorer 'Osama Special' on I-95 will be footing the bill for their

largess.

As far as negotiating with terrorists, the US has no only negotiated with

terrorists before we have trained, paid, and provisioned terrorists all over

the world. Sometimes we trained actual insurgents (Nicaragua), sometimes
irregular state supported terrorists (El Salvador, Iran), sometimes actual

open state terror (Dominican Republic). Ironically, or tragically depending

on your opinion, Saddam was one of the bloodthirsty state mass murderers

we funded for a very long time and Osama (along with nearly every thug in
Afghanistan at one point or another) was greatly helped by US and US approved
Pakistani money and training. So we're fine with terrorists on a moral and
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practical level, and have treated with them constantly since at least WW
Il, we just don't like being the recipient of the terror.

TCB

"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
>trillions

>of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

>

>Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that vaulted

>them into the position they are in nowadays?
>

>>|t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that we need

>>a constant flow of mideast
>0il to keep our economy going.<
>

>| agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this back
>when we had the time to di something about it, especially upon having had

>ward publicly declared on this country by Al Qaeda. So what are we going
to
>do? Are the Democrats going to solve this? In order to do so, we need to

>pecome energy independent *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when

>all domestic energy options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted
oil
>and gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are

>proven* could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the table?
>

>I'm all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our economy is
15

>years away, at least. We don't have 15 years...especially with a party in

>power that is willing to negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign

>of weakness. They will be encouraged by this.
>

>

>Regards,

>

>DJ

>
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>

>"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>

>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>

>>>3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>>

>>>and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>>economy,

>>

>>>the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.
>>

>>>They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not
>>>effective,

>>

>>>the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>

>>

>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a half
>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with

>> trillions
>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we

>> have

>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of mideast
>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the danger
of

>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (

>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL influence

on

>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush

>> years.

>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.
>>

>>

>> "L ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion dollars
>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively

>> taking

>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United States.
>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>> savings,

>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even though
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>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More

>> than

>> any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically,
on

>> the kindness of strangers."

>>

>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>>

>> Gene

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by gene Lennon[3] on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 21:42:51 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"TCB" <nobody@ishere.com> wrote:

>

>|'ve spent the last few years working in one of the most successful money
>managing organizations in history, so | follow markets (willingly or not)
>on a daily basis. The petrodollar thing is just nonsense.

Then you should know...

You think the United States does not derive economic benefit from having
its currency serve as the dominant international reserve currency?

You think the big oil companies are in favor of the switch to euro based

of millions in PAC funds. It may only effect 0.5% - 8% of GDP but it will
have a far greater effect on major oil. Have you noticed that whatever is
good for major oil seems to be what good for America.

This is not just about Dems vs Repubs. Since Clinton's Marc Rich pardon,
Clinton has also found a place on my shit list.

Oil and money, money and oil.
Gene

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by TCB on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 22:00:39 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

It's a double edged sword. A stronger dollar makes imports cheaper for the
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US and makes anything we export more expensive to other countries. The US
government right now would like nothing more than to see the yuan stronger

v. the dollar to do _something__ to rectify the account deficit we have with
China. So it's not a one way deal.

Nobody an quantify what, if any, difference the 'petrodollar’ makes in the

relative strength of the dollar. | can say this, when markets get scared

and capital 'flight to quality' starts nobody loads up on assets in Nigeria

and Bolivia. | think that's because, as screwed up as our economy is sometimes,
we're still _by far_ the largest and most stable economy in the world. Here's

a fed chart for the dollar vs. G-10 currencies.

http://minneapolisfed.org/Research/data/us/charts/excl.cfm

which shows the dollar losing over 20% of its value over four years. No food
riots, no mass unemployment, nothing of the sort. Even if one assumes 10%
of the value of the dollar is from being a reserve currency (which is absurdly
high) that would put us back to being roughly where we were against G-10
currencies in 1997, which that chart uses as its 100 value.

TCB

"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSP.com> wrote:

>

>"TCB" <nobody@ishere.com> wrote:

>>

>>|'ve spent the last few years working in one of the most successful money
>>managing organizations in history, so | follow markets (willingly or not)
>>on a daily basis. The petrodollar thing is just nonsense.

>

>Then you should know...

>

>You think the United States does not derive economic benefit from having
>its currency serve as the dominant international reserve currency?

>

>You think the big oil companies are in favor of the switch to euro based

>of millions in PAC funds. It may only effect 0.5% - 8% of GDP but it will
>have a far greater effect on major oil. Have you noticed that whatever is
>good for major oil seems to be what good for America.

>This is not just about Dems vs Repubs. Since Clinton's Marc Rich pardon,
>Clinton has also found a place on my shit list.

>

>Q0il and money, money and oil.

>Gene

>
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Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jim[3] on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 22:05:25 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

I'm no economist, but what happens when the Chinese and/or Japanese decide
to cash in their bonds? Other than influence in our government, isn't the

only reason they don't now is because their economies depend on our fat ass
consumption of their products.

Doesn't it make sense that the day the US consumer is so in dept and broke
that they can no longer buy Asian products by the gazillion, they will no

longer have a reason to keep they're $$ here. Won't they just go prop someone
else's economy up. Then what?

"TCB" <nobody@ishere.com> wrote:

>

>|'ve spent the last few years working in one of the most successful money
>managing organizations in history, so | follow markets (willingly or not)

>on a daily basis. The petrodollar thing is just nonsense. The rest of what
>you say, about foreigners holding massive amounts of US debt, is true. |
>don't necessarily think it's all that much worse to have Japanese banks

hold

>that debt instead of US banks, and those banks are so internationalized

it

>might not make any difference. The real problem, though, is that we have
>that massive debt in the first place, no matter who holds it. And that debt
>is just our governmental debt, no the personal debt and interest only loans
>that have been written. But if tomorrow the Euro is used for some percentage
>of oil transactions the world won't end, and the US won't be massively changed.
>

>

>TCB

>

>"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote:

>>

>>"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>

>>>3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>>

>>>and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good economy,
>>

>>>the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.
>>

>>>They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not effective,
>>

>>>the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>

>>
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>>This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a half

>>0ld. The numbers are much worse now.

>>Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with trillions

>>0f dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we

have

>>placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of mideast

>>0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the danger

>of

>>working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. ( http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

on
>>our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush
years.

>>Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.
>>

>>

>>in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively

taking

>>most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United States.

>>The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with savings,
>>pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even though

>>the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More

than

>>any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically, on

>>

>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>>

>>Gene

>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by j-cron on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 22:13:06 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"TCB" <nobody@ishere.com> wrote in message news:45539b7c$1@linux...
'| bang Maria Sharapova.'

thats great

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by TCB on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 22:19:56 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message
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Remember, | agreed that all of the debt is bad. Whenever | hear republicans
complaining about how democrats tax everything too much | always think that's
preferable to running up trillions of dollars of debt. Which is what Bush

Il has done masterfully.

In the 'good old days' the idea of national debt was that it was held by

the public. So in essence the government borrowed from it's own citizens.
That hasn't been true for a long time, and yes, there is always more risk
with foreign ownership of that debt. Right now it's in the interests of all
parties to keep the US afloat. I think that will be true for a very, very

long time, so | file 'China shows up and demands cash of California’ in the
same risk folder as 'l get hit by meteor' and 'l bang Maria Sharapova.' But
yes, there is always some risk when so much national debt is held overseas,
but to me by far the greater problem is the debt itself, regardless of who
owns it.

And, by the way, whenever someone starts to tell you that the freemasons
or the trilateral commission or AIPAC really run the US government, keep
in mind that the house of Saud has close to a trillion of US treasuries they
keep here. That's just treasuries, not other investments and properties,
and so forth. I'd guess that gets some phone calls answered.

TCB

"Jim" <jp@nospam.com> wrote:

>

>I'm no economist, but what happens when the Chinese and/or Japanese decide
>to cash in their bonds? Other than influence in our government, isn't the
>only reason they don't now is because their economies depend on our fat
ass

>consumption of their products.

>

>Doesn't it make sense that the day the US consumer is so in dept and broke
>that they can no longer buy Asian products by the gazillion, they will

no

>longer have a reason to keep they're $$ here. Won't they just go prop someone
>else's economy up. Then what?

>

>

>"TCB" <nobody@ishere.com> wrote:

>>

>>|'ve spent the last few years working in one of the most successful money
>>managing organizations in history, so | follow markets (willingly or not)
>>0n a daily basis. The petrodollar thing is just nonsense. The rest of what
>>you say, about foreigners holding massive amounts of US debt, is true.

I

>>don't necessarily think it's all that much worse to have Japanese banks
>hold
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>>that debt instead of US banks, and those banks are so internationalized

>it

>>might not make any difference. The real problem, though, is that we have
>>that massive debt in the first place, no matter who holds it. And that

debt

>>is just our governmental debt, no the personal debt and interest only loans
>>that have been written. But if tomorrow the Euro is used for some percentage
>>0f oil transactions the world won't end, and the US won't be massively
changed.

>>

>>

>>TCB

>>

>>"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote:

>>>

>>>"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>

>>>>3, Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton destroyed,
>>>

>>>>and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good economy,
>>>

>>>>the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic challenge.
>>>

>>>>They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not effective,
>>>

>>>>the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>>

>>>

>>>This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a half
>>>0ld. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
trillions

>>>0f dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we
>have

>>>placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of mideast
>>>0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the danger
>>0f

>>>working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. ( http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>on

>>>our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush
>years.

>>>Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.
>>>

>>>

>>>in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively
>taking
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>>>most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United States.
>>>The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with savings,
>>>phought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even though
>>>the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More

>than

>>>any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically,

on

>>>

>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>>>

>>>Gene

>>>

>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by steve the artguy on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 23:39:47 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"TCB" <nobody@ishere.com> wrote:

>

>Remember, | agreed that all of the debt is bad. Whenever | hear republicans
>complaining about how democrats tax everything too much | always think that's
>preferable to running up trillions of dollars of debt. Which is what Bush

>[I has done masterfully.

>

>In the 'good old days' the idea of national debt was that it was held by

>the public. So in essence the government borrowed from it's own citizens.
>That hasn't been true for a long time, and yes, there is always more risk
>with foreign ownership of that debt. Right now it's in the interests of

all

>parties to keep the US afloat. | think that will be true for a very, very

>long time, so | file 'China shows up and demands cash of California’ in

the

>same risk folder as 'l get hit by meteor' and 'l bang Maria Sharapova.'

But

>yes, there is always some risk when so much national debt is held overseas,
>but to me by far the greater problem is the debt itself, regardless of who
>0owns it.

>

>And, by the way, whenever someone starts to tell you that the freemasons
>or the trilateral commission or AIPAC really run the US government, keep
>in mind that the house of Saud has close to a trillion of US treasuries

they

>keep here. That's just treasuries, not other investments and properties,
>and so forth. I'd guess that gets some phone calls answered.
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>TCB

Thad-

What would you say to this? | don't know who Mike Whitney is, but this seems
worth considering.

-steve

http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article15440.htm
The Dollar's Full-System Meltdown
By Mike Whitney

10/30/06 "Information Clearing House" -- -- The U.S. Dollar is kaput. Confidence
in the currency is eroding by the day.

banks in China, Japan, Taiwan, South Korea, and Hong Kong have channeled
immense foreign reserves into American government bonds, helping to prop

Indeed, the strategy has changed. The world has come to its senses and is
moving away from the green slip of paper that is currently mired in $8.3
trillion of debt.”

[..]

"According to the Wall Street Journal the Chinese Central-bank governor Zhou

presently have nearly $1 trillion in USD and US Treasuries."

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by TCB on Thu, 09 Nov 2006 23:49:55 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Mike Whitney is, how you say in eenglish? Blithering eejjit. | think he's

the source of a lot of this nonsense. He was pushing the Iranian oil exchange
as the end of the world as we know it a while back. Look at the Mpls. fed

chart. Our economy, and the world economy, have problems, but if we're going
down it won't be because some people start buying oil using euros.
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TCB

"steve the artguy" <artguy@somethingorother.net> wrote:

>

>"TCB" <nobody@ishere.com> wrote:

>>

>>Remember, | agreed that all of the debt is bad. Whenever | hear republicans
>>complaining about how democrats tax everything too much | always think
that's

>>preferable to running up trillions of dollars of debt. Which is what Bush
>>|I has done masterfully.

>>

>>|n the 'good old days' the idea of national debt was that it was held by
>>the public. So in essence the government borrowed from it's own citizens.
>>That hasn't been true for a long time, and yes, there is always more risk
>>with foreign ownership of that debt. Right now it's in the interests of

>all

>>parties to keep the US afloat. | think that will be true for a very, very
>>|long time, so | file ‘China shows up and demands cash of California’ in
>the

>>same risk folder as 'l get hit by meteor' and 'l bang Maria Sharapova.’
>But

>>yes, there is always some risk when so much national debt is held overseas,
>>put to me by far the greater problem is the debt itself, regardless of

who

>>0wns it.

>>

>>And, by the way, whenever someone starts to tell you that the freemasons
>>0r the trilateral commission or AIPAC really run the US government, keep
>>in mind that the house of Saud has close to a trillion of US treasuries
>they

>>keep here. That's just treasuries, not other investments and properties,
>>and so forth. I'd guess that gets some phone calls answered.

>>

>>TCB

>>

>

>

>Thad-

>

>What would you say to this? | don't know who Mike Whitney is, but this seems
>worth considering.

>

>-steve

>

>

>http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article15440.htm
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>
>The Dollar's Full-System Meltdown

>

>By Mike Whitney

>

>10/30/06 "Information Clearing House" -- -- The U.S. Dollar is kaput. Confidence
>in the currency is eroding by the day.

>

intentions

>banks in China, Japan, Taiwan, South Korea, and Hong Kong have channeled
>immense foreign reserves into American government bonds, helping to prop

strategy

>

>Indeed, the strategy has changed. The world has come to its senses and is
>moving away from the green slip of paper that is currently mired in $8.3
>trillion of debt."

>[ .

>"According to the Wall Street Journal the Chinese Central-bank governor
Zhou

>presently have nearly $1 trillion in USD and US Treasuries."
>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by DJ on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 02:16:40 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

>|OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a perception
>that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not smart enough
to be running foreign policy.<

perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and we are
now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm predicting that we
are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and that it will come as a

result iof an intelligence failure due to democrats restricting the ability

of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm wrong.

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45538a31@linux...
>

> I'm referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or not

> pleasing terrorists.
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>

> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a perception
> that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not smart enough to
> be running foreign policy.

>

> In individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy and
> negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who lets

> themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

>

> Tony Benson wrote:

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:455374c4@linux...
>>

>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few

>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>>

>> Jamie,

>>

>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over 3,000

>> innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo jet into our
>> Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some passengers, almost
>> flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital Building? Those wacky
>> terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president over in Iran who wants to

>> "wipe Isreal from the face of the planet". You know, the one enriching

>> all the uranium. | disagree with plenty of the Republicans and the

>> Presidents actions, policies, etc., but being tough with terroists is one

>> area we can't waiver. These people want to kill us. I'm affraid nothing

>> short of a few smuggled in soviet nukes going off is going to make this
>> clear to people. Too bad it'll be too late at that point. Sorry for the

>> drama, but this one thing more than any other scares me sick.

>>

>> Tony

>>

>>> DJ wrote:

>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
>>>> trillions

>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

>>>>

>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that

>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?

>>> Nixon.

>>>

>>>

Page 102 of 221 ---- Generated from The PAR S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that we
>>>>> need a constant flow of mideast

>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

>>>>

>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this
>>>> pback when we had the time to di something about it,

>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there was no
>>> problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan, Bushl,
>>> Clinton, Bush2).

>>>

>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

>>>

>>>

>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country by Al
>>>> Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going to solve
>>>> this? In order to do so, we need to become energy independent *as
>>>> in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all domestic energy
>>>> options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil and gas

>>>> reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are proven*
>>>> could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the table?

>>>>

>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our economy
>>>> is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15 years...especially with a
>>>> party in power that is willing to negotiate with terrorists, which to

>>>> them is a sign of weakness. They will be encouraged by this.

>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time for
>>> petter policies to help, as you say.

>>>

>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few

>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>>>

>>> Cheers,

>>> -Jamie

>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>

>>>

>>>> Regards,

>>>>

>>>> DJ

>>>>

>>>>

>>>> "Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>>>>> economy,
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>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not
>>>>>> effective,

>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>>>>>>

>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a
>>>>> half

>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
>>>>> trillions

>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we
>>>>> have

>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>> mideast

>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>> danger of

>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (

>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL influence
>>>>> 0N

>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush
>>>>> years.

>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.
>>>>>

>>>>>

>>>>> "Last year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>> dollars

>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively
>>>>> taking

>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United

>>>>> States.

>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>>>>> savings,

>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even
>>>>> though

>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More
>>>>> than

>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically,
>>>>> 0N

>>>>> the kindness of strangers."

>>>>>

>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>>>>>

>>>>> Gene

>>>>>

>>
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Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 06:29:57 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong before
so there's reason to hope. ;)

The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times
before this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will probably
have been planned before this election.

But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell you
it's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still logic and
there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't want to face
the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered policy and

action by whoever's not being scapegoated.

We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame
BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes you
feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for
contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of

blame to go around through many administrations in both major parties -
for those times we're in a blaming mood.

For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
assumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is
presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in BOTH
major parties AND the minor parties.

There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the
threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll

get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and
maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which
has hardly been flawless.

Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by
terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure
spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just
maybe, we're better than that.

The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and choose
from the widest array of effective options.

Cheers,
-Jamie
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www.JamieKrutz.com

DJ wrote:

>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a perception

>> that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not smart enough

> to be running foreign policy.<

>

> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and we are

> now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm predicting that we
> are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and that it will come as a

> result iof an intelligence failure due to democrats restricting the ability

> of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm wrong.

>

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45538a31@Ilinux...
>> I'm referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or not

>> pleasing terrorists.

>>

>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a perception

>> that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not smart enough to
>> be running foreign policy.

>>

>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy and

>> negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who lets

>> themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>>

>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:455374c4@linux...
>>>

>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>>> Jamie,

>>>

>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over 3,000
>>> innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo jet into our
>>> Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some passengers, almost
>>> flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital Building? Those wacky
>>> terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president over in Iran who wants to
>>> "wipe Isreal from the face of the planet”. You know, the one enriching
>>> all the uranium. | disagree with plenty of the Republicans and the

>>> Presidents actions, policies, etc., but being tough with terroists is one
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>>> area we can't waiver. These people want to kill us. I'm affraid nothing
>>> short of a few smuggled in soviet nukes going off is going to make this
>>> clear to people. Too bad it'll be too late at that point. Sorry for the

>>> drama, but this one thing more than any other scares me sick.

>>>

>>> Tony

>>>

>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
>>>>> trillions

>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

>>>>>

>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that
>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?

>>>> Nixon.

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that we
>>>>>> need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

>>>>>

>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this
>>>>> pack when we had the time to di something about it,

>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there was no
>>>> problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan, Bushl,
>>>> Clinton, Bush2).

>>>>

>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country by Al
>>>>> Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going to solve
>>>>> this? In order to do so, we need to become energy independent *as
>>>>> jn..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all domestic energy
>>>>> options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil and gas

>>>>> reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are proven*
>>>>> could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the table?

>>>>>

>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our economy
>>>>> s 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15 years...especially with a
>>>>> party in power that is willing to negotiate with terrorists, which to
>>>>> them is a sign of weakness. They will be encouraged by this.

>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time for
>>>> petter policies to help, as you say.

>>>>

>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few

>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>>>>
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>>>> Cheers,

>>>> -Jamie

>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>> Regards,

>>>>>

>>>>> DJ

>>>>>

>>>>>

>>>>> "Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>"DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>>>>>> economy,

>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not
>>>>>>> effective,

>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>S>>5>5>>>

>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a
>>>>>> half

>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
>>>>>> trillions

>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that we
>>>>>> have

>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (

>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL influence
>>>>>> 0n

>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the Bush
>>>>>> years.

>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and Halliburton.
>>>>>>

>>>>>>

>>>>>>"| ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is effectively
>>>>>> taking

>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United
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>>>>>> States.

>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>>>>>> savings,

>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even
>>>>>> though

>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value. More
>>>>>> than

>>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends, economically,
>>>>>> 0n

>>>>>> the kindness of strangers."

>>>>>>

>>>>>> http://'www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>>>>>>

>>>>>> Gene

>S>S>5>5>>

>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by DJ on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 08:41:46 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

> like overcompensating insecure

spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just maybe,
we're better than that.

and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you can die
by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or you can face
reality, deal with it for the time being and have something left to argue
over once the dust clears.

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45541a10@linux...
>

> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong before so
> there's reason to hope. ;»)

>

> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times

> before this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will probably

> have been planned before this election.

>

> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell you

> it's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still logic and

> there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't want to face

> the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered policy and action

> by whoever's not being scapegoated.
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>

> We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican

> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame BOTH
> the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes you feel

> petter, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>

> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for

> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of

> blame to go around through many administrations in both major parties -

> for those times we're in a blaming mood.

>

> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the

> assumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is

> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in BOTH

> major parties AND the minor parties.

>

> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the threat

> and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll get some

> further options on the table now to meet this threat, and maybe, just

> maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which has hardly been
> flawless.

>

> Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by terrorists

> into strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure spendthrift

> fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed abject fear -

> |OW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just maybe, we're better
> than that.

>

> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and choose

> from the widest array of effective options.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

> DJ wrote:

>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a perception
>>> that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not smart enough
>> to be running foreign policy.<

>>

>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and we

>> are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm predicting
>> that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and that it will

>> come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to democrats restricting

>> the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm wrong.

>>

>>
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>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45538a31@linux...
>>> |'m referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or not
>>> pleasing terrorists.

>>>

>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a perception
>>> that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not smart enough
>>> to be running foreign policy.

>>>

>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy and
>>> negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who lets
>>> themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

>>>

>>> Cheers,

>>> -Jamie

>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>

>>>

>>>

>>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

>>>>

>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>>>> Jamie,

>>>>

>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over 3,000
>>>> innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo jet into
>>>> our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some passengers,
>>>> almost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital Building? Those
>>>> wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president over in Iran who wants
>>>> to "wipe Isreal from the face of the planet”. You know, the one

>>>> enriching all the uranium. | disagree with plenty of the Republicans
>>>> and the Presidents actions, policies, etc., but being tough with

>>>> terroists is one area we can't waiver. These people want to kill us.
>>>> |'m affraid nothing short of a few smuggled in soviet nukes going off
>>>> s going to make this clear to people. Too bad it'll be too late at

>>>> that point. Sorry for the drama, but this one thing more than any other
>>>> scares me sick.

>>>>

>>>> Tony

>>>>

>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
>>>>>> trillions

>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

>>>>>>

>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that
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>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?

>>>>> Nixon.

>>>>>

>>>>>

>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that
>>>>>>> we need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

>>5>>>>

>>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this
>>>>>> pack when we had the time to di something about it,

>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there was
>>>>> no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan,
>>>>> Bushl, Clinton, Bush2).

>>>>>

>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

>>>>>

>>5>>>

>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country by
>>>>>> Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going to
>>>>>> solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy independent
>>>>>> *gs in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all domestic energy
>>>>>> options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil and gas

>>>>>> reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are

>>>>>> proven* could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the
>>>>>> table?

>>>>>>

>>>>>> |I'm all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15

>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to negotiate
>>>>>> with terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness. They will be
>>>>>> encouraged by this.

>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time for
>>>>> petter policies to help, as you say.

>>>>>

>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>>>>>

>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>

>>>>>

>>>>>> Regards,

>>5>>>>

>>>>>> DJ

>>>>5>>

>>>>5>>

>>>>>> "Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
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>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>>>>>>> economy,

>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not
>>>>>>>> effective,

>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>S>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a
>>>>>>> half

>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that
>>>>>>> we have

>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (

>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>> influence on

>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the
>>>>>>> Bush years.

>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>> Halliburton.

S>>5>5>>>

S>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> "Last year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United
>>>>>>> States.

>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>>>>>>> savings,

>>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even
>>>>>>> though

>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value.
>>>>>>> More than

>>>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends,

>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers.”
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>S>>>>>>
>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> (Gene

>>>>>>>

>>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 10:02:10 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

DJ wrote:

>>Jamie wrote:

>> like overcompensating insecure

> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed

> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just maybe,
> we're better than that.

>

> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you can die
> by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or you can face
> reality, deal with it for the time being and have something left to argue

> over once the dust clears.

Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored world.

Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning and
forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from me

on that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of

confusing it with unhealthy fear.

It's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient
thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for
sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to
enslave.

"...the only thing we have to fear is fear itself* FDR in another context.

At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't
agree with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to
potential threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at
best. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.

It's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better
ideas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and our
planet achieve peace.
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The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That may
be one message of this election.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45541a10@linux...
>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong before so
>> there's reason to hope. ;")

>>

>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times
>> pefore this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will probably

>> have been planned before this election.

>>

>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell you

>> jt's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still logic and

>> there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't want to face

>> the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered policy and action

>> by whoever's not being scapegoated.

>>

>> We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame BOTH
>> the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes you feel

>> petter, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>>

>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for

>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of

>> plame to go around through many administrations in both major parties -
>> for those times we're in a blaming mood.

>>

>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
>> assumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is

>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in BOTH

>> major parties AND the minor parties.

>>

>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the threat
>> and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll get some

>> further options on the table now to meet this threat, and maybe, just

>> maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which has hardly been
>> flawless.

>>

>> Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by terrorists
>> jnto strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure spendthrift
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>> fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed abject fear -
>> |OW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just maybe, we're better
>> than that.

>>

>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and choose
>> from the widest array of effective options.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>> DJ wrote:

>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a perception
>>>> that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not smart enough
>>> to be running foreign policy.<

>>>

>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and we
>>> are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm predicting
>>> that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and that it will

>>> come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to democrats restricting
>>> the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm wrong.

>>>

>>>

>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45538a31@linux...
>>>> |'m referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or not
>>>> pleasing terrorists.

>>>>

>>>> |[OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a perception
>>>> that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not smart enough
>>>> to be running foreign policy.

>>>>

>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy and
>>>> negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who lets
>>>> themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

>>>>

>>>> Cheers,

>>>> -Jamie

>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>

>>>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

>>>>>

>>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
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>>>>> Jamie,

>>>>>

>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over 3,000
>>>>> innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo jet into
>>>>> our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some passengers,
>>>>> almost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital Building? Those
>>>>> wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president over in Iran who wants
>>>>> to "wipe Isreal from the face of the planet”. You know, the one

>>>>> enriching all the uranium. | disagree with plenty of the Republicans
>>>>> and the Presidents actions, policies, etc., but being tough with

>>>>> terroists is one area we can't waiver. These people want to kill us.
>>>>> |'m affraid nothing short of a few smuggled in soviet nukes going off
>>>>> |s going to make this clear to people. Too bad it'll be too late at

>>>>> that point. Sorry for the drama, but this one thing more than any other
>>>>> scares me sick.

>>>>>

>>>>> Tony

>>5>>>

>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up with
>>>>>>> trillions

>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

>S>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that
>>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?

>>>>>> Nixon.

>>>>5>>

>>>>5>>

>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that
>>>>>>>> we need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>>>> (il to keep our economy going.<

S>S>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> | gagree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this
>>>>>>> pack when we had the time to di something about it,

>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there was
>>>>>> no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan,
>>>>>> Bushl, Clinton, Bush?2).

>>5>>>>

>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

>S>>>>>

>S>5>>>>

>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country by
>>>>>>> Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Demaocrats going to
>>>>>>> solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy independent
>>>>>>> *3g in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all domestic energy
>>>>>>> options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil and gas
>>>>>>> reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are
>>>>>>> proven* could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the
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>>>>>>> table?

>S5>5>>>>

>>>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15

>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to negotiate
>>>>>>> Wwith terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness. They will be
>>>>>>> encouraged by this.

>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time for
>>>>>> petter policies to help, as you say.

>>>>5>>

>>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>S>>>>>

>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>5>>>>

>S5>>>>

>>>>>>> Regards,

>SS>5>>>>

>>>>>>> DJ

>S5>5>5>>>

>S>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a good
>>>>>>>>> economy,

>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not
>>>>>>>>> effective,

>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

SS>5>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and a
>>>>>>>> half

>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough that
>>>>>>>> we have

>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (
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>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>>> influence on

>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the
>>>>>>>> Bush years.

>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>>> Halliburton.

>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> "Last year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United
>>>>>>>> States.

>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>>>>>>>> savings,

>>>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even
>>>>>>>> though

>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value.
>>>>>>>> More than

>>>>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends,
>>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers.”

>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> Gene

>S>>>>>>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by DJ on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 15:42:57 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

>Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for
sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to
enslave.<

Ask any military planner and he will tell you that without the weapons to do
the job he will not be able to do it.

"...the only thing we have to fear is fear itself* FDR in another context.
This was from Roosevelts first inagural and referred to an economic

depression. He was trying to keep people from withdrawing their money from
the banks. He certainly wasn't talking about a shooting war/spies and
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sabatoeurs.

>At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't agree
>with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to potential
>threats. <

It would be inaccurate to imply that wars have not *always* required great
sacrifices from the citizenry of the respective combatants.

>Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at
best. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.<

| agree 100%. It seems that half the folks in this country believe we are in

a war, the other half don't. This is a sure recipe for disaster, especially

in a war with an enemy who uses our own laws against us. To ignore this in
an era where one person with a bomb can wipe out an entire city is a recipe
for disaster on an unimaginable scale.

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45544bcc@linux...
>

> DJ wrote:

> >>Jamie wrote:

>>> like overcompensating insecure

>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just

>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>

>> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you can
>> die by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or you
>> can face reality, deal with it for the time being and have something left
>> to argue over once the dust clears.

>

> Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored world.
>

> Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning and
> forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from me on
> that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of

> confusing it with unhealthy fear.

>

> |t's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient

> thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

>

> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for sound
> policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to enslave.

>

>"...the only thing we have to fear is fear itself" FDR in another context.
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>

> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't agree
> with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to potential

> threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at best. And

> dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.

>

> |t's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better

> ideas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and our

> planet achieve peace.

>

> The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That may

> be one message of this election.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

>

>>

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45541a10@linux...
>>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong before
>>> 50 there's reason to hope. ;)

>>>

>>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times
>>> pefore this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will probably
>>> have been planned before this election.

>>>

>>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell you
>>> jt's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still logic and

>>> there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't want to face
>>> the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered policy and

>>> action by whoever's not being scapegoated.

>>>

>>> We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
>>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame
>>> BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes you
>>> feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>>>

>>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for

>>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of

>>> plame to go around through many administrations in both major parties -
>>> for those times we're in a blaming mood.

>>>

>>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
>>> assumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is

>>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in BOTH
>>> major parties AND the minor parties.
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>>>

>>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the

>>> threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll

>>> get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and

>>> maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which
>>> has hardly been flawless.

>>>

>>> Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by

>>> terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure
>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just

>>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>>

>>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and choose
>>> from the widest array of effective options.

>>>

>>> Cheers,

>>> -Jamie

>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>

>>>

>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a

>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not
>>>>> smart enough

>>>> to be running foreign policy.<

>>>>

>>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and we
>>>> are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm

>>>> predicting that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and
>>>> that it will come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to

>>>> democrats restricting the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm

>>>> wrong.

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>> news:45538a31@linux...

>>>>> |'m referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or
>>>>> not pleasing terrorists.

>>>>>

>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a

>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not
>>>>> gmart enough to be running foreign policy.

>>>>>

>>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy
>>>>> and negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who
>>>>> |lets themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

>>>>>
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>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>

>>>>>

>>>>>

>>>>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

>>>>>>

>>>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>>>>>> Jamie,

>S>5>>>>

>>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over 3,000
>>>>>> jnnocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo jet into
>>>>>> our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some passengers,
>>>>>> glmost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital Building?
>>>>>> Those wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president over in Iran
>>>>>> who wants to "wipe Isreal from the face of the planet”. You know, the
>>>>>> one enriching all the uranium. | disagree with plenty of the

>>>>>> Republicans and the Presidents actions, policies, etc., but being
>>>>>> tough with terroists is one area we can't waiver. These people want
>>>>>> to kill us. I'm affraid nothing short of a few smuggled in soviet
>>>>>> nukes going off is going to make this clear to people. Too bad it'll
>>>>>> pe too late at that point. Sorry for the drama, but this one thing
>>>>>> more than any other scares me sick.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> Tony

>>>>>>

>>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

>S>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that
>>>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?

>>>>>>> Nixon.

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that
>>>>>>>>> we need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>>>>> 0ll to keep our economy going.<

>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this
>>>>>>>> pack when we had the time to di something about it,

>>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there was
>>>>>>> no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan,
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>>>>>>> Bushl, Clinton, Bush?2).

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country
>>>>>>>> py Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going to
>>>>>>>> solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy independent
>>>>>>>> *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all domestic
>>>>>>>> energy options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil and
>>>>>>>> gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are
>>>>>>>> proven* could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the
>>>>>>>> table?

S>>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
>>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15

>>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to
>>>>>>>> negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness.
>>>>>>>> They will be encouraged by this.

>>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time for
>>>>>>> petter policies to help, as you say.

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> Regards,

S>>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>> DJ

SS>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon” <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a
>>>>>>>>>> good economy,

>>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not
>>>>>>>>>> effective,

>>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

S>>>>>>>>>
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>>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and
>>>>>>>>> g half

>>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough
>>>>>>>>> that we have

>>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (
>>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>>>> influence on

>>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the
>>>>>>>>> Bush years.

>>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>>>> Halliburton.

>S>>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> "| ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United
>>>>>>>>> States.

>>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>>>>>>>>> savings,

>>>>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even
>>>>>>>>> though

>>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value.
>>>>>>>>> More than

>>>>>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends,
>>>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers.”

S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> Gene

>S>>>>>>>>

>>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 17:27:14 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message
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DJ wrote:

>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for

> sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to

> enslave.<

>

> Ask any military planner and he will tell you that without the weapons to do
> the job he will not be able to do it.

No one has advocated military disarmament in this thread.

My point is that it's important to operate from a position of strength
derived from rational planning, rather than fear-based, panicked,
knee-jerk responses, the latter being open to direct manipulation by
terrorists (and by self-serving politicians, for that matter). Can we
not agree on that?

> "...the only thing we have to fear is fear itself" FDR in another context.

>

> This was from Roosevelts first inagural and referred to an economic

> depression. He was trying to keep people from withdrawing their money from
> the banks. He certainly wasn't talking about a shooting war/spies and

> sabatoeurs.

Exactly, and | noted the different context. However the quote is germane.
Speaking of ex-presidents and war, Eisenhower said this:

"This conjunction of an immense military establishment and a large arms
industry is new in the American experience. The total
influence-economic, political, even spiritual-is felt in every city,

every state house, every office of the Federal government. We recognize
the imperative need for this development. Yet we must not fail to
comprehend its grave implications. Our toil, resources and livelihood

are all involved; so is the very structure of our society.

In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of
unwarranted influence, whether sought or unsought, by the
military-industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of
misplaced power exists and will persist.

We must never let the weight of this combination endanger our liberties
or democratic processes. We should take nothing for granted only an
alert and knowledgeable citizenry can compel the proper meshing of huge
industrial and military machinery of defense with our peaceful methods
and goals, so that security and liberty may prosper together."
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>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't agree
>> with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to potential
>> threats. <

OK, we agree on that, right?

> |t would be inaccurate to imply that wars have not *always* required great
> sacrifices from the citizenry of the respective combatants.

Right, no one has advocated a sacrifice-free response in this thread.
Although our current president and congress have actively worked to make
it seem like little sacrifice has been required by, for the first time

in history (correct me if I'm wrong), cutting taxes in time of war. Of

course this only delays the sacrifice a generation or two.

We should, however, be very aware and careful to not sacrifice the
essence of American freedom and human rights to the altar of terrorism.

>> Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at
> pest. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.<
>

> | agree 100%. It seems that half the folks in this country believe we are in

Then we can be united despite our differences. Like a composite material
with fibers in different layers running in different directions we can
be bonded together, stronger for our union. ")

IOW, it's OK that we sometimes think differently, as long as we listen
to each other, respect each other and can consider each other's
viewpoints. We can draw on all of our strengths to innovate workable
solutions.

> a war, the other half don't. This is a sure recipe for disaster, especially

> in a war with an enemy who uses our own laws against us. To ignore this in
> an era where one person with a bomb can wipe out an entire city is a recipe
> for disaster on an unimaginable scale.

The price of freedom is eternal vigilance. We must defend BOTH against a
crafty enemy AND against those who would sacrifice the ideals and
freedoms of our country. We must not lose the war in order to win the
battle. And we must not lose that battle.

We must choose paths that serve both our citizens and the people of the
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world, not those that best serve the military industrial complexes of

the world's nations, nor the short term interests of short-sighted
international corporations, nor the power ambitions of a any obsessive
wannabe despots. This will take leadership in a style not seen for quite
a while in these patrts.

Fear-based thinking on either side of a conflict props up illegitimate
power.

This is among the top dangers of major aspects of our current course.
While trying to appear "not weak" we run the risk of making it easy for
those against us to use our missteps, missed opportunities and
overreactions to literally scare up more and more followers.

As part of a well considered and comprehensive defense, we must
interrupt this dynamic. To not do so would be to fight with one arm tied
behind our back.

We need to think very long term, we need to look at alleviating root
causes of conflict and we need to consider the best interests of the
nations and citizens involved. As long as we don't, we are fighting
without a complete defense and we are in danger of blundering into trap
after trap, draining our resources and weakening our position.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45544bcc@linux...
>> DJ wrote:

>>>> Jamie wrote:

>>>> |ike overcompensating insecure

>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just

>>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>>

>>> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you can
>>> die by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or you

>>> can face reality, deal with it for the time being and have something left
>>> to argue over once the dust clears.

>> Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored world.
>>

>> Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning and
>> forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from me on
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>> that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of

>> confusing it with unhealthy fear.

>>

>> |t's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient

>> thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

>>

>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for sound
>> policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to enslave.

>>

>>"..the only thing we have to fear is fear itself" FDR in another context.

>>

>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't agree
>> with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to potential

>> threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at best. And

>> dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.

>>

>> |t's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better

>> jdeas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and our
>> planet achieve peace.

>>

>> The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That may

>> be one message of this election.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>>

>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45541a10@linux...
>>>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong before
>>>> g0 there's reason to hope. ;?)

>>>>

>>>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times
>>>> pefore this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will probably
>>>> have been planned before this election.

>>>>

>>>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell you
>>>> jt's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still logic and

>>>> there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't want to face
>>>> the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered policy and

>>>> gction by whoever's not being scapegoated.

>>>>

>>>> \We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
>>>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame
>>>> BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes you
>>>> feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>>>>
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>>>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for

>>>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of

>>>> plame to go around through many administrations in both major parties -
>>>> for those times we're in a blaming mood.

>>>>

>>>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
>>>> gassumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is

>>>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in BOTH
>>>> major parties AND the minor parties.

>>>>

>>>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the

>>>> threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll
>>>> get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and

>>>> maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which
>>>> has hardly been flawless.

>>>>

>>>> Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by

>>>> terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure
>>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just
>>>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>

>>>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and choose
>>>> from the widest array of effective options.

>>>>

>>>> Cheers,

>>>> -Jamie

>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>

>>>>

>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not
>>>>>> smart enough

>>>>> t0 be running foreign policy.<

>>>>>

>>>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and we
>>>>> are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm
>>>>> predicting that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and
>>>>> that it will come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to

>>>>> democrats restricting the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm
>>>>> wrong.

>>>>>

>>>>>

>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>> news:45538a31@linux...

>>>>>> |I'm referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or
>>>>>> not pleasing terrorists.
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>5>>>>

>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not
>>>>>> gmart enough to be running foreign policy.

>S>>>>>

>>>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy
>>>>>> and negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who
>>>>>> |ets themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>S>>>>>

>S>5>>>>

>S>>>5>>

>>>>>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

>S5>5>3>>>

>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>>>>>>> Jamie,

>S>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over 3,000
>>>>>>> jnnocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo jet into
>>>>>>> our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some passengers,
>>>>>>> almost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital Building?
>>>>>>> Those wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president over in Iran
>>>>>>> who wants to "wipe Isreal from the face of the planet”. You know, the
>>>>>>> one enriching all the uranium. | disagree with plenty of the

>>>>>>> Republicans and the Presidents actions, policies, etc., but being
>>>>>>> tough with terroists is one area we can't waiver. These people want
>>>>>>> to Kill us. I'm affraid nothing short of a few smuggled in soviet
>>>>>>> nukes going off is going to make this clear to people. Too bad it'll
>>>>>>> pe too late at that point. Sorry for the drama, but this one thing
>>>>>>> more than any other scares me sick.

>SS>5>>>>

>>>>>>> Tony

>S5>5>>>>

>>>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>> Wwith trillions

>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that
>>>>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?

>>>>>>>> Nixon.

S>>5>5>>5>>
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SS>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that
>>>>>>>>>> we need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this
>>>>>>>>> pack when we had the time to di something about it,

>>>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there was
>>>>>>>> no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan,
>>>>>>>> Bushl, Clinton, Bush2).

S5>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

S>>5>5>>5>>

S>>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country
>>>>>>>>> hy Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going to
>>>>>>>>> solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy independent
>>>>>>>>> *gs in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all domestic
>>>>>>>>> energy options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil and
>>>>>>>>> gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are
>>>>>>>>> proven* could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the
>>>>>>>>> table?

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> |I'm all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
>>>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15

>>>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to

>>>>>>>>> negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness.
>>>>>>>>> They will be encouraged by this.

>>>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time for
>>>>>>>> petter policies to help, as you say.

S>>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
SS>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

SS>5>5>>>>

SS>5>5>>>>

>>>>>>>>> Regards,

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>S>S>>>>>>> DJ

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon” <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
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>>>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a
>>>>>>>>>>> good economy,

>>>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not
>>>>>>>>>>> effective,

>>>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

S>S>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and
>>>>>>>>>> g half

>>>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough
>>>>>>>>>> that we have

>>>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>>>>>> (il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (
>>>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>>>>> influence on

>>>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the
>>>>>>>>>> Bush years.

>>>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>>>>> Halliburton.

S>>S>>>>>>>

S>S>S>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> "L ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>>>>>> jn the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United
>>>>>>>>>> States.

>>>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>>>>>>>>>> savings,

>>>>>>>>>> hought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even
>>>>>>>>>> though

>>>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value.
>>>>>>>>>> More than

>>>>>>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends,
>>>>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers.”

S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
SSS>5>5>5>5>>>
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>S>>>>>>>>> Gene
SSSS5>5>5>5>>>

>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by DJ on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 17:36:16 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

this is the 800Ib gorilla to be sure, but as far as Franklin oes, would he

have advocated exercisingone's freedom to walk into a plague infested area,
simply because it is ones' right to travel freely? Sure, you can do it.and

you will likely die. What we are facing is much more akin to a plague than
any conventional threat and it should be treated like one. In order to do

this it must be detected and prevented. the only way to do this is by

forensic means..but this particular plague has intelligence so letting it

know what you are doing to prevent it will cause it to mutate much faster
and more effectively than any microbe could ever do.

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4554d628@linux...
>

> DJ wrote:

> >> No one has advocated military disarmament in this thread.

> >

> > <snip>

> >> We should, however, be very aware and careful to not sacrifice the
essence

> >> of American freedom and human rights to the altar of terrorism.

> >>

> >

> >

> > The patriot act and NSA wiretaps (immediate-no ***ing around trying to
geta

> > warrant when you don't even know what you're really looking to find) are
the

> > weapons I'm talking about here. It'sd a shame but our laws in this
respect

> > have become our enemy's weapon. In order to deprive him of it, we must
> > sacrifice it.

>

> There are elements of the Patriot act; our move toward justifying

> torture; and aspects to wholesale wiretapping of American citizens that

> are very unamerican IMO.

>

> We must be extremely careful that we do not permanently lose our place
> in history as a great step forward in personal freedom and opportunity.

> Either by some nutcase reducing St. Louis to a nuclear wasteland or by
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> some other nutcase legislating away our core ideals. | don't care how

> sincere the nutcase, those are both extremely damaging actions to America.
>

> This is not an easy problem, so we need every viable idea on the table

> and we need to come together with respect. And we need to remember:

>

> "Those who would give up Essential Liberty to purchase a little

> Temporary Safety, deserve neither Liberty nor Safety." -Ben Franklin.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com
>

>

> >

> > "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4554b420@linux...
> >> DJ wrote:

> >>>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for

> >>> sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way

to

> >>> enslave.<

> >>>

> >>> Ask any military planner and he will tell you that without the weapons
to

> >>> do the job he will not be able to do it.

> >> No one has advocated military disarmament in this thread.

> >>

> >> My point is that it's important to operate from a position of strength

> >> derived from rational planning, rather than fear-based, panicked,

> >> knee-jerk responses, the latter being open to direct manipulation by

> >> terrorists (and by self-serving politicians, for that matter). Can we

not

> >> aggree on that?

> >>

> >>

> >>

> >>> " the only thing we have to fear is fear itself" FDR in another

> >>> context.

> >>>

> >>> This was from Roosevelts first inagural and referred to an economic
> >>> depression. He was trying to keep people from withdrawing their money
> >>> from the banks. He certainly wasn't talking about a shooting war/spies
> >>> and sabatoeurs.

> >> Exactly, and | noted the different context. However the quote is
germane.

> >>

> >> Speaking of ex-presidents and war, Eisenhower said this:

> >>
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> >> "This conjunction of an immense military establishment and a large arms
> >> industry is new in the American experience. The total
influence-economic,

> >> political, even spiritual-is felt in every city, every state house,

every

> >> office of the Federal government. We recognize the imperative need for
> >> this development. Yet we must not fail to comprehend its grave

> >> implications. Our toil, resources and livelihood are all involved; so

is

> >> the very structure of our society.

> >>

> >> |n the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of
> >> ynwarranted influence, whether sought or unsought, by the

> >> military-industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of

> >> misplaced power exists and will persist.

> >>

> >> We must never let the weight of this combination endanger our liberties
or

> >> democratic processes. We should take nothing for granted only an alert
and

> >> knowledgeable citizenry can compel the proper meshing of huge
industrial

> >> and military machinery of defense with our peaceful methods and goals,
o]

> >> that security and liberty may prosper together."

> >>

> >>

> >>

> >>>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't
> >>>> agree with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to

> >>>> potential threats. <

> >> OK, we agree on that, right?

> >>

> >>

> >>> |t would be inaccurate to imply that wars have not *always* required

> >>> great sacrifices from the citizenry of the respective combatants.

> >> Right, no one has advocated a sacrifice-free response in this thread.

> >> Although our current president and congress have actively worked to
make

> >> it seem like little sacrifice has been required by, for the first time

in

> >> history (correct me if I'm wrong), cutting taxes in time of war. Of

course

> >> this only delays the sacrifice a generation or two.

> >>

> >> We should, however, be very aware and careful to not sacrifice the
essence

> >> of American freedom and human rights to the altar of terrorism.
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> >>
> >>

> >>>> Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at

> >>> pest. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.<

> >>>

> >>> | agree 100%. It seems that half the folks in this country believe we
are

> >>>n

> >> Then we can be united despite our differences. Like a composite
material

> >> with fibers in different layers running in different directions we can

be

> >> bonded together, stronger for our union. )

> >>

> >> |OW, it's OK that we sometimes think differently, as long as we listen
to

> >> each other, respect each other and can consider each other's
viewpoints.

> >> We can draw on all of our strengths to innovate workable solutions.

> >>

> >>

> >>> a war, the other half don't. This is a sure recipe for disaster,

> >>> especially in a war with an enemy who uses our own laws against us. To
> >>> jgnore this in an era where one person with a bomb can wipe out an
entire

> >>> city is a recipe for disaster on an unimaginable scale.

> >> The price of freedom is eternal vigilance. We must defend BOTH against
a

> >> crafty enemy AND against those who would sacrifice the ideals and
freedoms

> >> of our country. We must not lose the war in order to win the battle.
And

> >> we must not lose that battle.

> >>

> >> We must choose paths that serve both our citizens and the people of the
> >> world, not those that best serve the military industrial complexes of
the

> >> world's nations, nor the short term interests of short-sighted

> >> international corporations, nor the power ambitions of a any obsessive
> >> wannabe despots. This will take leadership in a style not seen for
quite a

> >> while in these parts.

> >>

> >> Fear-based thinking on either side of a conflict props up illegitimate

> >> power.

> >>

> >> This is among the top dangers of major aspects of our current course.
> >> While trying to appear "not weak" we run the risk of making it easy for
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> >> those against us to use our missteps, missed opportunities and

> >> gverreactions to literally scare up more and more followers.

> >>

> >> As part of a well considered and comprehensive defense, we must
interrupt

> >> this dynamic. To not do so would be to fight with one arm tied behind
our

> >> pack.

> >>

> >> We need to think very long term, we need to look at alleviating root

> >> causes of conflict and we need to consider the best interests of the

> >> pations and citizens involved. As long as we don't, we are fighting

> >> without a complete defense and we are in danger of blundering into trap
> >> after trap, draining our resources and weakening our position.

> >>

> >> Cheers,

>>> -Jamie

> >> www.JamieKrutz.com

> >>

> >>

> >>

> >>

> >>

> >>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message
news:45544bcc@linux...

> >>>> DJ wrote:

> >>>>>> Jamie wrote:

> >>>>>> |ike overcompensating insecure

> >>>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty
eyed

> >>>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just
> >>>>> maybe, we're better than that.

> >>>>>

> >>>>> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you
can

> >>>>> die by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or
you

> >>>>> can face reality, deal with it for the time being and have something
> >>>>> |eft to argue over once the dust clears.

> >>>> Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored
world.

> >>>>

> >>>> Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning
and

> >>>> forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from
me

> >>>> on that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of

> >>>> confusing it with unhealthy fear.
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> >>>>
> >>>> |t's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient

> >>>> thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

> >>>>

> >>>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for

> >>>> sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way
to

> >>>> enslave.

> >>>>

> >>>> " the only thing we have to fear is fear itself* FDR in another

> >>>> context.

> >>>>

> >>>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't
> >>>> agree with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to
> >>>> potential threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive

at

> >>>> pest. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.

> >>>>

> >>>> |t's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better
> >>>> jdeas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and
our

> >>>> planet achieve peace.

> >>>>

> >>>> The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That
may

> >>>> pe one message of this election.

> >>>>

> >>>> Cheers,

> >>>> -Jamie

> >>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

> >>>>

> >>>>

> >>>>

> >>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

> >>>>> news:45541a10@linux...

> >>>>>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong
> >>>>>> pefore so there's reason to hope. ;?)

> >>>>>>

> >>>>>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many
times

> >>>>>> pefore this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will

> >>>>>> probably have been planned before this election.

> >>>>>>

> >>>>>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will

tell

> >>>>>> you it's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still

> >>>>>> |ogic and there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers
don't
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> >>>>>> want to face the possibility of other causes, like poorly
considered

> >>>>>> policy and action by whoever's not being scapegoated.

> >>>>>>

> >>>>>> We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and
Republican

> >>>>>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and
blame

> >>>>>> BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really
makes

> >>>>>> you feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

> >>>>>>

> >>>>>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for

> >>>>>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty

of

> >>>>>> plame to go around through many administrations in both major

> >>>>>> parties - for those times we're in a blaming mood.

> >>>>>>

> >>>>>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
> >>>>>> gssumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is

> >>>>>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in
> >>>>>> BOTH major parties AND the minor parties.

> >>>>>>

> >>>>>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the
> >>>>>> threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe,
we'll

> >>>>>> get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and
> >>>>>> maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach
which

> >>>>>> has hardly been flawless.

> >>55>5>>

> >>>>>> \Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by

> >>>>>> terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating
insecure

> >>>>>> gpendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty
> >>>>>> eyed abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe,
> >>>>>> just maybe, we're better than that.

> >>>>>>

> >>>>>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and
> >>>>>> choose from the widest array of effective options.

> >>>>>>

> >>>>>> Cheers,

> >>>>>> -Jamie

> >>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

> >>>>>>

> >>>>>>

> >>>>>> DJ wrote:

> >>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
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> >>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
> >>>>>>>> not smart enough

> >>>>>>> to be running foreign policy.<

> >>53>>5>>

> >>>>>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple
and

> >>>>>>> we are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm
> >>>>>>> predicting that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon
and

> >>>>>>> that it will come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to

> >>>>>>> democrats restricting the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope

I'm

> >>>>>>> wrong.

> >>5>5>5>5>>

> >>5>5>5>>>

> >>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

> >>>>>>> news:45538a31@linux...

> >>>>>>>> |I'm referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing
or

> >>>>>>>> not pleasing terrorists.

> >S5335>3>>>

> >>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a

> >>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
> >>>>>>>> not smart enough to be running foreign policy.

> >>53>5>5>>>

> >>>>>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ
diplomacy

> >>>>>>>> and negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone
who

> >>>>>>>> |lets themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

> >355>5>5>>>

> >>>>>>>> Cheers,

> >>>>>>>> -Jamie

> >>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

> S5>535>5>>>

> >S>53>3>5>>>

> >S>533>5>>>

> >>>>>>>> Tony Benson wrote:

> >>>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

> >>>>>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

> >533>53>5>>>

> >>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a
few

> >>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or

inaction).

> >>>>>>>>> Jamie,

> >5335>5>5>5>>

> >>>>>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over
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> >>>>>>>>> 3,000 innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a
jumbo

> >>>>>>>>> jet into our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some
> >>>>>>>>> passengers, almost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or
Capital

> >>>>>>>>> Building? Those wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president
> >>>>>>>>> gver in Iran who wants to "wipe Isreal from the face of the

> >>>>>>>>> planet”. You know, the one enriching all the uranium. | disagree
> >>>>>>>>> with plenty of the Republicans and the Presidents actions,

> >>>>>>>>> policies, etc., but being tough with terroists is one area we
can't

> >>>>>>>>> waiver. These people want to kill us. I'm affraid nothing short

of

> >>>>>>>>> g few smuggled in soviet nukes going off is going to make this
> >>>>>>>>> clear to people. Too bad it'll be too late at that point. Sorry

for

> >>>>>>>>> the drama, but this one thing more than any other scares me
sick.

> >>>>>>>>>

> >>>>>>>>> Tony

> >>>>>>>>>

> >>>>>>>>>> DJ wrote:

> >>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped
up

> >>>>>>>>>>> with trillions

> >>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

> >>>>>>>>>>>

> >>>>>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart
that

> >>>>>>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?

> >>>>>>>>>> Nixon.

> S35535>5>5>5>5>>

> S3>535>3>3>>5>>

> >>>>>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position
> >>>>>>>>>>>> that we need a constant flow of mideast

> >>>>>>>>>>> (il to keep our economy going.<

> >>>>>>>>>>>

> >>>>>>>>>>> | ggree. A president with some foresight would have recognized
> >>>>>>>>>>> this back when we had the time to di something about it,

> >>>>>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended
there

> >>>>>>>>>> was no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years
> >>>>>>>>>> (Reagan, Bushl, Clinton, Bush?2).

> >>>>>>>>>>

> >>>>>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

> >>>>>>>>>>

> >>>>>>>>>>

> >>>>>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this
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country

> >>>>>>>>>>> phy Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats
going

> >>>>>>>>>>> to solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy

> >>>>>>>>>>> independent *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when
all

> >>>>>>>>>>> domestic energy options other than drilling for oil in old,

> >>>>>>>>>>> depleted oil and gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas
> >>>>>>>>>>> solutions  that *are proven* could bring this about within the

> >>>>>>>>>>> next 5 years are off the table?

> >3533555>5>5>>>

> >>>>>>>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
> >>>>>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15

> >>>>>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to

> >>>>>>>>>>> negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign of

weakness.

> >>>>>>>>>>> They will be encouraged by this.

> >>>>>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of
time

> >>>>>>>>>> for better policies to help, as you say.

> S3533535>3>5>>

> >>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a
few

> >>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or

inaction).

> S5355>5>5>>5>>

> >>>>>>>>>> Cheers,

> >>>>>>>>>> -Jamie

> >>>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

> >S53535>55>>5>>

> S5535>55>5>5>>

> >>>>>>>>>>> Regards,

> S35>535>5>3>3>5>5>>

> S>>5S5>55>>5>>> D]

> S5333>33>5>>>

> S533333>5>>>

> >>>>>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon” <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
> >>>>>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

> >>>>>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

> >>>>>>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that
Clinton

> >>>>>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

> >>>>>>>>>>>>> gnd it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck
a

> S533535355>35>>> gOOd economy,

> >>>>>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest
domestic

> >>>>>>>>>>>>> challenge.
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> >>>>>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it

is

> >S>5555>>>>>>>> Not effective,

> >>>>>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

> S53353535>3>5>>>

> >>>>>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a
year

> >>>>>>>>>>>> and a half

> >>>>>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

> >>>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped
up

> >>>>>>>>>>>> Wwith trillions

> >>>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad
enough

> >>>>>>>>>>>> that we have

> >>>>>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow
of

> >>>>>>>>>>>> mideast

> >>>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand
the

> >>>>>>>>>>>> danger of

> >>>>>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (

> >>>>>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

> >>>>>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
> >>>>>>>>>>>> influence on

> >>>>>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of
> >>>>>>>>>>>> the Bush years.

> >>>>>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
> >>>>>>>>>>>> Halliburton.

> S35335355>55>5>5>>

> S35535355535>5>5>>

> >>>>>>>>>>>> " ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred
billion

> >>>>>>>>>>>> dollars

> >>>>>>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
> >>>>>>>>>>>> effectively taking

> >>>>>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the
United

> >>>>>>>>>>>> States.

> >>>>>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush
> >>>>>>>>>>>> with savings,

> >>>>>>>>>>>> hought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year,
> >>>>>>>>>>>> even though

> >>>>>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing

> >>>>>>>>>>>> value. More than

> >>>>>>>>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends,

> >>>>>>>>>>>> economically, on

> >>>>>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers.”
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> >>>>>>>>>>>>
> >S>>>>>>>>>>>
http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
> >S>>>>>>>>>>>

> >>>>>>>>>>>> Gene

> >S>>>>>>>>>>>

> >

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by DJ on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 18:18:01 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

> No one has advocated military disarmament in this thread.

<snip>
> We should, however, be very aware and careful to not sacrifice the essence

> of American freedom and human rights to the altar of terrorism.
>

The patriot act and NSA wiretaps (immediate-no ***ing around trying to get a
warrant when you don't even know what you're really looking to find) are the
weapons I'm talking about here. It'sd a shame but our laws in this respect
have become our enemy's weapon. In order to deprive him of it, we must
sacrifice it.

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4554b420@linux...
> DJ wrote:

>>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for
>> sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to
>> enslave.<

>>

>> Ask any military planner and he will tell you that without the weapons to
>> do the job he will not be able to do it.

>

> No one has advocated military disarmament in this thread.

>

> My point is that it's important to operate from a position of strength

> derived from rational planning, rather than fear-based, panicked,

> knee-jerk responses, the latter being open to direct manipulation by
> terrorists (and by self-serving politicians, for that matter). Can we not
> agree on that?

>

>

>

>> ", .the only thing we have to fear is fear itself" FDR in another

>> context.
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>>

>> This was from Roosevelts first inagural and referred to an economic

>> depression. He was trying to keep people from withdrawing their money
>> from the banks. He certainly wasn't talking about a shooting war/spies
>> and sabatoeurs.

>

> Exactly, and | noted the different context. However the quote is germane.
>

> Speaking of ex-presidents and war, Eisenhower said this:

>

> "This conjunction of an immense military establishment and a large arms
> industry is new in the American experience. The total influence-economic,
> political, even spiritual-is felt in every city, every state house, every

> office of the Federal government. We recognize the imperative need for

> this development. Yet we must not fail to comprehend its grave

> implications. Our toil, resources and livelihood are all involved; so is

> the very structure of our society.

>

> In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of

> unwarranted influence, whether sought or unsought, by the

> military-industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of

> misplaced power exists and will persist.

>

> We must never let the weight of this combination endanger our liberties or
> democratic processes. We should take nothing for granted only an alert and
> knowledgeable citizenry can compel the proper meshing of huge industrial
> and military machinery of defense with our peaceful methods and goals, so
> that security and liberty may prosper together."

>

>

>

>>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't
>>> ggree with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to

>>> potential threats. <

>

> OK, we agree on that, right?

>

>

>> |t would be inaccurate to imply that wars have not *always* required

>> great sacrifices from the citizenry of the respective combatants.

>

> Right, no one has advocated a sacrifice-free response in this thread.

> Although our current president and congress have actively worked to make
> it seem like little sacrifice has been required by, for the first time in

> history (correct me if I'm wrong), cutting taxes in time of war. Of course

> this only delays the sacrifice a generation or two.

>

> We should, however, be very aware and careful to not sacrifice the essence
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> of American freedom and human rights to the altar of terrorism.

>

>

>>> Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at

>> pest. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.<

>>

>> | agree 100%. It seems that half the folks in this country believe we are
>>in

>

> Then we can be united despite our differences. Like a composite material
> with fibers in different layers running in different directions we can be

> bonded together, stronger for our union. :*)

>

> [OW, it's OK that we sometimes think differently, as long as we listen to
> each other, respect each other and can consider each other's viewpoints.

> We can draw on all of our strengths to innovate workable solutions.
>

>

>> a war, the other half don't. This is a sure recipe for disaster,

>> especially in a war with an enemy who uses our own laws against us. To
>> jgnore this in an era where one person with a bomb can wipe out an entire
>> City is a recipe for disaster on an unimaginable scale.

>

> The price of freedom is eternal vigilance. We must defend BOTH against a
> crafty enemy AND against those who would sacrifice the ideals and freedoms
> of our country. We must not lose the war in order to win the battle. And

> we must not lose that battle.

>

> We must choose paths that serve both our citizens and the people of the

> world, not those that best serve the military industrial complexes of the

> world's nations, nor the short term interests of short-sighted

> international corporations, nor the power ambitions of a any obsessive

> wannabe despots. This will take leadership in a style not seen for quite a

> while in these parts.

>

> Fear-based thinking on either side of a conflict props up illegitimate

> power.

>

> This is among the top dangers of major aspects of our current course.

> While trying to appear "not weak" we run the risk of making it easy for

> those against us to use our missteps, missed opportunities and

> overreactions to literally scare up more and more followers.

>

> As part of a well considered and comprehensive defense, we must interrupt
> this dynamic. To not do so would be to fight with one arm tied behind our
> back.

>

> We need to think very long term, we need to look at alleviating root
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> causes of conflict and we need to consider the best interests of the

> nations and citizens involved. As long as we don't, we are fighting

> without a complete defense and we are in danger of blundering into trap
> after trap, draining our resources and weakening our position.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

V V. V V

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45544bcc@linux...
>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>> Jamie wrote:

>>>>> |ike overcompensating insecure

>>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just
>>>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>

>>>> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you can
>>>> die by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or you
>>>> can face reality, deal with it for the time being and have something
>>>> |eft to argue over once the dust clears.

>>> Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored world.
>>>

>>> Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning and
>>> forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from me
>>> on that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of

>>> confusing it with unhealthy fear.

>>>

>>> |t's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient

>>> thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

>>>

>>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for

>>> sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to
>>> enslave.

>>>

>>> ", .the only thing we have to fear is fear itself" FDR in another

>>> context.

>>>

>>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't

>>> agree with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to

>>> potential threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at

>>> pest. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.

>>>

>>> |t's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better
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>>> ideas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and our
>>> planet achieve peace.

>>>

>>> The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That may
>>> pe one message of this election.

>>>

>>> Cheers,

>>> -Jamie

>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>

>>>

>>>

>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>> news:45541a10@linux...

>>>>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong
>>>>> pefore so there's reason to hope. ;")

>>>>>

>>>>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times
>>>>> pefore this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will

>>>>> probably have been planned before this election.

>>>>>

>>>>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell
>>>>> you it's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still

>>>>> |ogic and there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't
>>>>> want to face the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered
>>>>> policy and action by whoever's not being scapegoated.

>>>>>

>>>>> We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
>>>>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame
>>>>> BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes
>>>>> you feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>>5>>>

>>>>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for

>>>>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of
>>>>> plame to go around through many administrations in both major
>>>>> parties - for those times we're in a blaming mood.

>>>>>

>>>>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
>>>>> assumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is

>>>>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in
>>>>> BOTH major parties AND the minor parties.

>>>>>

>>>>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the
>>>>> threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll
>>>>> get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and
>>>>> maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which
>>>>> has hardly been flawless.

>>>>>
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>>>>> \Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by
>>>>> terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure
>>>>> gpendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty
>>>>> eyed abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe,
>>>>> just maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>>

>>>>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and
>>>>> choose from the widest array of effective options.

>>>>>

>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>

>>5>>>

>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
>>>>>>> not smart enough

>>>>>> to be running foreign policy.<

>>>>>>

>>>>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and
>>>>>> we are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm
>>>>>> predicting that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and
>>>>>> that it will come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to

>>>>>> democrats restricting the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm
>>>>>> Wrong.

>>>>>>

>>>>>>

>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>>> news:45538a31@linux...

>>>>>>> |'m referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or
>>>>>>> not pleasing terrorists.

S>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
>>>>>>> not smart enough to be running foreign policy.

>S>>>>>>

>>>>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy
>>>>>>> and negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who
>>>>>>> |ets themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

>S>>>>>>

>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>S>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>

>>>>>>> Tony Benson wrote:
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>>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

SS>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>>>>>>>> Jamie,

S>>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over
>>>>>>>> 3,000 innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo
>>>>>>>> jet into our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some
>>>>>>>> passengers, almost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital
>>>>>>>> Building? Those wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president
>>>>>>>> gver in Iran who wants to "wipe Isreal from the face of the
>>>>>>>> planet”. You know, the one enriching all the uranium. | disagree
>>>>>>>> with plenty of the Republicans and the Presidents actions,
>>>>>>>> policies, etc., but being tough with terroists is one area we can't
>>>>>>>> waiver. These people want to kill us. I'm affraid nothing short of
>>>>>>>> g few smuggled in soviet nukes going off is going to make this
>>>>>>>> clear to people. Too bad it'll be too late at that point. Sorry for
>>>>>>>> the drama, but this one thing more than any other scares me sick.
SS>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>> Tony

S>>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

SS>5>5>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that
>>>>>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?
>>>>>>>>> Nixon.

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position
>>>>>>>>>>> that we need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

SS>55>5>5>5>3>>

>>>>>>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized
>>>>>>>>>> this back when we had the time to di something about it,
>>>>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there
>>>>>>>>> was no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years
>>>>>>>>> (Reagan, Bush1l, Clinton, Bush2).

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country
>>>>>>>>>> py Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going
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>>>>>>>>>> to solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy
>>>>>>>>>> independent *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all
>>>>>>>>>> domestic energy options other than drilling for oil in old,
>>>>>>>>>> depleted oil and gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas
>>>>>>>>>> solutions that *are proven* could bring this about within the
>>>>>>>>>> next 5 years are off the table?

SS>5>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
>>>>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15
>>>>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to
>>>>>>>>>> negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness.
>>>>>>>>>> They will be encouraged by this.

>>>>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time
>>>>>>>>> for better policies to help, as you say.

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
SS>5>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> Regards,

SS>5>5>5>5>5>>>

SS>S>S>S>>>>> D]

SS>5>5>5>5>5>5>>

SS>5>5>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon” <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>>>>>> gnd it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a
>>>>>>>>>>>> good economy,

>>>>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is
>>>>>>>>>>>> not effective,

>>>>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

SSS535>5>5>55>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year
>>>>>>>>>>> gnd a half

>>>>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>>>> With trillions

>>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough
>>>>>>>>>>> that we have
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>>>>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>>>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>>>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (
>>>>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>>>>>> influence on

>>>>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of
>>>>>>>>>>> the Bush years.

>>>>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>>>>>> Halliburton.

S>>>>>>>>>>

SSS>55>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> "| ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>>>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United
>>>>>>>>>>> States.

>>>>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush
>>>>>>>>>>> with savings,

>>>>>>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year,
>>>>>>>>>>> even though

>>>>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing
>>>>>>>>>>> value. More than

>>>>>>>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends,
>>>>>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers.”

S>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
SSS5>5>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>>> Gene

SS>55>5>5>5>5>>>

>>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Tony Benson on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 18:41:01 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Jamie,

| didn't imply that you were "blind, deaf and dumb". | respect your
discourse, and strong defense of your views. | just feel the current
situation involves more than "a few wacky terrorists”. Also, just because |
recognize there is a real, and likely threat of more attacks here in the US,
doesn't mean I'm an "overcompensating insecure spendthrift fool
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undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed abject fear". | do
understand though that this isn't some war between two countries, where we
can "negotiate" an end to hostilities, or simply drop our support for

Israel, or change our policy and make everything better. Whether it was
decades of failed U.S. policy or not, these people want us dead right now,
and we have to be proactive. Once we do something significant about our
boarders and make sure we have the absolute best intelligence, defense, and
law enforcement agencies money can buy, then we can talk about long term
programs to make everyone "like us". Sorry, gotta go. It's lower body

workout day. | have to be in shape for all that "knee jerking"! ;>)

Tony

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45544bcc@linux...
>

> DJ wrote:

> >>Jamie wrote:

>>> like overcompensating insecure

>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just

>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>

>> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you can
>> die by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or you

>> can face reality, deal with it for the time being and have something left
>> to argue over once the dust clears.

>

> Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored world.
>

> Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning and
> forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from me on
> that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of

> confusing it with unhealthy fear.

>

> It's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient

> thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

>

> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for sound
> policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to enslave.

>

>"...the only thing we have to fear is fear itself" FDR in another context.

>

> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't agree
> with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to potential

> threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at best. And

> dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.

>
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> |t's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better

> ideas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and our

> planet achieve peace.

>

> The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That may

> be one message of this election.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

>

>>

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45541a10@linux...
>>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong before
>>> s0 there's reason to hope. ;")

>>>

>>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times
>>> hefore this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will probably
>>> have been planned before this election.

>>>

>>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell you
>>> jt's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still logic and

>>> there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't want to face
>>> the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered policy and

>>> action by whoever's not being scapegoated.

>>>

>>> We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
>>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame
>>> BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes you
>>> feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>>>

>>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for

>>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of

>>> pblame to go around through many administrations in both major parties -
>>> for those times we're in a blaming mood.

>>>

>>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
>>> assumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is

>>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in BOTH
>>> major parties AND the minor parties.

>>>

>>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the

>>> threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll

>>> get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and

>>> maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which
>>> has hardly been flawless.

Page 155 of 221 ---- Generated from The PAR' S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

>>>
>>> Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by

>>> terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure
>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just

>>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>>

>>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and choose
>>> from the widest array of effective options.

>>>

>>> Cheers,

>>> -Jamie

>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>

>>>

>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a

>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not
>>>>> smart enough

>>>> to be running foreign policy.<

>>>>

>>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and we
>>>> are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm

>>>> predicting that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and
>>>> that it will come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to

>>>> democrats restricting the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm

>>>> wrong.

>>>>

>>>>

>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>> news:45538a31@linux...

>>>>> |'m referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or
>>>>> not pleasing terrorists.

>>>>>

>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a

>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not
>>>>> smart enough to be running foreign policy.

>>>>>

>>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy
>>>>> and negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who
>>>>> |ets themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

>>>>>

>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>

>>>>>

>>>>>
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>>>>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

>>5>>>>

>>>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).

>>>>>> Jamie,

>>5>>>>

>>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over 3,000
>>>>>> jnnocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo jet into
>>>>>> our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some passengers,
>>>>>> almost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital Building?
>>>>>> Those wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president over in Iran
>>>>>> who wants to "wipe Isreal from the face of the planet”. You know, the
>>>>>> one enriching all the uranium. | disagree with plenty of the

>>>>>> Republicans and the Presidents actions, policies, etc., but being
>>>>>> tough with terroists is one area we can't waiver. These people want
>>>>>> to kill us. I'm affraid nothing short of a few smuggled in soviet
>>>>>> nukes going off is going to make this clear to people. Too bad it'll
>>>>>> be too late at that point. Sorry for the drama, but this one thing
>>>>>> more than any other scares me sick.

>S>>>>>

>>>>>> Tony

>>>>>>

>>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

S5>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that
>>>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?

>>>>>>> Nixon.

S>>5>5>>>

SS>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that
>>>>>>>>> we need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

SS>5>5>>>>

>>>>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this
>>>>>>>> pack when we had the time to di something about it,

>>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there was
>>>>>>> no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan,
>>>>>>> Bushl, Clinton, Bush?2).

>S>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

>S>>5>5>>>

>S>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country
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>>>>>>>> py Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going to
>>>>>>>> solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy independent
>>>>>>>> *ag in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all domestic
>>>>>>>> energy options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil and
>>>>>>>> gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are
>>>>>>>> proven* could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the
>>>>>>>> table?

>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
>>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15

>>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to
>>>>>>>> negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness.
>>>>>>>> They will be encouraged by this.

>>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time for
>>>>>>> petter policies to help, as you say.

S5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> Regards,

>S>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> DJ

>S>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon” <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a
>>>>>>>>>> good economy,

>>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not
>>>>>>>>>> effective,

>>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

>S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and
>>>>>>>>> g half

>>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough
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>>>>>>>>> that we have

>>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (

>>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>>>> nfluence on

>>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the
>>>>>>>>> Bush years.

>>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>>>> Halliburton.

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> "L ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United
>>>>>>>>> States.

>>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>>>>>>>>> savings,

>>>>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even
>>>>>>>>> though

>>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value.
>>>>>>>>> More than

>>>>>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends,
>>>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers.”

>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> Gene

S>>>>>>>>

>>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by TCB on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 19:10:39 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Ike is a fascinating one. The most recent (and likely last) president who
kinda sorta fit the classical model of a politician. He was a general, a

political moderate, a reader, writer, and even a painter. He respected the
constitution and the separation of powers, and was thus personally opposed
to McCarthy but did little to stop what was a Congressional matter. What's
odd was that he helped oversee the transformation of our state from a flawed

Page 159 of 221 ---- Generated from The PAR S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=usrinfo&id=258
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=rview&th=11310&goto=75799#msg_75799
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=post&reply_to=75799
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

but generally improving republic into the empire it became by the time he

left office. Then, in that last speech, he suddenly felt something. Remorse?
Regret? Concern? And gave us the 'military-industrial complex.' Interestingly,
the original drafts had the phrase as 'military-industrial-congressional
complex' which is quite more accurate as we see our congress funding Navy
installations in home district in Nebraska while transport vehicles in Iraq

are not armored. But | guess even lke wasn't feeling _that_ guilty, or he

was talked down from including our noble representatives in his thoughtful
complex.

But nevertheless Ike has always fascinated me, far more than other 20th century
presidents like Kennedy or Truman or even Roosevelt. As we learn more about

just how reckless JFK was, politically as well as personally, the mild mannered
moderate conservatism of Eisenhower seems compelling. But one also has to
wonder why, if he knew what was happening, he didn't warn of that military-industrial
complex earlier and actually do something to fight it. By the time he retired,

the goose was pretty much cooked, to all of our neverending detriment.

TCB

Jamie K <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote:

>DJ wrote:

>>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for
>> sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to
>> enslave.<

>>

>> Ask any military planner and he will tell you that without the weapons
to do

>> the job he will not be able to do it.

>

>No one has advocated military disarmament in this thread.

>

>My point is that it's important to operate from a position of strength
>derived from rational planning, rather than fear-based, panicked,
>knee-jerk responses, the latter being open to direct manipulation by
>terrorists (and by self-serving politicians, for that matter). Can we

>not agree on that?

>

>

>

>>"...the only thing we have to fear is fear itself* FDR in another context.
>>

>> This was from Roosevelts first inagural and referred to an economic
>> depression. He was trying to keep people from withdrawing their money
from

>> the banks. He certainly wasn't talking about a shooting war/spies and

>> sabatoeurs.
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>
>Exactly, and | noted the different context. However the quote is germane.
>

>Speaking of ex-presidents and war, Eisenhower said this:

>

>"This conjunction of an immense military establishment and a large arms

>industry is new in the American experience. The total
>influence-economic, political, even spiritual-is felt in every city,
>every state house, every office of the Federal government. We recognize

>the imperative need for this development. Yet we must not fail to
>comprehend its grave implications. Our toil, resources and livelihood
>are all involved; so is the very structure of our society.

>

>In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of

>unwarranted influence, whether sought or unsought, by the
>military-industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of
>misplaced power exists and will persist.

>

>We must never let the weight of this combination endanger our liberties

>or democratic processes. We should take nothing for granted only an
>alert and knowledgeable citizenry can compel the proper meshing of huge

>industrial and military machinery of defense with our peaceful methods
>and goals, so that security and liberty may prosper together."

>

>

>

>>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't
agree

>>> with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to potential

>>> threats. <
>

>0K, we agree on that, right?
>
>

>> |t would be inaccurate to imply that wars have not *always* required great

>> sacrifices from the citizenry of the respective combatants.
>

>Right, no one has advocated a sacrifice-free response in this thread.
>Although our current president and congress have actively worked to make

>it seem like little sacrifice has been required by, for the first time
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>in history (correct me if I'm wrong), cutting taxes in time of war. Of
>course this only delays the sacrifice a generation or two.

>

>We should, however, be very aware and careful to not sacrifice the
>essence of American freedom and human rights to the altar of terrorism.
>

>

>>> Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at

>> pest. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.<

>>

>> | agree 100%. It seems that half the folks in this country believe we
are in

>

>Then we can be united despite our differences. Like a composite material

>with fibers in different layers running in different directions we can
>be bonded together, stronger for our union. :?)

>

>|OW, it's OK that we sometimes think differently, as long as we listen
>to each other, respect each other and can consider each other's
>viewpoints. We can draw on all of our strengths to innovate workable
>solutions.

>

>

>> a war, the other half don't. This is a sure recipe for disaster, especially

>> jn a war with an enemy who uses our own laws against us. To ignore this
in
>> an era where one person with a bomb can wipe out an entire city is a recipe

>> for disaster on an unimaginable scale.
>

>The price of freedom is eternal vigilance. We must defend BOTH against a

>crafty enemy AND against those who would sacrifice the ideals and
>freedoms of our country. We must not lose the war in order to win the
>battle. And we must not lose that battle.

>

>We must choose paths that serve both our citizens and the people of the

>world, not those that best serve the military industrial complexes of
>the world's nations, nor the short term interests of short-sighted
>international corporations, nor the power ambitions of a any obsessive
>wannabe despots. This will take leadership in a style not seen for quite

>a while in these parts.
>

>Fear-based thinking on either side of a conflict props up illegitimate

Page 162 of 221 ---- Generated from The PAR' S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

>power.

>

>This is among the top dangers of major aspects of our current course.
>While trying to appear "not weak" we run the risk of making it easy for

>those against us to use our missteps, missed opportunities and
>overreactions to literally scare up more and more followers.

>

>As part of a well considered and comprehensive defense, we must
>interrupt this dynamic. To not do so would be to fight with one arm tied

>behind our back.

>

>We need to think very long term, we need to look at alleviating root
>causes of conflict and we need to consider the best interests of the
>nations and citizens involved. As long as we don't, we are fighting
>without a complete defense and we are in danger of blundering into trap

>after trap, draining our resources and weakening our position.
>

>Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

V V V V

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45544bcc@linux...
>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>> Jamie wrote:

>>>>> like overcompensating insecure

>>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed

>>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just

>>>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>

>>>> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you

can

>>>> die by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or

you

>>>> can face reality, deal with it for the time being and have something

left

>>>> to argue over once the dust clears.

>>> Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored world.
>>>

>>> Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning and
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>>> forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from
me on

>>> that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of

>>> confusing it with unhealthy fear.

>>>

>>> |t's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient

>>> thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

>>>

>>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for
sound

>>> policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to enslave.
>>>

>>> ", the only thing we have to fear is fear itself" FDR in another context.
>>>

>>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't
agree

>>> with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to potential

>>> threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at best. And

>>> dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.
>>>

>>> |t's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better

>>> jdeas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and

our

>>> planet achieve peace.

>>>

>>> The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That

may

>>> be one message of this election.

>>>

>>> Cheers,

>>> -Jamie

>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>

>>>

>>>

>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45541a10@Ilinux...
>>>>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong before

>>>>> g0 there's reason to hope. ;*)
>>5>>>

>>>>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times

>>>>> pefore this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will probably
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>>>>> have been planned before this election.

>>5>>>

>>>>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell
you

>>>>> jt's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still logic

and

>>>>> there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't want to
face

>>>>> the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered policy and

>>>>> gction by whoever's not being scapegoated.
>>5>>>

>>>>> \We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
>>>>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame

>>>>> BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes
you

>>>>> feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>>>>>

>>>>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for

>>>>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty

of

>>>>> plame to go around through many administrations in both major parties

>>>>> for those times we're in a blaming mood.
>>5>>>

>>>>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the

>>>>> assumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is
>>>>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in
BOTH

>>>>> major parties AND the minor parties.

>>>>>

>>>>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the
>>>>> threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll
>>>>> get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and
>>>>> maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which
>>>>> has hardly been flawless.

>>>>>

>>>>> \Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by

>>>>> terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure

>>>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty
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eyed
>>>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just

>>>>> maybe, we're better than that.
>>>>>

>>>>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and choose

>>>>> from the widest array of effective options.

>>>>>

>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>

>>>>>

>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
not

>>>>>>> smart enough

>>>>>> to be running foreign policy.<

S>>5>>>

>>>>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and
we

>>>>>> are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm
>>>>>> predicting that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon
and

>>>>>> that it will come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to
>>>>>> democrats restricting the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm

>>>>>> wrong.

>>>>>>

>S>>>>>

>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>>> news:45538a31@linux...

>>>>>>> |'m referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing
or

>>>>>>> not pleasing terrorists.

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
not

>>>>>>> smart enough to be running foreign policy.

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy

>>>>>>> and negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who

>>>>>>> |ets themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.
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S>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

S>5>5>>>>

S>5>5>>>>

>S>5>5>>>>

>>>>>>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

S>5>5>>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few

>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>>>>>>>> Jamie,
SS>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over 3,000

>>>>>>>> innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo jet
into
>>>>>>>> our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some passengers,

>>>>>>>> almost flew a jJumbo jet into our White House or Capital Building?
>>>>>>>> Those wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president over in Iran

>>>>>>>> who wants to "wipe Isreal from the face of the planet”. You know,
the

>>>>>>>> one enriching all the uranium. | disagree with plenty of the
>>>>>>>> Republicans and the Presidents actions, policies, etc., but being

>>>>>>>> tough with terroists is one area we can't waiver. These people want
>>>>>>>> to kill us. I'm affraid nothing short of a few smuggled in soviet
>>>>>>>> nukes going off is going to make this clear to people. Too bad it'll
>>>>>>>> pe too late at that point. Sorry for the drama, but this one thing

>>>>>>>> more than any other scares me sick.

S>>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>> Tony

S>>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped
up

>>>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?
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S>>>>>>>>>
>>>>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that

>>>>>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?
>>>>>>>>> Nixon.

SS>5>>5>5>5>>

SS>5>>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position
that

>>>>>>>>>>> we need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

SS>5>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized
this

>>>>>>>>>> pack when we had the time to di something about it,
>>>>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there
was

>>>>>>>>> no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan,

>>>>>>>>> Bush1, Clinton, Bush?2).

>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.
>>>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country

>>>>>>>>>> py Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going
to
>>>>>>>>>> solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy independent

>>>>>>>>>> *3s in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all domestic

>>>>>>>>>> energy options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil
and

>>>>>>>>>> gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that
*are

>>>>>>>>>> proven* could bring this about within the next 5 years are off
the

>>>>>>>>>> table?

>S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our

>>>>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15
>>>>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to
>>>>>>>>>> negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness.

>>>>>>>>>> They will be encouraged by this.
>>>>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time
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for
>>>>>>>>> petter policies to help, as you say.
SS>5>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few

>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>S>>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> Regards,

SS>5>5>5>5>>5>>

SS>S>>>>>>> D]

SS5>5>5>5>5>>>

S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon” <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton

>>>>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>>>>>> gnd it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck
a

SSS55>5>5>55>>> good economy,

>>>>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic

>>>>>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is
not

>>>>>>>>>>>> effective,

>>>>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

SSS5353>3>3>3>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year
and

>>>>>>>>>>> g half

>>>>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped
up

>>>>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough

>>>>>>>>>>> that we have

>>>>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow
of

>>>>>>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand
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the

>>>>>>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (
>>>>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>>>>>> influence on

>>>>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of
the

>>>>>>>>>>> Bush years.

>>>>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>>>>>> Halliburton.

SS5>5>5>5>5>5>>>

SS5>55>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> "| ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion

>>>>>>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United

>>>>>>>>>>> States.

>>>>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush
with

>>>>>>>>>>> savings,

>>>>>>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year,

even

>>>>>>>>>>> though

>>>>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value.

>>>>>>>>>>> More than

>>>>>>>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends,
>>>>>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers.”

SSS35>5>3>3>3>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
SSS>>>>S>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> Gene

SS>S>S>S>>>>>>

>>

>>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 19:39:17 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Hey Tony,
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| never said anything about "a few wacky terrorists."

| was speaking of the wacky beliefs of a few terrorists, a very
different concept.

If we act in our best interest and the leadership of al-Qaeda happens
think we're being "weak" in so doing, it would be stupid for us to be
thusly manipulated to act to our detriment just to impress those few
terrorists.

We should act out of strength of purpose, clear vision and as much
wisdom as we can gather, being true to our ideals, regardless of the
wacky beliefs of a few terrorists.

More than one expert on the region has criticized our lack of long term
preplanning in Irag before going in. We're now in a situation that the
current (for the moment) policy architects did not anticipate nor
prepare for, and it's not a great situation. Many lives lost and $300
billion tax dollars later, more lives and dollars every day, significant
tax money unaccounted for, Iran gaining influence in Iraq, these sorts
of consequences have been a significant factor in this election. Voters
are asking hard questions, as well they should.

Our various policies directly affect the region and so we must carefully
consider their effect. We will never have perfect intelligence systems,

a perfectly impenetrable border, flawless law enforcement and a blanket
defense against everything nor can we afford that. We can work in that
direction within what we can afford but we must also work in other
directions to help create peace. There is a balance. Anyone who preaches
that there is only ONE avenue of action is probably making money on that
avenue or listening to someone who does.

Yes you can recognize the possibility of additional attacks on the US
without subscribing to the notion that we have to behave shortsightedly
and predictably in order to impress a few terrorists with our
"non-weakness."

Consider that that kind of stubbornness and inability to see creative
solutions can actually make us miss opportunities to become stronger and
more successful, and to help create a better situation for ourselves and
for people who live in the region.

Am | being more clear?
Cheers,

-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com
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Tony Benson wrote:

> Jamie,

>

> | didn't imply that you were "blind, deaf and dumb". | respect your

> discourse, and strong defense of your views. | just feel the current

> situation involves more than "a few wacky terrorists". Also, just because |

> recognize there is a real, and likely threat of more attacks here in the US,

> doesn't mean I'm an "overcompensating insecure spendthrift fool

> undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed abject fear". | do

> understand though that this isn't some war between two countries, where we
> can "negotiate” an end to hostilities, or simply drop our support for

> |srael, or change our policy and make everything better. Whether it was

> decades of failed U.S. policy or not, these people want us dead right now,

> and we have to be proactive. Once we do something significant about our

> boarders and make sure we have the absolute best intelligence, defense, and
> law enforcement agencies money can buy, then we can talk about long term
> programs to make everyone "like us". Sorry, gotta go. It's lower body

> workout day. | have to be in shape for all that "knee jerking"! ;>)

>

> Tony

>

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45544bcc@linux...
>> DJ wrote:

>>>> Jamie wrote:

>>>> |ike overcompensating insecure

>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just

>>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>>

>>> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you can
>>> die by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or you
>>> can face reality, deal with it for the time being and have something left
>>> to argue over once the dust clears.

>> Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored world.
>>

>> Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning and
>> forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from me on
>> that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of

>> confusing it with unhealthy fear.

>>

>> |t's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient

>> thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

>>

>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for sound
>> policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to enslave.
>>
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>> ", .the only thing we have to fear is fear itself" FDR in another context.

>>

>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't agree
>> with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to potential

>> threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at best. And

>> dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.

>>

>> |t's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better

>> jdeas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and our

>> planet achieve peace.

>>

>> The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That may

>> pe one message of this election.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>>

>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45541a10@linux...
>>>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong before
>>>> s0 there's reason to hope. ;»)

>>>>

>>>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times
>>>> pefore this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will probably
>>>> have been planned before this election.

>>>>

>>>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell you
>>>> it's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still logic and

>>>> there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't want to face
>>>> the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered policy and

>>>> gction by whoever's not being scapegoated.

>>>>

>>>> We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
>>>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame
>>>> BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes you
>>>> feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>>>>

>>>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for

>>>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of

>>>> plame to go around through many administrations in both major parties -
>>>> for those times we're in a blaming mood.

>>>>

>>>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
>>>> gssumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is

>>>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in BOTH
>>>> major parties AND the minor parties.
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>>>>

>>>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the

>>>> threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll

>>>> get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and

>>>> maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which
>>>> has hardly been flawless.

>>>>

>>>> Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by

>>>> terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure
>>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just

>>>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>

>>>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and choose
>>>> from the widest array of effective options.

>>>>

>>>> Cheers,

>>>> -Jamie

>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>

>>>>

>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not
>>>>>> smart enough

>>>>> t0 be running foreign policy.<

>>>>>

>>>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and we
>>>>> are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm

>>>>> predicting that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and
>>>>> that it will come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to

>>>>> democrats restricting the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm
>>>>> wrong.

>>>>>

>>5>>>

>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>> news:45538a31@linux...

>>>>>> |I'm referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or
>>>>>> not pleasing terrorists.

>S>>>>>

>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is not
>>>>>> smart enough to be running foreign policy.

>>5>>>>

>>>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy
>>>>>> gnd negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who
>>>>>> |lets themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

>>>>5>>

Page 174 of 221 ---- Generated from The PAR S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>>

>>>>>>

>>>>>>

>>>>>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

>S>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>>>>>>> Jamie,

S>S>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over 3,000
>>>>>>> jnnocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo jet into
>>>>>>> our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some passengers,
>>>>>>> almost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital Building?
>>>>>>> Those wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president over in Iran
>>>>>>> who wants to "wipe Isreal from the face of the planet”. You know, the
>>>>>>> one enriching all the uranium. | disagree with plenty of the

>>>>>>> Republicans and the Presidents actions, policies, etc., but being
>>>>>>> tough with terroists is one area we can't waiver. These people want
>>>>>>> to kill us. I'm affraid nothing short of a few smuggled in soviet
>>>>>>> nukes going off is going to make this clear to people. Too bad it'll
>>>>>>> pe too late at that point. Sorry for the drama, but this one thing
>>>>>>> more than any other scares me sick.

>S>>>>>>

>>>>>>> Tony

>S>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>> With trillions

>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that
>>>>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?

>>>>>>>> Nixon.

>S>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position that
>>>>>>>>>> we need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized this
>>>>>>>>> back when we had the time to di something about it,

>>>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there was
>>>>>>>> no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years (Reagan,
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>>>>>>>> Bushl, Clinton, Bush2).

>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

>S>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country
>>>>>>>>> phy Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going to
>>>>>>>>> solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy independent
>>>>>>>>> *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all domestic
>>>>>>>>> energy options other than drilling for oil in old, depleted oil and
>>>>>>>>> gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas solutions that *are
>>>>>>>>> proven* could bring this about within the next 5 years are off the
>>>>>>>>> table?

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
>>>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15
>>>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to
>>>>>>>>> negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness.
>>>>>>>>> They will be encouraged by this.

>>>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time for
>>>>>>>> petter policies to help, as you say.

>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>S>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> Regards,

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>S>>>>>>> DJ

SS>>5>5>5>5>>

>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon” <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a
>>>>>>>>>>> good economy,

>>>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is not
>>>>>>>>>>> effective,

>>>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

S>>>>>>>>>>
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>>>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year and
>>>>>>>>>> g half

>>>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough
>>>>>>>>>> that we have

>>>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (
>>>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>>>>> influence on

>>>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of the
>>>>>>>>>> Bush years.

>>>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>>>>> Halliburton.

>S>>>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> " ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United
>>>>>>>>>> States.

>>>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush with
>>>>>>>>>> savings,

>>>>>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year, even
>>>>>>>>>> though

>>>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing value.
>>>>>>>>>> More than

>>>>>>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends,
>>>>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers."

>S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
>S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> Gene

S>>>>>>>>>

>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 19:52:27 GMT
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View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

DJ wrote:

>> No one has advocated military disarmament in this thread.

>

> <snip>

>> We should, however, be very aware and careful to not sacrifice the essence

>> of American freedom and human rights to the altar of terrorism.
>>

>

>

> The patriot act and NSA wiretaps (immediate-no ***ing around trying to get a
> warrant when you don't even know what you're really looking to find) are the
> weapons I'm talking about here. It'sd a shame but our laws in this respect

> have become our enemy's weapon. In order to deprive him of it, we must

> sacrifice it.

There are elements of the Patriot act; our move toward justifying
torture; and aspects to wholesale wiretapping of American citizens that
are very unamerican IMO.

We must be extremely careful that we do not permanently lose our place

in history as a great step forward in personal freedom and opportunity.
Either by some nutcase reducing St. Louis to a nuclear wasteland or by
some other nutcase legislating away our core ideals. | don't care how
sincere the nutcase, those are both extremely damaging actions to America.

This is not an easy problem, so we need every viable idea on the table
and we need to come together with respect. And we need to remember:

"Those who would give up Essential Liberty to purchase a little
Temporary Safety, deserve neither Liberty nor Safety." -Ben Franklin.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4554b420@linux...
>> DJ wrote:

>>>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for

>>> sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to

>>> enslave.<

>>>

>>> Ask any military planner and he will tell you that without the weapons to

>>> do the job he will not be able to do it.

>> No one has advocated military disarmament in this thread.
>>
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>> My point is that it's important to operate from a position of strength

>> derived from rational planning, rather than fear-based, panicked,

>> knee-jerk responses, the latter being open to direct manipulation by

>> terrorists (and by self-serving politicians, for that matter). Can we not

>> agree on that?

>>

>>

>>

>>> ", the only thing we have to fear is fear itself" FDR in another

>>> context.

>>>

>>> This was from Roosevelts first inagural and referred to an economic
>>> depression. He was trying to keep people from withdrawing their money
>>> from the banks. He certainly wasn't talking about a shooting war/spies
>>> and sabatoeurs.

>> Exactly, and | noted the different context. However the quote is germane.
>>

>> Speaking of ex-presidents and war, Eisenhower said this:

>>

>> "This conjunction of an immense military establishment and a large arms
>> industry is new in the American experience. The total influence-economic,
>> political, even spiritual-is felt in every city, every state house, every

>> office of the Federal government. We recognize the imperative need for
>> this development. Yet we must not fail to comprehend its grave

>> implications. Our toil, resources and livelihood are all involved; so is

>> the very structure of our society.

>>

>> In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of
>> unwarranted influence, whether sought or unsought, by the

>> military-industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of

>> misplaced power exists and will persist.

>>

>> \We must never let the weight of this combination endanger our liberties or
>> democratic processes. We should take nothing for granted only an alert and
>> knowledgeable citizenry can compel the proper meshing of huge industrial
>> and military machinery of defense with our peaceful methods and goals, so
>> that security and liberty may prosper together."

>>

>>

>>

>>>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't
>>>> ggree with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to
>>>> potential threats. <

>> OK, we agree on that, right?

>>

>>

>>> |t would be inaccurate to imply that wars have not *always* required

>>> great sacrifices from the citizenry of the respective combatants.
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>> Right, no one has advocated a sacrifice-free response in this thread.

>> Although our current president and congress have actively worked to make
>> jt seem like little sacrifice has been required by, for the first time in

>> history (correct me if I'm wrong), cutting taxes in time of war. Of course

>> this only delays the sacrifice a generation or two.

>>

>> We should, however, be very aware and careful to not sacrifice the essence
>> of American freedom and human rights to the altar of terrorism.

>>

>>

>>>> Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at

>>> pest. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.<

>>>

>>> | agree 100%. It seems that half the folks in this country believe we are
>>> 1N

>> Then we can be united despite our differences. Like a composite material
>> with fibers in different layers running in different directions we can be

>> ponded together, stronger for our union. :")

>>

>> |OW, it's OK that we sometimes think differently, as long as we listen to

>> each other, respect each other and can consider each other's viewpoints.
>> We can draw on all of our strengths to innovate workable solutions.

>>

>>

>>> g war, the other half don't. This is a sure recipe for disaster,

>>> especially in a war with an enemy who uses our own laws against us. To
>>> jgnore this in an era where one person with a bomb can wipe out an entire
>>> city is a recipe for disaster on an unimaginable scale.

>> The price of freedom is eternal vigilance. We must defend BOTH against a
>> crafty enemy AND against those who would sacrifice the ideals and freedoms
>> of our country. We must not lose the war in order to win the battle. And

>> we must not lose that battle.

>>

>> We must choose paths that serve both our citizens and the people of the
>> world, not those that best serve the military industrial complexes of the

>> world's nations, nor the short term interests of short-sighted

>> international corporations, nor the power ambitions of a any obsessive

>> wannabe despots. This will take leadership in a style not seen for quite a
>> while in these parts.

>>

>> Fear-based thinking on either side of a conflict props up illegitimate

>> power.

>>

>> This is among the top dangers of major aspects of our current course.

>> While trying to appear "not weak" we run the risk of making it easy for

>> those against us to use our missteps, missed opportunities and

>> ogverreactions to literally scare up more and more followers.

>>
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>> As part of a well considered and comprehensive defense, we must interrupt
>> this dynamic. To not do so would be to fight with one arm tied behind our
>> back.

>>

>> We need to think very long term, we need to look at alleviating root

>> causes of conflict and we need to consider the best interests of the

>> pations and citizens involved. As long as we don't, we are fighting

>> without a complete defense and we are in danger of blundering into trap
>> after trap, draining our resources and weakening our position.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>>

>>

>>

>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45544bcc@linux...
>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>> Jamie wrote:

>>>>>> |like overcompensating insecure

>>>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>>>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just
>>>>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>>

>>>>> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you can
>>>>> die by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or you
>>>>> can face reality, deal with it for the time being and have something
>>>>> |eft to argue over once the dust clears.

>>>> Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored world.
>>>>

>>>> Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning and
>>>> forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from me
>>>> on that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of

>>>> confusing it with unhealthy fear.

>>>>

>>>> |t's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient

>>>> thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

>>>>

>>>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for

>>>> sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to
>>>> enslave.

>>>>

>>>>"__the only thing we have to fear is fear itself* FDR in another

>>>> context.

>>>>

>>>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't
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>>>> agree with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to
>>>> potential threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at
>>>> pest. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.

>>>>

>>>> |t's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better
>>>> jdeas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and our
>>>> planet achieve peace.

>>>>

>>>> The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That may
>>>> pe one message of this election.

>>>>

>>>> Cheers,

>>>> -Jamie

>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>> news:45541a10@linux...

>>>>>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong
>>>>>> before so there's reason to hope. ;?)

>>>>>>

>>>>>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times
>>>>>> pefore this election. And ifiwhen we are attacked next it will

>>>>>> probably have been planned before this election.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell
>>>>>> you it's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still

>>>>>> |ogic and there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't
>>>>>> want to face the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered
>>>>>> policy and action by whoever's not being scapegoated.

>S>5>5>>>

>>>>>> We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
>>>>>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame
>>>>>> BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes
>>>>>> you feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for
>>>>>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of
>>>>>> plame to go around through many administrations in both major
>>>>>> parties - for those times we're in a blaming mood.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
>>>>>> assumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is
>>>>>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in
>>>>>> BOTH major parties AND the minor parties.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the
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>>>>>> threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll
>>>>>> get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and
>>>>>> maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which
>>>>>> has hardly been flawless.

>S>>>>>

>>>>>> \Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by
>>>>>> terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure
>>>>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty
>>>>>> eyed abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe,
>>>>>> just maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and
>>>>>> choose from the widest array of effective options.

>S>5>>>>

>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>S5>>>>

>S5>>>>

>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
>>>>>>>> not smart enough

>>>>>>> to be running foreign policy.<

>S>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and
>>>>>>> we are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm
>>>>>>> predicting that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and
>>>>>>> that it will come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to

>>>>>>> democrats restricting the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm
>>>>>>> wrong.

S>>5>5>>>

S>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>>>> news:45538a31@linux...

>>>>>>>> |'m referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or
>>>>>>>> not pleasing terrorists.

SS>5>5>>>>

>>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
>>>>>>>> not smart enough to be running foreign policy.

S>>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy
>>>>>>>> and negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who
>>>>>>>> |ets themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

S5>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>> Cheers,
>>>>>>>> -Jamie
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>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>>>>>>>>> Jamie,

>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over
>>>>>>>>> 3,000 innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo
>>>>>>>>> jet into our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some
>>>>>>>>> passengers, almost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital
>>>>>>>>> Building? Those wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president
>>>>>>>>> gver in Iran who wants to "wipe Isreal from the face of the
>>>>>>>>> planet”. You know, the one enriching all the uranium. | disagree
>>>>>>>>> with plenty of the Republicans and the Presidents actions,
>>>>>>>>> policies, etc., but being tough with terroists is one area we can't
>>>>>>>>> waiver. These people want to kill us. I'm affraid nothing short of
>>>>>>>>> g few smuggled in soviet nukes going off is going to make this
>>>>>>>>> clear to people. Too bad it'll be too late at that point. Sorry for

>>>>>>>>> the drama, but this one thing more than any other scares me sick.
SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> Tony

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

SSS>>5>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that
>>>>>>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?
>>>>>>>>>> Nixon.

SS>55>5>5>5>3>>

SS5>>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position
>>>>>>>>>>>> that we need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

SSS535>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized
>>>>>>>>>>> this back when we had the time to di something about it,
>>>>>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there
>>>>>>>>>> was no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years
>>>>>>>>>> (Reagan, Bushl, Clinton, Bush?2).

SS>5>5>5>5>5>5>>
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>>>>>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

>S>>>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country
>>>>>>>>>>> phy Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going
>>>>>>>>>>> t0 solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy
>>>>>>>>>>> independent *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when alll
>>>>>>>>>>> domestic energy options other than drilling for oil in old,
>>>>>>>>>>> depleted oil and gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas
>>>>>>>>>>> solutions that *are proven* could bring this about within the
>>>>>>>>>>> next 5 years are off the table?

S>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
>>>>>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15
>>>>>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to
>>>>>>>>>>> negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness.
>>>>>>>>>>> They will be encouraged by this.

>>>>>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time
>>>>>>>>>> for better policies to help, as you say.

>S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

S>>>>>>>>>

S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> Regards,

S>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> DJ

SSS5>5>5>5>5>5>>

SSS>>5>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon” <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>>>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a
>>>>>>>>>>>>> good economy,

>>>>>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is
>>>>>>>>>>>>> not effective,

>>>>>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

S>>>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year
>>>>>>>>>>>> and a half
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>>>>>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>>>>> With trillions

>>>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough
>>>>>>>>>>>> that we have

>>>>>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>>>>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>>>>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (
>>>>>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>>>>>>> influence on

>>>>>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of
>>>>>>>>>>>> the Bush years.

>>>>>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>>>>>>> Halliburton.

S>S>>>>>>>>>

S>SS>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> " ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>>>>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United
>>>>>>>>>>>> States.

>>>>>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush
>>>>>>>>>>>> with savings,

>>>>>>>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year,
>>>>>>>>>>>> even though

>>>>>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing
>>>>>>>>>>>> value. More than

>>>>>>>>>>>> gny other nation in history, the United States depends,
>>>>>>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers.”

S>SS>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
S>SS>>>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>>>>> Gene

S>>>>>>>>>>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Tony Benson on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 20:57:59 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Like I said Jamie, once we get a handle on at least fixing the big holes in
our homeland security we can then work on long term solutions to why they
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hate us so. Hell, | don't even care if we work on the long term at the same
time, just get to work on the immediate security stuff now.

Yes, we should act in our best interest. | believe appearing weak to
terrorists will not be in our best interest. I'm sorry, I'll have to agree
to disagree with you on this point.

Iraq has been a dismal abyss. Saddam ruled with a genocidal iron fist, and

it appears that was the only thing keeping the Sunnis, Shiites, and Kurds
from tearing each other up. Now it looks like that will happen anyway. The
problem there is so huge and complicated, that | don't have hope anyone can
"fix" it. We didn't create the "real” problem though. We just removed

Hussein so the various divisions in Irag could get back to their centuries

old civil war unimpeded.

| don't believe being tough with terrorists should be our only course of
action. We need to explore all avenues to work toward better relations in
the Middle East, and all around the world. Take care of protecting ourselves
right now, and I'm all over the making friends thing.

| must have mis-interpreted your "wacky beliefs of a few terrorists"
statement. | thought you were implying that our risk from terrorists is not
real, or something we need not aggressively address.

| have a hypothetical question for you Jamie. If by some miracle we could
reverse all the failed policy and all of our mis-steps, Israel went away,
basically remove any and all reasons for the terrorists to hate us, what if

after all that, they still hate us and want us dead? What if it really is a

war of ideology? What if the "infidels" really must convert or die? What

then? | don't wish anyone to die by war, aggression or violence, but at what
point do we decide to either fight or lay down and wait to die. | pray to

God that this isn't the case. | hope somehow we can find common ground and
live in peace with everyone. | haven't heard the terrorists ever express

this option though.

| anticipate your response, but will refrain from replying back. You have

much greater debating skills than I, and besides, I've already broken my
promise not to get involved in political threads. I'm such an opinionated

ass! ;>)

With Respect,

Tony

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4554d313@linux...
>
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> Hey Tony,

>

> | never said anything about "a few wacky terrorists."

>

> | was speaking of the wacky beliefs of a few terrorists, a very different
> concept.

>

> |f we act in our best interest and the leadership of al-Qaeda happens

> think we're being "weak" in so doing, it would be stupid for us to be

> thusly manipulated to act to our detriment just to impress those few

> terrorists.

>

> We should act out of strength of purpose, clear vision and as much wisdom
> as we can gather, being true to our ideals, regardless of the wacky

> beliefs of a few terrorists.

>

> More than one expert on the region has criticized our lack of long term
> preplanning in Iraq before going in. We're now in a situation that the

> current (for the moment) policy architects did not anticipate nor prepare
> for, and it's not a great situation. Many lives lost and $300 billion tax

> dollars later, more lives and dollars every day, significant tax money

> unaccounted for, Iran gaining influence in Iraq, these sorts of

> consequences have been a significant factor in this election. Voters are
> asking hard questions, as well they should.

>

> Qur various policies directly affect the region and so we must carefully
> consider their effect. We will never have perfect intelligence systems, a
> perfectly impenetrable border, flawless law enforcement and a blanket
> defense against everything nor can we afford that. We can work in that
> direction within what we can afford but we must also work in other

> directions to help create peace. There is a balance. Anyone who preaches
> that there is only ONE avenue of action is probably making money on that
> avenue or listening to someone who does.

>

> Yes you can recognize the possibility of additional attacks on the US

> without subscribing to the notion that we have to behave shortsightedly
> and predictably in order to impress a few terrorists with our

> "non-weakness."

>

> Consider that that kind of stubbornness and inability to see creative

> solutions can actually make us miss opportunities to become stronger and
> more successful, and to help create a better situation for ourselves and
> for people who live in the region.

>

> Am | being more clear?

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie
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> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

> Tony Benson wrote:

>> Jamie,

>>

>> | didn't imply that you were "blind, deaf and dumb". | respect your

>> discourse, and strong defense of your views. | just feel the current

>> situation involves more than "a few wacky terrorists”. Also, just

>> pecause | recognize there is a real, and likely threat of more attacks

>> here in the US, doesn't mean I'm an "overcompensating insecure

>> spendthrift fool undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed abject
>> fear". | do understand though that this isn't some war between two

>> countries, where we can "negotiate” an end to hostilities, or simply drop
>> our support for Israel, or change our policy and make everything better.
>> Whether it was decades of failed U.S. policy or not, these people want us
>> dead right now, and we have to be proactive. Once we do something

>> significant about our boarders and make sure we have the absolute best
>> intelligence, defense, and law enforcement agencies money can buy, then
>> we can talk about long term programs to make everyone "like us". Sorry,
>> gotta go. It's lower body workout day. | have to be in shape for all that
>> "knee jerking"! ;>)

>>

>> Tony

>>

>>

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45544bcc@linux...
>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>> Jamie wrote:

>>>>> like overcompensating insecure

>>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just
>>>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>

>>>> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you can
>>>> die by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or you
>>>> can face reality, deal with it for the time being and have something
>>>> |eft to argue over once the dust clears.

>>> Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored world.
>>>

>>> Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning and
>>> forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from me
>>> on that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of

>>> confusing it with unhealthy fear.

>>>

>>> |t's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient

>>> thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

>>>
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>>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for

>>> sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to
>>> enslave.

>>>

>>> ", the only thing we have to fear is fear itself" FDR in another

>>> context.

>>>

>>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't
>>> agree with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to

>>> potential threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at
>>> pest. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.

>>>

>>> |t's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better
>>> ideas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and our
>>> planet achieve peace.

>>>

>>> The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That may
>>> be one message of this election.

>>>

>>> Cheers,

>>> -Jamie

>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>

>>>

>>>

>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>> news:45541a10@linux...

>>>>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong
>>>>> pefore so there's reason to hope. ;)

>>>>>

>>>>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times
>>>>> pefore this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will

>>>>> probably have been planned before this election.

>>>>>

>>>>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell
>>>>> you it's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still

>>>>> |ogic and there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't
>>>>> want to face the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered
>>>>> policy and action by whoever's not being scapegoated.

>>>>>

>>>>> We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
>>>>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame
>>>>> BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes
>>>>> you feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>>>>>

>>>>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for
>>>>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of
>>>>> plame to go around through many administrations in both major
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>>>>> parties - for those times we're in a blaming mood.

>>>>>

>>>>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
>>>>> gassumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is
>>>>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in
>>>>> BOTH major parties AND the minor parties.

>>>>>

>>>>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the
>>>>> threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll
>>>>> get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and
>>>>> maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which
>>>>> has hardly been flawless.

>>>>>

>>>>> \Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by
>>>>> terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure
>>>>> gpendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty
>>>>> eyed abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe,
>>>>> just maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>>

>>>>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and
>>>>> choose from the widest array of effective options.

>>>>>

>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>

>>>>>

>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
>>>>>>> not smart enough

>>>>>> to be running foreign policy.<

>S>>>5>>

>>>>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and
>>>>>> we are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm
>>>>>> predicting that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and
>>>>>> that it will come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to

>>>>>> democrats restricting the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm
>>>>>> Wrong.

>>>>>>

>>>>>>

>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>>> news:45538a31@linux...

>>>>>>> |'m referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or
>>>>>>> not pleasing terrorists.

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
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>>>>>>> not smart enough to be running foreign policy.

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy
>>>>>>> and negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who
>>>>>>> |ets themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>

>>>>>>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

SS>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>>>>>>>> Jamie,

>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over
>>>>>>>> 3,000 innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo
>>>>>>>> jet into our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some
>>>>>>>> passengers, almost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital
>>>>>>>> Building? Those wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president
>>>>>>>> gver in Iran who wants to "wipe Isreal from the face of the
>>>>>>>> planet”. You know, the one enriching all the uranium. | disagree
>>>>>>>> with plenty of the Republicans and the Presidents actions,
>>>>>>>> policies, etc., but being tough with terroists is one area we can't
>>>>>>>> waiver. These people want to kill us. I'm affraid nothing short of
>>>>>>>> g few smuggled in soviet nukes going off is going to make this
>>>>>>>> clear to people. Too bad it'll be too late at that point. Sorry for
>>>>>>>> the drama, but this one thing more than any other scares me sick.
SS>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>> Tony

>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>>> Wwith trillions

>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that
>>>>>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?
>>>>>>>>> Nixon.

>S>>>>>>>>

S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position
>>>>>>>>>>> that we need a constant flow of mideast
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>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

SS>5>>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized
>>>>>>>>>> this back when we had the time to di something about it,
>>>>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there
>>>>>>>>> was no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years
>>>>>>>>> (Reagan, Bushl, Clinton, Bush2).

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country
>>>>>>>>>> py Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going
>>>>>>>>>> t0o solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy
>>>>>>>>>> independent *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all
>>>>>>>>>> domestic energy options other than drilling for oil in old,
>>>>>>>>>> depleted oil and gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas
>>>>>>>>>> solutions that *are proven* could bring this about within the
>>>>>>>>>> next 5 years are off the table?

SS>5>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
>>>>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15
>>>>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to
>>>>>>>>>> negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness.
>>>>>>>>>> They will be encouraged by this.

>>>>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time
>>>>>>>>> for better policies to help, as you say.

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

SS>5>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> Regards,

SS5>>5>5>5>>>

>S>S>>>>>>>> DJ

SS>5>5>5>5>5>>>

SS>5>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>>>>>> 3, Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>>>>>> gnd it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a
>>>>>>>>>>>> good economy,
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>>>>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is
>>>>>>>>>>>> not effective,

>>>>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

S>>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year
>>>>>>>>>>> gnd a half

>>>>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>>>> With trillions

>>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough
>>>>>>>>>>> that we have

>>>>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>>>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>>>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (
>>>>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>>>>>> influence on

>>>>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of
>>>>>>>>>>> the Bush years.

>>>>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>>>>>> Halliburton.

S>>>>>>>>>>

S>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> "| ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>>>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United
>>>>>>>>>>> States.

>>>>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush
>>>>>>>>>>> with savings,

>>>>>>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year,
>>>>>>>>>>> even though

>>>>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing
>>>>>>>>>>> value. More than

>>>>>>>>>>> gny other nation in history, the United States depends,
>>>>>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers."

S>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
S>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> Gene

S>>>>>>>>>>

>>
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Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Tony Benson on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 21:10:30 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Now look, I'm replying to my own damn post when | said | was done. What a
dork! ;>)

See my insert below.

"Tony Benson" <tony@standinghampton.com> wrote in message
news:4554e5a5@linux...

> Like | said Jamie, once we get a handle on at least fixing the big holes

> in our homeland security we can then work on long term solutions to why
> they hate us so. Hell, | don't even care if we work on the long term at

> the same time, just get to work on the immediate security stuff now.

>

> Yes, we should act in our best interest. | believe appearing weak to

> terrorists will not be in our best interest. I'm sorry, I'll have to agree

> to disagree with you on this point.

>

> |raq has been a dismal abyss. Saddam ruled with a genocidal iron fist, and
> it appears that was the only thing keeping the Sunnis, Shiites, and Kurds
> from tearing each other up. Now it looks like that will happen anyway. The
> problem there is so huge and complicated, that | don't have hope anyone
> can "fix" it. We didn't create the "real” problem though. We just removed

> Hussein so the various divisions in Irag could get back to their centuries

> old civil war unimpeded.

We actually did create Hussein, but | refering to the "real" problem right

at this vary moment, which is more about Iragies killing Iragies, than about
them not wanting us there. They want us out, so the real slughter can begin.
Sorry, | was affraid | didn't make that vary clear.

>

> | don't believe being tough with terrorists should be our only course of

> action. We need to explore all avenues to work toward better relations in
> the Middle East, and all around the world. Take care of protecting

> ourselves right now, and I'm all over the making friends thing.

>

> | must have mis-interpreted your "wacky beliefs of a few terrorists”

> statement. | thought you were implying that our risk from terrorists is

> not real, or something we need not aggressively address.

>

> | have a hypothetical question for you Jamie. If by some miracle we could
> reverse all the failed policy and all of our mis-steps, Israel went away,

> basically remove any and all reasons for the terrorists to hate us, what

> if after all that, they still hate us and want us dead? What if it really
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> is a war of ideology? What if the "infidels" really must convert or die?

> What then? | don't wish anyone to die by war, aggression or violence, but
> at what point do we decide to either fight or lay down and wait to die. |

> pray to God that this isn't the case. | hope somehow we can find common
> ground and live in peace with everyone. | haven't heard the terrorists

> ever express this option though.

>

> | anticipate your response, but will refrain from replying back. You have
> much greater debating skills than I, and besides, I've already broken my
> promise not to get involved in political threads. I'm such an opinionated
> ass! ;>)

>

> With Respect,

>

> Tony

>

>

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4554d313@Ilinux...
>>

>> Hey Tony,

>>

>> | never said anything about "a few wacky terrorists."

>>

>> | was speaking of the wacky beliefs of a few terrorists, a very different
>> concept.

>>

>> |If we act in our best interest and the leadership of al-Qaeda happens
>> think we're being "weak" in so doing, it would be stupid for us to be

>> thusly manipulated to act to our detriment just to impress those few

>> terrorists.

>>

>> We should act out of strength of purpose, clear vision and as much wisdom
>> as we can gather, being true to our ideals, regardless of the wacky

>> peliefs of a few terrorists.

>>

>> More than one expert on the region has criticized our lack of long term
>> preplanning in Irag before going in. We're now in a situation that the

>> current (for the moment) policy architects did not anticipate nor prepare
>> for, and it's not a great situation. Many lives lost and $300 billion tax

>> dollars later, more lives and dollars every day, significant tax money

>> unaccounted for, Iran gaining influence in Iraq, these sorts of

>> consequences have been a significant factor in this election. Voters are
>> asking hard questions, as well they should.

>>

>> Qur various policies directly affect the region and so we must carefully
>> consider their effect. We will never have perfect intelligence systems, a
>> perfectly impenetrable border, flawless law enforcement and a blanket
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>> defense against everything nor can we afford that. We can work in that
>> direction within what we can afford but we must also work in other

>> directions to help create peace. There is a balance. Anyone who preaches
>> that there is only ONE avenue of action is probably making money on that
>> avenue or listening to someone who does.

>>

>> Yes you can recognize the possibility of additional attacks on the US

>> without subscribing to the notion that we have to behave shortsightedly
>> and predictably in order to impress a few terrorists with our

>> "non-weakness."

>>

>> Consider that that kind of stubbornness and inability to see creative

>> solutions can actually make us miss opportunities to become stronger and
>> more successful, and to help create a better situation for ourselves and
>> for people who live in the region.

>>

>> Am | being more clear?

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>> Jamie,

>>>

>>> | didn't imply that you were "blind, deaf and dumb". | respect your

>>> discourse, and strong defense of your views. | just feel the current

>>> sjtuation involves more than "a few wacky terrorists”. Also, just

>>> pecause | recognize there is a real, and likely threat of more attacks

>>> here in the US, doesn't mean I'm an "overcompensating insecure

>>> spendthrift fool undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed abject
>>> fear". | do understand though that this isn't some war between two

>>> countries, where we can "negotiate” an end to hostilities, or simply

>>> drop our support for Israel, or change our policy and make everything
>>> petter. Whether it was decades of failed U.S. policy or not, these

>>> people want us dead right now, and we have to be proactive. Once we do
>>> something significant about our boarders and make sure we have the
>>> absolute best intelligence, defense, and law enforcement agencies money
>>> can buy, then we can talk about long term programs to make everyone
>>> "|like us". Sorry, gotta go. It's lower body workout day. | have to be in
>>> shape for all that "knee jerking"! ;>)

>>>

>>> Tony

>>>

>>>

>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45544bcc@linux...
>>>> DJ wrote:
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>>>>>> Jamie wrote:

>>>>>> |like overcompensating insecure

>>>>> gpendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty
>>>>> eyed abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe,
>>>>> just maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>>

>>>>> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you
>>>>> can die by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism,
>>>>> or you can face reality, deal with it for the time being and have
>>>>> something left to argue over once the dust clears.

>>>> Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored
>>>> world.

>>>>

>>>> Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning and
>>>> forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from me
>>>> on that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of
>>>> confusing it with unhealthy fear.

>>>>

>>>> |t's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient
>>>> thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

>>>>

>>>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for
>>>> sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to
>>>> enslave.

>>>>

>>>> " the only thing we have to fear is fear itself* FDR in another

>>>> context.

>>>>

>>>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't
>>>> ggree with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to
>>>> potential threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at
>>>> pest. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.

>>>>

>>>> |t's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better
>>>> jdeas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and
>>>> our planet achieve peace.

>>>>

>>>> The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That
>>>> may be one message of this election.

>>>>

>>>> Cheers,

>>>> -Jamie

>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>> news:45541a10@linux...
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>>>>>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong
>>>>>> before so there's reason to hope. ;?)

>>>>>>

>>>>>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many
>>>>>> times before this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will
>>>>>> probably have been planned before this election.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell
>>>>>> you it's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still

>>>>>> |ogic and there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't
>>>>>> want to face the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered
>>>>>> policy and action by whoever's not being scapegoated.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
>>>>>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame
>>>>>> BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes
>>>>>> you feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for
>>>>>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of
>>>>>> plame to go around through many administrations in both major
>>>>>> parties - for those times we're in a blaming mood.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
>>>>>> gssumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is
>>>>>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in
>>>>>> BOTH major parties AND the minor parties.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the
>>>>>> threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll
>>>>>> get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and
>>>>>> maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach
>>>>>> which has hardly been flawless.

>S>5>>>>

>>>>>> \Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by
>>>>>> terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating
>>>>>> insecure spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with
>>>>>> shifty eyed abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but
>>>>>> maybe, just maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and
>>>>>> choose from the widest array of effective options.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>>>

>>>>>>
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>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
>>>>>>>> not smart enough

>>>>>>> to be running foreign policy.<

>S>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and
>>>>>>> we are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm
>>>>>>> predicting that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon
>>>>>>> and that it will come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to
>>>>>>> democrats restricting the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm
>>>>>>> wrong.

>S>>5>5>>>

S>>5>5>>>

>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>>>> news:45538a31@linux...

>>>>>>>> |'m referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing
>>>>>>>> or not pleasing terrorists.

SS>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
>>>>>>>> not smart enough to be running foreign policy.

S>>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ
>>>>>>>> diplomacy and negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by
>>>>>>>> anyone who lets themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.
S>>5>5>>5>>

>>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

S>>5>5>>5>>

S>>5>5>>5>>

S>>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>>>>>>>>> Jamie,

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over
>>>>>>>>> 3,000 innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo
>>>>>>>>> jet into our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some
>>>>>>>>> passengers, almost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or
>>>>>>>>> Capital Building? Those wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky
>>>>>>>>> president over in Iran who wants to "wipe Isreal from the face of
>>>>>>>>> the planet”. You know, the one enriching all the uranium. |
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>>>>>>>>> disagree with plenty of the Republicans and the Presidents
>>>>>>>>> gctions, policies, etc., but being tough with terroists is one
>>>>>>>>> grea we can't waiver. These people want to kill us. I'm affraid
>>>>>>>>> nothing short of a few smuggled in soviet nukes going off is going
>>>>>>>>> to make this clear to people. Too bad it'll be too late at that
>>>>>>>>> point. Sorry for the drama, but this one thing more than any other
>>>>>>>>> scares me sick.

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>> Tony

SS>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>>>> With trillions

>>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

SSS55>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart
>>>>>>>>>>> that vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?
>>>>>>>>>> Nixon.

SS>55>5>5>5>>>

SS>5>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position
>>>>>>>>>>>> that we need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

SSS>>5>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized
>>>>>>>>>>> this back when we had the time to di something about it,
>>>>>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there
>>>>>>>>>> was no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years
>>>>>>>>>> (Reagan, Bushl, Clinton, Bush?2).

SS>5>5>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

SS>5>5>5>5>>5>>

SS>5>5>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this
>>>>>>>>>>> country by Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the
>>>>>>>>>>> Democrats going to solve this? In order to do so, we need to
>>>>>>>>>>> pecome energy independent *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go
>>>>>>>>>>> gbout that when all domestic energy options other than drilling
>>>>>>>>>>> for oil in old, depleted oil and gas reservoirs here are off the
>>>>>>>>>>> table whereas solutions that *are proven* could bring this
>>>>>>>>>>> gbout within the next 5 years are off the table?

SSS535>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
>>>>>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15
>>>>>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to
>>>>>>>>>>> negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness.
>>>>>>>>>>> They will be encouraged by this.

>>>>>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time
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>>>>>>>>>> for better policies to help, as you say.

S>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

S>S>S>>>>>>>

S>>S>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> Regards,

S>S>S>S>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> DJ

SS55>5>5>5>5>>>

SSS55>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon” <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>>>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a
>>>>>>>>>>>>> good economy,

>>>>>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is
>>>>>>>>>>>>> not effective,

>>>>>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

SSS>S>SSS>S>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year
>>>>>>>>>>>> and a half

>>>>>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped
>>>>>>>>>>>> up with trillions

>>>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough
>>>>>>>>>>>> that we have

>>>>>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow
>>>>>>>>>>>> of mideast

>>>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand
>>>>>>>>>>>> the danger of

>>>>>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (
>>>>>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>>>>>>> influence on

>>>>>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of
>>>>>>>>>>>> the Bush years.

>>>>>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>>>>>>> Halliburton.

SSS>S>>S>S>>>>>
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SSS>S>>>>>>>>
>>>>>>>>>>>> "L ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred
>>>>>>>>>>>> billion dollars

>>>>>>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the
>>>>>>>>>>>> United States.

>>>>>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush
>>>>>>>>>>>> with savings,

>>>>>>>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year,
>>>>>>>>>>>> even though

>>>>>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing
>>>>>>>>>>>> value. More than

>>>>>>>>>>>> gny other nation in history, the United States depends,
>>>>>>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers.”

SS>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
S>SS>S>>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>>>>> Gene

S>SS>S>>>>>>>>

>>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Fri, 10 Nov 2006 22:04:08 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Hey Tony,

Tony Benson wrote:

> Like | said Jamie, once we get a handle on at least fixing the big holes in

> our homeland security we can then work on long term solutions to why they
> hate us so. Hell, | don't even care if we work on the long term at the same
> time, just get to work on the immediate security stuff now.

>

> Yes, we should act in our best interest. | believe appearing weak to

> terrorists will not be in our best interest. I'm sorry, I'll have to agree

> to disagree with you on this point.

So if a terrorist said "jump or you're weak" you'd jump? Or would THAT
be a sign of weakness? | say jumping at the behest of terrorists is a
sign of weakness and a way to cede control to terrorists.

> [rag has been a dismal abyss. Saddam ruled with a genocidal iron fist, and
> it appears that was the only thing keeping the Sunnis, Shiites, and Kurds
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> from tearing each other up. Now it looks like that will happen anyway. The

> problem there is so huge and complicated, that | don't have hope anyone can
> "fix" it. We didn't create the "real" problem though. We just removed

> Hussein so the various divisions in Iraq could get back to their centuries

> old civil war unimpeded.

Kinda, but don't forget that modern day Iraq was imposed from the
outside by others:

"Iraq was carved out of the Ottoman Empire by the French and British as
agreed in the Sykes-Picot Agreement. On 11 November 1920 it became a
League of Nations mandate under British control with the name "State of
Iraq".

The British government laid out the political and constitutional

Irag and defined the territorial limits of Iraq without taking into

account the aspirations of the different ethnic and religious groups in
the country, in particular those of the Kurds to the north. Britain had

to put down a major revolt against its policies between 1920 and 1922."

More: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History of Iraq

And don't forget that Saddam came to power with our help and assistance,
as part of our cold war policies:

"In 1958, a year after Saddam had joined the Ba'ath party, army officers
led by General Abdul Karim Qassim overthrew Faisal Il of Irag. The
Ba'athists opposed the new government, and in 1959, Saddam was involved
in the attempted United States-backed plot to assassinate Qassim.[12]
Saddam was shot in the leg, but escaped to Tikrit with the help of CIA

and Egyptian intelligence agents. Saddam then crossed into Syria and was
transferred to Beirut for a brief CIA training course. From there he

moved to Cairo where he made frequent visits to the American embassy.
During this time the CIA placed him in a upper-class apartment observed
by CIA and Egyptian operatives. (UPI ‘analysis' article)

He was sentenced to death in absentia. Saddam studied law at the Cairo
University during his exile.

Rise to power

Concerned about Qassim's growing ties to Communists, the CIA gave
assistance to the Ba'ath Party and other regime opponents.[5] Army
officers with ties to the Ba'ath Party overthrew Qassim in a coup in

1963. Ba'athist leaders were appointed to the cabinet and Abdul Salam
Arif became president. Arif dismissed and arrested the Ba'athist leaders
later that year. Saddam returned to Iraq, but was imprisoned in 1964. He
escaped prison in 1967 and quickly became a leading member of the party.
In 1968, Saddam participated in a bloodless coup led by Ahmad Hassan
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al-Bakr that overthrew Abdul Rahman Arif. al-Bakr was named president
and Saddam was named his deputy. Saddam soon became the regime's
strongman. According to biographers, Saddam never forgot the tensions
within the first Ba'athist government, which informed his measures to
promote Ba'ath party unity as well as his ruthless resolve to maintain
power and programs to ensure social stability."

More: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Saddam_Hussein

> | don't believe being tough with terrorists should be our only course of

> action. We need to explore all avenues to work toward better relations in

> the Middle East, and all around the world. Take care of protecting ourselves
> right now, and I'm all over the making friends thing.

>

> | must have mis-interpreted your "wacky beliefs of a few terrorists”

> statement. | thought you were implying that our risk from terrorists is not

> real, or something we need not aggressively address.

Sure it's real. And it's intertwined with Western involvement in the

region as mentioned above. Forget that and you lose sight of reality and
end up in a blind boogieman fight. The danger there is the boogieman
becomes this unknown terror that can grow in your head. This way lies
madness. If both sides do that, and they have to some extent, it becomes
an escalating hatfield mccoy thing, as in Israel - with no end in sight

and the whole world eventually in the balance.

> | have a hypothetical question for you Jamie. If by some miracle we could

> reverse all the failed policy and all of our mis-steps, Israel went away,

> basically remove any and all reasons for the terrorists to hate us, what if

> after all that, they still hate us and want us dead? What if it really is a

> war of ideology? What if the "infidels" really must convert or die? What

> then? | don't wish anyone to die by war, aggression or violence, but at what

> point do we decide to either fight or lay down and wait to die. | pray to

> God that this isn't the case. | hope somehow we can find common ground and
> live in peace with everyone. | haven't heard the terrorists ever express

> this option though.

There have been statements but it's hard to put much stake in them.
However you can likely read them for yourself on the net, it's at least
interesting to see what Osama'’s stated reasons are for using terrorist
actions, and what he says it would take to make them stop. Keeping in
mind that he has lied before.

However it is important to understand the needs of people in the region
so we don't inadvertently walk into the trap of setting ourselves up as
the perceived bad guys, thus encouraging what we don't want, which is

Page 205 of 221 ---- Generated from The PAR S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

more people being convinced to join al-Qaeda.

Have you ever seen the sorcerer's apprentice bit in Fantasia? Good
intentions and amazing power isn't enough, we have to be smart about our
policies. We have to understand the power we wield and be as aware and
as proactive as possible about unintended consequences.

There are interesting tidbits here, including rumors of Osama's death:
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Osama_bin_Laden

As to your question, | am not interested in reliving the crusades now,

in the year 2006. | think very few people are, unless whipped up into
self righteous fervor by ardent nationalism to the point of jingoism,

(in place of patriotism). Whipped up for the benefit of some wannabe
despot or someone's short term financial gain at great expense to the
world. I think we may finally be getting to the point where such
intentions can be seen through. The challenge is to recognize and head
that stuff off. Be aware of the tools of dictatorship anywhere such
manipulations appear.

But since you asked, | will not convert forcibly to anyone else's
religion. Not Osama'’s take on it nor Bob Jone's take on it. And I'd
thank any corrupt or ignorant politicians, wannabe despots, wannabe
afterlife virgin collectors and ill-informed uberfundamentalists
everywhere to quit fighting and killing each other over matters of God.
How absurd, ironic and pathetic. Live with integrity, find your
potential, walk your spiritual path and respect the rights of others to
do the same.

| believe in freedom of religion, which is guaranteed by our
constitution and is our right in any case. Believe what you feel is
true, but respect the right of others to do so as well.

Be free to talk and listen, communication is essential and freedom of
speech is another basic human right. But remember that your right to
swing your fist ends before my face begins. Don't tread on me, bucko.

| also believe in personal responsibility. Mine and that of every

citizen that wants our great experiment to continue. We face threats to
our system both external and internal and must be ever vigilant. We must
be proactive, intelligent and constantly educate ourselves using

multiple sources. We must not be manipulated into betraying our rights.

Yep | believe in freedom. Don't even think of taking that away. If you
agree, let's stand together.
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> | anticipate your response, but will refrain from replying back. You have

> much greater debating skills than I, and besides, I've already broken my
> promise not to get involved in political threads. I'm such an opinionated

> ass! ;>)

Opinions are great, thanks for sharing. And listening. | appreciate the
conversation.

United we stand. We have work to do.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

> With Respect,
>

> Tony

>

>

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:4554d313@linux...
>> Hey Tony,

>>

>> | never said anything about "a few wacky terrorists."

>>

>> | was speaking of the wacky beliefs of a few terrorists, a very different
>> concept.

>>

>> |If we act in our best interest and the leadership of al-Qaeda happens
>> think we're being "weak" in so doing, it would be stupid for us to be

>> thusly manipulated to act to our detriment just to impress those few

>> terrorists.

>>

>> We should act out of strength of purpose, clear vision and as much wisdom
>> as we can gather, being true to our ideals, regardless of the wacky

>> peliefs of a few terrorists.

>>

>> More than one expert on the region has criticized our lack of long term
>> preplanning in Irag before going in. We're now in a situation that the

>> current (for the moment) policy architects did not anticipate nor prepare
>> for, and it's not a great situation. Many lives lost and $300 billion tax

>> dollars later, more lives and dollars every day, significant tax money

>> unaccounted for, Iran gaining influence in Irag, these sorts of

>> consequences have been a significant factor in this election. Voters are
>> asking hard questions, as well they should.

>>
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>> Qur various policies directly affect the region and so we must carefully

>> consider their effect. We will never have perfect intelligence systems, a
>> perfectly impenetrable border, flawless law enforcement and a blanket

>> defense against everything nor can we afford that. We can work in that
>> direction within what we can afford but we must also work in other

>> directions to help create peace. There is a balance. Anyone who preaches
>> that there is only ONE avenue of action is probably making money on that
>> avenue or listening to someone who does.

>>

>> Yes you can recognize the possibility of additional attacks on the US

>> without subscribing to the notion that we have to behave shortsightedly
>> and predictably in order to impress a few terrorists with our

>> "non-weakness."

>>

>> Consider that that kind of stubbornness and inability to see creative

>> solutions can actually make us miss opportunities to become stronger and
>> more successful, and to help create a better situation for ourselves and
>> for people who live in the region.

>>

>> Am | being more clear?

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>> Jamie,

>>>

>>> | didn't imply that you were "blind, deaf and dumb". | respect your

>>> discourse, and strong defense of your views. | just feel the current

>>> sjtuation involves more than "a few wacky terrorists”. Also, just

>>> pecause | recognize there is a real, and likely threat of more attacks

>>> here in the US, doesn't mean I'm an "overcompensating insecure

>>> spendthrift fool undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed abject
>>> fear". | do understand though that this isn't some war between two

>>> countries, where we can "negotiate” an end to hostilities, or simply drop
>>> our support for Israel, or change our policy and make everything better.
>>> Whether it was decades of failed U.S. policy or not, these people want us
>>> dead right now, and we have to be proactive. Once we do something
>>> significant about our boarders and make sure we have the absolute best
>>> intelligence, defense, and law enforcement agencies money can buy, then
>>> we can talk about long term programs to make everyone "like us". Sorry,
>>> gotta go. It's lower body workout day. | have to be in shape for all that
>>> "knee jerking"! ;>)

>>>

>>> Tony

>>>
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>>>
>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:45544bcc@linux...
>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>> Jamie wrote:

>>>>>> |like overcompensating insecure

>>>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty eyed
>>>>> abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe, just
>>>>> maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>>

>>>>> and a healthy fear of a real threat will keep you alive whereas you can
>>>>> die by living in the fantasy world of an idealistic anachronism, or you
>>>>> can face reality, deal with it for the time being and have something
>>>>> |eft to argue over once the dust clears.

>>>> Those are two of many choices. Black and white in a multi-colored world.
>>>>

>>>> Concern and awareness are useful when focused to motivate planning and
>>>> forethought that translates into appropriate action, no dispute from me
>>>> on that. You can call that "healthy fear" if you like, at the risk of

>>>> confusing it with unhealthy fear.

>>>>

>>>> |t's dangerously possible, through fear, to react with insufficient

>>>> thought and understanding, and make a bad situation worse.

>>>>

>>>> Ask a military planner. Fear is the path to panic, not the basis for

>>>> sound policy or strategy. Ask any dictator, fear is an effective way to
>>>> enslave.

>>>>

>>>>"__the only thing we have to fear is fear itself* FDR in another

>>>> context.

>>>>

>>>> At any rate, it would be inaccurate to imply that anyone who doesn't
>>>> agree with a particular course of action is blind, deaf and dumb to

>>>> potential threats. Not a true nor useful characterization. Divisive at

>>>> pest. And dividing ourselves IS one road to defeat.

>>>>

>>>> |t's important to recognize what hasn't worked, to be open to better
>>>> deas. So we can, together, find solutions that help our country and our
>>>> planet achieve peace.

>>>>

>>>> The first step toward getting out of a hole is to stop digging. That may
>>>> phe one message of this election.

>>>>

>>>> Cheers,

>>>> -Jamie

>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>
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>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>> news:45541a10@linux...

>>>>>> Sure, | hope you're wrong, too, Deej. Like me, you've been wrong
>>>>>> before so there's reason to hope. ;)

>>>>>>

>>>>>> The prediction that we will be attacked again has been made many times
>>>>>> pefore this election. And if/when we are attacked next it will

>>>>>> probably have been planned before this election.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> But should it happen I'm sure a lot of cable TV blatherers will tell
>>>>>> you it's the fault of this election anyway. Flawed logic is still

>>>>>> |ogic and there's no goat like a scapegoat when the blatherers don't
>>>>>> want to face the possibility of other causes, like poorly considered
>>>>>> policy and action by whoever's not being scapegoated.

>S>>>5>>

>>>>>> We've suffered al-Qaeda attacks under both Democratic and Republican
>>>>>> presidents. Worse under Republicans with 9/11, but go ahead and blame
>>>>>> BOTH the Clinton and Bush Jr. administrations, or if it really makes
>>>>>> you feel better, just blame Clinton and give Bush a pass.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> Personally | can blame foreign policy back at least to WWI for

>>>>>> contributing to the setup of this situation. So IMO there's plenty of
>>>>>> plame to go around through many administrations in both major
>>>>>> parties - for those times we're in a blaming mood.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> For those times when we can get BEYOND being in a blaming mood, the
>>>>>> assumption that one party or another is eager to invite attack is
>>>>>> presumptuous. Surely there are at least a few real patriots left in
>>>>>> BOTH major parties AND the minor parties.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> There are different ways to attempt to meet any threat, diffuse the
>>>>>> threat and find solutions for any situation. Maybe, just maybe, we'll
>>>>>> get some further options on the table now to meet this threat, and
>>>>>> maybe, just maybe, they'll work better than the current approach which
>>>>>> has hardly been flawless.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> \Whatever we do, let's not allow ourselves to be manipulated by
>>>>>> terrorists into strutting around acting like overcompensating insecure
>>>>>> spendthrift fools while undercutting our own democracy with shifty
>>>>>> eyed abject fear - IOW, becoming terrorized. Fear sells, but maybe,
>>>>>> just maybe, we're better than that.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> The best way to be strong is to come together, work together and
>>>>>> choose from the widest array of effective options.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com
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>S>5>5>>>

>>5>>>>

>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
>>>>>>>> not smart enough

>>>>>>> to be running foreign policy.<

>S>5>5>>>>

>>>>>>> perception of weakenss is invitation to attack, plain and simple and
>>>>>>> we are now (especially now) perceived as weak and undecided. I'm
>>>>>>> predicting that we are going to be catastrophically attacked soon and
>>>>>>> that it will come as a result iof an intelligence failure due to

>>>>>>> democrats restricting the ability of the NSA to wiretap. | hope I'm
>>>>>>> wrong.

S>S>5>5>5>>

>S>>5>>>>

>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>>>> news:45538a31@linux...

>>>>>>>> |'m referring to any US leader who bases their policy on pleasing or
>>>>>>>> not pleasing terrorists.

S>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>> |OW, anyone who fails to take worthwhile action because of a
>>>>>>>> perception that it will make them "seem weak" to someone else, is
>>>>>>>> not smart enough to be running foreign policy.

S>5>5>>>>>

>>>>>>>> |n individual cases it may or may not make sense to employ diplomacy
>>>>>>>> and negotiation. That judgment cannot be wisely made by anyone who
>>>>>>>> |ets themselves be controlled by knee-jerk thinking.

S>5>5>>5>5>>

>>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

SS>5>5>5>>>

SS>>5>>>>

S5>5>>>>>

>>>>>>>> Tony Benson wrote:

>>>>>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>>> news:455374c4@linux...

SS>5>5>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>>>>>>>>> Jamie,

SS>5>>5>5>5>>

>>>>>>>>> Are you referring to those few wacky terroists who killed over
>>>>>>>>> 3,000 innocent people in the World Trade Centers, crashed a jumbo
>>>>>>>>> jet into our Pentagon, and, but for the extreme courage of some
>>>>>>>>> passengers, almost flew a jumbo jet into our White House or Capital
>>>>>>>>> Building? Those wacky terroists? Maybe it's that wacky president
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>>>>>>>>> gver in Iran who wants to "wipe Isreal from the face of the
>>>>>>>>> planet”. You know, the one enriching all the uranium. | disagree
>>>>>>>>> with plenty of the Republicans and the Presidents actions,
>>>>>>>>> policies, etc., but being tough with terroists is one area we can't
>>>>>>>>> waiver. These people want to kill us. I'm affraid nothing short of
>>>>>>>>> g few smuggled in soviet nukes going off is going to make this
>>>>>>>>> clear to people. Too bad it'll be too late at that point. Sorry for
>>>>>>>>> the drama, but this one thing more than any other scares me sick.
>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>> Tony

>S>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> DJ wrote:

>>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China?

SS>55>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> Absolutely not....and who praytell, gave China the jumpstart that
>>>>>>>>>>> vaulted them into the position they are in nowadays?
>>>>>>>>>> Nixon.

>S>>>>>>>>>

>S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> |t's bad enough that we have placed ourselves in the position
>>>>>>>>>>>> that we need a constant flow of mideast

>>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going.<

S>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> | agree. A president with some foresight would have recognized
>>>>>>>>>>> this back when we had the time to di something about it,
>>>>>>>>>> Carter did, but we voted him out and effectively pretended there
>>>>>>>>>> was no problem with our oil dependency for the next 22 years
>>>>>>>>>> (Reagan, Bushl, Clinton, Bush?2).

S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> Gore probably would have tried to do something.

SS>5>5>5>5>5>5>>

SS>>5>5>3>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> especially upon having had ward publicly declared on this country
>>>>>>>>>>> py Al Qaeda. So what are we going to do? Are the Democrats going
>>>>>>>>>>> to solve this? In order to do so, we need to become energy
>>>>>>>>>>> independent *as in..yesterday*. Now how to go about that when all
>>>>>>>>>>> domestic energy options other than drilling for oil in old,
>>>>>>>>>>> depleted oil and gas reservoirs here are off the table whereas
>>>>>>>>>>> solutions that *are proven* could bring this about within the
>>>>>>>>>>> next 5 years are off the table?

S>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> |'m all for clean energy. enough clean energy to sustain t\our
>>>>>>>>>>> economy is 15 years away, at least. We don't have 15
>>>>>>>>>>> years...especially with a party in power that is willing to
>>>>>>>>>>> negotiate with terrorists, which to them is a sign of weakness.
>>>>>>>>>>> They will be encouraged by this.
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>>>>>>>>>> Energy policy needs immediate attention. And some amount of time
>>>>>>>>>> for better policies to help, as you say.

>S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> \We also need leadership that won't let the wacky beliefs of a few
>>>>>>>>>> terrorists directly control their course of action (or inaction).
>S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>> Cheers,

>>>>>>>>>> -Jamie

>>>>>>>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

S>>>>>>>>>

S>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> Regards,

S>>>>>>>>>>

SSS>S>S>>>5>>> DJ

SSS55>5>5>5>5>>

SS>55>5>5>5>5>>>

>>>>>>>>>>> "Gene Lennon” <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
>>>>>>>>>>> news:4553565b$1@linux...

>>>>>>>>>>>> "DJ" <no@way.jack> wrote:

>>>>>>>>>>>>> 3. Since the republicans have rebuilt the economy that Clinton
>>>>>>>>>>>>> destroyed,

>>>>>>>>>>>>> and it usually takes the democrats at least 4 years to wreck a
>>>>>>>>>>>>> good economy,

>>>>>>>>>>>>> the border control issue is going to be their biggest domestic
>>>>>>>>>>>>> challenge.

>>>>>>>>>>>>> They are going to have to carry the ball on this and if it is
>>>>>>>>>>>>> not effective,

>>>>>>>>>>>>> the responsibility will fall in their lap.

S>>>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> This is from an article in the New Yorker that is about a year
>>>>>>>>>>>> and a half

>>>>>>>>>>>> old. The numbers are much worse now.

>>>>>>>>>>>> Are you really happy that our economy is artificially propped up
>>>>>>>>>>>> with trillions

>>>>>>>>>>>> of dollars borrowed from countries like China? It's bad enough
>>>>>>>>>>>> that we have

>>>>>>>>>>>> placed ourselves in the position that we need a constant flow of
>>>>>>>>>>>> mideast

>>>>>>>>>>>> 0il to keep our economy going. Very few Americans understand the
>>>>>>>>>>>> danger of

>>>>>>>>>>>> working under the threat of petrodollar conversion. (
>>>>>>>>>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrodollar).

>>>>>>>>>>>> But. To also be so far in debt to China that they have REAL
>>>>>>>>>>>> influence on

>>>>>>>>>>>> our policies is unconscionable. This is the hidden economy of
>>>>>>>>>>>> the Bush years.

>>>>>>>>>>>> Funny but it has been very good for The Carlyle Group and
>>>>>>>>>>>> Halliburton.
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S>>>>>>>>>>>
S>>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> " ast year, Asian countries invested almost four hundred billion
>>>>>>>>>>>> dollars

>>>>>>>>>>>> in the United States, mostly in government bonds. China is
>>>>>>>>>>>> effectively taking

>>>>>>>>>>>> most of its excess national savings and lending it to the United
>>>>>>>>>>>> States.

>>>>>>>>>>>> The Japanese, who despite their creaking economy remain flush
>>>>>>>>>>>> with savings,

>>>>>>>>>>>> pought a quarter trillion dollars of American debt last year,
>>>>>>>>>>>> even though

>>>>>>>>>>>> the interest is lousy and the assets themselves are losing
>>>>>>>>>>>> value. More than

>>>>>>>>>>>> any other nation in history, the United States depends,
>>>>>>>>>>>> economically, on

>>>>>>>>>>>> the kindness of strangers.”

S>>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> http://www.newyorker.com/talk/content/articles/050418ta_talk _surowiecki
S>>>>>>>>>>>

>>>>>>>>>>>> Gene

S>>>>>>>>>>>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by DC on Sat, 11 Nov 2006 01:50:23 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Tony,
This is simple.

Either you believe that the terror threat is real, and is a part of a
larger movement to impose sharia on the west, and grows from the
ideology of hate enclosed within that belief system.

(seen this?)
http://www.obsessionthemovie.com/

Or you think that it is somehow the things we do, or that we did
years ago that have made people hate us, and if we just dialogue
with the mullahs and dump Israel, they will leave us alone.

Being that they kill other muslims simply for believing a slightly
different strain of islam, this is a risky proposition, but there are
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millions who believe it.

I've said it before, but there is nothing more dangerous than
someone who refuses to take people at their word. Appeasers do
not gain peace; rather they end up in a corner with no option other
than the big red button...

What do you think will happen to the democrats if another major
attack happens on our soil?

Will they morph into uber-hawks? Will they give away Israel?
The next few years will be interesting to say the least.

DC

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by Jamie K on Sat, 11 Nov 2006 02:55:42 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Simple. Yeah...

It would be great to get beyond black and white thinking. Beyond
characterizations that rely on false dichotomies. No amount of straw men
will protect us.

Sure, such simplisticity fits in with the views of those itching to

revisit the crusades. But does that seem like a really, really smart

strategy in 2006? The crusades created piles of dead bodies and we have
such better weapons now. Can't we be just a little bit smarter almost a
thousand years later?

Using the Hitler appeasement argument is like fitting Cinderella's

sister's bloated foot into Cinderella's petite shoes. The shoe doesn't
really fit. There are some similarities between these situations, but
many differences. It would be limiting to cling to that one point of

view, pretending that some straw man is the only other point of view,
and sadly actively avoid considering the vaster spectrum of perspectives
available. From which may come other, more viable solutions. With
potentially better results than we are currently experiencing.

| hope we will have the benefit of a wider range of views on these and
other problems for the next couple of years. There's at least a chance
of that now, but it's by no means certain. | wonder what the switch at
sec of defense really means. I'm guardedly hopeful.

The last few years have, unfortunately, been more than "interesting."”
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Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

DC wrote:

> Tony,

>

> This is simple.

>

> Either you believe that the terror threat is real, and is a part of a

> larger movement to impose sharia on the west, and grows from the

> ideology of hate enclosed within that belief system.
>

>

> (seen this?)

> http://www.obsessionthemovie.com/

>

> Or you think that it is somehow the things we do, or that we did

> years ago that have made people hate us, and if we just dialogue
> with the mullahs and dump Israel, they will leave us alone.

>

>

> Being that they kill other muslims simply for believing a slightly

> different strain of islam, this is a risky proposition, but there are

> millions who believe it.

>

> |'ve said it before, but there is nothing more dangerous than

> someone who refuses to take people at their word. Appeasers do
> not gain peace; rather they end up in a corner with no option other
> than the big red button...

>

> What do you think will happen to the democrats if another major
> attack happens on our soil?

>

> Will they morph into uber-hawks? Will they give away Israel?

>

> The next few years will be interesting to say the least.

>

>DC

>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
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Posted by TCB on Sat, 11 Nov 2006 20:37:04 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

You know Don, | really wish | could live in your world instead of the actual
world. As you note, things are simple there, even something as complex as
'terrorism’ and its motivations/manifestations. Not that | expect this to

make much of a dent to DonWelt, but the most flamboyant kind of terrorism,
suicide bombing, has been shown to be far more political than religious in
motivation. I've read this superb book, but here's a story about it that

you can read for free.

http://www.boston.com/ae/books/articles/2005/07/03/why_do_su icide_bombers_do it/

The only part that religion plays is that civil wars that involve different

religions tend to have more suicide bombers, or suicide bombers at all. This

isn't unique to any one religion, and in the Lebanese civil war that started

modern suicide attacks 70% of the suicide bombers were--take a seat please--Christians,
though most of them came from secular groups.

So yes, the 'threat of terror' is real, and I'm sure the next big attack

against the US is well into the R&D stages. But it's anything but simple

to pull off a major terrorist operation, and anything but simple to stop

one, and in the larger picture applying simple answers to complex questions
gets us into stupid wars with countries that, until we attacked them, had

no history of producing anti-American terrorists.

Some lefties (and paleo-conservatives like me) argue that Bush 43 is the

worst president ever. | don't happen to think so, I'd say he's probably one

of the five worst but he can't compare to some of the real stinkers. Martin

van Buren (though a superb secretary of state) was a disaster, McKinley our
first taster of imperium, but for me by far the worst president ever was

Woodrow Wilson, who discarded the Monroe Doctrine, manipulated us into WW
I, and helped fashion the stupendously idiotic treaty at Versailles that

all but demanded another great European war. It shows what a bastard he was
that | didn't even get around to his support for the KKK and anti-semitism

in one sentence. Nevertheless, the worst thing he did was create the language
and thought processes that have been used ever since to make Americans think
our country is somehow more than just another country in the world, prone

to the same kinds of mistakes and missteps that the rest of history is littered
with. European writers call it 'American exceptionalism' and Wilson provided

the crucial vocabulary to make it possible. GW Bush's speeches these days
sound like Wilson carefully rewritten for someone with major problems speaking
in public. All of which is a warmup to another article by a Wilson hating
paleo-conservative. This from Bill Lind, who puts the paleo in paleo-conservative
and openly refers to himself as a monarchist. Just a little ‘outside the

box' thinking on Irag.

http://www.d-n-i.net/lind/lind_11_ 06 _06.htm
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TCB

"DC" <dc@spammersinbaghdad.com> wrote:

>

>Tony,

>

>This is simple.

>

>Either you believe that the terror threat is real, and is a part of a
>larger movement to impose sharia on the west, and grows from the
>ideology of hate enclosed within that belief system.

>

>

>(seen this?)

>http://www.obsessionthemovie.com/

>

>Or you think that it is somehow the things we do, or that we did
>years ago that have made people hate us, and if we just dialogue
>with the mullahs and dump lIsrael, they will leave us alone.

>

>

>Being that they kill other muslims simply for believing a slightly
>different strain of islam, this is a risky proposition, but there are
>millions who believe it.

>

>|'ve said it before, but there is nothing more dangerous than
>someone who refuses to take people at their word. Appeasers do
>not gain peace; rather they end up in a corner with no option other
>than the big red button...

>

>What do you think will happen to the democrats if another major
>attack happens on our soil?

>

>Will they morph into uber-hawks? Will they give away Israel?
>

>The next few years will be interesting to say the least.
>

>DC

>

>

Subject: Re: message from democrats
Posted by dc[3] on Sat, 11 Nov 2006 23:51:40 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"TCB" <nobody@ishere.com> wrote:
>
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>You know Don, | really wish | could live in your world instead of the actual
>world.

Start by ending all drug use. Your version of "actual” may get revised.

Just a thought.

>As you note, things are simple there, even something as complex as
>'terrorism' and its motivations/manifestations. Not that | expect this to
>make much of a dent to DonWelt, but the most flamboyant kind of terrorism,
>suicide bombing, has been shown to be far more political than religious

in

>motivation.

There is absolutely no difference between the two in the minds of
those commiting the acts.

Just watch the trailer for Obsession.

Terrorism is indeed complex. The choice as to the magnitude of
the threat, and the likely success of various approaches to it, is
quite simple really. You either thake the assertions of the leaders
of terrorism seriously or you do not.

>|'ve read this superb book, but here's a story about it that
>you can read for free.
>

> http://www.boston.com/ae/books/articles/2005/07/03/why_do_su icide_bombers_do it/
Read it. Not very impressed.

Now you read "Because They Hate"

http://www.americancongressfortruth.com/

And tell me what she did to bring on the wrath of her persecutors.

>The only part that religion plays is that civil wars that involve different

>religions tend to have more suicide bombers, or suicide bombers at all.

This

>isn't unique to any one religion, and in the Lebanese civil war that started

>modern suicide attacks 70% of the suicide bombers were--take a seat please--Christians,
>though most of them came from secular groups.
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As most of the Irish terrorists have been. Now compare those
attacks to these in number and scope:

http://www.thereligionofpeace.com/

Make sure you check out the stats page.

>So yes, the 'threat of terror' is real, and I'm sure the next big attack

>against the US is well into the R&D stages. But it's anything but simple

>to pull off a major terrorist operation, and anything but simple to stop

>one, and in the larger picture applying simple answers to complex questions
>gets us into stupid wars with countries that, until we attacked them, had

>no history of producing anti-American terrorists.

Ok, so what is your plan? Obviously, the other side has failed in
your mind, so | would love to hear an alternative. Remember that
americans and millions of others around the world expect a plan
that reflects your view, stated above, that

So yes, the 'threat of terror' is real, and I'm sure the next big attack
>against the US is well into the R&D stages.

>Americans think

>our country is somehow more than just another country in the world, prone
>to the same kinds of mistakes and missteps that the rest of history is littered
>with. European writers call it '"American exceptionalism'’

And what if Europe is a lost cause already?
http://www.victorhanson.com/articles/hanson021906.html

http://frontpagemag.com/Articles/Printable.asp?ID=25256

http://www.victorhanson.com/articles/hanson021106.html

Give me a reason to care what European writers think.
Tell me why you care in particular.

The last election went the way it did, not
because Bush was wrong, stupid, or evil, but because
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he does not know how to lead, and there may be no solution in the
Middle East at any rate. Years ago, we could have started a

crash program to get our own oil resources and develop alternatives
but no, we blew it just like we blew all the chances to get OBL.

Now we will pay for ALL the stupidity of both sides.
| know you have little faith in the left or the
Dems, so you must feel about as cheery as | do concerning the

next few years...

DC
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