SCRIPT for SESSION #2

(Bill to law micro simulation)

Prior to the beginning of the session, you should distribute the first 12 pieces of correspondence into the mailboxes for the committees in each house.  This distribution of correspondence will go up through and include a memo to the Senate Internal Matters Committee from the American Association of School Boards on a multi-lingual education proposal.

The session begins with a report from the media followed by three press conferences.  One of the press conferences is about an endangered fish and the other two press conferences (one by the American Petroleum Institute and the other by the Nigerian government) are on the Nigerian civil war.

When participants break up into work groups, tell them to check their mailboxes and begin their work on these legislative matters.

Start distributing other story line information at the rate of about one memo per half minute.  Correspondence will go directly to individual legislators or the media.

Give Representative Unger (External Matters) a memo on CIA Spies.  Follow with memos to the media on defense, education and energy budgets.   Senator Nunelly (Internal Matters) also gets a memo, on a logging issue.

The media gets memos on the Frenzy drug, Nigerian civil war and gay killings.  The media gets additional memos on gender testing legislation and the health budget.  Give the media a memo on the hurricane.  Also give media a memo on the justice budget.  

Representative DeWitt (Internal Matters) then gets a memo on a proposed KKK museum. 

Give the media memos on minimum wage, multi-lingual education, napkin art and national casinos.  Then the media gets memos on recycling, military robots, science and trading relations.

Near the end of the session there is a press conference on the Border Patrol issue.
Press Conference

Fredaro Trelopolis

National Wildlife Council

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Trelopolis)

“Hello.  My name is Fredaro Trelopolis. I am the Director of the National Wildlife Council, a group that is trying to preserve the delicate balance of nature by protecting endangered species.

I want to tell you that the New England Flouter, a fish that lives off the northeastern coast of the United States and Canada, is rapidly becoming extinct.  Within the last decade this fish has become a more popular delicacy, and the numbers of Flouters are disappearing rapidly.

Some people are not particularly bothered by the fact that the Flouter is disappearing.  They say that it is just a fish and it is not critical.

But this is critical.  The Flouter is not eaten just by people; is also eaten by the Northern Blue Nose Shark, the Flouter’s natural predator.  If the Flouter disappears, the Blue Nose will either be forced to move to another feeding area or it will have to change its diet.  The extinction of the Flouter is just the beginning.  It is like knocking one card out from a house of cards.  It all comes crashing down.

We at the National Wildlife Council believe that both the United States and Canada must act now to stop or sharply reduce commercial fishing of the Flouter.

I will be happy to answer any questions.”

Press Conference

Adrian Burton, Executive Director

American Petroleum Institute

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Burton)

“My name is Adrian Burton, and I am the Executive Director of the American Petroleum Institute.  Our organization is dedicated to assuring that this country has an adequate supply of oil to meet our needs.  I come to you today to alert you to a situation of great stress in world oil markets.  Shell Nigeria, a private corporation operating in the Niger River Delta area of Nigeria, is one of the world’s major oil producers, and that company is now threatened by civil war.

Officials at Shell Nigeria are growing very concerned about the safety of their operation given the current conditions of civil war in Nigeria.  For several years, the Nigerian government has provided security to the multiple oil fields and production facilities in the Delta.  The new government is still providing such protection; however, the potential threats have increased dramatically.

The result of this political instability is already apparent to American consumers.  Average prices for gasoline jumped 10% after the latest military takeover of the government.  Consumers did not even have time to adjust to that price increase when civil war broke out, and then there was another 25% increase in prices.

We want to assure the American consumer that no oil company is trying to manipulate this situation.  All of us in the petroleum industry would prefer stable prices.  The increased prices result from market conditions in which oil traders on the world market are trying to prepare themselves for a possible decline in oil supplies from Nigeria.  The prices that Americans are paying are directly related to the uncertain situation in Nigeria.

Oil producers in all nations want this situation to stabilize and that is why producers are asking the governments of the world to come together and assist the new government of Nigeria in protecting the exploration, production and distribution facilities.  We are hoping that a coalition will come together to help Nigeria through this difficult time.

A coalition has come together before, to help Kuwait when it was invaded by Iraq in the 1990s.  This coalition, under the leadership of the United States, took a firm stand against Saddam Hussein and forced Iraq to return to its own territory.   A byproduct of this action was stabilization of the world oil markets against wild price movements.

We hope that the United States and other nations can take action again that will result in economic stability.

I will be happy to answer any questions.

Press Conference

Colonel Iwo Olumfami

Nigerian Government

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Olumfami)

“I am Colonel Iwo Olumfami, and I am representing the Nigerian Government.  Quite recently, military officers, under the leadership of General Babagida, took control of the Nigerian government to save our nation against corruption and internal conflict.  We had given the former government every opportunity to reverse the stagnation that has been suffocating our nation.  We are endeavoring to stabilize our country and then move forward to a new era of opportunity.

Unfortunately, there are those in Nigeria who prefer corruption and conflict.  They wish to hang on to old ways and have instigated a civil war to unseat the leadership of General Babagida.  They see great personal opportunities in the instability and factionalism.

Those who oppose the new government will try to discredit General Babagida’s leadership by destroying the oil fields in the Niger River Delta.  They know that these oil fields are the most important economic resource in Nigeria and they believe that the population will cave in to their demands to preserve the oil fields.

The government of Nigeria will protect these oil wells, and we will not allow our nation to be destroyed by criminals and fanatics.  However, we may not be able to do this job alone.  We would welcome help from the international community to protect the oil wells until the current civil unrest is over.

I will be happy to answer questions.”
TO:
Members, House External Matters Committee

FR:
Citizens Against Military Waste

RE:
Robotic Land Personnel

Once again, the Defense Department and the military contractors have conceived of a new way to pick the pockets of hard working Americans in the name of military preparedness.  The so-called Robotic Land Personnel project (149) is just another scheme that is big on promises and is incredibly expensive.  There is absolutely no evidence that these robots would ever really operate properly.

The project starts off costing 100 billion dollars a year for five years.  Given the Defense Department’s record, the cost overrun could push this project up to 1.5 trillion dollars during the next five years.

Those who back this project talk about 500 robotic soldiers within five years.  We will be lucky if we see 50 robotic soldiers within the next ten years.  And those robots will probably cease to function during the first day of action.

Even if the robots work, then, there is the danger that the U.S. will be embroiled in conflicts that we would ordinarily stay out of.  The robots will give us a false sense of security and will probably cost human lives.

In the final analysis, this project will just waste taxpayer dollars.  It will not save one human life.  It will only succeed in lining the pockets of military contractors.

We urge the Congress and the President to reject this insane proposal and pass laws and budgets that will benefit the American people.

TO: 
Members, House External Matters Committee

FR:
American Business Association

RE:
Normal Trading Relationships

The American Business Association (ABA) and the many businesses that we represent urge you to defeat Bill 158 on Normal Trading Relations.  This bill may be well intentioned.  However, it simplifies a very complex situation and severely alters the balance of power between Congress and the President on trade matters.

Bill 158 attempts to use a strong-armed approach to achieve the human rights agenda of a rather small but vocal group.  It tries to impose American concepts of human rights on other nations and ignores the traditional cultural values of these countries.  What gives us the right to dictate human rights to other countries?  Who assigned the United States the responsibility to be the moral policeman of the planet?

It is said that business groups are only concerned about their profits when they urge Congress to grant  “normal trading status” to those countries that have value systems that differ from our own.  The proponents of Bill 158 would rather see Americans lose their jobs and workers in foreign countries go jobless so that the human rights advocates can have their way.

Determination of normal trading status and denial of such status is a very complex issue.  That is precisely why current law says that Congress, which reflects the nation as a whole, must make the decision.

Certainly, the President has a role as well.  The President can propose that a given nation receive or be denied “most favored nation” status in international trade.  Under current law, the President can veto the Congressional determination.  And, it would take an extraordinary majority in both houses of Congress to override that veto.  Clearly, the President also plays an important role in granting normal trading status.

We urge that you do what you can to make sure that Bill 158 never becomes the law of the land.  The price is just too high.  If we lose active trading relationships with other countries because of the human rights issue, then we have broken the channels of communication between our nation and those nations whose cultures differ from our own.  If we are truly interested in a peaceful world, we need to promote international trade.

Bill 158 undermines world peace and denies all of us our human right to survive and prosper.

TO:
Members, House Government Operations Committee

FR:
National Coalition of Families

RE:
Gender Testing

The proposed legislation on Gender Testing (121) is a complete waste of time for the government and the American people.  The vast majority of individuals who want to know the gender of their child prior to birth are doing so for simple reasons.  They want to tell their friends so that they can get appropriate baby shower gifts.  They want to know what color they should paint the baby’s room.  Or they want to know if they should keep or give away the clothing of an older sibling.

Gender testing has very little to do with abortion.  Those who seek to limit gender testing are just throwing one more obstacle in the way of parents.  The opponents of gender testing are trying to use America’s parents as pawns in their disturbed political chess game.

Even if parents did want to use such information to select a child’s gender, then, this is a fundamental parental right.  After all, it is their child.

We urge that Congress reject this legislation, and urge that the President veto the legislation if it is passed.

TO:
Members, House Government Operations Committee

FM:
Alliance for National Casinos

RE:
National Casinos

Our organization favors the passage of the National Casinos bill (154) because it is an idea whose time has come.

Those who oppose National Casinos warn the federal government against becoming involved in gambling.  They say that they are concerned about the problem of gambling addiction.  They claim that if the national government gets involved, there will be a proliferation of gambling in society.  Also, they suggest that gambling will result in an increase in certain types of crime.

The reality is those who oppose the creation of National Casinos are only trying to preserve their existing monopolies at the state and reservation level.  They are able to keep their profit margins up if they can keep out legal competitors.  They don’t mind sharing the market with illegal gambling.  They just want to keep out other competitors like the national government.

Currently, national government taxes are higher than they need to be.  If the national government could obtain revenue from casino gambling, it could reduce the overall tax burden.

There is only a small fraction of casino gamblers who are addicted, and we believe that these individuals should not be allowed in any casino.  However, most casino gamblers are not addicted.  They are simply there for the fun and the possibility of winning big.  They are freely choosing how to spend their money.  And, these good people would certainly feel comfortable if they knew that whenever they place a bet they would be helping the national government achieve its goals.

Those who are concerned about a proliferation of gambling are closing their eyes to the fact that illegal gambling is a big industry in this country.  The best way to close down illegal gambling is to legalize it in a responsible manner.

The claim that crime will increase is greatly exaggerated.  The crime rate has not increased in casino towns. Yes some crimes have appeared to increase; but, the rate per capita is the same.  And, in some cases, the crime rates in communities with casinos actually declined on a per person basis.

We ask that you look at National Casinos in objective terms.  To reject National Casinos would only serve to prop up existing gambling monopolies and subsidize illegal gambling.  It calls ordinary citizens addicts. and it plays fast and loose with crime statistics.

TO:
Members, House Internal Matters Committee

FR:
The Council for Economic Justice

RE:
Minimum Wage

Beginning in the 1980s, the gap between the rich and the poor has widened in America.  We are becoming two nations.

Economic opportunities for the well situated have been abundant, and those born on “the right side of the tracks” have benefited enormously from those opportunities.  Today, the rich live in bigger houses, drive more expensive cars, take luxurious vacations, put their children through high-priced colleges, go to the most expensive doctors when they are ill, and stash plenty of money away into their stock market portfolios.

On the other hand, things have gotten worse off for the poorest of our citizens.  The social programs that provided them with a “safety net” have been all but obliterated.  Most of them have to work for minimum wage in two or more part-time jobs just to survive.  Most the working poor do not have basic medical insurance.  The rent keeps going up in their crowded apartments, they take the bus to work, they do not have vacations, their kids don’t go to college, they simply suffer when they are sick or injured, and investing for the future is out of the question.

Yes, we have two Americas.  And the economic distance between these two Americas is getting greater with each passing year.

The minimum wage legislation (123) before Congress is a small step to help those who are at the bottom of the economic pecking order.  It allows their low wages to keep pace with the rate of inflation and it gives them a small chance to improve their lives.

We realize that the business community doesn’t want this bill to pass.  They give you excuses that the bill is inflationary and will reduce low paid jobs.  This is just a bunch of “crap.”  Their real reason for opposing this legislation is all about their profit margins.  Put simply, they would rather have more money for their next luxury than to allow minimum wage employees to obtain necessities.

Please do the right thing and support this bill.

TO:
Members, House Internal Matters Committee

FR:
The American Association of School Boards

RE:
Multi-Lingual Education

The Multi-Lingual Education bill (156) should be quickly rejected as wasteful and destructive.

The bill is wasteful in that it commits the national government to supporting foreign language educators at the very time in which the world is turning more and more to English.  These foreign language teachers made a big mistake by majoring in their obsolete field and they want the federal government to prop them up.  Parents, students and businesses are not crying out for more foreign language instruction.

It might be nice for all students to know multiple languages.  However, what subjects are going to be eliminated or watered down while students learn these foreign languages.  What do we cut out? Should we reduce English instruction?  Or should it be math or history or physical education?  Something has got to give way when we dedicate so much energy to foreign language education.

Multi-Lingual Education is also highly destructive.  It sends the subtle message to all students that English is just another language.  In fact, English is the dominant language of the world and it is certainly of key importance in business and technology.  This bill will only serve to make Americans less proficient at English and make them vulnerable in the world marketplace.

Curriculum decisions belong at the state and local level.  The national government does not have any business trying to shape the curriculum.  It is not the role of the national government, and there are certainly better uses for national tax revenue.

TO:
Members, Senate External Matters Committee

FR:
Citizens Against Military Waste

RE:
Robotic Land Personnel

Once again, the Defense Department and the military contractors have conceived of a new way to pick the pockets of hard-working Americans in the name of military preparedness.  The so-called Robotic Land Personnel project (149) is just another scheme that is big on promises and is incredibly expensive.  There is absolutely no evidence that these robots would ever really operate properly.

The project starts off costing 100 billion dollars a year for five years.  Given the Defense Department’s record, the cost overrun could push this project up to 1.5 trillion dollars during the next five years.

Those who back this project talk about 500 robotic soldiers within five years.  We will be lucky if we see 50 robotic soldiers within the next ten years.  And those robots will probably cease to function during the first day of action.

Even if the robots work, then, there is the danger that the U.S. will be embroiled in conflicts that we would ordinarily stay out of.  The robots will give us a false sense of security and will probably cost human lives.

In the final analysis, this project will just waste taxpayer dollars.  It will not save one human life.  It will only succeed in lining the pockets of military contractors.

We urge the Congress and the President to reject this insane proposal and pass laws and budgets that will benefit the American people.

TO: 
Members, Senate External Matters Committee

FR:
American Business Association

RE:
Normal Trading Relationships

The American Business Association (ABA) and the many businesses that we represent urge you to defeat Bill 158 on Normal Trading Relations.  This bill may be well intentioned.  However, it simplifies a very complex situation and severely alters the balance of power between Congress and the President on trade matters.

Bill 158 attempts to use a strong-armed approach to achieve the human rights agenda of a rather small but vocal group.  It tries to impose American concepts of human rights on other nations and ignores the traditional cultural values of these countries.  What gives us the right to dictate human rights to other countries?  Who assigned the United States the responsibility to be the moral policeman of the planet?

It is said that business groups are only concerned about their profits when they urge Congress to grant  “normal trading status” to those countries that have value systems that differ from our own.  The proponents of Bill 158 would rather see Americans lose their jobs and workers in foreign countries go jobless so that the human rights advocates can have their way.

Determination of normal trading status and denial of such status is a very complex issue.  That is precisely why current law says that Congress, which reflects the nation as a whole, must make the decision.

Certainly, the President has a role as well.  The President can propose that a given nation receive or be denied “most favored nation” status in international trade.  Under current law, the President can veto the Congressional determination.  And, it would take an extraordinary majority in both houses of Congress to override that veto.  Clearly, the President also plays an important role in granting normal trading status.

We urge that you do what you can to make sure that Bill 158 never becomes the law of the land.  The price is just too high.  If we lose active trading relationships with other countries because of the human rights issue, then we have broken the channels of communication between our nation and those nations whose cultures differ from our own.  If we are truly interested in a peaceful world, we need to promote international trade.

Bill 158 undermines world peace and denies all of us our human right to survive and prosper.

TO:
Members, Senate Government Operations Committee

FR:
National Coalition of Families

RE:
Gender Testing

The proposed legislation on Gender Testing (121) is a complete waste of time for the government and the American people.  The vast majority of individuals who want to know the gender of their child prior to birth are doing so for simple reasons.  They want to tell their friends so that they can get appropriate baby shower gifts.  They want to know what color they should paint the baby’s room.  Or they want to know if they should keep or give away the clothing of an older sibling.

Gender testing has very little to do with abortion.  Those who seek to limit gender testing are just throwing one more obstacle in the way of parents.  The opponents of gender testing are trying to use America’s parents as pawns in their disturbed political chess game.

Even if parents did want to use such information to select a child’s gender, then, this is a fundamental parental right.  After all, it is their child.

We urge that Congress reject this legislation, and urge that the President veto the legislation if it is passed.

TO:
Members, Senate Government Operations Committee

FM:
Alliance for National Casinos

RE:
National Casinos

Our organization favors the passage of the National Casinos bill (154) because it is an idea whose time has come.

Those who oppose National Casinos warn the federal government against becoming involved in gambling.  They say that they are concerned about the problem of gambling addiction.  They claim that if the national government gets involved, there will be a proliferation of gambling in society.  Also, they suggest that gambling will result in an increase in certain types of crime.

The reality is those who oppose the creation of National Casinos are only trying to preserve their existing monopolies at the state and reservation level.  They are able to keep their profit margin up if they can keep out legal competitors.  They don’t mind sharing the market with illegal gambling.  They just want to keep out other competitors like the national government.

Currently, national government taxes are higher than they need to be.  If the national government could obtain revenue from casino gambling, it could reduce the overall tax burden.

There is only a small fraction of casino gamblers who are addicted, and we believe that these individuals should not be allowed in any casino.  However, most casino gamblers are not addicted.  They are simply there for the fun and the possibility of winning big.  They are freely choosing how to spend their money.  And, these good people would certainly feel comfortable if they knew that whenever they place a bet they would be helping the national government achieve its goals.

Those who are concerned about a proliferation of gambling are closing their eyes to the fact that illegal gambling is a big industry in this country.  The best way to close down illegal gambling is to legalize it in a responsible manner.

The claim that crime will increase is greatly exaggerated.  The crime rate has not increased in casino towns. Yes some crimes have appeared to increase; but, the rate per capita is the same.  And, in some cases, the crime rates in communities with casinos actually declined on a per person basis.

We ask that you look at National Casinos in objective terms.  To reject National Casinos would only serve to prop up existing gambling monopolies and subsidize illegal gambling.  It calls ordinary citizens addicts, and it plays fast and loose with crime statistics.

TO:
Members, Senate Internal Matters Committee

FR:
The Council for Economic Justice

RE:
Minimum Wage

Beginning in the 1980s, the gap between the rich and the poor has widened in America.  We are becoming two nations.

Economic opportunities for the well situated have been abundant, and those born on “the right side of the tracks” have benefited enormously from those opportunities.  Today, the rich live in bigger houses, drive more expensive cars, take luxurious vacations, put their children through high-priced colleges, go to the most expensive doctors when they are ill, and stash plenty of money away into their stock market portfolios.

On the other hand, things have gotten worse off for the poorest of our citizens.  The social programs that provided them with a “safety net” have been all but obliterated.  Most of them have to work for minimum wage in two or more part-time jobs just to survive.  Most the working poor do not have basic medical insurance.  The rent keeps going up in their crowded apartments, they take the bus to work, they do not have vacations, their kids don’t go to college, they simply suffer when they are sick or injured, and investing for the future is out of the question.

Yes, we have two Americas.  And the economic distance between these two Americas is getting greater with each passing year.

The minimum wage legislation (123) before Congress is a small step to help those who are at the bottom of the economic pecking order.  It allows their low wages to keep pace with the rate of inflation and it gives them a small chance to improve their lives.

We realize that the business community doesn’t want this bill to pass.  They give you excuses that the bill is inflationary and will reduce low paid jobs.  This is just a bunch of “crap.”  Their real reason for opposing this legislation is all about their profit margins.  Put simply, they would rather have more money for their next luxury than to allow minimum wage employees to obtain necessities.

Please do the right thing and support this bill.

TO:
Members, Senate Internal Matters Committee

FR:
The American Association of School Boards

RE:
Multi-Lingual Education

The Multi-Lingual Education bill (156) should be quickly rejected as wasteful and destructive.

The bill is wasteful in that it commits the national government to supporting foreign language educators at the very time in which the world is turning more and more to English.  These foreign language teachers made a big mistake by majoring in their obsolete field and they want the federal government to prop them up.  Parents, students and businesses are not crying out for more foreign language instruction.

It might be nice for all students to know multiple languages.  However, what subjects are going to be eliminated or watered down while students learn these foreign languages.  What do we cut out? Should we reduce English instruction?  Or should it be math or history or physical education?  Something has got to give way when we dedicate so much energy to foreign language education.

Multi-Lingual Education is also highly destructive.  It sends the subtle message to all students that English is just another language.  In fact, English is the dominant language of the world and it is certainly of key importance in business and technology.  This bill will only serve to make Americans less proficient at English and make them vulnerable in the world marketplace.

Curriculum decisions belong at the state and local level.  The national government does not have any business trying to shape the curriculum.  It is not the role of the national government, and there are certainly better uses for national tax revenue.

TO:
Representative Unger

FM:
Your Staff

RE:
CIA and XCHANGE

Rumors are starting to circulate that the Central Intelligence Agency used XCHANGE to spy on foreign countries while you were head of the organization.

You began XCHANGE to promote international understanding by having young professionals participate in foreign exchange programs.  American participants went to other countries while foreign participants worked in the United States.

It is being said that you set up this organization as a front for CIA activities and that your organization was partially funded by the Central Intelligence Agency.  It is rumored that CIA plants in XCHANGE recruited spies in other countries and even participated in efforts to destabilize some regimes.

We have asked Derek Kane, a private investigator, to go through all the records of the agency; he did not find any CIA connection.  All the funds that were used by the organization came from small personal contributions from individuals who you knew when you were Governor of Washington.  Kane also went through all the correspondence of the organization and did not find any CIA connection.  There is absolutely no evidence that XCHANGE ever had a relationship with any organization that was remotely connected with spying.

The screening processes of XCHANGE ensure that applicants are recruited on the basis of academic credentials and work experience.  There is no way that a XCHANGE recruit would ever be able to receive CIA training.  In addition, the field supervision of XCHANGE participants ensures that they stay away from political matters.  The program periodically monitors participants to make sure that they are making a positive contribution.  Put simply, XCHANGE participants are far too busy to engage in any intelligence activities.

We expect that somebody is spreading these rumors to discredit you.  Either they are interested in weakening your hold on your congressional seat or they are trying to discourage you from seeking higher office.

For the time being, you might want to schedule a meeting with the Director of the CIA and ask the Director point blank.  Perhaps that can be arranged for some point in the future.  You could tell the Director about the rumors and ask if there was any CIA infiltration of XCHANGE.

You didn’t do anything wrong.  So, you don’t have to worry.  Just don’t let this get out of hand.

TO: 
Media

FM:
Department of Defense

RE:
Defense Budget

The time is long overdue to increase funding for the Defense Department.  This will reverse the unwise cuts that were made in earlier years.  It would also allow the Defense Department to enhance its operations and be better able to respond to international military emergencies.

Since the end of the Cold War, many Americans have believed that military threats have decreased.   That is absolutely wrong.  What has occurred is a shift to a more complex world in which military threats can come from multiple locations.  Today’s threats are from terrorist groups, renegade nations that attempt to intimidate their neighbors, out-of-control civil wars, escalation between rival nations, and nuclear proliferation.  This is not pretty picture.  However, this is the world we live in.

In such a world, America must always stand ready to protect stability and promote peace.  We need to be capable of going any place at any time to do our job.  The Defense Department can only do this if has the resources it needs.

In far too many years in recent history, the Defense Department’s budget suffered deep cuts.  This reduced our military capability and created a situation where we are now at risk of losing our super power status in world politics.

Even though the Defense budget was cut, our military has been called into action over and over again.  So far, we have performed to expectations even though our resources were limited.  Fortunately, in these recent situations we did not have to contend with additional emergences.  We believe that if there were additional military challenges our response might not have been as effective because of our resource limitations.

A 10% increase in the Defense Department’s budget will help us recover from past cuts.  A 25% increase would undo some of the past damage and put us where we ought to be in terms of military preparedness.

We urge that the Congress and the President help restore strength to our military and give us the tools we need to protect democracy in this century.

TO:
The Media

FR:
The Department of Education

RE:
Education Budget

The Department of Education urges the President and Congress to increase funding in the area of Education and Training.  Money spent on education today will reap huge benefits for years to come, but a failure to increase investment today will serve as a permanent limit on America’s future.

Dollars spent on education will enable the national government to help our young children to build a solid foundation even before they start in the primary grades.  Through programs like Head Start and assistance to certified Early Childhood Education providers, the federal government is able to plant seeds that will blossom in the future.

The federal government can continue to strengthen our educational system for those who are in K-12 programs throughout the nation.  High standards can be met in both public and private schools with increased federal funding.  We can reduce the ratio of teachers to students to give more personal attention.  We can reap the benefits of the new technologies.  We can raise teacher salaries.  We can strengthen our traditional academic programs and provide occupational training for students.  And, we can reach out to those who are less fortunate through high-quality special education programs.  All of this can be accomplished by having the national government increase aid to local school systems.

Increased federal funding can also enable higher educational institutions – whether public or private – to expand opportunities for students in colleges, universities and career training institutes.  This can be done through federal subsidy of the student loans, grants to specific institutions, and increased support for critical programs.  The increased federal funding can also support the lifelong learning opportunities that are required in our ever-changing economy.

Put simply, each dollar that that the federal government invests in education will pay great dividends in the future.  A young child can be lifted out of poverty and be given a chance to achieve his or her potential.  This child’s future can be secured through a strong and effective experience at the primary and secondary levels.  Higher education can open additional doors of opportunity, so that child will grow into a confident and contributing member of society.

To not invest in education does our nation a terrible disservice.  Our economy could be slowly undermined as other nations pass us up because their people have the skills that are required during the new century.

Increased support for the education budget is an investment in America.

TO:
The Media

FR:
Americans United for Energy Alternatives

RE:
Energy Budget

Americans United for Energy Alternatives (AUEA) is dedicated to freeing this country from its dangerous over-reliance on non-renewable fossil fuel energy sources.  That is why we urge a dramatic increase in the energy budget for next year and for years to come.  Such an energy budget increase will allow our nation to conserve existing gas, oil, and coal supplies.  Moreover, an increase in the energy budget will help encourage the development of alternative energy sources.

By increasing the energy budget, we will be able to step up conservation efforts.  Such an increase can support tax credits for insulation and energy efficient heating and cooling systems, as well as energy efficient appliances.  These conservation efforts will also slow down our use of polluting fossil fuels and reduce the need for more assaults against our environment through additional exploration.

Increases in the energy budget will certainly spur the development of critical supplies of alternative energy.  Expanded grant funding will encourage science faculty members in universities to use their knowledge to develop prototypes of new alternative energy sources.  Increased funding can also provide low cost loans for entrepreneurs to develop and market new energy products.  Funding can also be used to give tax credits to consumers who use the new alternative energy products.

Our nation is running out of time and the amount of fossil fuels is fixed.  Our current supply of fossil fuels has taken millions of years to develop and new supplies will not be available for several million years more.

Additional use of this fixed supply of fossil fuels will only result in higher and higher prices over times.  Ultimately the prices will become so high they will sap the strength of our economy, and we will then be forced to use alternative sources.

The only sensible course of action is for us to conserve our existing energy sources and make alternative sources available as rapidly as possible.  To do otherwise, is to leave our fate in the hands of the huge fossil fuel companies that are destroying our landscape through rampant exploration and pollution.  The companies also make obscene profits as global warming wreaks havoc with our weather and climate.

 AUEA urges the President and the Congress to act in the best long-term interest of the American people and free us from our current addiction to fossil fuels. 

TO:  Senator Nunnelly

FM:  Your Staff

RE:  Baxter State Forest

The State of Maine’s Bureau of Parks and Lands has proposed that the logging industry be able to cut timber on one-third of the Baxter State Forest in north central Maine.  This proposal has only increased tensions between loggers and environmentalists.  Under the proposal, the industry would lease a portion of the forest for ten years.

Technically, this is a state issue and you might be able to avoid being involved in it; however, everyone is looking towards you to make a recommendation.

The Governor of Maine agrees with the timber industry and points out selective cutting and replanting will actually improve the Baxter State forest.  The Governor notes that this will produce good jobs in the industry and will improve Maine’s economy.  The Governor also argues that the State will gain revenue from the one million dollar annual lease arrangement, reducing the need for tax increases.

Environmentalists raise two objections. First, they claim that the logging will compromise the recreational and natural preservation goals of the park.  Also, the environmentalists note that the logging will disturb the habitat of the Long Necked Warbler, a bird that is only found in Northern Maine.  Environmentalists argue that logging will turn the Long Necked Warbler into an endangered specie.

We propose that you attend the meeting in two days at the Katahdin High School Auditorium and read the following statement:

“For several years I have been seeking an equitable balance between environmental interests and logging interests in the State of Maine.  I believe that the current Baxter State Forest issue provides us with an excellent opportunity to find a compromise that meets the needs of both sides.  I recommend that only 15 percent of the park be open to logging rather than the 33 percent that has been proposed.  In addition, I would suggest that any logging be done in phases, so that the Long Necked Warblers have an ample opportunity to relocate to other areas within the park.  This compromise satisfies the needs of the logging industry and the concerns of environmentalists.  It is a compromise that should be seriously considered.”

Since opinion is evenly divided in Maine, this statement will probably receive moderate support from each side.  However, and more importantly, this message will show that you do have a position on the issue, and will demonstrate that you are trying to seek a middle ground. 

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Frenzy

The designer drug, Frenzy, has become a national rage.  Its use has spread over the country all the way to the east coast.  It is no longer a West Coast phenomenon.  The drug is particularly popular among young adults and is said to give users an ultimate high, even better than cocaine.

A few labs have been closed down; however, an even greater number spring up to take their places.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Gasoline Price Increases

The political situation in Nigeria is promoting instability in the oil industry.  Prices increased 10% at the gas pump after the latest military takeover and then another 25% after civil war broke out.  These price increases reflect the fact that Nigeria is a major source in the world oil market and there are concerns that Nigeria’s production capacity will be threatened by the political instability.

Other oil producing nations are unwilling to increase output because of possible reductions in Nigeria’s 2 million-gallon-a-day capacity.  Although there is no change in oil supply at this time, the uncertainly surrounding the Nigerian situation is pushing up oil prices on the world market.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General Sources

RE:
Attack on Homosexuals

Two male homosexuals were the victims of an execution type slaying in a remote alleyway near a gay neighborhood in New York City’s East Side.  The two victims were evidently returning to an apartment after a movie.  Police say the perpetrators tied their hands behind each victim, made them kneel down and shot each of them in the back of the head with a .38 caliber pistol.  A note was placed near the bodies saying, “The wages of sin are death.” 

TO:
Media

FR:
National Coalition of Families

RE:
Gender Testing

The proposed legislation on Gender Testing (121) is a complete waste of time for the government and the American people.  The vast majority of individuals who want to know the gender of their child prior to birth are doing so for simple reasons.  They want to tell their friends so that they can get appropriate baby shower gifts.  They want to know what color they should paint the baby’s room.  Or they want to know if they should keep or give away the clothing of an older sibling.

Gender testing has very little to do with abortion.  Those who seek to limit gender testing are just throwing one more obstacle in the way of parents.  The opponents of gender testing are trying to use America’s parents as pawns in their disturbed political chess game.

Even if parents did want to use such information to select a child’s gender, then, this is a fundamental parental right.  After all, it is their child.

We urge that Congress reject this legislation, and urge that the President veto the legislation if it is passed.

TO:
Media

FR:
Department of Health and Human Services

RE:
Health Budget

The Department of Health and Human Services is requesting that the President and Congress continue supporting the long-term health needs of Americans.  By increasing the budget at the rate that was established over recent years, we can keep pace with the challenge of providing quality heath care.

Our budget is increasingly focused in two areas: (1) provision of health care to those without adequate resources and (2) research on chronic medical conditions, as well as effective modes of treatment.

Those who lack economic resources need medical care as much as, or even more than, the general population.  The biggest beneficiaries of the Medicaid program are the young.  Through our efforts pregnant women who fall below the poverty line are eligible for pre-natal care, and this increases the likelihood of healthy babies.  Also, young children continue to receive quality medical care even though their families lack insurance or other sources of payment.  Because of the Medicaid program, millions of children grow up and become healthy adults, so that the actual medical bill for society is reduced as a result of this front-end investment in health care.

The Department’s budget also supports medical research that benefits our country.  Chronic medical conditions cost billions and billions of dollars in expensive health care.  By supporting research on these conditions, the medical community is better able to develop cost-effective treatments that can contribute to a higher quality of life.  This is particularly true as our population continues to age.  More and more people will contract chronic illnesses and conditions in the middle of their lives, and these conditions get worse as the patient gets older.  Through medical research, we can better understand these conditions and doctors will be able to intervene earlier and more effectively, thus raising quality of life.

We ask that America continue to invest in health.  It is an investment that pays long-term dividends to society.

TO:
The Media

FR:
National Weather Service

RE:
Hurricane Faye

Hurricane Faye has changed course and will miss Miami, Florida.  It appears that Faye will make landfall when it arrives in Cuba.  Considerable damage is expected.

TO:
Media

FM:
Department of Justice

RE:
Federal Administration of Justice Budget

The Justice Department has been struggling against the illusion that the crime rate is coming under control and there is not as much need for national government spending on criminal justice.  The truth is far different.

Most crime rates, indeed, are coming under control as the average age of Americans inches up, so that there are fewer young criminals.  Yet, the hard-core members of the criminal class are still there, and they are being contained by higher arrest rates for reported crimes and increasing imprisonment rates.  Today, it is far more likely that a criminal will end up behind bars and serve a longer sentence.

Increasing arrest rates and imprisonment rates have placed tremendous pressure on the justice budget.  Recent justice budgets have not really kept up with increasing costs associated with arrests and imprisonment.

The FBI has had to delay hiring replacements for retiring FBI agents because of insufficient funds.  Moreover, our federal aid to local police departments has actually been declining because of increasing personnel costs on their side.  Twenty years ago, the federal government was able to fund 12% of local police budgets, and that enabled them to hire more officers and get better equipment.  Today, the percentage has dropped to 7%.  Police have been doing more with less.  It can’t go on much longer before policing capacity is seriously compromised.

Prison costs have jumped enormously at both the state and national level.  Most of these prison costs are directly associated with the reality that there are more prisoners and the average sentence has increased.  Again, the federal criminal justice budget has not kept pace, so our allocations for federal prisons and aid for state prisons has not kept pace with these costs. Today, prison overcrowding is becoming the norm.

We are at a most unique moment in fighting crime.  We are able to show past gains in bringing crime under control.  Yet, our own budget is inadequate to keep up the fight.  Unless we have a large infusion of new dollars into the justice budget, our crime fighting capacity will start to erode; then criminals will sense that they can get away with their illegal behavior.  And, even if they are caught and tried, judges will have no choice but to give criminals shorter sentences to avoid placing additional pressures on the prison system.

In short, criminals are about to win the war on crime unless the federal government significantly increases the justice budget.  This is an urgent matter that needs to be addressed in the current budget.

TO:
Representative DeWitt

FR:
Your Staff

RE:
Ku Klux Klan National Museum

The Ku Klux Klan is proposing the construction of a National KKK Museum in your district.  This will most certainly explode into a major political issue and it will draw criticism from minorities and others who are offended by the tactics of the Klan.

This issue could really prove to be an embarrassment to you and South Carolina.  It would be wise to distance yourself from this project.  Perhaps you could schedule a press conference today or next session and read the following statement:

“It has come to my attention that the Ku Klux Klan wishes to build a national museum in South Carolina, and that such museum would be located in my Congressional district in the City of Charleston.

I want to make it clear that the decision to grant a building permit is a local, not a national decision, and I do not intend to tell local zoning officials what to do.  However, I believe that South Carolina does not need the adverse publicity that would most certainly accompany the construction of a KKK museum.

I firmly believe that individuals have the right to express their opinions; however, I do not think that the State of South Carolina should be portrayed as being pro-KKK or that any wrongful acts by the Klan should be glorified.  We live in a new century and all of our citizens are equal before the law.  We should not be constructing monuments that glorify inequality and a painful period in southern history. 

I would be happy to answer any questions.”

Obviously, this will cost you some votes in your district.  However, public opinion results show us that the KKK does not have support statewide or nationwide.  By speaking out against the museum, you will be seen as a more modern Southern politician.

TO:
Media

FR:
The Council for Economic Justice

RE:
Minimum Wage

Beginning in the 1980s, the gap between the rich and the poor has widened in America.  We are becoming two nations.

Economic opportunities for the well situated have been abundant, and those born on “the right side of the tracks” have benefited enormously from those opportunities.  Today, the rich live in bigger houses, drive more expensive cars, take luxurious vacations, put their children through high-priced colleges, go to the most expensive doctors when they are ill, and stash plenty of money away into their stock market portfolios.

On the other hand, things have gotten worse off for the poorest of our citizens.  The social programs that provided them with a “safety net” have been all but obliterated.  Most of them have to work for minimum wage in two or more part-time jobs just to survive.  Most the working poor do not have basic medical insurance.  The rent keeps going up in their crowded apartments, they take the bus to work, they do not have vacations, their kids don’t go to college, they simply suffer when they are sick or injured, and investing for the future is out of the question.

Yes, we have two Americas.  And the economic distance between these two Americas is getting greater with each passing year.

The minimum wage legislation (123) before Congress is a small step to help those who are at the bottom of the economic pecking order.  It allows their low wages to keep pace with the rate of inflation and it gives them a small chance to improve their lives.

We realize that the business community doesn’t want this bill to pass.  They give you excuses that the bill is inflationary and will reduce low paid jobs.  This is just a bunch of “crap.”  Their real reason for opposing this legislation is all about their profit margins.  Put simply, they would rather have more money for their next luxury than to allow minimum wage employees to obtain necessities.

Please do the right thing and support this bill.

TO:
Media

FR:
The American Association of School Boards

RE:
Multi-Lingual Education

The Multi-Lingual Education bill (156) should be quickly rejected as wasteful and destructive.

The bill is wasteful in that it commits the national government to supporting foreign language educators at the very time in which the world is turning more and more to English.  These foreign language teachers made a big mistake by majoring in their obsolete field and they want the federal government to prop them up.  Parents, students and businesses are not crying out for more foreign language instruction.

It might be nice for all students to know multiple languages.  However, what subjects are going to be eliminated or watered down while students learn these foreign languages.  What do we cut out? Should we reduce English instruction?  Or should it be math or history or physical education?  Something has got to give way when we dedicate so much energy to foreign language education.

Multi-Lingual Education is also highly destructive.  It sends the subtle message to all students that English is just another language.  In fact, English is the dominant language of the world and it is certainly of key importance in business and technology.  This bill will only serve to make Americans less proficient at English and make them vulnerable in the world marketplace.

Curriculum decisions belong at the state and local level.  The national government does not have any business trying to shape the curriculum.  It is not the role of the national government, and there are certainly better uses for national tax revenue.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Celebrity Napkin Art

The Celebrity Napkin Art show by waiter-artist Bob Young has been an instant hit in the New York arts community.  Long lines have been forming outside the David Derange Gallery in Queens, where the Celebrity Napkin Art show finds it home.

Phyllis Schlockey, art critic for the New York Tribune newspaper describes the Celebrity Napkin Art show as “full of bold statements about humanity, and one of the most glorious exhibitions to ever be seen in the Big Apple.”

Bob Young, the artist, has been overwhelmed by the public response.  “This is just unbelievable,” says the artist.  “I never imagined that that this art would connect with so many people at so many different levels.”

TO:
Media

FM:
Alliance for National Casinos

RE:
National Casinos

Our organization favors the passage of the National Casinos bill (154) because it is an idea whose time has come.

Those who oppose National Casinos warn the federal government against becoming involved in gambling.  They say that they are concerned about the problem of gambling addiction.  They claim that if the national government gets involved, there will be a proliferation of gambling in society.  Also, they suggest that gambling will result in an increase in certain types of crime.

The reality is those who oppose the creation of National Casinos are only trying to preserve their existing monopolies at the state and reservation level.  They are able to keep their profit margin up if they can keep out legal competitors.  They don’t mind sharing the market with illegal gambling.  They just want to keep out other competitors like the national government.

Currently, national government taxes are higher than they need to be.  If the national government could obtain revenue from casino gambling, it could reduce the overall tax burden.

There is only a small fraction of casino gamblers who are addicted, and we believe that these individuals should not be allowed in any casino.  However, most casino gamblers are not addicted.  They are simply there for the fun and the possibility of winning big.  They are freely choosing how to spend their money.  And, these good people would certainly feel comfortable if they knew that whenever they place a bet they would be helping the national government achieve its goals.

Those who are concerned about a proliferation of gambling are closing their eyes to the fact that illegal gambling is a big industry in this country.  The best way to close down illegal gambling is to legalize it in a responsible manner.

The claim that crime will increase is greatly exaggerated.  The crime rate has not increased in casino towns. Yes some crimes have appeared to increase; but, the rate per capita is the same.  And, in some cases, the crime rates in communities with casinos actually declined on a per person basis.

We ask that you look at National Casinos in objective terms.  To reject National Casinos would only serve to prop up existing gambling monopolies and subsidize illegal gambling.  It calls ordinary citizens addicts, and it plays fast and loose with crime statistics.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Senator Gilmore and possible conflict of interest

It is rumored that Senator Gilmore of Vermont will be introducing legislation or an amendment that would bring economic benefits to the Save a Tree recycling company that is located in Vermont.  It is also noted that Garth Billingsley, who is the President of the Save A Tree Company, is a close personal friend of the Senator, as well as a major contributor to the Senator’s campaign.

TO:
The Media

FR:
Citizens Against Military Waste

RE:
Robotic Land Personnel

Once again, the Defense Department and the military contractors have conceived of a new way to pick the pockets of hard-working Americans in the name of military preparedness.  The so-called Robotic Land Personnel project (149) is just another scheme that is big on promises and is incredibly expensive.  There is absolutely no evidence that these robots would ever really operate properly.

The project starts off costing 100 billion dollars a year for five years.  Given the Defense Department’s record, the cost overrun could push this project up to 1.5 trillion dollars during the next five years.

Those who back this project talk about 500 robotic soldiers within five years.  We will be lucky if we see 50 robotic soldiers within the next ten years.  And those robots will probably cease to function during the first day of action.

Even if the robots work, then, there is the danger that the U.S. will be embroiled in conflicts that we would ordinarily stay out of.  The robots will give us a false sense of security and will probably cost human lives.

In the final analysis, this project will just waste taxpayer dollars.  It will not save one human life.  It will only succeed in lining the pockets of military contractors.

We urge the Congress and the President to reject this insane proposal and pass laws and budgets that will benefit the American people.

TO:
The Media

FM:
American Foundation for Science and Technology

RE:
Science, Space and Technology Budget

America is the world leader in science, space and technology because of wise decisions in past administrations to fund programs that yield long-term results.  We urge that the President and Congress maintain this leadership through enhanced funding of the science, space and technology budget.

Increased funding for science will expand the number of grants that are available for colleges and universities to remain on the cutting edge of scientific research.  More funding for the space program will allow the National Aeronautics and Space Administration to bring several space explorations projects from the drawing board to the launch pad.  And, expanded funding for technology grants will give independent inventors the support they need to bring their dreams into working prototypes.  All of this can be accomplished through expanded funding of science, space and technology.

The biggest threat to America’s leadership in science, space and technology is our own sense of complacency.  There are those who believe our leadership position is secure and there is no longer a need to get ahead.  We believe that such a view is dangerous.  If we merely rely on our reputation and do not strive to stay ahead, our leadership position will be gradually undermined.

Countries in Asia and Europe are expanding their support for science, space and technology.  They can overtake us in the matter of a few decades if we allow our support for research and development to lag behind.

Our nation’s leadership in science, space and technology is not just a symbolic matter.  It also translates into a higher standard of living for our people.  If it were not for our space program, we would still be using typewriters and adding machines.  Our cars would still be operating on the basis of old technology and our home appliances would be less efficient and effective.

Each dollar spent on science, space and technology not only enables us to expand our exploration of the Earth and beyond.  It also enables us to improve the lives of every American in thousands of different ways.

The quality of life in this country is directed related to our long-term investment in science, space and technology.  If we reduce our investment, or allow it to become a smaller part of the total budget, we will be compromising the standard of living for all Americans for years to come.

TO: 
Media

FR:
American Business Association

RE:
Normal Trading Relationships

The American Business Association (ABA) and the many businesses that we represent urge you to defeat Bill 158 on Normal Trading Relations.  This bill may be well intentioned.  However, it simplifies a very complex situation and severely alters the balance of power between Congress and the President on trade matters.

Bill 158 attempts to use a strong-armed approach to achieve the human rights agenda of a rather small but vocal group.  It tries to impose American concepts of human rights on other nations and ignores the traditional cultural values of these countries.  What gives us the right to dictate human rights to other countries?  Who assigned the United States the responsibility to be the moral policeman of the planet?

It is said that business groups are only concerned about their profits when they urge Congress to grant “normal trading status” to those countries that have value systems that differ from our own.  The proponents of Bill 158 would rather see Americans lose their jobs and workers in foreign countries go jobless so that the human rights advocates can have their way.

Determination of normal trading status and denial of such status is a very complex issue.  That is precisely why current law says that Congress, which reflects the nation as a whole, must make the decision.

Certainly, the President has a role as well.  The President can propose that a given nation receive or be denied “most favored nation” status in international trade.  Under current law, the President can veto the Congressional determination.  And, it would take an extraordinary majority in both houses of Congress to override that veto.  Clearly, the President also plays an important role in granting normal trading status.

We urge that you do what you can to make sure that Bill 158 never becomes the law of the land.  The price is just too high.  If we lose active trading relationships with other countries because of the human rights issue, then we have broken the channels of communication between our nation and those nations whose cultures differ from our own.  If we are truly interested in a peaceful world, we need to promote international trade.

Bill 158 undermines world peace and denies all of us our human right to survive and prosper.

Press Conference

Andy Garcia, President, Association of Border Patrol Officers

(simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Garcia)

(at the very end of the simulation session)

“My name is Andy Garcia and I am the President of the Association of Border Control Officers.  My organization represents thousands of U.S. government employees in the Border Patrol agency of the Immigration and Naturalization Service.  We are the people who risk our lives daily guarding the borders against illegal immigrants.

I want to tell you what it is like to be in the Border Patrol these days.  We have been short of adequate staff for the last few years, while those big mouths in Congress blabber about how we need to make our borders secure.  But, when it comes to supporting us, you don’t hear a peep from those same members of Congress.  And, of course, President Millworth acts as if we don’t exist.  Even money put into next year’s budget won’t solve this year’s problems.

Because of staff shortages, Border Patrol agents are now working 60-hour weeks with our mandatory overtime.  The agency is requiring each of us to work a six-day week and work 10 hours per day.  As if that isn’t enough, the agency has revised annual leave policy so that we only get to take off one week per year.  Yes, we get paid for the vacation time and the work time; but the point is that Congress, the President and the agency are driving us right into the ground.   You guys are making us sick.  And, we are not going to take it anymore.  

I know that striking is illegal and I am not calling for a strike.  However, I am suggesting to the officers in the Border Patrol that they should wake up the first Monday morning in the coming month and assess their health.  If they believe that they are feeling sick, then, by all means they should take a sick day.  If that doesn’t make them better, then, they should assess their health again the next Monday and every other Monday during next month.  If they are still not feeling better, then maybe we need to assess our health every Monday for the month after that, well into the future.  Heck, maybe we need to do this for a couple of days per week.

Now, I realize that if we all do this, then the borders are unprotected, and those illegal immigrants will just stroll across the border.  Maybe the illegals will begin to think that every Monday is free border-crossing day.

I’m not asking anybody to break the law.  I’m simply saying that the U.S. government has been taking advantage of officers, and those officers have every reason to feel sick.

Well, I have to go.  I’m starting to feel a little under the weather.  Maybe I’ll feel a little better next time, so that I can meet with one of the President’s lackeys.
