SCRIPT for SESSION #5

(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 Automobile Manufacturers Association on mandatory signaling devices.

Announce that the Millworth Administration released information earlier today that there has been a successful raid of a Frenzy lab in Washington D.C.  Twelve D.C. police officers, four federal drug agents, the Director of the FBI and the Mayor of Washington, D.C. entered and then closed down the lab.  The officers confiscated the Frenzy drug that had a street value of $450,000.

The session begins with a media report followed by three press conferences.  One of the press conferences is in support of the Frenzy drug.  The second press conference disassociates a controversial web site from the gay killings.  The final press conference is from the Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni people on the Nigerian civil war issue.

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

First give the media correspondence on the hurricane as well as campaign contributions.  The media receives memos on family programming and the endangered fish issue.  Now give the media memos about Frenzy and gay killings.  After that, the media receives a memo on proposed legislation to import fetuses.

At this point Senator Inglassi (Internal Matters) has a meeting on the macular degeneration grant.
The media then receives memos on mercenaries and napkin art as well as proposed legislation for a national lottery and national service.  After that the media receives more information on the Nigerian civil war and gets a memo on mandatory signaling device legislation.
Press Conference

Dr. Blane Cyrano

Professor of Psychology

San Rafael University

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Cyrano)

“Hello.  I am Dr. Blane Cyrano, Professor of Psychology in the school of Human Development at San Rafael University in San Francisco, California.   I have come to you to set the record straight about the mood-altering drug called Frenzy.

A group of scientists in northern California developed Frenzy to improve the human condition.  One of them, Dr. Phree Dom Wai, was particularly concerned about how humans were being damaged by their own inhibitions.  These inhibitions prevented them from exercising their natural creativity, and the result was an extraordinary amount of physical and psychological suffering.  Individuals were undergoing needless pain in their lives due to the force of inhibitions.

Frenzy frees us from our inhibitions and allows us to discover our own potential.  It gives us newfound powers to tap our own strengths.  By pushing aside inhibitions, Frenzy allows us to reach our full capacity as human beings.

Unfortunately, the federal government’s Food and Drug Administration has ruled that Frenzy is an illegal substance, and there have been raids of labs where Frenzy has been made.  In addition, the FBI is spending its precious resources to track down those who buy and sell Frenzy.

There has been no study of Frenzy before the federal government has attempted to crack down on Frenzy.  The government has said that it is a drug, and therefore is bad.  There has been no effort to see the benefits of Frenzy.

I am aware that some lives have been lost because people have either abused Frenzy, or because they have extreme reactions to it.  This is no different with alcohol.  People die or are injured when they take foolish risks after consuming beer, wine or liquor.  However, we don’t declare these substances illegal.  Rather, we appeal to people’s better instincts.  And, if they are still remiss, we can charge them for driving under the influence, or some other such charge.  Can’t we do the same for Frenzy?

Our whole government displays the very psychological disturbances that Frenzy is designed to remove.  It might be a good idea if everyone from the President on down, including all those inhibited types in Congress, took a dose of Frenzy.

I will answer any questions that you might have.”  

Press Conference

Arno Belloff, Attorney for Wendel Lemley

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Belloff)

“My name is Arno Bellofff, and I am an attorney.  I have been hired by Dr. and Mrs. Wendel Lemley of Cleveland, Ohio.  My clients manage a website called StopSexualPerversion.  Dr. and Mrs. Lemley have invested their time and money into this site in order to end unnatural sexual practices in the United States.

This website has been targeted by a homosexual organization called Fight Back as the source of their problems.  Nothing could be further from the truth.  Dr. and Mrs. Lemley have launched a site that contains scripture, words of hope for former homosexuals who have freed themselves from their disease and a chat room where concerned people can talk about how the cancer of homosexuality can be eradicated from American life.  The Federal District Court in Cleveland has found that the Lemleys are only practicing their constitutionally granted freedom of speech.

The fanatical Fight Back group contends that the Lemleys are advocating killing homosexuals when they quote the scripture that “The wages of sin are death.”  They are not advocating death for homosexuals; but are saying that sinful behavior is not forgotten and that God works in strange ways.

Fight Back would be far better off if they would just renounce their unnatural sexual practices and rejoin humankind.

Do you have any questions?”

Press Conference

Bayo Okwudiba

Representative, Movement for Survival of the Ogoni People

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Okwudiba)

“Hello.  My name is Bayo Okwudiba.  I am the representative of the Movement for Survival of the Ogoni People.  I wish to speak to you today about what is now occurring in Nigeria.

As you probably know, the United Nations has adopted a resolution to send a peacekeeping force to protect the oil fields in the Niger River Delta, and also to send negotiators to seek a resolution of the current civil war.  This resolution was sponsored by the British, and is just more evidence that they cannot change their role of colonial master over African people.  Those nations that supported the Security Council resolution were basically concerned with one thing: keeping oil prices stable.  Those that supported the resolution, including the Americans, have absolutely no regard for the rights and the lives of those who live in the region.  The West, particularly the United States, is only concerned with the comfort and convenience of pampered American automobile drivers.

The Ogoni people live in the area where the oil wells have been drilled.  We have experienced severe environmental pollution from the drilling.  Moreover, the Ogonis have been denied adequate compensation for this pollution, as well as the wealth that has been extracted from our lands.

The current Nigerian government is just one more example of a deranged Nigerian regime that persecutes minorities.  That government is a military dictatorship that is determined to bend all of Nigeria to its will.  That same military dictatorship is today slaughtering my people, and doing grave damage also to the Yoruba and Hausa-Fulani peoples.

You Americans don’t care about such things.  All you want is our oil so that you can drive to the shopping centers that clutter your land.

The peacekeeping forces that will protect the oil fields will allow the Nigerian military dictatorship to use its troops to exterminate those Nigerians who have legitimate grievances.  But this doesn’t matter to you.  All you want is oil and plenty of it.

You have a saying in America to ‘have a nice day.’  We can’t say that in Nigeria, because we never have a nice day.  We live in fear and we are exploited by nations like the United States.  I can’t wish for you to have a nice day.  However, I will answer your questions.”

TO:
Members, House External Matters Committee

FR:
National Science Federation

RE:
Importing Genetic Material from Aborted Fetuses

We urge you to support legislation  (Bill 200) that would allow for the importation of genetic material for medical research.  This material would be from abortions that are medically necessary.  Such fetal tissue would be used for medical research.

Information gained from this research will be used to develop effective treatments of a wide range of diseases and chronic illnesses.  Lives will be saved or prolonged because of the availability of these treatments.  And, the quality of these lives will be enhanced.

Because of this medical research, we may be able to find cures for diseases such as cancer, diabetes and Alzheimer’s disease.  Even chronic problems like arthritis and severe allergies can be addressed through this medical research.

This research will not happen or will not happen in our lifetime if genetic and medical researchers are limited to fetal material from animals.  Animal subjects do not have the same genetic makeup and are of limited value in research.  The capacity to make accurate predictions requires a nearly 100% match between the fetal tissue and the human subject who needs medical treatment.  Fetal tissue from animals may be close; but it is not close enough.

We ask you to reject the hysterical rhetoric of those who oppose advances in medical research because of their own preconceived notions.  

TO: 
Members, House External Matters Committee

FR:
Foreign Policy Institute

RE:
Use of Mercenaries

The Foreign Policy Institute (FPI) believes that Bill 188 on the use of mercenaries is a dangerous and preposterous piece of legislation.  In an effort to avoid spilling American blood, this bill makes it too “easy” for the United States to get involved in conflicts where it would not ordinarily get involved, and it permits foreign nationals to take action in the name of the United States.

Bill 188 opens the door to excessive American involvement in conflicts throughout the world.  Without risk to American lives, this bill invites America to be the “policeman of the world” without having to worry about negative domestic reactions to such involvement.  If passed, this legislation will most certainly result in U.S. involvement in conflicts and situations that we would otherwise avoid.

Those proposing the bill ignore the issue of how other nations will respond if those mercenaries hired by the United States engage in brutal or inhumane actions while pursuing their military objective.  We will not escape the perception by other nations in the world that we have permitted such actions to take place.  Even though the mercenaries are not American soldiers, their conduct will be seen as the responsibility of the United States.  Yet, because of the absence of direct command over the mercenaries, we will not have any control over such conduct until after a crisis has developed.

Americans are very fearful about losing lives for foreign policy goals that are of questionable value.  Such fear is well founded, and should continue to be a factor in our strategic thinking and military deployment.  We should never try to escape our legitimate fears by contracting with “hired hands” to do our “dirty work.”  If such work needs to be done, then, the United States should take action and should fully accept the consequences of our involvement.

In addition to the moral problem of using mercenaries, the United States risks problems with financial accountability.  How can we be sure that we received our money’s worth?  How can we be sure that payments to mercenaries have not been funneled off and used by our enemies?  There are too many unknowns with the mercenary approach to justify its use.

We appeal to the President and Congress to not pass Bill 188 or any modification of the bill.

TO:
Members, House Government Operations Committee

FR:
The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research

RE:
National Lottery

The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research, an independent foundation funded by the Dixon family of Charleston, South Carolina, seeks to apply the principles of the Founding Fathers to the problems of modern life.  Our Institute has recently completed a research project on the use of lotteries to support government activities and the implications of a possible new national government lottery (Bill 208).  Based on our research, we believe that the proposed legislation would not be in the best interest of our nation.

One of our major concerns about Bill 208 is how it seems to undercut the state governments.  State governments, rightly or wrongly, have been using lotteries for about three decades to support their public services.  The introduction of a new national government lottery would make it very difficult for states to maintain the viability of their lotteries. The size of the national government’s weekly grand prize and the payroll withdrawal feature would pull money away from state lotteries and would reduce states’ capacities to support current expenditures.  With reduced financial strength, the state governments would become more dependent on the national government.  That certainly would undermine American federalism and change the nature of our political system.  This would be a huge price to pay for additional national government revenue.

Our other major concern is with the use of lotteries as a revenue source for any level of government.  Lotteries are certainly attractive because they seem to minimize taxes.  However, the real price tag for lotteries is quite high for society.

The research that we have completed demonstrates that most of the people who play existing state lotteries are those who are least able to spend their money on any activity that has such a low chance of paying off.  They would be much better off if they put their money into the bank or credit union where they would receive guaranteed interest.

We are particularly troubled that lotteries “feed the habit” of those who are addicted to gambling.  The families of these addicted gamblers suffer when government uses a lottery to take money away from the household.  It seems incomprehensible that government, at any level, would prey upon gamblers and take advantage of those with a psychological problem.  When government sets itself up in the gambling business, it lowers itself into the territory of organized crime. 

If our Founding Fathers were alive today, they would urge that Bill 208 be defeated.  We at the Dixon Institute agree with the Founding Fathers.

TO:
Members, House Government Operations Committee

FR:
Americans Against Big Government

RE:
National Service

We appeal to the good sense of Congress and ask the House and Senate as well as the President to reject the proposed $20 billion National Service program.

This program will pick the pockets of ordinary taxpayers to support make-work projects throughout the country.  There is no documented need for such a program and it will be very costly in terms of wages, insurance and tuition benefits.

The proposed National Service program is also extremely coercive.  High school graduates or those attaining the age 18 are obligated to participate in this government boondoggle.  The only way that they can escape this obligation is to join the military.

If Congress is going to spend $20 billion, there are many other ways to spend it.  Congress should not waste time on ridiculous legislation that only takes money out of the private sector and redistributes it to unwilling participants, non-profit organizations as well as college and universities.  Of course, the biggest winners are the bureaucrats who will run the National Service program.

TO:
Members, House Internal Matters Committee

FR:
American Association of Television Producers

RE:
Family Programming

The American Association of Television Producers (AATP) urges the Congress and President to reject Bill 189 on family programming.  Those who propose this legislation may have honorable intentions.  However, the bill is dangerous and poorly conceived.

At the bottom line, Bill 189 is a frontal attack on the First Amendment’s “freedom of speech.”  It basically says that certain artistic talent may not be performed between 2:00 p.m. and midnight.  Rather, these artists will be forced into a “video ghetto” between midnight and 2:00 p.m. the next day.  When the Founding Fathers guaranteed free speech they did not place limitations on our right of expression.  They knew that once you start restricting one kind of free expression, all freedom of speech is at risk.

Television is being singled out for this restriction.  There is no mention of books, magazines, movies, videotapes or the Internet.  Are these media outlets more “family friendly” or are they just too powerful?  Is it easier to blame television for the ills of society and thus focus the attack on television programs?

Those who advocate the “family programming” solution never bother to define what they mean by a “family program.”  Do they mean religious programming?  Do they mean educational programming?  Would they allow sports?  Would square dancing be allowed and ballet not allowed?  Are ballet costumes too revealing?

One of the most ludicrous features of the proposed legislation is how it seems to forget about video recorders.  Children are quite capable of setting the video recorder to capture a program during the non-family programming time slots.  There is nothing that the moral despots could do to stop them.  

It must be remembered that the programs that are placed on television and cable are there because there is an audience for that programming.  And, the audience has to be large to justify the expenditure.  Programs that do not have an audience are pulled quickly.

The proponents of Bill 189 are not really opposed to certain television programs.  Rather, they are angry with the people who enjoy these programs.  In order to punish people that like certain programs, the proponents are willing to take their programs off the air.

We appeal to common sense and respect for the First Amendment.  Bill 189 should be defeated.

TO:
Members, House Internal Matters Committee

FR:
American Automobile Manufacturers Association

RE:
Mandatory Signaling Device

The American Automobile Manufacturers Association (AAMA) opposes Bill 162.  That legislation would require car manufacturers to install an automatic signaling device on all new cars.  This is just another “safety feature” that will drive up the cost of automobiles and it will not really solve the problem.

The automatic signaling device will probably add another $300-$500 to the cost of a new car.  Those of us in the industry are doing everything that we can to keep car prices down.  However, additional government regulations, such as Bill 162, keep forcing us to pass increased costs onto the consumers.  This makes it harder for people to afford cars and has a detrimental impact on the overall automobile market.  Each safety regulation eventually translates into fewer cars being sold and more unemployed automobile workers.

The proposed automatic signaling device is an unproven commodity.  We have no doubt that it would activate turn signals.  Yet, there is no real evidence that it will reduce the number of accidents.  In fact, we are concerned that drivers will start ignoring these ever-present signal lights and automobile accidents will actually increase.

The real problem is careless drivers.  Government can and should solve the “careless driver” problem by having police write more tickets for failure to use turn signals.  The same type of cameras that are used to catch “red light runners” could be placed along streets and highways.  Observers at a central location could watch several monitors and videotape those drivers who fail to use their turn signals.  This evidence can then be used in court.

Instead of a sensible solution, the insurance industry advocates the installation of an untested technology and wants to shift the cost to car manufacturers.  And, some politicians seem all too willing to adopt another “quick fix.”

The concept of automatic signaling devices is simply a ludicrous idea.  Rather than raise the expectations for drivers, we “dumb things down” so that people are not even responsible for using their turn signals.  This same type of logic would solve the problem of “red light running” by putting an automatic braking device on every new car that would be activated when a light turned from yellow to red.

It is time that government stopped trying to solve every problem by placing more burdens on private enterprise.  If we are really interested in addressing the problem of unused turn signals, government should place more emphasis on driver education and law enforcement.

TO:
Members, Senate External Matters Committee

FR:
National Science Federation

RE:
Importing Genetic Material from Aborted Fetuses

We urge you to support legislation (Bill 200) that would allow for the importation of genetic material for medical research.  This material would be from abortions that are medically necessary.  Such fetal tissue would be used for medical research.

Information gained from this research will be used to develop effective treatments of a wide range of diseases and chronic illnesses.  Lives will be saved or prolonged because of the availability of these treatments.  And, the quality of these lives will be enhanced.

Because of this medical research, we may be able to find cures for diseases such as cancer, diabetes and Alzheimer’s disease.  Even chronic problems like arthritis and severe allergies can be addressed through this medical research.

This research will not happen or will not happen in our lifetime if genetic and medical researchers are limited to fetal material from animals.  Animal subjects do not have the same genetic makeup and are of limited value in research.  The capacity to make accurate predictions requires a nearly 100% match between the fetal tissue and the human subject who needs medical treatment.  Fetal tissue from animals may be close; but it is not close enough.

We ask you to reject the hysterical rhetoric of those who oppose advances in medical research because of their own preconceived notions.  

TO: 
Members, Senate External Matters Committee

FR:
Foreign Policy Institute

RE:
Use of Mercenaries

The Foreign Policy Institute (FPI) believes that Bill 188 on the use of mercenaries is a dangerous and preposterous piece of legislation.  In an effort to avoid spilling American blood, this bill makes it too “easy” for the United States to get involved in conflicts where it would not ordinarily get involved, and it permits foreign nationals to take action in the name of the United States.

Bill 188 opens the door to excessive American involvement in conflicts throughout the world.  Without risk to American lives, this bill invites America to be the “policeman of the world” without having to worry about negative domestic reactions to such involvement.  If passed, this legislation will most certainly result in U.S. involvement in conflicts and situations that we would otherwise avoid.

Those proposing the bill ignore the issue of how other nations will respond if those mercenaries hired by the United States engage in brutal or inhumane actions while pursuing their military objective.  We will not escape the perception by other nations in the world that we have permitted such actions to take place.  Even though the mercenaries are not American soldiers, their conduct will be seen as the responsibility of the United States.  Yet, because of the absence of direct command over the mercenaries, we will not have any control over such conduct until after a crisis has developed.

Americans are very fearful about losing lives for foreign policy goals that are of questionable value.  Such fear is well founded, and should continue to be a factor in our strategic thinking and military deployment.  We should never try to escape our legitimate fears by contracting with “hired hands” to do our “dirty work.”  If such work needs to be done, then, the United States should take action and should fully accept the consequences of our involvement.

In addition to the moral problem of using mercenaries, the United States risks problems with financial accountability.  How can we be sure that we received our money’s worth?  How can we be sure that payments to mercenaries have not been funneled off and used by our enemies?  There are too many unknowns with the mercenary approach to justify its use.

We appeal to the President and Congress to not pass Bill 188 or any modification of the bill.

TO:
Members, Senate Government Operations Committee

FR:
The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research

RE:
National Lottery

The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research, an independent foundation funded by the Dixon family of Charleston, South Carolina, seeks to apply the principles of the Founding Fathers to the problems of modern life.  Our Institute has recently completed a research project on the use of lotteries to support government activities and the implications of a possible new national government lottery (Bill 208).  Based on our research, we believe that the proposed legislation would not be in the best interest of our nation.

One of our major concerns about Bill 208 is how it seems to undercut the state governments.  State governments, rightly or wrongly, have been using lotteries for about three decades to support their public services.  The introduction of a new national government lottery would make it very difficult for states to maintain the viability of their lotteries. The size of the national government’s weekly grand prize and the payroll withdrawal feature would pull money away from state lotteries and would reduce states’ capacities to support current expenditures.  With reduced financial strength, the state governments would become more dependent on the national government.  That certainly would undermine American federalism and change the nature of our political system.  This would be a huge price to pay for additional national government revenue.

Our other major concern is with the use of lotteries as a revenue source for any level of government.  Lotteries are certainly attractive because they seem to minimize taxes.  However, the real price tag for lotteries is quite high for society.

The research that we have completed demonstrates that most of the people who play existing state lotteries are those who are least able to spend their money on any activity that has such a low chance of paying off.  They would be much better off if they put their money into the bank or credit union where they would receive guaranteed interest.

We are particularly troubled that lotteries “feed the habit” of those who are addicted to gambling.  The families of these addicted gamblers suffer when government uses a lottery to take money away from the household.  It seems incomprehensible that government, at any level, would prey upon gamblers and take advantage of those with a psychological problem.  When government sets itself up in the gambling business, it lowers itself into the territory of organized crime. 

If our Founding Fathers were alive today, they would urge that Bill 208 be defeated.  We at the Dixon Institute agree with the Founding Fathers.

TO:
Members, Senate Government Operations Committee

FR:
Americans Against Big Government

RE:
National Service

We appeal to the good sense of Congress and ask the House and Senate as well as the President to reject the proposed $20 billion National Service program.

This program will pick the pockets of ordinary taxpayers to support make-work projects throughout the country.  There is no documented need for such a program and it will be very costly in terms of wages, insurance and tuition benefits.

The proposed National Service program is also extremely coercive.  High school graduates or those attaining the age 18 are obligated to participate in this government boondoggle.  The only way that they can escape this obligation is to join the military.

If Congress is going to spend $20 billion, there are many other ways to spend it.  Congress should not waste time on ridiculous legislation that only takes money out of the private sector and redistributes it to unwilling participants, non-profit organizations as well as college and universities.  Of course, the biggest winners are the bureaucrats who will run the National Service program.

TO:
Members, Senate Internal Matters Committee

FR:
American Association of Television Producers

RE:
Family Programming

The American Association of Television Producers (AATP) urges the Congress and President to reject Bill 189 on family programming.  Those who propose this legislation may have honorable intentions.  However, the bill is dangerous and poorly conceived.

At the bottom line, Bill 189 is a frontal attack on the First Amendment’s “freedom of speech.”  It basically says that certain artistic talent may not be performed between 2:00 p.m. and midnight.  Rather, these artists will be forced into a “video ghetto” between midnight and 2:00 p.m. the next day.  When the Founding Fathers guaranteed free speech they did not place limitations on our right of expression.  They knew that once you start restricting one kind of free expression, all freedom of speech is at risk.

Television is being singled out for this restriction.  There is no mention of books, magazines, movies, videotapes or the Internet.  Are these media outlets more “family friendly” or are they just too powerful?  Is it easier to blame television for the ills of society and thus focus the attack on television programs?

Those who advocate the “family programming” solution never bother to define what they mean by a “family program.”  Do they mean religious programming?  Do they mean educational programming?  Would they allow sports?  Would square dancing be allowed and ballet not allowed?  Are ballet costumes too revealing?

One of the most ludicrous features of the proposed legislation is how it seems to forget about video recorders.  Children are quite capable of setting the video recorder to capture a program during the non-family programming time slots.  There is nothing that the moral despots could do to stop them.  

It must be remembered that the programs that are placed on television and cable are there because there is an audience for that programming.  And, the audience has to be large to justify the expenditure.  Programs that do not have an audience are pulled quickly.

The proponents of Bill 189 are not really opposed to certain television programs.  Rather, they are angry with the people who enjoy these programs.  In order to punish people who like certain programs, the proponents are willing to take their programs off the air.

We appeal to common sense and respect for the First Amendment.  Bill 189 should be defeated.

TO:
Members, Senate Internal Matters Committee

FR:
American Automobile Manufacturers Association

RE:
Mandatory Signaling Device

The American Automobile Manufacturers Association (AAMA) opposes Bill 162.  That legislation would require car manufacturers to install an automatic signaling device on all new cars.  This is just another “safety feature” that will drive up the cost of automobiles and it will not really solve the problem.

The automatic signaling device will probably add another $300-$500 to the cost of a new car.  Those of us in the industry are doing everything that we can to keep car prices down.  However, additional government regulations, such as Bill 162, keep forcing us to pass increased costs onto the consumers.  This makes it harder for people to afford cars and has a detrimental impact on the overall automobile market.  Each safety regulation eventually translates into fewer cars being sold and more unemployed automobile workers.

The proposed automatic signaling device is an unproven commodity.  We have no doubt that it would activate turn signals.  Yet, there is no real evidence that it will reduce the number of accidents.  In fact, we are concerned that drivers will start ignoring these ever-present signal lights and automobile accidents will actually increase.

The real problem is careless drivers.  Government can and should solve the “careless driver” problem by having police write more tickets for failure to use turn signals.  The same type of cameras that are used to catch “red light runners” could be placed along streets and highways.  Observers at a central location could watch several monitors and videotape those drivers who fail to use their turn signals.  This evidence can then be used in court.

Instead of a sensible solution, the insurance industry advocates the installation of an untested technology and wants to shift the cost to car manufacturers.  And, some politicians seem all too willing to adopt another “quick fix.”

The concept of automatic signaling devices is simply a ludicrous idea.  Rather than raise the expectations for drivers, we “dumb things down” so that people are not even responsible for using their turn signals.  This same type of logic would solve the problem of “red light running” by putting an automatic braking device on every new car that would be activated when a light turned from yellow to red.

It is time that government stopped trying to solve every problem by placing more burdens on private enterprise.  If we are really interested in addressing the problem of unused turn signals, government should place more emphasis on driver education and law enforcement.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Cuban Hurricane Damage

Many countries around the world are criticizing the United States for not doing more to help Cuba.  The French, in particular, are saying that there is no excuse for letting people suffer.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Presidential Campaign Contributions

An examination of records from the past Presidential election shows that the “Millworth For President Committee” received about a half million dollars in contributions from Political Action Committees (PACs) that were concerned about U.S. policy towards Japan.  The two most important committees were the “Committee For Stability in Trade” and the “World Trade Committee.”  It looks as though these same PACs received most of their contributions from individuals of Japanese ancestry, and that some of these Japanese-Americans had received money in the form of “gifts” or “grants” from the “Japanese Goodwill Committee” or (JGC), an organization that is loosely related to the Japanese government.

The Japanese government established the JGC during the 1970s in order to strengthen US-Japanese relationships.  Today, the JGC is supported by contributions from Japanese businesses.

For some, this appears to be an indirect way by which the Japanese government has tried to gain influence in the Millworth administration.  They say that such influence could be extremely important in U.S. and Japanese negotiations over trade.  Even though Japan is opening up its markets, there is still a huge trade imbalance that favors Japan.

TO:
The Media

FR:
American Association of Television Producers

RE:
Family Programming

The American Association of Television Producers (AATP) urges the Congress and President to reject Bill 189 on family programming.  Those who propose this legislation may have honorable intentions.  However, the bill is dangerous and poorly conceived.

At the bottom line, Bill 189 is a frontal attack on the First Amendment’s “freedom of speech”. It basically says that certain artistic talent may not be performed between 2:00 p.m. and midnight.  Rather, these artists will be forced into a “video ghetto” between midnight and 2:00 p.m. the next day.  When the Founding Fathers guaranteed free speech, they did not place limitations on our right of expression.  They knew that once you start restricting one kind of free expression, all freedom of speech is at risk.

Television is being singled out for this restriction.  There is no mention of books, magazines, movies, videotapes or the Internet.  Are these media outlets more “family friendly” or are they just too powerful?  Is it easier to blame television for the ills of society and thus focus the attack on television programs?

Those who advocate the “family programming” solution never bother to define what they mean by a “family program.”  Do they mean religious programming?  Do they mean educational programming?  Would they allow sports?  Would square dancing be allowed and ballet not allowed?  Are ballet costumes too revealing?

One of the most ludicrous features of the proposed legislation is how it seems to forget about video recorders.  Children are quite capable of setting the video recorder to capture a program during the non-family programming time slots.  There is nothing that the moral despots could do to stop them.  

It must be remembered that the programs that are placed on television and cable are there because there is an audience for that programming.  And, the audience has to be large to justify the expenditure.  Programs that do not have an audience are pulled quickly.

The proponents of Bill 189 are not really opposed to certain television programs.  Rather, they are angry with the people who enjoy these programs.  In order to punish people that like certain programs, the proponents are willing to take their programs off the air.

We appeal to common sense and respect for the First Amendment.  Bill 189 should be defeated.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
The Plight of Commercial Fishermen

Small commercial fishing operations in the United States and in other parts of the world find themselves in an increasingly precarious position.  The demand for fish has increased dramatically at the same time that environmental pollution has reduced the food supply for fish populations.

Fishermen find themselves working harder and harder to get smaller and smaller catches.  This has placed them on the brink of economic collapse.

A recent decision by the federal government to restrict fishing of the New England Flouter has had a devastating impact on U.S. and Canadian fishermen in the northeast.  The reduction in income has made it tougher and tougher for the fishermen to pay their bills.

The federal government has adopted a very different posture for fishing than it has for farming.  The national government in the United States has generally let the free market dominate in the fishing industry, and then suddenly clamped down on the open water “fish farming” industry.  However, in land-based crop farming, the federal government has limited how much farmers can grow, but has also provided price subsidies for these farmers.

Commercial fishermen believe that the government simply does not care about them and is willing to let the industry die.



TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Frenzy Festival

A new event called the Frenzy Festival has been scheduled at a 300-acre farm in central Maryland.  Clyde Zither, who owns the family farm near Mt. Airy, Maryland has rented his farm to a group called “In a Frenzy.”  This group is the driving force behind the festival.  The festival is receiving quite a bit of attention on the Internet and is being covered by the foreign press.  Leaders of the group say that the purpose of the festival is to have “some good old-fashioned fun,” and they even plan on having a barn dance and seminars where people can learn all about Frenzy.  The leaders say that they are only inviting good friends and expect a crowd of about 100,000 teenagers from all over the United States.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General Sources

RE:
Attack on Homosexual

A drive-by shooting took place on a back street in Jackson, Mississippi last night that resulted in the death of a single homosexual male who was returning to his apartment after a workout at a local gym.  The only witness heard a gunshot and watched a late model car with two men speed away into the distance.  The witness was too far away to even see the license plate or make of the car.

Police were later phoned and told to go to an abandoned building where they found an envelope with the message “The wages of sin are death.”

TO:
Media

FR:
National Science Federation

RE:
Importing Genetic Material from Aborted Fetuses

We urge you to support legislation (Bill 200) that would allow for the importation of genetic material for medical research.  This material would be from abortions that are medically necessary.  Such fetal tissue would be used for medical research.

Information gained from this research will be used to develop effective treatments of a wide range of diseases and chronic illnesses.  Lives will be saved or prolonged because of the availability of these treatments.  And, the quality of these lives will be enhanced.

Because of this medical research, we may be able to find cures for diseases such as cancer, diabetes and Alzheimer’s disease.  Even chronic problems like arthritis and severe allergies can be addressed through this medical research.

This research will not happen or will not happen in our lifetime if genetic and medical researchers are limited to fetal material from animals.  Animal subjects do not have the same genetic makeup and are of limited value in research.  The capacity to make accurate predictions requires a nearly 100% match between the fetal tissue and the human subject who needs medical treatment.  Fetal tissue from animals may be close; but it is not close enough.

We ask you to reject the hysterical rhetoric of those who oppose advances in medical research because of their own preconceived notions.  

Meeting

Senator Inglassi and Dr. Fenton

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Fenton)

Senator Inglassi meets privately with Dr. Fenton of the National Institutes of Health (NIH) about the grant proposal. Dr. Fenton apologizes for the delay in considering the grant proposal, and says that it is due to an employee within the grant approval unit having experienced a prolonged illness.  Fenton says that NIH would like to operate more quickly.  But there is a real shortage of trained personnel to evaluate proposals.  Fenton notes that an illness or family emergency for a key employee often delays the process.

Fenton says that the Eye Clinic proposal had gone through an informal review and that everything looked in order, and assures the Senator that the Eye Clinic can make an assumption there is about a 90% chance the grant will be approved. 

Fenton also notes that more funding of health care in the budget would enable the NIH to hire more personnel and speed up the grant approval process.

TO: 
The Media

FR:
Foreign Policy Institute

RE:
Use of Mercenaries

The Foreign Policy Institute (FPI) believes that Bill 188 on the use of mercenaries is a dangerous and preposterous piece of legislation.  In an effort to avoid spilling American blood, this bill makes it too “easy” for the United States to get involved in conflicts where it would not ordinarily get involved, and it permits foreign nationals to take action in the name of the United States.

Bill 188 opens the door to excessive American involvement in conflicts throughout the world.  Without risk to American lives, this bill invites America to be the “policeman of the world” without having to worry about negative domestic reactions to such involvement.  If passed, this legislation will most certainly result in U.S. involvement in conflicts and situations that we would otherwise avoid.

Those proposing the bill ignore the issue of how other nations will respond if those mercenaries hired by the United States engage in brutal or inhumane actions while pursuing their military objective.  We will not escape the perception by other nations in the world that we have permitted such actions to take place.  Even though the mercenaries are not American soldiers, their conduct will be seen as the responsibility of the United States.  Yet, because of the absence of direct command over the mercenaries, we will not have any control over such conduct until after a crisis has developed.

Americans are very fearful about losing lives for foreign policy goals that are of questionable value.  Such fear is well founded, and should continue to be a factor in our strategic thinking and military deployment.  We should never try to escape our legitimate fears by contracting with “hired hands” to do our “dirty work.  If such work needs to be done, then, the United States should take action and should fully accept the consequences of our involvement.

In addition to the moral problem of using mercenaries, the United States risks problems with financial accountability.  How can we be sure that we received our money’s worth?  How can we be sure that payments to mercenaries have not been funneled off and used by our enemies?  There are too many unknowns with the mercenary approach to justify its use.

We appeal to the President and Congress to not pass Bill 188 or any modification of the bill.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Celebrity Napkin Art

The Celebrity Napkin Art collection that drew packed houses in New York City’s David Derange Art Gallery and the Maggie Ballistic Art Gallery is now scheduled to go on a national tour.  The much-lauded art show will first move to Chicago before going on to San Francisco, Dallas and Atlanta before returning to New York City.  Bob Young, the artist, will leave his position as a waiter at the Futuro Café, where he has gathered soiled linen napkins over the past years from celebrities, and which he later turned into artistic creations.

Young will accompany his collection and will be interviewed by television and radio stations, as well as newspapers and magazines, in the cities that will host the Celebrity Napkin Art show.  In addition, Young will be working on his autobiography and will supervise a Celebrity Napkin Art website.  Fans of Celebrity Napkin Art will be able to place online orders for reproductions of their favorite celebrity napkins for their homes and offices.

There is some controversy surrounding the Celebrity Napkin Art collection.  Some celebrities feel that Young has invaded their privacy in taking their dinner napkins.  Others feel that the artist has misrepresented their napkins, and still others believe that Bob Young is profiting from their napkins without compensating the celebrities who created the food stains.

TO:
The Media

FR:
The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research

RE:
National Lottery

The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research, an independent foundation funded by the Dixon family of Charleston, South Carolina, seeks to apply the principles of the Founding Fathers to the problems of modern life.  Our Institute has recently completed a research project on the use of lotteries to support government activities and the implications of a possible new national government lottery (Bill 208).  Based on our research, we believe that the proposed legislation would not be in the best interest of our nation.

One of our major concerns about Bill 208 is how it seems to undercut the state governments.  State governments, rightly or wrongly, have been using lotteries for about three decades to support their public services.  The introduction of a new national government lottery would make it very difficult for states to maintain the viability of their lotteries. The size of the national government’s weekly grand prize and the payroll withdrawal feature would pull money away from state lotteries and would reduce states’ capacities to support current expenditures.  With reduced financial strength, the state governments would become more dependent on the national government.  That certainly would undermine American federalism and change the nature of our political system.  This would be a huge price to pay for additional national government revenue.

Our other major concern is with the use of lotteries as a revenue source for any level of government.  Lotteries are certainly attractive because they seem to minimize taxes.  However, the real price tag for lotteries is quite high for society.

The research that we have completed demonstrates that most of the people who play existing state lotteries are those who are least able to spend their money on any activity that has such a low chance of paying off.  They would be much better off if they put their money into the bank or credit union where they would receive guaranteed interest.

We are particularly troubled that lotteries “feed the habit” of those who are addicted to gambling.  The families of these addicted gamblers suffer when government uses a lottery to take money away from the household.  It seems incomprehensible that government, at any level, would prey upon gamblers and take advantage of those with a psychological problem.  When government sets itself up in the gambling business, it lowers itself into the territory of organized crime. 

If our Founding Fathers were alive today, they would urge that Bill 208 be defeated.  We at the Dixon Institute agree with the Founding Fathers.

TO:
Media

FR:
Americans Against Big Government

RE:
National Service

We appeal to the good sense of Congress and ask the House and Senate as well as the President to reject the proposed $20 billion National Service program.

This program will pick the pockets of ordinary taxpayers to support make-work projects throughout the country.  There is no documented need for such a program and it will be very costly in terms of wages, insurance and tuition benefits.

The proposed National Service program is also extremely coercive.  High school graduates or those attaining the age 18 are obligated to participate in this government boondoggle.  The only way that they can escape this obligation is to join the military.

If Congress is going to spend $20 billion, there are many other ways to spend it.  Congress should not waste time on ridiculous legislation that only takes money out of the private sector and redistributes it to unwilling participants, non-profit organizations as well as college and universities.  Of course, the biggest winners are the bureaucrats who will run the National Service program.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Update on Nigeria

The UN troops have been deployed in Nigeria and the oil fields are now secure.  The negotiating team has arrived, but has been unable to set up a meeting to discuss ways of resolving the problems.

No progress has been made in terms of a ceasefire.  The Nigerian government says that it cannot act unilaterally.  The government also claims that a ceasefire will not work as long as the rebels think they have a chance of making gains.  The leaders of various rebel factions claim that the government cannot be trusted and they are unwilling to put down their weapons and give the government another opportunity to slaughter innocent people.

At this point, about 1,100 people a day are dying in the civil war.  Most of these deaths are a result of the Nigerian government’s continuing effort to crush resistance.

On a more positive note, gasoline prices are starting to decline.  Prices have dropped 20 percent from their high last week and will probably continue to fall as long as the oil market believes that the Niger Delta oil facilities are secure.

Public opinion in the United States is now responding positively to the U.S. role in the Nigerian situation.  Over 80 percent of those polled believe that we are doing the right thing and nearly 90 percent believe that oil fields should be protected.

TO:
The Media

FR:
American Automobile Manufacturers Association

RE:
Mandatory Signaling Device

The American Automobile Manufacturers Association (AAMA) opposes Bill 162.  That legislation would require car manufacturers to install an automatic signaling device on all new cars.  This is just another “safety feature” that will drive up the cost of automobiles and it will not really solve the problem.

The automatic signaling device will probably add another $300-$500 to the cost of a new car.  Those of us in the industry are doing everything that we can to keep car prices down.  However, additional government regulations, such as Bill 162, keep forcing us to pass increased costs onto the consumers.  This makes it harder for people to afford cars and has a detrimental impact on the overall automobile market.  Each safety regulation eventually translates into fewer cars being sold and more unemployed automobile workers.

The proposed automatic signaling device is an unproven commodity.  We have no doubt that it would activate turn signals.  Yet, there is no real evidence that it will reduce the number of accidents.  In fact, we are concerned that drivers will start ignoring these ever-present signal lights and automobile accidents will actually increase.

The real problem is careless drivers.  Government can and should solve the “careless driver” problem by having police write more tickets for failure to use turn signals.  The same type of cameras that are used to catch “red light runners” could be placed along streets and highways.  Observers at a central location could watch several monitors and videotape those drivers who fail to use their turn signals.  This evidence can then be used in court.

Instead of a sensible solution, the insurance industry advocates the installation of an untested technology and wants to shift the cost to car manufacturers.  And, some politicians seem all too willing to adopt another “quick fix.”

The concept of automatic signaling devices is simply a ludicrous idea.  Rather than raise the expectations for drivers, we “dumb things down” so that people are not even responsible for using their turn signals.  This same type of logic would solve the problem of “red light running” by putting an automatic braking device on every new car that would be activated when a light turned from yellow to red.

It is time that government stopped trying to solve every problem by placing more burdens on private enterprise.  If we are really interested in addressing the problem of unused turn signals, government should place more emphasis on driver education and law enforcement.

