SCRIPT for SESSION #2

(Presidency micro simulation)

Prior to the beginning of the session, you should distribute the first 6 pieces of correspondence into the mailbox for the Administration.  This distribution of correspondence will go up through and include a memo from Citizens Against Military Waste on a Robotic Land Personnel proposal.

The session begins with a report from the media on the past session.

When participants go into their work group, tell them to check their mailbox and begin their work on legislative and budgetary matters.

Start distributing other story line information at the rate of about one memo per half minute.  Any memos for the President should be given to Vice President Rourke or the Domestic or Foreign Policy Advisor for screening.   Other correspondence will go directly to the media.

First, give the media information on the agriculture budget and an ambassadorial vacancy.  Then give the Administration and media memos on auto leasing.  Follow this with a memo to the Administration on biological weapons.  After that give the Administration and media correspondence on pollution/birth defects and possible ethnic cleansing in Brazil.   Give the Administration and the media memos about a cabinet vacancy.  Then give the Administration and media memos on inflation (China) and a church burning.

After that, provide the media with budget correspondence on the deficit and energy as well as legislative proposals on family leave and gender testing plus another budget memo on health.

Now distribute memos to the Administration and media about an initiation scandal at the Naval academy.  Then give the media memos about an interest income bill, a budget proposal on justice, and legislative proposals on the draft and minimum wage.  Then give the media memos about robotic soldiers and the science budget.
TO: 
The President

FR:
Conference for Family Advocacy

RE:
Family Leave

The Conference for Family Advocacy (CFA) urges that the national government expand Family Leave by passing Bill 111.

There is a whole lot of talk about family values in the United States, but very little in the way of action.  Families are pulled apart by geography, careers, divorce and influences from the mass media.  The American family is surely an endangered species and our organization is dedicated to turning things around.

One of the very few bright spots in terms of the American family is the idea of Family Leave.  People who are torn between career and family responsibilities have been allowed to take an unpaid Family Leave during a calendar year and then go back to their jobs once they have done their family duties.

Family Leave has allowed Moms and/or Dads to stay home during the critical months after a new baby is born.  It has allowed the parents to build a solid foundation for the child without fearing that their jobs will be lost.

Similarly, Family Leave has been used to lend support for a relative during a time of prolonged illness or hospice care.  It has enabled people to provide critical care for a child, spouse, sibling or parent without fear that their jobs are at stake.

The business community has fought the Family Leave idea from its inception and now they are resisting expansion of Family Leave.  Business people often talk a good game about family values.  But, when it comes to really supporting the family, businesses only think in terms of costs and profits.

Business interest groups claim that the current Family Leave and an expanded Family Leave policy (for multiple family demands) undermine our standard of living.  They are only concerned about the quantity of money and not the quality of life.  In the minds of business, it is more important that people make a lot of money and buy lots of material objects.  Death, sickness and new children are inconveniences that never count for anything on the corporate balance sheet.

European nations support generous Family Leave policies because they care about families.  These nations are doing just fine economically and their businesses are surviving.  Moreover, their families play a greater role in society and are surviving much better.  They have less crime, violence and despair.

The choice is between preserving the family or making things more convenient and profitable for business.  Please support the family by passing Bill 111.

TO:
The President

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: 
The President

FR:
The Webster Institute

RE:
Taxability of Interest Income

The Webster Institute, a non-profit foundation dedicated to fairness in economic policy, wishes to raise serious questions about Bill 118.  This bill would exempt interest earnings from the federal income tax and would provide yet another huge tax break for the rich.

Proponents of Bill 118 argue that income from interest is not really income.  That is certainly a wrong assumption.  Income is income no matter how it is earned.  Just because one does not have to labor to earn interest income does not mean that it is not income.  When one spends the income, the clerk at the store does not ask if the income came from interest or work.

The plain fact is that this bill will make it possible for the rich to avoid income taxes altogether.  All they will need to do is place their money in high yielding certificates of deposit ($100,000 minimum) and expensive corporate bonds.  Average people who only have modest savings accounts will avoid very little in the way of income taxes, because most of their income is earned from their jobs.

Because of Bill 118, the wealthy will be able to avoid working and just live on the interest from their certificates of deposit and corporate bonds.  They will not have to pay one cent in income taxes.

Meanwhile, we will be forced to keep the tax rates artificially high for working people so that we can make up the difference.  In effect, this tax reform will concentrate the tax burden on the middle class.  Working Americans will have to pay more taxes so that the rich can get away without having to pay any taxes.

The Webster Foundation urges that Bill 118 be defeated or that it be amended so that there is an upper limit on the amount of interest that someone can earn without having to pay taxes on the interest.

It is imperative that everyone who benefits from the programs of the national government should have some responsibility for paying for those same programs.  It is simply unfair to have some people benefit from the political system without having to pay their fair share.

We must end the kind of “welfare for the rich” that would be the result of Bill 118.

TO: 
The President

FR:
American Council for a Volunteer Military

RE:
Military Draft

The American Council for a Volunteer Military (ACVM) urges you to defeat Bill 140, legislation that would reestablish a military draft.  This is an idea whose time has long since passed.

The current all-volunteer military has enabled the Army, as well as the other services, to become more professional in a time of rapid technological change.  Those who are recruited are there because they want to be there.  Moreover, they are provided with “hands-on” experience that can pay them innumerable benefits once they return to civilian life.

When we had a military draft, those who served in the Army were those who could not gain a deferral.  In essence, those who actually did their duty were healthy young men who came from poor economic circumstances.  More often than not, the draftees were African-American and/or poor.  Meanwhile, the affluent white men got out of their obligation by gaining deferrals because they were going to college.

Basically, the draft produced an army of unwilling and mostly minority recruits who did not possess the background to become true military professionals.  Consequently, they “did their time” and gained little from the experience.

Those who wish to bring back the draft are trying to restore an outdated vision of how the world works and how we should best protect our national interest.  We are no longer in a World War II situation, where we needed large numbers of soldiers to fight on multiple fronts.  Rather, the new military is more focused and more professional.

Our new military needs recruits who seek this career path.  They are willing volunteers and are up to the new challenges.  They have been successfully protecting our nation for around three decades.

We need to look forward in our thinking about military recruitment.  It is not appropriate to return to a heavy-handed draft approach that didn’t work and did a disservice to a portion of our population.

We urge that you do what you can to maintain an all-volunteer military by rejecting Bill 140.

TO:
The President

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:
The President

FM:
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:
The Department of Agriculture

RE:
Agricultural Budget

The Department of Agriculture wishes to restore some past cuts that have been made in the Agriculture budget and thus provide subsidies for family farms.  This 15% budget increase would only be directed at family farms, larger corporate farms would not be eligible.

Over the last twenty years, family farms have come under tremendous economic pressure in the United States.  The small economic scale of these farms does not allow them to absorb large fluctuations in commodity prices, and they do not have the resources to purchase expensive, labor-saving equipment.  As the national government has reduced subsidies for agriculture, these cuts have hit the small family farms the hardest.

Too often, adults in a family farm will each have to work full- or part-time jobs in order to keep their farm operation functioning.  Income from other jobs will be used not just for food, clothes and shelter.  These outside funds are also used to purchase animal feed, seeds, or to pay the veterinarian.  Often times, the family will have to struggle between paying for farm costs and family costs.

Under Department proposals, family farms would be eligible for payments if they leave certain land idle, and not grow crops that are being oversupplied by agricultural producers.  This would tend to stabilize the price of the products and help provide a stream of regular income for these small farmers.

Family farms are not only an important part of our cultural heritage.  They should also be preserved for two other important reasons.  First of all, the preservation of family farms helps keep land in agricultural use, and does not allow it to be converted into suburban residential development.  This enables us to slow down the destructive pattern of suburban sprawl that is consuming natural resources in this country.  Second, family farms are an economic reserve that we can tap in cases of increased demand for agricultural products or decreased supply from other sources.  By mobilizing the resources of the family farm, we will be able to stabilize consumer prices for farm products in situations of severe economic dislocation.

It is our hope that the President and the Congress will support this increase for family farms.  It will help these farms, and it is a good idea for America.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Vacancy for U.S. Ambassador to Italy

It is rumored that President Millworth has nominated Taylor Schmidt, a retired business executive, to the long vacant position of U. S. Ambassador to Italy.  Millworth’s first nominee developed health problems, and then the second nominee withdrew for unspecified personal reasons.

Taylor Schmidt, one President Millworth’s major financial contributors, had expressed an interest in the position.  Schmidt is from Ohio and was the CEO of Prexus Corporation, a company that makes replacement parts for automobiles.  Schmidt has been a lifelong Democrat, and was one Milworth’s leading supporters in Ohio during the past election.

Schmidt has a clean record and is a competent person.  However, Schmidt can’t speak Italian.  Schmidt has vacationed in Italy before, but was mainly interested in the scenery and food.  The potential Ambassador seems not to know anything about the history, geography and culture of Italy.  In fact, when Schmidt was asked to name one of the neighboring countries to Italy, Schmidt mistakenly answered Spain and Germany.  Those countries that are adjacent to Italy are France, Switzerland and Austria.

In order to be nominated, Schmidt would have to face a confirmation hearing before the Senate External Matters Committee.  The nominee would need to receive a majority of votes.  Then the nomination would go to the full Senate and would have to be confirmed by a majority of the Senators.

TO:
The President

FR:
Federal Trade Commission

RE:
Car Leasing Issue

All other U.S. and foreign car manufacturers have announced that they are going to move to an all-leasing distribution system for new vehicles in the coming model year.  Manufacturers say that they are trying to keep competitive with Universal Motors, and they see leasing as better for customers and for manufacturers.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Reports

RE:
Car Leasing Issue

All other U.S. and foreign car manufacturers have announced that they are going to move to an all-leasing distribution system for new vehicles in the coming model year.  Manufacturers say that they are trying to keep competitive with Universal Motors, and they see leasing as better for customers and for manufacturers.

TO:
The President

FR:
Director, Central Intelligence Agency

RE:
Bioweapons

We have traced funds flowing into a Swiss bank account for Kiril Yartseva.  Last night, 25 million dollars was deposited in Yartseva’s account from the account of Ridamani Limited, a construction corporation headquartered in the nation of Afghanistan that borders on Uzbekistan.

We believe that Ridamani is either taking delivery of the contaminants or shipping the barrels to another location.  The CIA will continue to keep you informed about this.  We do not recommend any action at this time because we simply do not know the exact location of the contaminants.

The CIA urges the President to deny any knowledge of the incident in Uzbekistan, and support the story that the border actions in Uzbekistan were due to an effort to stop drug smuggling.

TO:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Air Pollution and Birth Defects/Spontaneous Abortions

Researchers at UCLA have expressed satisfaction that a University of Michigan study has confirmed the link between air pollution and birth defects as well as spontaneous abortions.  

The UCLA study had examined six metropolitan areas (Chicago, Milwaukee, New York, Philadelphia, Memphis and Houston) and determined that high levels of air pollution in these areas made it four times more likely that a woman of child-bearing age would give birth to a child with a birth defect than a woman of child bearing age 30 or 40 years ago.  The UCLA study also found that these women were four times more likely to have a spontaneous abortion than women in these metropolitan areas 30-40 years ago.

In a related development, Professor Bienna Rhode of the University of Michigan and Dr. Uno Beriatzi of UCLA compared the results of their two studies.  According to Professor Beriatzi, “It is quite clear that air pollution is not just an inconvenience or a minor health problem; rather, it is a major public health threat that will have devastating results for years to come.”

l

TO:
The Media

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Air Pollution and Birth Defects/Spontaneous Abortions

Researchers at UCLA have expressed satisfaction that a University of Michigan study has confirmed the link between air pollution and birth defects as well as spontaneous abortions.  

The UCLA study had examined six metropolitan areas (Chicago, Milwaukee, New York, Philadelphia, Memphis and Houston) and determined that high levels of air pollution in these areas made it four times more likely that a woman of child-bearing age would give birth to a child with a birth defect than a woman of child bearing age 30 or 40 years ago.  The UCLA study also found that these women were four times more likely to have a spontaneous abortion than women in these metropolitan areas 30-40 years ago.

In a related development, Professor Bienna Rhode of the University of Michigan and Dr. Uno Beriatzi of UCLA compared the results of their two studies.  According to Professor Beriatzi, “It is quite clear that air pollution is not just an inconvenience or a minor health problem; rather, it is a major public health threat that will have devastating results for years to come.”

TO:
The President

FR:
State Department

RE:
Brazilian Situation

Yesterday, the Brazilian government reorganized the executive branch and did away with the Federal Indian Bureau, an agency that had the responsibility of returning native lands in western Brazil to the Guarany-Kaiowa Indians.  Experts on Brazilian politics note that the Brazilian government had all but eliminated the agency anyway by cutting back funds in recent years, so that the formal elimination of the Federal Indian Bureau was no surprise.

These actions follow an increasing number of conflicts between Indians and settlers over ancestral lands near the Paraguayan border.  The attacks have grown in intensity as Indians have become impatient with Brazil’s promise to return the ancestral lands, and as settlers have been unwilling to leave.  In this warlike situation, settlers have been armed with rifles and Indians have been armed with bows, arrows and spears.

The Brazilian government has also said that it was invalidating the agreement with the Indians to return the tribal lands because the Indians had resorted to violence.

It certainly appears that Brazil is adopting an inflexible position with regard to the Indians.  The government had withdrawn funding from the Indian agency and stopped all progress on resettling the farmers.  They wouldn’t even accept the generous loan offer from the United States to get the resettlement program back on track.  Then, the Brazilian government invalidated the agreement altogether because “the Indians had resorted to violence.”

The State Department believes that Brazil is clearly siding with the settlers.  The only thing that the U.S. can do at this point is to bring the issue to the United Nations and hope that Brazil will respond to world pressure.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Brazilian Situation

Yesterday, the Brazilian government reorganized the executive branch and did away with the Federal Indian Bureau, an agency that had the responsibility of returning native lands in western Brazil to the Guarany-Kaiowa Indians.  Experts on Brazilian politics note that the Brazilian government had all but eliminated the agency anyway by cutting back funds in recent years, so that the formal elimination of the Federal Indian Bureau was no surprise.

These actions follow an increasing number of conflicts between Indians and settlers over ancestral lands near the Paraguayan border.  The attacks have grown in intensity as Indians have become impatient with Brazil’s promise to return the ancestral lands, and as settlers have been unwilling to leave.  In this warlike situation, settlers have been armed with rifles and Indians have been armed with bows, arrows and spears.

The Brazilian government has also said that it was invalidating the agreement with the Indians to return the tribal lands because the Indians had resorted to violence.

TO:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Alicia Todd, Secretary of State

I intend to resign from my position as Secretary of State, effective three months from today.  This should give you ample opportunity to find a replacement and send a nominee forward to the U.S. Senate.

My decision to leave government service is prompted by an offer to teach and do foreign policy research at the University of California Los Angeles.  This position will also allow me to be reunited with family members that I have been able to see only on holidays.

I am proud of my service in your administration and promise to continue contributing until my final day on the job.  

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Alicia Todd, Secretary of State

Secretary of State Todd sent the following letter of resignation to the President today:

“I intend to resign from my position as Secretary of State, effective three months from today.  This should give you ample opportunity to find a replacement and send a nominee forward to the U.S. Senate.

My decision to leave government service is prompted by an offer to teach and do foreign policy research at the University of California Los Angeles.  This position will also allow me to be reunited with family members that I have been able to see only on holidays.

I am proud of my service in your administration and promise to continue contributing until my final day on the job.”

It is expected that the President will begin interviewing possible candidates soon and then submit a name to the Senate for approval.

TO:
The President

FR:
Council of Economic Advisors

RE:
Chinese Economic Development

The recent explosion in Chinese economic activity has decided advantages for American businesses; however, this development poses potential economic problems as well.

The Chinese are now trying to emulate American consumer behavior.  They are buying cars and individual homes outside the cities.  The government is struggling to build roads to cope with increasing traffic.  Strip malls are springing up everywhere to satisfy the Chinese taste for consumer goods.  Chinese workers are going deep into debt to pay for their new homes, cars and other products (such as cable TV and home entertainment centers).  Savings rates are plummeting while credit card debt is rising.

One problem that grows out of the new Chinese consumerism is that it uses up natural resources at an astronomical rate.  This is beginning to push up the price of natural resources, and will eventually force price increases in all goods.

A related problem is that the Chinese inflation will spill into the whole industrialized world.  This worldwide inflation can feed on itself and destabilize economies, including the U.S. economy.  In such inflation, rising prices will undermine the buying power of wages.  This could trigger wage increases that will only increase the inflationary pressures.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Chinese Economic Development

The recent explosion in Chinese economic activity has decided advantages for American businesses; however, this development poses potential economic problems as well.

The Chinese are now trying to emulate American consumer behavior.  They are buying cars and individual homes outside the cities.  The government is struggling to build roads to cope with increasing traffic.  Strip malls are springing up everywhere to satisfy the Chinese taste for consumer goods.  Chinese workers are going deep into debt to pay for their new homes, cars and other products (such as cable TV and home entertainment centers).  Savings rates are plummeting while credit card debt is rising.

One problem that grows out of the new Chinese consumerism is that it uses up natural resources at an astronomical rate.  This is beginning to push up the price of natural resources, and will eventually force price increases in all goods.

A related problem is that the Chinese inflation will spill into the whole industrialized world.  This worldwide inflation can feed on itself and destabilize economies, including the U.S. economy.  In such inflation, rising prices will undermine the buying power of wages.  This could trigger wage increases that will only increase the inflationary pressures.

TO:
The President

FR:
The Federal Bureau of Investigation

RE:
Church Burning

An African American church on the east side of Chicago was burned to the ground at the 2:07 a.m. this morning.  The fire was started when a small bomb ignited containers of gasoline.  The bomb was detonated electronically, so there is no way to identify suspects.

African American leaders are concerned about these attacks, and are also concerned that the investigation seems to be moving slowly.  The Bureau is doing the best that it can.  The problem is that we are not able to get any information from those who are most likely to favor such church burnings.  We are convinced that this is the work of one individual or a very small group.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Church Burning

An African American church on the east side of Chicago was burned to the ground at the 2:07 a.m. this morning.  African American leaders are concerned about these attacks, and are outraged that the investigation seems to be moving slowly.

TO:
The Media

FR:
Coalition for America’s Future

RE:
National Deficit

Our nation is facing a multi-trillion-dollar debt that keeps growing each year.  This debt is the result of deficit spending both in times of war and peace.  It has grown because of Presidential and Congressional failure to raise sufficient revenue to pay down the debt.  Too often, politicians feel they have addressed the problem if they balance a single year’s budget, or even run a slight surplus.  They conveniently forget about the accumulated debt.

The total federal debt is a cruel trick that is being played on future generations.  We have pampered ourselves with a combination of low taxes and generous funding of programs over several budgets.  At some point in the future, the bill has to be paid, or the interest payments will undermine our economy.  These interest payments will require future generations to raise taxes significantly and pull funds out of the private sector.

Although the situation seems hopeless, there is something that government can do.  We can balance both the current, and future, budget - or even run surpluses.  Within these budgets, we can start cutting down the overall debt by paying billions of dollars to reduce the total amount owed.  Rather than just pay the interest on the debt, we should begin making larger interest payments and reduce the principle.

We must do this.  We need to do this for our children.

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: 
Media

FR:
Conference for Family Advocacy

RE:
Family Leave

The Conference for Family Advocacy (CFA) urges that the national government expand Family Leave by passing Bill 111.

There is a whole lot of talk about family values in the United States, but very little in the way of action.  Families are pulled apart by geography, careers, divorce and influences from the mass media.  The American family is surely an endangered species and our organization is dedicated to turn things around.

One of the very few bright spots in terms of the American family is the idea of Family Leave.  People who are torn between career and family responsibilities have been allowed to take an unpaid Family Leave during a calendar year and then go back to their jobs once they have done their family duties.

Family Leave has allowed Moms and/or Dads to stay home during the critical months after a new baby is born.  It has allowed the parents to build a solid foundation for the child without fearing that their jobs will be lost.

Similarly, Family Leave has been used to lend support for a relative during a time of prolonged illness or hospice care.  It has enabled people to provide critical care for a child, spouse, sibling or parent without fear that their jobs are at stake.

The business community has fought the Family Leave idea from its inception and now they are resisting expansion of Family Leave.  Business people often talk a good game about family values.  But, when it comes to really supporting the family, businesses only think in terms of costs and profits.

Business interest groups claim that the current Family Leave and an expanded Family Leave policy (for multiple family demands) undermine our standard of living.  They are only concerned about the quantity of money and not the quality of life.  In the minds of business, it is more important that people make a lot of money and buy lots of material objects.  Death, sickness and new children are inconveniences that never count for anything on the corporate balance sheet.

European nations support generous Family Leave policies because they care about families.  These nations are doing just fine economically and their businesses are surviving.  Moreover, their families play a greater role in society and are surviving much better.  They have less crime, violence and despair.

The choice is between preserving the family or making things more convenient and profitable for business.  Please support the family by passing Bill 111.

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 President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Initiations at Naval Academy

One of the female cadets who made allegations has talked with a close friend from her hometown.  The friend said that the naval cadet was quite distraught.   The cadet told her friend that she had never been so humiliated in her whole life.  Technically, neither of the female cadets should be talking to anyone about the incident.  However, the cadet seemed quite traumatized by the event.  Her hometown friend asked that no names be revealed in this report.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Initiations at Naval Academy

One of the female cadets who made allegations has talked with a close friend from her hometown.  The friend said that the naval cadet was quite distraught.   The cadet told her friend that she had never been so humiliated in her whole life.  Technically, neither of the female cadets should be talking to anyone about the incident.  However, the cadet seemed quite traumatized by the event.  Her hometown friend asked that no names be revealed in this report.

TO: 
The Media

FR:
Institute for Tax Justice

RE:
National Sales Tax

The Institute for Tax Justice (ITJ) wishes to state its strong opposition to Bill 109.  This legislation is designed to use a proposed 3% National Sales Tax as a means of paying down the national debt.

Repayment of the national debt is certainly a noble goal.  However, the sales tax is the wrong vehicle to do this.  In fact, the sales tax is fatally flawed because it would force the burden on those least able to pay the tax.

The sales tax extracts the largest share of income from those with lower earnings.  For example, a 3% tax on a purchase of $1000 would yield $30 in revenue for the government.  This $30 represents .03% of the monthly income for a person who earned $1000 per month (or $12,000 per year).  In contrast, the same $30 tax would represent .003% of the income for a person who made $10,000 a month ($120,000 a year).

The tax burden would fall much heavier on the poor.  In fact, using the same example, the poorer person would have to work 4.8 hours just to pay this $30 tax.  In contrast, the wealthier person would have to work only about 45 minutes to pay this same $30 tax.  In effect, the repayment of the national debt through the sales tax would be an unfair burden for those at the lower end of our economy.

Bill 109 proposes to tax all goods and services sold in the United States.  This is particularly harsh.  This means that food, medicine and a trip to the doctor, all of which are necessities, would be taxed at the same rate as a bottle of perfume, a BMW or a ticket to a Broadway play.  It is simply not fair that necessities would be taxed at the same rate as luxuries in this scheme to pay off the national debt.

This proposed legislation also opens the door to using the sales tax for general revenue.  For example, a 2% sales tax for general purposes might eventually be added to the proposed 3% sales tax.  This might even invite a reduction in the income tax, to give an even larger break to the rich and shift the burden even more to laboring people.

It would be much better to forget about using the sales tax as an approach to paying off the national debt.  If we are to pay off the debt early, then we should be using taxes on luxury items to accomplish that purpose.

We at Institute for Tax Justice urge that Bill 109 be rejected or changed radically.

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: 
Media

FR:
American Council for a Volunteer Military

RE:
Military Draft

The American Council for a Volunteer Military (ACVM) urges you to defeat Bill 140, legislation that would reestablish a military draft.  This is an idea whose time has long since passed.

The current all-volunteer military has enabled the Army, as well as the other services, to become more professional in a time of rapid technological change.  Those who are recruited are there because they want to be there.  Moreover, they are provided with “hands-on” experience that can pay them innumerable benefits once they return to civilian life.

When we had a military draft, those who served in the Army were those who could not gain a deferral.  In essence, those who actually did their duty were healthy young men who came from poor economic circumstances.  More often than not, the draftees were African-American and/or poor.  Meanwhile, the affluent white men got out of their obligation by gaining deferrals because they were going to college.

Basically, the draft produced an army of unwilling and mostly minority recruits who did not possess the background to become true military professionals.  Consequently, they “did their time” and gained little from the experience.

Those who wish to bring back the draft are trying to restore an outdated vision of how the world works and how we should best protect our national interest.  We are no longer in a World War II situation, where we needed large numbers of soldiers to fight on multiple fronts.  Rather, the new military is more focused and more professional.

Our new military needs recruits who seek this career path.  They are willing volunteers and are up to the new challenges.  They have been successfully protecting our nation for around three decades.

We need to look forward in our thinking about military recruitment.  It is not appropriate to return to a heavy-handed draft approach that didn’t work and did a disservice to a portion of our population.

We urge that you do what you can to maintain an all-volunteer military by rejecting Bill 140.

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:
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.

