SCRIPT for SESSION #1

(large simulation)

Prior to the beginning of the session, you should distribute the first 30 pieces of correspondence into the mailboxes for the Administration and 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 National Language Education Association on a multi-lingual education proposal.

The session begins with a speech by the President on legislative priorities.  At the conclusion of this speech ask questions from the floor (as either the press or various interest groups) to raise issues about the President’s priorities.  Criticize the President’s recommendations and note worthy legislation that the President has ignored.

When participants break up into work groups, tell them to check their mailboxes and begin their work on these 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 individual legislators or the media.

First, give a memo to Representative Kilpatrick (External Matters) regarding a toxic waste spill followed by a memo to the Administration on the Border Patrol.  Then give the media a memo on an endangered fish.  Follow this with memos to the Administration and media on the Frenzy drug.

After that arrange for a quick meeting between Representative Kilpatrick (External Matters) and an Administration member on the toxic waste spill.  Then give the Administration and media information on gay killings.  Also give the media a memo on gender testing.

Now give the Administration and media information about a hurricane and then have a meeting between the Administration and FEMA about the toxic waste spill.  Then give a memo to the Administration on the Eritrean biofactory plus give the media memos on the minimum wage, language education, napkin art and national casinos.

At this point distribute memos to the Administration and media on the Nigerian Civil War and then give memos to Senator Gilmore (External Matters) on recycling and Representative Zahn (Internal Matters) on prison construction. 

Near the end of the session, give the media a memo on military robots.  Follow this with memos to Representative Kilpatrick (External Matters) and the media on the toxic waste spill. Finish by giving the media a memo on trading relations.

TO: 
The President

FM:
Department of Defense

RE:
Defense Budget

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

TO: 
The President

FM:
Coalition for Defense Reform

RE:
Defense Budget

The Coalition for Defense Reform urges the President and Congress to continue downsizing the military and increasing military effectiveness.  A smaller and more technologically capable military is far more useful than a large and sprawling military establishment.

In years past, the military’s emphasis has been on bigger is better.  Consequently, the Defense Department was always in search of additional funding, and that only succeeded in wasting public resources.  You have probably heard the horror stories of the Defense Department paying exorbitant amounts for toilet seats and screwdrivers.  That was how the Pentagon wasted their money.

In the 1990s, the President and the Congress brought a halt to military waste by cutting military expenditures.  This literally forced the Defense Department to emphasize quality over quantity.

The results of this shift in military spending have been very good for America.  First, the military has become more effective, and that has been proven in recent U.S. military deployments.  Second, the money saved from excessive military spending has been diverted into other purposes that make more of a difference to the lives of Americans.

We urge that reform of the military continue again this year.  A modest 3% cut could easily be absorbed and would not compromise military strength.  The Defense Department would be forced to streamline more and reduce unnecessary expenses.

It is important that we keep up the pressure on the Pentagon.  The Defense Department must adopt an attitude that their role is to provide a cost-effective military.  They need to keep moving away from the attitude that they should be providing the best military that money can buy.  We can’t afford their idea of the best military that money can buy.

The glory days are over for the military.  They are no longer entitled to an annual handout from the public to support personnel and programs that have little impact on real military preparedness.

TO:
The President

FR:
The Department of Education

RE:
Education Budget

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

TO:
The President

FR:
The Conference for State and Local Governments

RE:
Education Budget

The Conference for State and Local Governments (CSLG) urges the President and Congress to show restraint with the proposed funding increase in the area of education.  We believe that increased federal funding will only further undermine what is appropriately a state and local function.  Also, this meddling with our educational system only results in higher costs, and never seems to produce better quality.

The Constitution is silent on the issue of education.  That is because it is one of those responsibilities that are “reserved” to the states.  If our Founding Fathers wanted to nationalize education, they would have included education among those national responsibilities listed in Article I Section 8 of the Constitution.  They didn’t add education to this list because they firmly believed that our country would be better off if each state and community evolved its own educational system.

When the federal government increases funding of education (or any state and local government program) it distorts priorities, so that the recipient ends up pursuing goals that are far different from those that would normally be pursued.  Educators end up being seduced by federal dollars and alter their missions so that they can stay on the dole.  Over time, the national government has used so-called federal aid to increasingly nationalize and homogenize our educational system.  And, this has been done to the detriment of our states and localities.

In the process of getting local educational institutions to jump on the bandwagon of whatever educational fad is fashionable at the moment, the national government has actually contributed to the decline of educational quality.  In fact as federal funds have increased for education, there has been a precipitous decline in reading, writing and math skills at all levels.  Our schools don’t need this kind of help.  

There are certainly better uses for federal funds.  Please avoid the temptation to dump more money into educational spending.  Use these hard-earned tax dollars to meet legitimate national government responsibilities, give a tax refund or reduce our deficit.

CSLG urges our national leaders to stop squandering money on state and local responsibilities and concentrate, instead, on the proper role for the national government.   In fact, the time is right to decrease funding of education in the national budget.

TO:
The President

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:
The President 

FR:
The National Association of Energy Producers

RE:
Energy Budget

The National Association of Energy Producers (NEEP) appeals to the President and Congress to respect the power of the free market to meet our energy needs, and to avoid interference through an ever-more-powerful Department of Energy.  The clearest way to stop these insane quick-fix solutions is to operate with restraint when funding the energy budget.

It should be remembered that energy companies in this country have literally provided the fuel that keeps America moving.  In addition to supplying the energy that keeps our homes and factories humming, conventional energy producers have been meeting the needs of America’s sophisticated transportation system.  Without the sustained efforts of energy producers, our country would still be back in the days of horses and carriages.

Americans have been rightfully demanding more energy to sustain their lifestyles of freedom and opportunity.  From morning to night, Americans rely on low-cost energy supplies to help them achieve their personal and collective potential.

What has made all this work is the power of the free market.  Because of the desire to earn reasonable profits, energy companies have explored for more coal, oil and natural gas.  As more producers increase exploration and production, the relative price of energy has dropped.  In fact, Americans have some of the lowest energy prices in the world.  That is all due to the power of the free market.

The worst approach to meeting our nation’s energy needs is to have the national government interfere with the marketplace.  And, that is exactly what will happen if the Department of Energy sets the agenda.  Under the so-called leadership of the Department of Energy, efforts will be made to conserve.  That, of course, will cause producers to reduce supplies and will drive up prices.  Moreover, any effort by the Department to promote alternative energy sources will not only drive up the cost to taxpayers.  It will also force conventional energy producers to cut their production, and higher prices will result for consumers.

Put simply, the advocates of conservation and alternative energy will only produce higher energy bills for Americans.  The only way to stop them and keep energy costs low, and supplies plentiful, is if decision-makers hold the line on the energy budget.  We are at a critical point in our nation’s history with regard to the energy issue.  Congress and the President should look before they leap and avoid making things worse.

TO: 
The President

FR:
Voices for the Unborn

RE:
Gender Testing

Protecting the unborn from the cruel instruments of mass-market abortionists is a seven-day a week, twenty-four-hour a day task.  This is why our organization, Voices for the Unborn, is urging Congress and the President to adopt the Gender Testing legislation (121) that is now before Congress.  This legislation prohibits medical personnel from providing diagnostic tests that provide information on an unborn child’s gender.

This legislation prevents doctors from providing any help to parents who wish to select the gender of their child.  It makes it far more difficult for parents to authorize the abortion of a fetus that does not match the parents’ preferences for a child’s gender.  It makes it practically impossible for the parents to shop around for “just the right kind of child.”  Moreover, it prohibits gender tests from being used as a back-door method of “weeding out” fetuses that have physical imperfections.

If parents are so intent on selecting their child’s gender, this legislation authorizes giving up the unwanted child for adoption.  We do not think it is appropriate for these self-indulgent parents to reject God’s choice for their child.  However, we will accommodate them by using the adoption alternative.

Abortion is a moral crime. Gender testing is just a first step down the path toward aborting fetuses that are unwanted because of their gender or some other superficial reason.

We pray that the Congress and the President have the courage to listen to the Lord and adopt this legislation.

TO:
The President

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:
Citizens for Health Care Cost Control

RE:
Health Budget

Citizens for Health Care Cost Control urge the President and Congress to resist the temptation to continue increasing the Health budget.  For several years, the Health and Human Services budget has increased; this only escalated health care costs in this country.

Through the Medicaid program, the government has increased the demand for medical services and pushed up the price for everyone.  The Department of Health and Human Services has created a whole new class of patients who run to the doctor with every little illness.  They do so because they don’t have to pay the bill.  Conveniently, the taxpayers are asked to pay these bills and this has become a steady source of income for doctors.  Even though efforts have been made to limit payments to doctors, the doctors have responded by seeing even more patients about meaningless complaints just so the doctors can keep their income level up.

In addition, the department dumps billions of dollars into medical research and has thus lured competent doctors away from practice and into lucrative research positions.  Then these researchers take their knowledge to the drug companies and develop high cost medicines.  And, these resulting treatment costs are much higher than they need to be, particularly since the government paid for the basic research.

The overall effect of the Department’s budget is to keep the cost of medical care high.  It does so by increasing demand for medical care and then pushing up the supplier cost of providing care.

Prior to the establishment of this department, health care costs were reasonable in the United States.  People went to the doctor when they really needed to and they got good care at a reasonable amount.

Today, the costs of health care have jumped dramatically.  Patients are not satisfied with this.  Employers are not satisfied. Doctors are not happy.  Insurance companies are hardly delighted.  Our current health care system is broken.

Pumping more money into the Health budget will only make the situation worse.

TO:
The President

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:
The President

FM:
The Justice Project

RE:
Federal Administration of Justice Budget

We urge that you resist efforts to pump additional funds into the national Administration of Justice budget.  This budget has been growing over time, and has more than kept up with legitimate needs.  Additional funding will only be counterproductive to the goal of justice, rewarding a bloated bureaucracy.

For several decades, America has been laboring under a myth, reinforced by crime shows on TV, that we are threatened by rampant lawlessness.  Unfortunately, the country has fallen prey to those scare tactics and authorized huge spending increases on what we call the “public safety bureaucracy.”

This bureaucracy was unable to turn around crime rates throughout the 1970s and 1980s.  So, in order to divert attention from its failings, it convinced decision makers to enact “tough” laws on drug offenders.  Consequently, this bureaucracy, armed with this anti-drug mandate, went out and arrested hundreds of thousands of drug users and put them in prisons.  

The public safety bureaucracy has not gotten rid of the sources of drugs or dealt with the underlying causes of drug use.  Rather, these “tough guys” have adopted a ridiculous “lock ‘em up” approach and created a situation of prison overcrowding.  They did this so that they could ask for even more money.

Money that is spent in the justice budget is not really going to create a more just society.  Rather, it is just building the careers of criminal justice professionals who use pubic paranoia about crime to spend more money on showplace projects.

If we were to decriminalize marijuana and treat addictive drugs as a public health issue, then, the public safety bureaucracy would have to concentrate on real crime problems.  The public safety bureaucracy fears it will have to deal with real crime.  Instead, this bureaucracy prefers to hire even more police officers and build more prisons.  And always, they keep convincing the public and the politicians that we are in a constant battle with crime.

Don’t pour any more money down this hole.  In fact, cut the justice budget so that this bureaucracy will be forced to turn its attention to the real criminal justice issues facing America.

TO:
The President

FR:
American Business Association

RE:
Minimum Wage

The proposed minimum wage legislation (123) that is before the Internal Matters Committee in the House and Senate is a noble thought.  However, it just doesn’t make good economic sense.

The minimum wage proposal will have an inflationary impact on wages in the United States.  Employers will be pressured to raise the wages of other employees to maintain their relative worth to the company.  Overall, the automatic minimum wage increase will push up all wages on an annual basis.  Although this sounds good, it has the impact of reducing the buying power of each dollar, and this is not good for our economy.  Moreover, this inflationary measure will also reduce the value of savings and other assets.

In addition to having an inflationary impact, the proposed legislation will also have the unanticipated impact of reducing employment opportunities for minimum wage employees.  These minimum wage employees are at the bottom of the wage structure precisely because their work is of lower economic value.  If we artificially raise the cost of this low skilled labor, then, businesses will not have any choice but to lay off some of these employees and automate their tasks.  So, what sounds like a good idea is actually a bad idea.  Instead of helping low skilled employees, the proposed legislation actually hurts them.

This is a well-intentioned, but dangerous, bill.  It should be defeated.

TO:
The President

FR:
National Language Education Association

RE:
Multi-Lingual Education

The President and the Congress have a rare opportunity to strengthen American education in the form of the Multi-Lingual Education bill (156) that is now before the House and Senate.

This bill would provide financial support to those school systems that are interested in expanding language education.  This legislation would enable school systems to give students a familiarity with two languages beyond their native language and thus equip them for the future.

Multi-Lingual Education will make America more competitive in the world marketplace.  Our citizens will be better able to interact with individuals from other nations.  This will strengthen our capacity to conduct business throughout the world.  An America that is capable with foreign language is good for business and our nation’s economic health.

In addition, Multi-Lingual Education is the best way to prepare our society for social change through immigration.  In years to come, America will be more varied.  The traditional picture of America as being white, Anglo-Saxon and English speaking will change as immigrants from Asia, Africa, Latin America and Eastern Europe increase in numbers.  Eventually, the number of non-English speakers may be greater than the number of English speakers.

In such an age of language variety, the best course of action is to ensure that each school child becomes familiar with multiple languages.  By knowing two other languages, in addition to their native language, students will be more capable of interacting with all other Americans.

Multi-Lingual Education is hardly a retreat from use and dominance of the English language.  In fact, new immigrants will need to supplement their native language by learning two other languages.  Certainly, English will be one of these languages.

TO:
The President

FM:
Coalition Against Legalized Gambling

RE:
National Casinos

The proposed legislation (154) that creates National Casinos is a time bomb for this country.  This legislation needs to be defeated.

The National Casino bill makes the federal government a direct beneficiary in the problem of gambling addiction.  Individuals who have lost the capacity to control their own urges will find it easier to gamble.  Nearly one out of four states would have a National Casino.  These casinos would be in easy driving range for addicts.  There will be a tremendous human cost for theses individuals and their families.

Currently, there are some gambling casinos that exist within the United States; but they are either in individual states or on Indian reservations.  The addition of national casinos, would only lead to further proliferation of legalized gambling.  What other organizations might also want to sponsor gambling just to bolster their bank account?  Are we creating a situation where Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts might turn to gambling as a way to pay their bills?  After all, why shouldn’t they?  The national government would be setting a clear legal precedent when it condoned gambling.

Perhaps the biggest problem with National Casinos would be to spread crime throughout the country.  Crime rates skyrocket in communities that have casino gambling.  Prostitution, murders and robberies will increase.  You don’t erase crime when you legalize gambling.  All you do is decriminalize one type of crime and plant the seeds for other types of crime.

TO:
The President

FR:
Council for Military Preparedness

RE:
Robotic Land Personnel

The legislation that is currently before Congress on Robotic Land Personnel (149) has tremendous potential for (1) using technology to increase military preparedness and (2) saving human lives.  This legislation authorizes significant research and development efforts that can result in robotic personnel within a decade.

Robotic personnel will be well suited for difficult military situations.  The robots can be controlled from a distant location or they can act independently based on internal computer programs.  They can be dropped into hostile territory using parachutes and engage in dangerous maneuvers.  These robotic soldiers will be able to use all available weaponry and will be protected by bullet deflecting shields.  These robots will be able to move over land and water as well as fly over short distances.  Moreover, these robotic soldiers will have voice recognition and speech capabilities.  The robots will be able to understand and speak foreign languages.  Moreover, they will be able to relay their conversations electronically to remote sites and the words will automatically be translated into English.  The robots can even send real-time images of what they see to these remote sites.

Robotic Land Personnel are truly an invaluable supplement to the high tech U.S. military for the twenty-first century.  These robotic soldiers can go in and accomplish dangerous tasks in an almost superhuman fashion.

More importantly, these robotic soldiers will save lives in two respects.  First, these fighting machines can do the work of two or more human soldiers.  Secondly, any robot that is lost in combat can be replaced by another robotic soldier so that lives of human American soldiers will be spared.

Congress needs to act positively on this proposal and the President needs to sign it into law.  Too much is at stake to allow this legislation to get lost in the shuffle.

TO:
The President

FM:
American Foundation for Science and Technology

RE:
Science, Space and Technology Budget

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

TO:
The President

FM:
The American Conference for Budget Reform

RE:
Science, Space and Technology Budget

Our organization, the American Conference for Budget Reform (ACBR) represents taxpayers who believe that control over excess spending in the federal budget is the single most effective way of avoiding tax increases.  That desire to use the budget as a tool is why we are focusing on the science, space and technology budget this year.  We believe that it is a case in point of how expenditure programs, once in place, just keep growing and growing.

The science, space and technology budget has served its purpose, but it is now time for the government to move on to other priorities.  We are no longer in a “space race” with the former Soviet Union and there is no longer a need to spend billions of dollars to get to the moon or some other distant location.

It just doesn’t make sense to give grants to university scientists so that they can study the mating habits of fruit flies or the impact of regular exercise on those who are overweight.  Such projects are not worthy of government funding.  However, these are the kind of projects that get supported when the government has too much money on its hands.

The President and Congress need to realize that private companies will give us all the scientific and technological gains that we need if we let the system of free enterprise work.  And, we can do this by not distorting priorities through the bizarre system of handing out grants for research.  Also, we can free the forces of the private sector if we simply lower taxes and stop spending money on foolish government programs.

Our whole space program could, and should, be managed by private companies.  Businesses will use and improve space technology to help move goods and people to distant locations.  They will expand the launching of satellites to improve our communications options.  Private companies will be able to use the technology to explore other planets and extract their resources to help build a strong American economy.

This is not the time to just throw more money at the science, space and technology budget.  These funds can be spent better in other budget areas and the private sector is ready and willing to take over the legitimate scientific and technological projects.

We appeal to the President and Congress to show restraint when funding science, space and technology.  It is time that our leaders asked some hard questions about this spending.

TO: 
The President

FR:
American Council for Human Rights

RE:
Normal Trading Relationships

The American Council for Human Rights (ACHR) endorses Bill 158 on Normal Trading Relations.  This bill promotes basic human rights throughout the world by more effectively using trading privileges with the United States to encourage positive changes.  The bill does this by giving the President sole authority in granting or denying “normal trading status”.

Normal trading status allows the free flow of goods and services between the United States and another nation.  This status gives the other country access to the huge American market.  Denial of normal trading status imposes limits on the types of goods and services as well as amounts that can be imported from a particular country.  Oppressive nations can be motivated to change if they understand that the President could withhold normal trading status.

Currently, Congress plays the dominant role in determining trading relationships with other countries.  At present, the President may only propose normal trading status for a particular nation and can sign or veto the legislation as passed by the House and Senate.   Fundamentally, however, it is the Congress that plays the most decisive role by either granting or not granting the normal trading status.

It is true that nearly all nations are granted normal trading relations or, as it is sometimes called, “most favored nation” trading status.  Denial of normal trading status by the Congress is a rare occurrence.

Unfortunately, Congress has granted normal trading status to some repressive nations, evidently because profits are regarded as more important than human rights.  Powerful business interests (that gain economically from trading with tyrannical nations) have been able to persuade Congress to “look the other way” when human rights are trampled upon.   In ignoring human rights abuses, the Congress has made money more important than human lives or freedom.

China is a notable case in point.  Congress has extended normal trading relationships with China in spite of substantial evidence of repression by the Chinese government against its citizens and religious groups.

The proposed legislation would change all of this by giving the President the sole responsibility to determine trading relationships.  This gives the President a new and effective tool of foreign policy and this would help end human rights abuses throughout the world.

We urge you to support the passage of Bill 158.

TO:
Members, House External Matters Committee

FR:
Council for Military Preparedness

RE:
Robotic Land Personnel

The legislation that is currently before Congress on Robotic Land Personnel (149) has tremendous potential for (1) using technology to increase military preparedness and (2) saving human lives.  This legislation authorizes significant research and development efforts that can result in robotic personnel within a decade.

Robotic personnel will be well suited for difficult military situations.  The robots can be controlled from a distant location or they can act independently based on internal computer programs.  They can be dropped into hostile territory using parachutes and engage in dangerous maneuvers.  These robotic soldiers will be able to use all available weaponry and will be protected by bullet deflecting shields.  These robots will be able to move over land and water as well as fly over short distances.  Moreover, these robotic soldiers will have voice recognition and speech capabilities.  The robots will be able to understand and speak foreign languages.  Moreover, they will be able to relay their conversations electronically to remote sites and the words will automatically be translated into English.  The robots can even send real-time images of what they see to these remote sites.

Robotic Land Personnel are truly an invaluable supplement to the high tech U.S. military for the twenty-first century.  These robotic soldiers can go in and accomplish dangerous tasks in an almost superhuman fashion.

More importantly, these robotic soldiers will save lives in two respects.  First, these fighting machines can do the work of two or more human soldiers.  Secondly, any robot that is lost in combat can be replaced by another robotic soldier so that lives of human American soldiers will be spared.

Congress needs to act positively on this proposal and the President needs to sign it into law.  Too much is at stake to allow this legislation to get lost in the shuffle.

TO: 
Members of House External Matters Committee

FR:
American Council for Human Rights

RE:
Normal Trading Relationships

The American Council for Human Rights (ACHR) endorses Bill 158 on Normal Trading Relations.  This bill promotes basic human rights throughout the world by more effectively using trading privileges with the United States to encourage positive changes.  The bill does this by giving the President sole authority in granting or denying “normal trading status”.

Normal trading status allows the free flow of goods and services between the United States and another nation.  This status gives the other country access to the huge American market.  Denial of normal trading status imposes limits on the types of goods and services as well as amounts that can be imported from a particular country.  Oppressive nations can be motivated to change if they understand that the President could withhold normal trading status.

Currently, Congress plays the dominant role in determining trading relationships with other countries.  At present, the President may only propose normal trading status for a particular nation and can sign or veto the legislation as passed by the House and Senate.   Fundamentally, however, it is the Congress that plays the most decisive role by either granting or not granting the normal trading status.

It is true that nearly all nations are granted normal trading relations or, as it is sometimes called, “most favored nation” trading status.  Denial of normal trading status by the Congress is a rare occurrence.

Unfortunately, Congress has granted normal trading status to some repressive nations, evidently because profits are regarded as more important than human rights.  Powerful business interests (that gain economically from trading with tyrannical nations) have been able to persuade Congress to “look the other way” when human rights are trampled upon.   In ignoring human rights abuses, the Congress has made money more important than human lives or freedom.

China is a notable case in point.  Congress has extended normal trading relationships with China in spite of substantial evidence of repression by the Chinese government against its citizens and religious groups.

The proposed legislation would change all of this by giving the President the sole responsibility to determine trading relationships.  This gives the President a new and effective tool of foreign policy and this would help end human rights abuses throughout the world.

We urge you to support the passage of Bill 158.

TO:
Members, House Government Operations Committee

FR:
Voices for the Unborn

RE:
Gender Testing

Protecting the unborn from the cruel instruments of mass-market abortionists is a seven-day a week, twenty-four-hour a day task.  This is why our organization, Voices for the Unborn, is urging Congress and the President to adopt the Gender Testing legislation (121) that is now before Congress.  This legislation prohibits medical personnel from providing diagnostic tests that provide information on an unborn child’s gender.

This legislation prevents doctors from providing any help to parents who wish to select the gender of their child.  It makes it far more difficult for parents to authorize the abortion of a fetus that does not match the parents’ preferences for a child’s gender.  It makes it practically impossible for the parents to shop around for “just the right kind of child.”  Moreover, it prohibits gender tests from being used as a back-door method of “weeding out” fetuses that have physical imperfections.

If parents are so intent on selecting their child’s gender, this legislation authorizes giving up the unwanted child for adoption.  We do not think it is appropriate for these self-indulgent parents to reject God’s choice for their child.  However, we will accommodate them by using the adoption alternative.

Abortion is a moral crime. Gender testing is just a first step down the path toward aborting fetuses that are unwanted because of their gender or some other superficial reason.

We pray that the Congress and the President have the courage to listen to the Lord and adopt this legislation.

TO:
Members, House Government Operations Committee

FM:
Coalition Against Legalized Gambling

RE:
National Casinos

The proposed legislation (154) that creates National Casinos is a time bomb for this country.  This legislation needs to be defeated.

The National Casino bill makes the federal government a direct beneficiary in the problem of gambling addiction.  Individuals who have lost the capacity to control their own urges will find it easier to gamble.  Nearly one out of four states would have a National Casino.  These casinos would be in easy driving range for addicts.  There will be a tremendous human cost for theses individuals and their families.

Currently, there are some gambling casinos that exist within the United States; but, they are either in individual states or on Indian reservations.  The addition of national casinos, would only lead to further proliferation of legalized gambling.  What other organizations might also want to sponsor gambling just to bolster their bank account?  Are we creating a situation where Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts might turn to gambling as a way to pay their bills?  After all, why shouldn’t they?  The national government would be setting a clear legal precedent when it condoned gambling.

Perhaps the biggest problem with National Casinos would be to spread crime throughout the country.  Crime rates skyrocket in communities that have casino gambling.  Prostitution, murders and robberies will increase.  You don’t erase crime when you legalize gambling.  All you do is decriminalize one type of crime and plant the seeds for other types of crime.

TO:
Members, House Internal Matters Committee

FR:
American Business Association

RE:
Minimum Wage

The proposed minimum wage legislation (123) that is before the Internal Matters Committee in the House and Senate is a noble thought.  However, it just doesn’t make good economic sense.

The minimum wage proposal will have an inflationary impact on wages in the United States.  Employers will be pressured to raise the wages of other employees to maintain their relative worth to the company.  Overall, the automatic minimum wage increase will push up all wages on an annual basis.  Although this sounds good, it has the impact of reducing the buying power of each dollar, and this is not good for our economy.  Moreover, this inflationary measure will also reduce the value of savings and other assets.

In addition to having an inflationary impact, the proposed legislation will also have the unanticipated impact of reducing employment opportunities for minimum wage employees.  These minimum wage employees are at the bottom of the wage structure precisely because their work is of lower economic value.  If we artificially raise the cost of this low skilled labor, then, businesses will not have any choice but to lay off some of these employees and automate their tasks.  So, what sounds like a good idea is actually a bad idea.  Instead of helping low skilled employees, the proposed legislation actually hurts them.

This is a well-intentioned, but dangerous, bill.  It should be defeated.

TO:
Members, House Internal Matters Committee

FR:
National Language Education Association

RE:
Multi-Lingual Education

The President and the Congress have a rare opportunity to strengthen American education in the form of the Multi-Lingual Education bill (156) that is now before the House and Senate.

This bill would provide financial support to those school systems that are interested in expanding language education.  This legislation would enable school systems to give students a familiarity with two languages beyond their native language and thus equip them for the future.

Multi-Lingual Education will make America more competitive in the world marketplace.  Our citizens will be better able to interact with individuals from other nations.  This will strengthen our capacity to conduct business throughout the world.  An America that is capable with foreign language is good for business and our nation’s economic health.

In addition, Multi-Lingual Education is the best way to prepare our society for social change through immigration.  In years to come, America will be more varied.  The traditional picture of America as being white, Anglo-Saxon and English speaking will change as immigrants from Asia, Africa, Latin America and Eastern Europe increase in numbers.  Eventually, the number of non-English speakers may be greater than the number of English speakers.

In such an age of language variety, the best course of action is to ensure that each school child becomes familiar with multiple languages.  By knowing two other languages, in addition to their native language, students will be more capable of interacting with all other Americans.

Multi-Lingual Education is hardly a retreat from use and dominance of the English language.  In fact, new immigrants will need to supplement their native language by learning two other languages.  Certainly, English will be one of these languages.

TO:
Members, Senate External Matters Committee

FR:
Council for Military Preparedness

RE:
Robotic Land Personnel

The legislation that is currently before Congress on Robotic Land Personnel (149) has tremendous potential for (1) using technology to increase military preparedness and (2) saving human lives.  This legislation authorizes significant research and development efforts that can result in robotic personnel within a decade.

Robotic personnel will be well suited for difficult military situations.  The robots can be controlled from a distant location or they can act independently based on internal computer programs.  They can be dropped into hostile territory using parachutes and engage in dangerous maneuvers.  These robotic soldiers will be able to use all available weaponry and will be protected by bullet deflecting shields.  These robots will be able to move over land and water as well as fly over short distances.  Moreover, these robotic soldiers will have voice recognition and speech capabilities.  The robots will be able to understand and speak foreign languages.  Moreover, they will be able to relay their conversations electronically to remote sites and the words will automatically be translated into English.  The robots can even send real-time images of what they see to these remote sites.

Robotic Land Personnel are truly an invaluable supplement to the high tech U.S. military for the twenty-first century.  These robotic soldiers can go in and accomplish dangerous tasks in an almost superhuman fashion.

More importantly, these robotic soldiers will save lives in two respects.  First, these fighting machines can do the work of two or more human soldiers.  Secondly, any robot that is lost in combat can be replaced by another robotic soldier so that lives of human American soldiers will be spared.

Congress needs to act positively on this proposal and the President needs to sign it into law.  Too much is at stake to allow this legislation to get lost in the shuffle.

TO: 
Members of Senate External Matters Committee

FR:
American Council for Human Rights

RE:
Normal Trading Relationships

The American Council for Human Rights (ACHR) endorses Bill 158 on Normal Trading Relations.  This bill promotes basic human rights throughout the world by more effectively using trading privileges with the United States to encourage positive changes.  The bill does this by giving the President sole authority in granting or denying “normal trading status”.

Normal trading status allows the free flow of goods and services between the United States and another nation.  This status gives the other country access to the huge American market.  Denial of normal trading status imposes limits on the types of goods and services as well as amounts that can be imported from a particular country.  Oppressive nations can be motivated to change if they understand that the President could withhold normal trading status.

Currently, Congress plays the dominant role in determining trading relationships with other countries.  At present, the President may only propose normal trading status for a particular nation and can sign or veto the legislation as passed by the House and Senate.   Fundamentally, however, it is the Congress that plays the most decisive role by either granting or not granting the normal trading status.

It is true that nearly all nations are granted normal trading relations or, as it is sometimes called, “most favored nation” trading status.  Denial of normal trading status by the Congress is a rare occurrence.

Unfortunately, Congress has granted normal trading status to some repressive nations, evidently because profits are regarded as more important than human rights.  Powerful business interests (that gain economically from trading with tyrannical nations) have been able to persuade Congress to “look the other way” when human rights are trampled upon.   In ignoring human rights abuses, the Congress has made money more important than human lives or freedom.

China is a notable case in point.  Congress has extended normal trading relationships with China in spite of substantial evidence of repression by the Chinese government against its citizens and religious groups.

The proposed legislation would change all of this by giving the President the sole responsibility to determine trading relationships.  This gives the President a new and effective tool of foreign policy and this would help end human rights abuses throughout the world.

We urge you to support the passage of Bill 158.

TO:
Members, Senate Government Operations Committee

FR:
Voices for the Unborn

RE:
Gender Testing

Protecting the unborn from the cruel instruments of mass-market abortionists is a seven-day a week, twenty-four-hour a day task.  This is why our organization, Voices for the Unborn, is urging Congress and the President to adopt the Gender Testing legislation (121) that is now before Congress.  This legislation prohibits medical personnel from providing diagnostic tests that provide information on an unborn child’s gender.

This legislation prevents doctors from providing any help to parents who wish to select the gender of their child.  It makes it far more difficult for parents to authorize the abortion of a fetus that does not match the parents’ preferences for a child’s gender.  It makes it practically impossible for the parents to shop around for “just the right kind of child.”  Moreover, it prohibits gender tests from being used as a back-door method of “weeding out” fetuses that have physical imperfections.

If parents are so intent on selecting their child’s gender, this legislation authorizes giving up the unwanted child for adoption.  We do not think it is appropriate for these self-indulgent parents to reject God’s choice for their child.  However, we will accommodate them by using the adoption alternative.

Abortion is a moral crime. Gender testing is just a first step down the path toward aborting fetuses that are unwanted because of their gender or some other superficial reason.

We pray that the Congress and the President have the courage to listen to the Lord and adopt this legislation.

TO:
Members, Senate Government Operations Committee

FM:
Coalition Against Legalized Gambling

RE:
National Casinos

The proposed legislation (154) that creates National Casinos is a time bomb for this country.  This legislation needs to be defeated.

The National Casino bill makes the federal government a direct beneficiary in the problem of gambling addiction.  Individuals who have lost the capacity to control their own urges will find it easier to gamble.  Nearly one out of four states would have a National Casino.  These casinos would be in easy driving range for addicts.  There will be a tremendous human cost for theses individuals and their families.

Currently, there are some gambling casinos that exist within the United States; but, they are either in individual states or on Indian reservations.  The addition of national casinos, would only lead to further proliferation of legalized gambling.  What other organizations might also want to sponsor gambling just to bolster their bank account?  Are we creating a situation where Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts might turn to gambling as a way to pay their bills.  After all, why shouldn’t  they?  The national government would be setting a clear legal precedent when it condoned gambling.

Perhaps the biggest problem with National Casinos would be to spread crime throughout the country.  Crime rates skyrocket in communities that have casino gambling.  Prostitution, murders and robberies will increase.  You don’t erase crime when you legalize gambling.  All you do is decriminalize one type of crime and plant the seeds for other types of crime.

TO:
Members, Senate Internal Matters Committee

FR:
American Business Association

RE:
Minimum Wage

The proposed minimum wage legislation (123) that is before the Internal Matters Committee in the House and Senate is a noble thought.  However, it just doesn’t make good economic sense.

The minimum wage proposal will have an inflationary impact on wages in the United States.  Employers will be pressured to raise the wages of other employees to maintain their relative worth to the company.  Overall, the automatic minimum wage increase will push up all wages on an annual basis.  Although this sounds good, it has the impact of reducing the buying power of each dollar, and this is not good for our economy.  Moreover, this inflationary measure will also reduce the value of savings and other assets.

In addition to having an inflationary impact, the proposed legislation will also have the unanticipated impact of reducing employment opportunities for minimum wage employees.  These minimum wage employees are at the bottom of the wage structure precisely because their work is of lower economic value.  If we artificially raise the cost of this low skilled labor, then, businesses will not have any choice but to lay off some of these employees and automate their tasks.  So, what sounds like a good idea is actually a bad idea.  Instead of helping low skilled employees, the proposed legislation actually hurts them.

This is a well-intentioned, but dangerous, bill.  It should be defeated.

TO:
Members, Senate Internal Matters Committee

FR:
National Language Education Association

RE:
Multi-Lingual Education

The President and the Congress have a rare opportunity to strengthen American education in the form of the Multi-Lingual Education bill (156) that is now before the House and Senate.

This bill would provide financial support to those school systems that are interested in expanding language education.  This legislation would enable school systems to give students a familiarity with two languages beyond their native language and thus equip them for the future.

Multi-Lingual Education will make America more competitive in the world marketplace.  Our citizens will be better able to interact with individuals from other nations.  This will strengthen our capacity to conduct business throughout the world.  An America that is capable with foreign language is good for business and our nation’s economic health.

In addition, Multi-Lingual Education is the best way to prepare our society for social change through immigration.  In years to come, America will be more varied.  The traditional picture of America as being white, Anglo-Saxon and English speaking will change as immigrants from Asia, Africa, Latin America and Eastern Europe increase in numbers.  Eventually, the number of non-English speakers may be greater than the number of English speakers.

In such an age of language variety, the best course of action is to ensure that each school child becomes familiar with multiple languages.  By knowing two other languages, in addition to their native language, students will be more capable of interacting with all other Americans.

Multi-Lingual Education is hardly a retreat from use and dominance of the English language.  In fact, new immigrants will need to supplement their native language by learning two other languages.  Certainly, English will be one of these languages.

TO:
Representative Kilpatrick

FR:
Your Staff

RE:
Toxic Waste Spill

We have just received word that a truck carrying toxic waste has had an accident and spilled its contents near one of the more affluent areas in your district.  Apparently, the driver was unfamiliar with the route and rounded a curve too fast.  The truck went out of control, and the hazardous waste escaped when the tank ruptured.

State and local environmental officials are at the site now, and are trying to contain the spill.  They are also asking people to leave the neighborhoods that are closest to the spill.  The chemicals are harmful if they come into contact with the skin.  Individuals can also be made ill if they breathe air that has high concentrations of the toxic chemicals.

The Federal Environmental Protection Agency (FEMA) has been slow to send out observers and offer assistance to state and local officials.  Those state and local officials on the scene of the spill believe that FEMA should get involved now before the situation gets any worse.

Those living in the area of the spill are desperate for any help.  They appreciate the help of the state and local officials.  However, they believe that the national government doesn’t care about them.

We think that you should go to someone in President Millworth’s administration and ask to have pressure put on FEMA.  We will arrange for a meeting.  Millworth needs your support on budget matters as well as issues before the External Matters Committee. 

TO:
The President

FR:
Alice Daniels, Secretary, Department of Homeland Security

RE:
U.S. Border Patrol

The Border Patrol, an agency within the Department of Homeland Security, is an organization that is struggling to achieve its goals.  The Border Patrol is short by 2000 officers of the number needed to fully protect our borders with Mexico.   In spite of bonus offers to recruit new candidates, we are not adding new officers.  In fact, we are actually losing Border Patrol officers each year.  That is having a negative impact on our capacity to maintain secure borders between Mexico and the United States.

In order to cope with the situation, we are requiring our officers to work mandatory overtime each day and have had to move from a five-day to a six-day working week.  A typical officer now works 60 hours per week.  We have had to modify our vacation policy so that officers can now only take their annual vacation for just one week per year.  We are paying them their regular wages and their vacation pay during the “vacation days” that they are required to work.

Many of our experienced Border Patrol officers are leaving the agency and taking positions with police departments or private security agencies.  Even though we are offering a $2000 bonus to recruit new officers, our basic government salary scale and the working conditions have not resulted in recruiting replacements.  We can’t even stay even.

The American people seem to want secure borders with Mexico, and members of Congress make a lot of noise to that effect.  However, the work keeps being piled on a smaller and smaller staff.  Our work force is suffering from fatigue.

I believe that the only way out of this situation is to increase the agency’s budget by $25 million next year.  That $25 million would be added to the Foreign Affairs budget or submitted as an additional request in a new supplementary Budget.  On top of that increase, we would need an additional $10 million in the next two years for the agency.  That would get the agency where it needs to be so that it can do the job it is asked to do.

Given this new level of funding, we would be able to modify the basic government pay scale for Border Patrol officers, enabling them to be paid at a higher level than other government workers who are at the same grade.  In addition, we can improve the retirement system so that they can receive a maximum retirement after 20 years of service.  This will enable us to hire more officers, improve vacation, reduce the working week down to five days and have the typical working day be 6 hours per day.  These measures will enable the agency to achieve its goals.  

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Endangered Fish

The National Wildlife Council issued a report today noting that increased commercial fishing off the North Atlantic coast of the United States and Canada is rapidly depleting the supply of New England Flouters, an increasing popular dish in seafood restaurants.  According to the authors of the study, “This over-fishing will lead to the extinction of the New England Flouter and will have an adverse effect on the natural predators of this specie.”  The Council predicts that the Flouter will disappear entirely within ten years, and the Northern Blue Nose Sharks that feed on the Flouter will probably start to disappear or feed on another specie with unpredictable consequences.

The study points out that there are two danger signs for the Flouter.  First, there are fewer Flouters being caught now than even five years ago.  Second, the average size of the Flouter is getting smaller each year, indicating that the fish are being caught at a younger age each season.

TO:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Frenzy

A new designer drug called “frenzy” has become a big hit among young adults on the West Coast.  The drug is taken in tablet form, and gives the user a feeling of great energy and creativity.  Because the drug is synthetic, it can be manufactured in illegal laboratories and then easily transported before being sold through dealers.  Users claim that frenzy is cheap in comparison to many other drugs and gives more “bang for the buck.”

Federal drug enforcement authorities are keeping an eye on this situation.  This is, by and large, a state and local issue, unless the drug is being shipped over state lines.  So far, there is no evidence that anyone is engaged in interstate trafficking of frenzy.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Frenzy

A new designer drug called “frenzy” has become a big hit among young adults on the West Coast.  The drug is taken in tablet form, and gives the user a feeling of great energy and creativity.  Because the drug is synthetic, it can be manufactured in illegal laboratories and then easily transported before being sold through dealers.  Users claim that frenzy is cheap in comparison to many other drugs and gives more “bang for the buck.”

Meeting

Representative Kilpatrick and a member of President’s Staff

Simulation coordinator gets Representative Kilpatrick together with somebody from the Presidency to discuss the hazardous spill problem, and the slow response by FEMA.

TO:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Anti-Homosexual Website

A United States District Court in Cleveland, Ohio ruled that an anti-homosexual website in the Cleveland area could continue to operate based on the “freedom of speech” clause of the United States Constitution.  The constitutionality of the site had been challenged by Fight Back, an organization designed to protect the rights of homosexuals.

The website, StopSexualPerversion.org, informs visitors that homosexuality is unnatural and should be removed from American society.  The home page of this site contends that “homosexuality is a cancer that must be treated through moral reform or other drastic measures.”  The site quotes scripture, reports confessions of reformed homosexuals and provides a chat room for those who want to end homosexuality in America.

The StopSexualPerversion site is the work of Wendel Lemly, a retired dentist, and his wife.  The Lemlys are “dedicating the rest of our lives to the task of saving those homosexuals who can be saved, and exposing the evil in those who defy the laws of nature.”

Fight Back has appealed the District Court ruling.  Leaders of Fight Back have expressed frustration with the District Court decision and the prospect of a long appeal.  According to Brian Jefferies, a leader of Fight Back, the Lemlys’ anti-homosexual site “provides a gathering place for hate groups, and subtly encourages violence against homosexuals.”

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Anti-Homosexual Website

A United States District Court in Cleveland, Ohio ruled that an anti-homosexual website in the Cleveland area could continue to operate based on the “freedom of speech” clause of the United States Constitution.  The constitutionality of the site had been challenged by Fight Back, an organization designed to protect the rights of homosexuals.

The website, StopSexualPerversion.org, informs visitors that homosexuality is unnatural and should be removed from American society.  The home page of this site contends that “homosexuality is a cancer that must be treated through moral reform or other drastic measures.”  The site quotes scripture, reports confessions of reformed homosexuals and provides a chat room for those who want to end homosexuality in America.

The StopSexualPerversion site is the work of Wendel Lemly, a retired dentist, and his wife.  The Lemlys are “dedicating the rest of our lives to the task of saving those homosexuals who can be saved, and exposing the evil in those who defy the laws of nature.”

Fight Back has appealed the District Court ruling.  Leaders of Fight Back have expressed frustration with the District Court decision and the prospect of a long appeal.  According to Brian Jefferies, a leader of Fight Back, the Lemlys’ anti-homosexual site “provides a gathering place for hate groups, and subtly encourages violence against homosexuals.”

TO:
Media

FR:
Voices for the Unborn

RE:
Gender Testing

Protecting the unborn from the cruel instruments of mass-market abortionists is a seven-day a week, twenty-four-hour a day task.  This is why our organization, Voices for the Unborn, is urging Congress and the President to adopt the Gender Testing legislation (121) that is now before Congress.  This legislation prohibits medical personnel from providing diagnostic tests that provide information on an unborn child’s gender.

This legislation prevents doctors from providing any help to parents who wish to select the gender of their child.  It makes it far more difficult for parents to authorize the abortion of a fetus that does not match the parents’ preferences for a child’s gender.  It makes it practically impossible for the parents to shop around for “just the right kind of child.”  Moreover, it prohibits gender tests from being used as a back-door method of “weeding out” fetuses that have physical imperfections.

If parents are so intent on selecting their child’s gender, this legislation authorizes giving up the unwanted child for adoption.  We do not think it is appropriate for these self-indulgent parents to reject God’s choice for their child.  However, we will accommodate them by using the adoption alternative.

Abortion is a moral crime. Gender testing is just a first step down the path toward aborting fetuses that are unwanted because of their gender or some other superficial reason.

We pray that the Congress and the President have the courage to listen to the Lord and adopt this legislation.

TO:
The President

FR:
The National Weather Service

RE:
Hurricane Faye

Tropical hurricane Faye has spared Bermuda on its path towards North America.  The hurricane has been moving very slowly, but the area around the eye of the hurricane has increased from 150 to 180 miles per hour.  It is expected that Faye will unleash tremendous destructive force when it makes landfall by the middle of next week.

Meteorologists estimate that in shifting to the south of Bermuda, Faye is most likely to make landfall in southern Florida.  Miami is expected to experience the worst of this hurricane, particularly if it continues to move slowly.  Damage will be less severe to the north and south of impact area.

Hurricane Faye has been called a hundred-year hurricane.  It is expected to be the most destructive hurricane of this century.  The loss of property and the loss of human life should be unparalleled.

We have alerted the Federal Emergency Management Administration so that they can help those who are caught in the hurricane’s path.

TO:
The Media

FR:
The National Weather Service

RE:
Hurricane Faye

Tropical hurricane Faye has spared Bermuda on its path towards North America.  The hurricane has been moving very slowly, but the area around the eye of the hurricane has increased from 150 to 180 miles per hour.  It is expected that Faye will unleash tremendous destructive force when it makes landfall by the middle of next week.

Meteorologists estimate that in shifting to the south of Bermuda, Faye is most likely to make landfall in southern Florida.  Miami is expected to experience the worst of this hurricane, particularly if it continues to move slowly.  Damage will be less severe to the north and south of impact area.

Hurricane Faye has been called a hundred-year hurricane.  It is expected to be the most destructive hurricane of this century.  The loss of property and the loss of human life should be unparalleled.

Meeting

Representative of Millworth Administration and Kerry Jones from FEMA

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Jones)

Kerry Jones, from the Federal Emergency Management Administration (FEMA,) meets with the representative from the Millworth Administration.  Jones listens to the request, apologizes for the delay, and says that FEMA will send in a team to New Jersey today.

TO:
The President

FR:
Director, Central Intelligence Agency

RE:
Eritrea

One of our U.S. spy satellites has sent back pictures showing that there has been a great deal of activity near the town of Keren, about 100 miles northwest of Eritrea’s capitol of Asmara.  Eritrea is a small nation in East Africa, near Ethiopia, on the Red Sea across from Saudi Arabia.

Surveillance photographs that were taken over several days seem to show that they are building some type of factory or production facility.  Trucks are coming in from more populated areas and bringing building materials, as well as other components.  The actual construction is being done at night, so that we cannot make out exactly what is happening.

Our agents on the ground can’t get very close; but have reported that the area is being secured by the Eritrea military.  They suspect that Isaias Afewerki, Eritrea’s leader, is trying to build some type of installation that has military significance.

We will continue to monitor the situation and keep you informed.  We should not take drastic action at this time since we do not have hard evidence of any direct threat.

TO:
Media

FR:
American Business Association

RE:
Minimum Wage

The proposed minimum wage legislation (123) that is before the Internal Matters Committee in the House and Senate is a noble thought.  However, it just doesn’t make good economic sense.

The minimum wage proposal will have an inflationary impact on wages in the United States.  Employers will be pressured to raise the wages of other employees to maintain their relative worth to the company.  Overall, the automatic minimum wage increase will push up all wages on an annual basis.  Although this sounds good, it has the impact of reducing the buying power of each dollar, and this is not good for our economy.  Moreover, this inflationary measure will also reduce the value of savings and other assets.

In addition to having an inflationary impact, the proposed legislation will also have the unanticipated impact of reducing employment opportunities for minimum wage employees.  These minimum wage employees are at the bottom of the wage structure precisely because their work is of lower economic value.  If we artificially raise the cost of this low skilled labor, then, businesses will not have any choice but to lay off some of these employees and automate their tasks.  So, what sounds like a good idea is actually a bad idea.  Instead of helping low skilled employees, the proposed legislation actually hurts them.

This is a well-intentioned, but dangerous, bill.  It should be defeated.

TO:
Media

FR:
National Language Education Association

RE:
Multi-Lingual Education

The President and the Congress have a rare opportunity to strengthen American education in the form of the Multi-Lingual Education bill (156) that is now before the House and Senate.

This bill would provide financial support to those school systems that are interested in expanding language education.  This legislation would enable school systems to give students a familiarity with two languages beyond their native language and thus equip them for the future.

Multi-Lingual Education will make America more competitive in the world marketplace.  Our citizens will be better able to interact with individuals from other nations.  This will strengthen our capacity to conduct business throughout the world.  An America that is capable with foreign language is good for business and our nation’s economic health.

In addition, Multi-Lingual Education is the best way to prepare our society for social change through immigration.  In years to come, America will be more varied.  The traditional picture of America as being white, Anglo-Saxon and English speaking will change as immigrants from Asia, Africa, Latin America and Eastern Europe increase in numbers.  Eventually, the number of non-English speakers may be greater than the number of English speakers.

In such an age of language variety, the best course of action is to ensure that each school child becomes familiar with multiple languages.  By knowing two other languages, in addition to their native language, students will be more capable of interacting with all other Americans.

Multi-Lingual Education is hardly a retreat from use and dominance of the English language.  In fact, new immigrants will need to supplement their native language by learning two other languages.  Certainly, English will be one of these languages.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Celebrity Napkin Art

Bob Young, a waiter and artist, is holding an art show in New York City that is being advertised as “Celebrity Napkin Art.”  Mr. Young displays napkins that have been used by celebrities who have dined at the swank Futuro Café where Young works in the evenings.  The napkins contain food stains that Mr. Young insists tell detailed stories about the celebrities.  The waiter-artist claims that he purchased replacements for the napkins that he used in the show.  

Young is particularly proud of a napkin used by movie star Meg Ryan that contains tomato, cilantro and portobello mushroom sauce.   The artist says that the sauce shows how “Meg Ryan has struggled against great odds in her life, as well as how she is trying to reach out to people.” 

Ms. Ryan has seen her napkin art and says, “It looks like a soiled napkin and has nothing to say about my life.”  According to Young, “Meg Ryan is in denial. She also gives lousy tips.”

The Celebrity Napkin Art show is scheduled to run just two weekends.  It is showing at the David Derange Art Gallery in Queens.

TO:
Media

FM:
Coalition Against Legalized Gambling

RE:
National Casinos

The proposed legislation (154) that creates National Casinos is a time bomb for this country.  This legislation needs to be defeated.

The National Casino bill makes the federal government a direct beneficiary in the problem of gambling addiction.  Individuals who have lost the capacity to control their own urges will find it easier to gamble.  Nearly one out of four states would have a National Casino.  These casinos would be in easy driving range for addicts.  There will be a tremendous human cost for theses individuals and their families.

Currently, there are some gambling casinos that exist within the United States; but, they are either in individual states or on Indian reservations.  The addition of national casinos, would only lead to further proliferation of legalized gambling.  What other organizations might also want to sponsor gambling just to bolster their bank account?  Are we creating a situation where Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts might turn to gambling as a way to pay their bills?  After all, why shouldn’t they?  The national government would be setting a clear legal precedent when it condoned gambling.

Perhaps the biggest problem with National Casinos would be to spread crime throughout the country.  Crime rates skyrocket in communities that have casino gambling.  Prostitution, murders and robberies will increase.  You don’t erase crime when you legalize gambling.  All you do is decriminalize one type of crime and plant the seeds for other types of crime.

TO:
The President

FR:
State Department

RE:
Nigerian Civil War

A new civil war has broken out in Nigeria in reaction to the latest military takeover of the old government.  At this point, the whole country is disintegrating, and more than a hundred ethnic groups are struggling for territory and control while the new military government is trying to crush resistance.  The situation is particularly tense in the Niger River Delta area.

The Niger Delta is so hotly contested because it is the home of Nigeria’s highly productive oil fields.  Shell Nigeria pumps 2 million barrels a day and these fields make Nigeria one of the biggest oil exporters in the world.

Whoever controls the government of Nigeria controls the relationship with Shell and thus controls the future of Nigeria and its petroleum resource.

Nigeria has an unstable political history.  It was a British colony and was made up of multiple ethnic groups.  Many of Nigeria’s problems today relate to its ethnic diversity and tensions between these groups.

Since independence in 1960, Nigeria has already had a major civil war (1967-70) in which 2 million people died.  It has also had authoritarian military governments for most of its independence.

Recently, Nigeria’s leadership has tried to reduce tensions by creating new state governments.  These states were superimposed in order to break up old regional rivalries between major ethnic groups: the Hausa-Fulani in the north, the Ibo in the southeast and the Yoruba in the southwest.

The discovery of oil in the Nigerian Delta has only increased tensions.  The ethnic groups have become concerned about getting their share of the new wealth.  One these groups, the Ogoni who are from the Delta area, have also been concerned about environmental pollution in their homeland.

Ironically, the wealth from the oil has not gotten into the hands of the people.  Nigerians are among the poorest people in the world.

The new government is requesting assistance from other nations to help them stabilize the situation.  The State Department recommends that you move very carefully with this Nigerian situation.  It is probably best to see how the situation develops before you take a firm position.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Nigerian Civil War

A new civil war has broken out in Nigeria in reaction to the latest military takeover of the old government.  At this point, the whole country is disintegrating, and more than a hundred ethnic groups are struggling for territory and control while the new military government is trying to crush resistance.  The situation is particularly tense in the Niger River Delta area.

The Niger Delta is so hotly contested because it is the home of Nigeria’s highly productive oil fields.  Shell Nigeria pumps 2 million barrels a day and these fields make Nigeria one of the biggest oil exporters in the world.

Whoever controls the government of Nigeria controls the relationship with Shell and thus controls the future of Nigeria and its petroleum resource.

Nigeria has an unstable political history.  It was a British colony and was made up of multiple ethnic groups.  Many of Nigeria’s problems today relate to its ethnic diversity and tensions between these groups.

Since independence in 1960, Nigeria has already had a major civil war (1967-70) in which 2 million people died.  It has also had authoritarian military governments for most of its independence.

Recently, Nigeria’s leadership has tried to reduce tensions by creating new state governments.  These states were superimposed in order to break up old regional rivalries between major ethnic groups: the Hausa-Fulani in the north, the Ibo in the southeast and the Yoruba in the southwest.

The discovery of oil in the Nigerian Delta has only increased tensions.  The ethnic groups have become concerned about getting their share of the new wealth.  One these groups, the Ogoni who are from the Delta area, have also been concerned about environmental pollution in their homeland.

Ironically, the wealth from the oil has not gotten into the hands of the people.  Nigerians are among the poorest people in the world.

TO:
Senator Gilmore

FR:
Your Staff

RE:
Recycling

We have prepared an amendment that you can offer to any piece of legislation or the budget.  It reads as follows:

“In addition to making more effective use of electronic messaging to preserve resources, all offices of the United States government will use recycled paper for correspondence, photocopying and other routine purposes.  The content of this paper will be made up of at least 50% recycled fiber.  This will be accomplished within two years of the passage of this amendment.  Annual additional cost will not exceed more than $112.5 million.”

This amendment would be a big step in preserving valuable timberland and the general quality of the ecosystem.  The federal government is such a large buyer that it could increase the incentive for more companies to become involved in recycled paper manufacturing.  The impact would even be more profound if other legislation, at some future time, required private companies and states to use recycled paper if they receive contracts or grants from the federal government.

We are still using up our forests too fast and it needs to be stopped.  Recycling, along with electronic messaging, is the solution.  In fact, by placing a cap on recycling cost, your amendment really encourages electronic messaging.

In the short run, your amendment would have a positive impact on the Save a Tree recycling company that is located in Vermont.  This company has three plants in Vermont and is one of the industry leaders.  It would probably benefit if the government used recycled papers for office purposes.  Save A Tree would undoubtedly come in with the low bid and get most of the business for a few years.  However, the long-term impact of the amendment is to create more competition among recyclers and Save a Tree’s short-term advantage will disappear.  And, with all the competition, eventually the price of recycled paper will come down.

The amendment has strong backing from environmentalists and is a very popular idea among your constituents.  People in Vermont support the recycling movement.

Some folks outside of Vermont may criticize you because Save a Tree’s President, Garth Billingsley, is one of your close personal friends and one of your campaign contributors.  However, your amendment has nothing to do with your friendship or campaign contributions.  It is about the environment.  It just happens to give a short-term advantage to Save a Tree.

TO:
Representative Zahn

FR:
Your Staff

RE:
New Prison Amendment

The Federal Bureau of Prisons in the Department of Justice has announced that it has reached capacity for prisons designed for non-violent “white collar” criminals, who have been found guilty of such crimes as fraud, embezzlement or income tax avoidance.  Although the growth increase in these “white collar” crimes lags behind the other serious crimes (murder, robbery or drug sales), those other serious crimes have been absorbing all excess prison space.

In addition to plans that have been approved to add several new medium-security and maximum-security prisons, the Federal Bureau of Prisons believes that one additional minimum-security prison is needed for additional “white collar” criminals.  Moreover, the Federal Bureau of Prisons wishes to design this prison so that inmates can do significant community service during their time of incarceration.  Basically, these non-violent offenders would spend their days working for charities in the surrounding community, or from a high technology community service work area in the prison.

Normally, prisons are not viewed as a desirable thing for a community.  Consequently, most new prisons get built in remote areas or in areas where prison jobs provide an opportunity to those who would otherwise be unemployed.  However, the proposed new “white collar,” community service oriented prison is extremely desirable.  The new facility will not present a security threat to the community, and it will result in great benefits for those community organizations that can draw on the legal talents of the inmates.  And, of course, it will add new jobs and have a positive impact on the local economy.

We think you should try to get this prison built in your district.  You can do this by trying to get an amendment added to a bill in the Internal Matters Committee or on the floor, or even in a conference committee.  In any case, you can justify the amendment based on the fact that Federal Bureau of Prisons wants to build the facility, and your district wants to encourage this experiment.

The proposed amendment follows:

In order to increase minimum-security space in the United States and provide for a community service-based prison experience, the national government authorizes construction of a 300-person minimum-security prison outside of Eden Prairie, Minnesota. This facility will only be used for low-risk prisoners who have committed non-violent crimes such as fraud, embezzlement or income tax avoidance.

Fiscal Note:
$27 Million for one year.
TO:
The Media

FM:
Council for Military Preparedness

RE:
Robotic Land Personnel

The legislation that is currently before Congress on Robotic Land Personnel (149) has tremendous potential for (1) using technology to increase military preparedness and (2) saving human lives.  This legislation authorizes significant research and development efforts that can result in robotic personnel within a decade.

Robotic personnel will be well suited for difficult military situations.  The robots can be controlled from a distant location or they can act independently based on internal computer programs.  They can be dropped into hostile territory using parachutes and engage in dangerous maneuvers.  These robotic soldiers will be able to use all available weaponry and will be protected by bullet deflecting shields.  These robots will be able to move over land and water as well as fly over short distances.  Moreover, these robotic soldiers will have voice recognition and speech capabilities.  The robots will be able to understand and speak foreign languages.  Moreover, they will be able to relay their conversations electronically to remote sites and the words will automatically be translated into English.  The robots can even send real-time images of what they see to these remote sites.

Robotic Land Personnel are truly an invaluable supplement to the high-tech U.S. military for the twenty-first century.  These robotic soldiers can go in and accomplish dangerous tasks in an almost superhuman fashion.

More importantly, these robotic soldiers will save lives in two respects.  First, these fighting machines can do the work of two or more human soldiers.  Secondly, any robot that is lost in combat can be replaced by another robotic soldier so that lives of human American soldiers will be spared.

Congress needs to act positively on this proposal and the President needs to sign it into law.  Too much is at stake to allow this legislation to get lost in the shuffle.

TO:
Representative Kilpatrick

FR:
Your Staff

RE:
Toxic Waste Spill

We are happy to inform you that that the toxic waste is now being contained, and residents should be able to return in about six hours.  The Federal Emergency Management Administration (FEMA) did arrive and offered assistance.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Toxic Waste Spill

Early this morning, a truck accident in New Jersey resulted in a toxic waste spill.  State and local officials as well as the Federal Emergency Management Administration (FEMA) have now contained the problem, and residents are beginning to return to their homes.

The toxic waste spill took place in Representative Kilpatrick’s district.  Kilpatrick, the New Jersey Republican, could not be reached for comment.

TO: 
Media

FR:
American Council for Human Rights

RE:
Normal Trading Relationships

The American Council for Human Rights (ACHR) endorses Bill 158 on Normal Trading Relations.  This bill promotes basic human rights throughout the world by more effectively using trading privileges with the United States to encourage positive changes.  The bill does this by giving the President sole authority in granting or denying “normal trading status”.

Normal trading status allows the free flow of goods and services between the United States and another nation.  This status gives the other country access to the huge American market.  Denial of normal trading status imposes limits on the types of goods and services as well as amounts that can be imported from a particular country.  Oppressive nations can be motivated to change if they understand that the President could withhold normal trading status.

Currently, Congress plays the dominant role in determining trading relationships with other countries.  At present, the President may only propose normal trading status for a particular nation and can sign or veto the legislation as passed by the House and Senate.   Fundamentally, however, it is the Congress that plays the most decisive role by either granting or not granting the normal trading status.

It is true that nearly all nations are granted normal trading relations or, as it is sometimes called, “most favored nation” trading status.  Denial of normal trading status by the Congress is a rare occurrence.

Unfortunately, Congress has granted normal trading status to some repressive nations, evidently because profits are regarded as more important than human rights.  Powerful business interests (that gain economically from trading with tyrannical nations) have been able to persuade Congress to “look the other way” when human rights are trampled upon.   In ignoring human rights abuses, the Congress has made money more important than human lives or freedom.

China is a notable case in point.  Congress has extended normal trading relationships with China in spite of substantial evidence of repression by the Chinese government against its citizens and religious groups.

The proposed legislation would change all of this by giving the President the sole responsibility to determine trading relationships.  This gives the President a new and effective tool of foreign policy and this would help end human rights abuses throughout the world.

We urge you to support the passage of Bill 158.

