SCRIPT for SESSION #8

(medium simulation)

Prior to the beginning of the session, you should distribute the first 17 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 Consumer Alliance on the regulation of non-prescription drugs.

The session begins with a media report followed by four press conferences and an editorial.  In the first press conference, the Fight Back organization responds to the gay killings.  The second press conference reacts to the Hip Hops movie.  The other two press conferences give an Israeli and Palestinian response to U.S. efforts to bring peace to the Middle East.

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

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

Begin with a meeting between Senator Tracey (Internal Matters) and the Department of the Interior about the alligator pie issue.  The media then receives memos on ammunition tax, new auto insurance, military base closing and corporate public service bills. The Administration and media receive memos on the endangered fish and the Frenzy drug.  Representative Ferguson (Government Operations) gets a memorandum about questionable fundraising.

The Administration gets a crucial memo on the Eritrean biofactory and the media gets more information about the Hip Hops movie.  Both the Administration and media get memos on the home invasion and the Cuban hurricane.  After that the Administration and media receive memos on a judicial nomination and Senator Ogura (Government Operations) gets a memo about his or her daughter.

At this point the administration is informed about a successful raid on the Eritrean biofactory. The Administration and media receive memos on the new President of Mexico.  The media then gets a memo about napkin art while the Administration and media get memos on the Nigerian civil war.  The media gets a memo on non-prescription medicine. 

Towards the end of the session the media receives memos on a spy controversy, the Poet Laureate and the Rights of Children Treaty.  At the very end, Senator Litz (External Matters) meets with foreign journalists for an interview.
Press Conference

Brian Jefferies, Director, Fight Back

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Jefferies)

“Hello, I am Brian Jefferies of Fight Back and I am here to speak about the FBI arrests in Florida and elsewhere of those who were killing gay men.

I know that the FBI and those in the White House really feel that they have accomplished something through these arrests.  However, those of us at Fight Back feel that, once again, gays have been placed in danger by our own government.

First, we want to know how long the federal government waited before arresting the perpetrators?  Did the government have evidence against the hate group, but then let gays die while Washington built a case?  Are we so expendable?

Second, the anti-gay website that spawns hate on a daily basis is still in operation. The federal district court in Cleveland has said that the freedom of speech of the hate mongers is more important than the safety of Americans who just happen to have a different sexual orientation from the authors of the website, the federal district court judge, the FBI and those in the Washington Administration.

We live in a homophobic society with a homophobic government.  We are now witnessing a new Holocaust.  The FBI arrests are just a sideshow in a bigger tragedy.”

Press Conference

Ella/Ellis Jones, Executive Director

American Association for Racial Progress

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Jones)

“We are now experiencing a very sad chapter for race relations progress in the United States.  A recent movie, entitled The Hip Hops, reinforces all kinds of negative racial stereotypes about African Americans—and this movie has taken “freedom of expression” to new extremes.

We feel that the Congress of the United States should pass legislation that would forbid publishers and movie makers from disseminating information filled with negative racial stereotypes.

From the perspective of the American Association for Racial Progress, this movie is a hate crime against black Americans.  It conveys an image that we are irresponsible, violent and motivated by the lowest instincts.  This is a hurtful movie and it should be removed from theaters.

Thank you for your time.  Do you have any questions?”

Press Conference

Aaron Seiglein, Ambassador from Israel

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Seiglein)

“My name is Aaron Seiglein and I am the Ambassador from Israel to the United States.  I have come to you today to speak about the so-called peace conference that has recently collapsed.

I say that was a so-called peace conference, because there was absolutely no intention on the part of the Palestinians to compromise.

They insisted on making demands that were impossible for Israel.  They wanted to give us security by returning to borders prior to the 1967 war when Israel defended itself against Arab aggression.  We needed to widen our borders to protect ourselves against future aggression. 

The Palestinians also wanted to have an unrealistic timetable to achieve autonomy.  We cannot agree to such a timetable as long as Palestinians continue to pose a threat to our security.

Finally, the Palestinians want us to give up control over the city of Jerusalem.  That is totally unacceptable because Jerusalem is of religious and historical importance to Israel.

We are also disappointed at the role of the United States.  From our perspective, the United States did not really seem interested in establishing a peace that would work.  Rather, America only seems interested in the appearance of being a peacemaker.  We expected more.

Israel is uncertain about what the future will bring.  The Palestinians are continuing to favor war over peace.  America seems only interested in hosting meaningless meetings, which only encourage Palestinian aggression.

I will be pleased to answer any of your questions.”

Press Conference

Anwar Barat, Representative of Palestinian State

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Barat)

“My name is Anwar Barat.  I am the Representative of the Palestinian State to the United States.  It is ironic that my country, our nation and territory is controlled by Israel.  Our people seek independence and separation from Israel, and we have been seeking this since our territory was occupied by the Jewish people at the close of the Second World War.

We have been attempting to negotiate a just settlement with Israel, but the Israelis will not budge on any of the key issues.  They wish to maintain territory that they expanded to in 1967.  They will not agree to a reasonable timetable to achieve peace, and they insist on maintaining control over Jerusalem.

Recent peace talks have broken down because of Israeli resistance.  There seems to be little chance of resurrecting these peace talks.

A major reason why the peace process is doomed to fail is that the United States is not being a true neutral in this process.  For years, the Jewish people have been active in the United States and have defined American foreign policy as it relates to the Mideast.  Consequently, the United States has been propping up Israel over the years with economic and military assistance.

The United States has gone through the motions in the peace process, but has never been truly unbiased.  At every stage, America favors the Israelis and looks the other way when Israel attempts to crush Palestinian independence.

You have forgotten your own heritage.  You were once a colony of England and you fought for your independence.  What would American colonists have felt like if some European nation pretended to try to bring peace to North America, but really supported the British colonial imperialists?  American colonists would have recognized that the supposed peacemakers were really friends of the British, and Americans would have rejected such “help.”

So, it is today, that the Palestinian people have lost confidence in the ability of America to really be a peacemaker.  We cannot, in good conscience, participate in the charade peace conferences that have been sponsored by the United States, Israel’s most loyal ally.

I will be happy to answer any questions.”

TO:
The President

FR:
American Rifle Association

RE:
Tax on Ammunition

The rights of law-abiding gun owners are once again being attacked.   The liberal extremist gun haters are never content.  They are not happy with trying to restrict guns.  Now, they want to practically tax ammunition out of existence.

This country doesn’t need any more laws on guns or ammunition to eliminate violence.  America needs to concentrate on the true causes of violence.  By having schools focus more on character building and having private citizens teach each other about gun safety, the number of gun-related instances can be brought under control.

Let us never forget that the Constitution of this country was amended to preserve freedoms against an all-powerful national government.  Along with protecting speech and religion and other freedoms, our Founding Fathers believed that it was essential to protect the rights of citizens to own guns.

Just as the Constitution protects our right to own guns, it also protects our right to own ammunition for our guns.  If government can tax ammunition out of existence, it is violating the Second Amendment of our Constitution.  That is an attack against the American people.

The proposed legislation will only create a black market for ammunition.  Ammunition from foreign countries, like Cuba and Libya, will be smuggled into the United States and sold illegally.  This black-market ammunition will escape taxation and will become the ammunition of choice.  Rather than have less ammunition, this liberal legislation will result in more ammunition and then more calls for government control.

TO:
The President

FR:
The American Automobile Insurance Institute 

RE:
Auto Insurance

The American Automobile Insurance Institute (AAII) strongly opposes Bill 276 on Automobile Insurance.  If passed, this legislation will create a huge monopoly and will harm the driving public.

Bill 276 would destroy competition in the automobile insurance industry and the innovations that competition has created.  Consumers will face an unsympathetic insurance fund manager who views profits as more important than people.

The only restraint on the fund manager would be a new National Insurance Commission that is made up of political appointees.  In fact, this arrangement invites the creation of an “unholy alliance” between the politicians and the proposed insurance monopoly.

The first big surprise for consumers in Bill 276 will be the “pay at the pump” scheme.  The one-dollar charge per gallon will drive up the cost of driving and have a negative impact on household budgets.  Ironically, those who drive the largest and safest vehicles will pay the highest insurance taxes because they use more fuel.

The next big surprise for drivers will be when the insurance fund manager tries to increase profits by having the gasoline tax raised to more than a dollar or by paying out fewer claims.  Either way, the consumer loses.

Those who will be hurt the very most by the proposed legislation are those drivers who are at higher risk of accidents.  These drivers will be dropped from insurance eligibility after a certain number of accidents and they will not be able to obtain insurance coverage elsewhere.  This will be most difficult for drivers that are very young (16-22) and very old (over 80).  Both of these groups are at the highest risk of having automobile accidents.  Indeed, it is possible that these groups will be forced to drive without insurance.

Bill 276 just doesn’t make sense.  The present system is based on individual responsibility, driving experience and varying risk levels.  Currently, individuals pay insurance premiums based on these factors rather than being thrown into a pool that treats every driver the same.  The current system gives an advantage to good drivers through lower rates.  Under the proposed system, good drivers are treated just the same as bad drivers.  And, of course, those who are most concerned about safety will actually pay more.

We hope that our decision makers have the good sense to reject Bill 276.  It is a bad idea and will create a monster.

TO:
The President

FR:
American Association for Military Preparedness

RE:
Base Closings

There are military installations in each and every one of our states.  Some of these installations are full-fledged Army, Marine Corps, Naval or Air Force bases.  In addition, there are multiple National Guard armories that support our reserve military force.

Every military base has profound economic consequences for the communities and states within which they are located.  Military personnel help keep these economically alive by spending their military salaries.

Base closings may sound like a good idea.  However, every base closure means economic collapse for the community in which the base is located.  According to studies of past base closings, we are able to say with great certainty that each time you close a military base you not only eliminate the jobs of servicemen or servicewomen, but you also eliminate from three to five jobs that were related to that position.  In other words, each time you close a base, you eliminate up to six jobs for each person who was assigned to the base.  Civilian employees who worked at the base, as well as employees of local businesses that served the base, are out of work.

Now it might make sense for Congress to close these bases and face negative reactions from people in their districts if it were not for the fact that we can never be certain about military threats.  Proponents of base closings claim that the era of big military conflict is over.  How can they be so sure?  How can they be certain that a nation like China would never become an aggressor?

We need to always be ready for military struggle.  We were caught off guard during World War II and we learned from that experience.  We built a system of military bases that would protect us in the future.  Now the reformers are trying to reduce our military preparedness and wreck our communities in the process.

TO:
The President

FR:
Citizens for Tax Justice

RE:
Corporate Public Service

Our group, Citizens for Tax Justice (CTJ), opposes Bill 280 on Corporate Public Service.  This proposed legislation is a “scam” and should not ever be enacted.

Bill 280 would allow businesses to write off a sum in their taxes that is larger than the contributions that they made.  When individuals deduct charitable contributions, they can only write off the amount that they actually contributed.  It is patently unfair to allow businesses to get credit for more money than they actually contributed.

If passed, Bill 280 will most certainly result in more charitable contributions from the business community.  Obviously, businesses will contribute more in order to reap the huge tax advantage in the bill.  These contributions will have little or nothing to do with the recipients.  The recipients are only there because they help reduce the taxes on business.

If businesses really believed in helping their communities, they would not be looking for a handout from the federal government.   They would simply give the money, sacrifice profits and feel that they did their part.  It is hypocritical to say that businesses would be helping if the businesses reaped the biggest benefits from this legislation.  Isn’t it sufficient for businesses to make profits?  Why is it necessary to beef up the bottom line through so-called “contributions” to community groups?

Perhaps the biggest part of the Bill 280 “scam” is how the tax burden is shifted away from businesses and onto the shoulders of ordinary taxpayers.  If businesses are paying less tax because of their corporate public service activities, then, somebody has to be making up the difference.  And those who end up “picking up the tab” are hard working individual taxpayers who only get to write off the actual amount of their contributions.  They have to pay more so that business can pay less.

CTJ urges the Congress and the President to reject Bill 280.  If corporations want to do more in the way of charitable contributions, then, they should do so.  However, they should do so from the goodness of their hearts and not the needs of their bank accounts.

TO:
The President

FM:
Consumer Alliance

RE:
Regulation of Non-Prescription Drugs

Those of us at Consumer Alliance strongly support legislation that would regulate non-prescription drugs and natural supplements (Bill 222).  This legislation assures consumers that these over-the-counter remedies could achieve the desired benefits.

There has been an explosion in the number of non-prescription and natural medicines in recent years.  Part of this is the result of patents running out on prescription medications, and of a new popular interest in natural healing.

The public interest is not served when companies keep releasing new non-prescription and natural medicines along with outrageous and unsubstantiated claims or suggestions of curative power.  The public is entitled to truth in advertising, and an assurance that the medications have been tested and are of uniform quality.  This is particularly true with the so-called natural remedies that are churned out in big factories with no attention to quality control.

It is our fear that all this uncontrolled medication will result in the self-prescribing and mis-prescribing of inappropriate or harmful substances by gullible individuals.  Without a doctor, the consumer gets caught up in advertising, and can take remedies in amounts that are dangerous to his or her health.

The only hope is to have government step in and regulate this uncontrolled industry.  We need to do this now before there are illnesses and deaths that result.  Non-prescription and natural remedies are an accident about to happen.  We can do something; but we have to do it this year.

Under the legislation, the Food and Drug Administration would have to certify that non-prescription drugs are safe and that advertised benefits are substantiated.  Also, the legislation mandates that all new non-prescription drugs and supplements must go through a one-year review process.  Non-prescription drugs and supplements that already exist would go through a six-month review process.

Please restore sanity to the medical remedy marketplace.

TO:
The President

FR:
National Association for the American Family

RE:
Rights of Children Treaty

The National Association for the American Family (NAAF) strongly urges that the United States Senate not ratify the so-called Rights of Children Treaty (Bill 275).  This treaty is dangerous and will, if ratified, subvert the American family as well as other critical institutions in our society.  We believed that it was wrong for the former President to sign the treaty, and we believe it is wrong for the Senate to ratify it.

Our political system already has legal protections for children at the state level.  In cases of abuse or neglect, government has intervened and, in some cases, has even removed children from the home.  In our estimation, these protections are quite adequate.

The danger of the proposed treaty is that it gives children the right to bring charges and lawsuits against a responsible adult.  This would completely undermine the authority of a parent, classroom teacher and even a Sunday school teacher.  All that is necessary is for the child to “believe” that he or she has been “abused” as a result of “force” or “intimidation.”  On that basis, a child could bring charges, or even sue, if he or she were gently spanked or given a stern lecture.  These actions might be seen as abusive by the court system.

We need to do everything that we can to strengthen the authority of the family.  It does not make good sense to make parents afraid of disciplining their own children.  Similarly, we need to support our teachers no matter where they teach.  They should not be afraid to use reasonable disciplinary measures out of fear that they will be charged with a crime or be sued by an unruly student.  We do not need to ratify a treaty that would, in fact, make parents and teachers afraid to do their jobs.

This treaty also has the potential to undermine any adult who might need to exert authority over children.  The police officer, the doctor, the minister, the crossing guard are all potential victims of this unreasonable treaty.

If other countries have uncontrolled problems of child abuse, then it is up to the leaders of those countries to remedy the situation.  It is not the responsibility of the United States to solve the problems of other societies, especially if those solutions create problems within our own society.

We at the National Association for the American Family urge that the Senate simply ignore Bill 275 so that it could never become law and become binding on our country.

TO:
Members, House External Matters Committee

FR:
American Association for Military Preparedness

RE:
Base Closings

There are military installations in each and every one of our states.  Some of these installations are full-fledged Army, Marine Corps, Naval or Air Force bases.  In addition, there are multiple National Guard armories that support our reserve military force.

Every military base has profound economic consequences for the communities and states within which they are located.  Military personnel help keep these economically alive by spending their military salaries.

Base closings may sound like a good idea.  However, every base closure means economic collapse for the community in which the base is located.  According to studies of past base closings, we are able to say with great certainty that each time you close a military base you not only eliminate the jobs of servicemen or servicewomen, but you also eliminate from three to five jobs that were related to that position.  In other words, each time you close a base, you eliminate up to six jobs for each person who was assigned to the base.  Civilian employees who worked at the base, as well as employees of local businesses that served the base, are out of work.

Now it might make sense for Congress to close these bases and face negative reactions from people in their districts if it were not for the fact that we can never be certain about military threats.  Proponents of base closings claim that the era of big military conflict is over.  How can they be so sure?  How can they be certain that a nation like China would never become an aggressor?

We need to always be ready for military struggle.  We were caught off guard during World War II and we learned from that experience.  We built a system of military bases that would protect us in the future.  Now the reformers are trying to reduce our military preparedness and wreck our communities in the process.

TO:
Members, House Government Operations Committee

FR:
American Rifle Association

RE:
Tax on Ammunition

The rights of law-abiding gun owners are once again being attacked.   The liberal extremist gun haters are never content.  They are not happy with trying to restrict guns.  Now, they want to practically tax ammunition out of existence.

This country doesn’t need any more laws on guns or ammunition to eliminate violence.  America needs to concentrate on the true causes of violence.  By having schools focus more on character building and having private citizens teach each other about gun safety, the number of gun-related instances can be brought under control.

Let us never forget that the Constitution of this country was amended to preserve freedoms against an all-powerful national government.  Along with protecting speech and religion and other freedoms, our Founding Fathers believed that it was essential to protect the rights of citizens to own guns.

Just as the Constitution protects our right to own guns, it also protects our right to own ammunition for our guns.  If government can tax ammunition out of existence, it is violating the Second Amendment of our Constitution.  That is an attack against the American people.

The proposed legislation will only create a black market for ammunition.  Ammunition from foreign countries, like Cuba and Libya, will be smuggled into the United States and sold illegally.  This black-market ammunition will escape taxation and will become the ammunition of choice.  Rather than have less ammunition, this liberal legislation will result in more ammunition and then more calls for government control.

TO:
Members, House Government Operations Committee

FR:
Citizens for Tax Justice

RE:
Corporate Public Service

Our group, Citizens for Tax Justice (CTJ), opposes Bill 280 on Corporate Public Service.  This proposed legislation is a “scam” and should not ever be enacted.

Bill 280 would allow businesses to write off a sum in their taxes that is larger than the contributions that they made.  When individuals deduct charitable contributions, they can only write off the amount that they actually contributed.  It is patently unfair to allow businesses to get credit for more money than they actually contributed.

If passed, Bill 280 will most certainly result in more charitable contributions from the business community.  Obviously, businesses will contribute more in order to reap the huge tax advantage in the bill.  These contributions will have little or nothing to do with the recipients.  The recipients are only there because they help reduce the taxes on business.

If businesses really believed in helping their communities, they would not be looking for a handout from the federal government.   They would simply give the money, sacrifice profits and feel that they did their part.  It is hypocritical to say that businesses would be helping if the businesses reaped the biggest benefits from this legislation.  Isn’t it sufficient for businesses to make profits?  Why is it necessary to beef up the bottom line through so-called “contributions” to community groups?

Perhaps the biggest part of the Bill 280 “scam” is how the tax burden is shifted away from businesses and onto the shoulders of ordinary taxpayers.  If businesses are paying less tax because of their corporate public service activities, then, somebody has to be making up the difference.  And those who end up “picking up the tab” are hard working individual taxpayers who only get to write off the actual amount of their contributions.  They have to pay more so that business can pay less.

CTJ urges the Congress and the President to reject Bill 280.  If corporations want to do more in the way of charitable contributions, then, they should do so.  However, they should do so from the goodness of their hearts and not the needs of their bank accounts.

TO:
Members, House Internal Matters Committee

FR:
The American Automobile Insurance Institute 

RE:
Auto Insurance

The American Automobile Insurance Institute (AAII) strongly opposes Bill 276 on Automobile Insurance.  If passed, this legislation will create a huge monopoly and will harm the driving public.

Bill 276 would destroy competition in the automobile insurance industry and the innovations that competition has created.  Consumers will face an unsympathetic insurance fund manager who views profits as more important than people.

The only restraint on the fund manager would be a new National Insurance Commission that is made up of political appointees.  In fact, this arrangement invites the creation of an “unholy alliance” between the politicians and the proposed insurance monopoly.

The first big surprise for consumers in Bill 276 will be the “pay at the pump” scheme.  The one-dollar charge per gallon will drive up the cost of driving and have a negative impact on household budgets.  Ironically, those who drive the largest and safest vehicles will pay the highest insurance taxes because they use more fuel.

The next big surprise for drivers will be when the insurance fund manager tries to increase profits by having the gasoline tax raised to more than a dollar or by paying out fewer claims.  Either way, the consumer loses.

Those who will be hurt the very most by the proposed legislation are those drivers who are at higher risk of accidents.  These drivers will be dropped from insurance eligibility after a certain number of accidents and they will not be able to obtain insurance coverage elsewhere.  This will be most difficult for drivers that are very young (16-22) and very old (over 80).  Both of these groups are at the highest risk of having automobile accidents.  Indeed, it is possible that these groups will be forced to drive without insurance.

Bill 276 just doesn’t make sense.  The present system is based on individual responsibility, driving experience and varying risk levels.  Currently, individuals pay insurance premiums based on these factors rather than being thrown into a pool that treats every driver the same.  The current system gives an advantage to good drivers through lower rates.  Under the proposed system, good drivers are treated just the same as bad drivers.  And, of course, those who are most concerned about safety will actually pay more.

We hope that our decision makers have the good sense to reject Bill 276.  It is a bad idea and will create a monster.

TO:
Members, House Internal Matters Committee

FM:
Consumer Alliance

RE:
Regulation of Non-Prescription Drugs

Those of us at Consumer Alliance strongly support legislation that would regulate non-prescription drugs and natural supplements (Bill 222).  This legislation assures consumers that these over-the-counter remedies could achieve the desired benefits.

There has been an explosion in the number of non-prescription and natural medicines in recent years.  Part of this is the result of patents running out on prescription medications, and of a new popular interest in natural healing.

The public interest is not served when companies keep releasing new non-prescription and natural medicines along with outrageous and unsubstantiated claims or suggestions of curative power.  The public is entitled to truth in advertising, and an assurance that the medications have been tested and are of uniform quality.  This is particularly true with the so-called natural remedies that are churned out in big factories with no attention to quality control.

It is our fear that all this uncontrolled medication will result in the self-prescribing and mis-prescribing of inappropriate or harmful substances by gullible individuals.  Without a doctor, the consumer gets caught up in advertising, and can take remedies in amounts that are dangerous to his or her health.

The only hope is to have government step in and regulate this uncontrolled industry.  We need to do this now before there are illnesses and deaths that result.  Non-prescription and natural remedies are an accident about to happen.  We can do something; but, we have to do it this year.

Under the legislation, the Food and Drug Administration would have to certify that non-prescription drugs are safe and that advertised benefits are substantiated.  Also, the legislation mandates that all new non-prescription drugs and supplements must go through a one-year review process.  Non-prescription drugs and supplements that already exist would go through a six-month review process.

Please restore sanity to the medical remedy marketplace.

TO:
Members, Senate External Matters Committee

FR:
American Association for Military Preparedness

RE:
Base Closings

There are military installations in each and every one of our states.  Some of these installations are full-fledged Army, Marine Corps, Naval or Air Force bases.  In addition, there are multiple National Guard armories that support our reserve military force.

Every military base has profound economic consequences for the communities and states within which they are located.  Military personnel help keep these economically alive by spending their military salaries.

Base closings may sound like a good idea.  However, every base closure means economic collapse for the community in which the base is located.  According to studies of past base closings, we are able to say with great certainty that each time you close a military base you not only eliminate the jobs of servicemen or servicewomen, but you also eliminate from three to five jobs that were related to that position.  In other words, each time you close a base, you eliminate up to six jobs for each person who was assigned to the base.  Civilian employees who worked at the base, as well as employees of local businesses that served the base, are out of work.

Now it might make sense for Congress to close these bases and face negative reactions from people in their districts if it were not for the fact that we can never be certain about military threats.  Proponents of base closings claim that the era of big military conflict is over.  How can they be so sure?  How can they be certain that a nation like China would never become an aggressor?

We need to always be ready for military struggle.  We were caught off guard during World War II and we learned from that experience.  We built a system of military bases that would protect us in the future.  Now the reformers are trying to reduce our military preparedness and wreck our communities in the process.

TO:
Members, Senate External Matters Committee

FR:
National Association for the American Family

RE:
Rights of Children Treaty

The National Association for the American Family (NAAF) strongly urges that the United States Senate not ratify the so-called Rights of Children Treaty (Bill 275).  This treaty is dangerous and will, if ratified, subvert the American family as well as other critical institutions in our society.  We believed that it was wrong for the former President to sign the treaty, and we believe it is wrong for the Senate to ratify it.

Our political system already has legal protections for children at the state level.  In cases of abuse or neglect, government has intervened and, in some cases, has even removed children from the home.  In our estimation, these protections are quite adequate.

The danger of the proposed treaty is that it gives children the right to bring charges and lawsuits against a responsible adult.  This would completely undermine the authority of a parent, classroom teacher and even a Sunday school teacher.  All that is necessary is for the child to “believe” that he or she has been “abused” as a result of “force” or “intimidation.”  On that basis, a child could bring charges, or even sue, if he or she were gently spanked or given a stern lecture.  These actions might be seen as abusive by the court system.

We need to do everything that we can to strengthen the authority of the family.  It does not make good sense to make parents afraid of disciplining their own children.  Similarly, we need to support our teachers no matter where they teach.  They should not be afraid to use reasonable disciplinary measures out of fear that they will be charged with a crime or be sued by an unruly student.  We do not need to ratify a treaty that would, in fact, make parents and teachers afraid to do their jobs.

This treaty also has the potential to undermine any adult who might need to exert authority over children.  The police officer, the doctor, the minister, the crossing guard are all potential victims of this unreasonable treaty.

If other countries have uncontrolled problems of child abuse, then, it is up to the leaders of those countries to remedy the situation.  It is not the responsibility of the United States to solve the problems of other societies, especially if those solutions create problems within our own society.

We at the National Association for the American Family urge that the Senate simply ignore Bill 275 so that it could never become law and become binding on our country.

TO:
Members, Senate Government Operations Committee

FR:
American Rifle Association

RE:
Tax on Ammunition

The rights of law-abiding gun owners are once again being attacked.   The liberal extremist gun haters are never content.  They are not happy with trying to restrict guns.  Now, they want to practically tax ammunition out of existence.

This country doesn’t need any more laws on guns or ammunition to eliminate violence.  America needs to concentrate on the true causes of violence.  By having schools focus more on character building and having private citizens teach each other about gun safety, the number of gun-related instances can be brought under control.

Let us never forget that the Constitution of this country was amended to preserve freedoms against an all-powerful national government.  Along with protecting speech and religion and other freedoms, our Founding Fathers believed that it was essential to protect the rights of citizens to own guns.

Just as the Constitution protects our right to own guns, it also protects our right to own ammunition for our guns.  If government can tax ammunition out of existence, it is violating the Second Amendment of our Constitution.  That is an attack against the American people.

The proposed legislation will only create a black market for ammunition.  Ammunition from foreign countries, like Cuba and Libya, will be smuggled into the United States and sold illegally.  This black-market ammunition will escape taxation and will become the ammunition of choice.  Rather than have less ammunition, this liberal legislation will result in more ammunition and then more calls for government control.

TO:
Members, Senate Government Operations Committee

FR:
Citizens for Tax Justice

RE:
Corporate Public Service

Our group, Citizens for Tax Justice (CTJ), opposes Bill 280 on Corporate Public Service.  This proposed legislation is a “scam” and should not ever be enacted.

Bill 280 would allow businesses to write off a sum in their taxes that is larger than the contributions that they made.  When individuals deduct charitable contributions, they can only write off the amount that they actually contributed.  It is patently unfair to allow businesses to get credit for more money than they actually contributed.

If passed, Bill 280 will most certainly result in more charitable contributions from the business community.  Obviously, businesses will contribute more in order to reap the huge tax advantage in the bill.  These contributions will have little or nothing to do with the recipients.  The recipients are only there because they help reduce the taxes on business.

If businesses really believed in helping their communities, they would not be looking for a handout from the federal government.   They would simply give the money, sacrifice profits and feel that they did their part.  It is hypocritical to say that businesses would be helping if the businesses reaped the biggest benefits from this legislation.  Isn’t it sufficient for businesses to make profits?  Why is it necessary to beef up the bottom line through so-called “contributions” to community groups?

Perhaps the biggest part of the Bill 280 “scam” is how the tax burden is shifted away from businesses and onto the shoulders of ordinary taxpayers.  If businesses are paying less tax because of their corporate public service activities, then, somebody has to be making up the difference.  And those who end up “picking up the tab” are hard working individual taxpayers who only get to write off the actual amount of their contributions.  They have to pay more so that business can pay less.

CTJ urges the Congress and the President to reject Bill 280.  If corporations want to do more in the way of charitable contributions, then, they should do so.  However, they should do so from the goodness of their hearts and not the needs of their bank accounts.

TO:
Members, Senate Internal Matters Committee

FR:
The American Automobile Insurance Institute 

RE:
Auto Insurance

The American Automobile Insurance Institute (AAII) strongly opposes Bill 276 on Automobile Insurance.  If passed, this legislation will create a huge monopoly and will harm the driving public.

Bill 276 would destroy competition in the automobile insurance industry and the innovations that competition has created.  Consumers will face an unsympathetic insurance fund manager who views profits as more important than people.

The only restraint on the fund manager would be a new National Insurance Commission that is made up of political appointees.  In fact, this arrangement invites the creation of an “unholy alliance” between the politicians and the proposed insurance monopoly.

The first big surprise for consumers in Bill 276 will be the “pay at the pump” scheme.  The one-dollar charge per gallon will drive up the cost of driving and have a negative impact on household budgets.  Ironically, those who drive the largest and safest vehicles will pay the highest insurance taxes because they use more fuel.

The next big surprise for drivers will be when the insurance fund manager tries to increase profits by having the gasoline tax raised to more than a dollar or by paying out fewer claims.  Either way, the consumer loses.

Those who will be hurt the very most by the proposed legislation are those drivers who are at higher risk of accidents.  These drivers will be dropped from insurance eligibility after a certain number of accidents and they will not be able to obtain insurance coverage elsewhere.  This will be most difficult for drivers that are very young (16-22) and very old (over 80).  Both of these groups are at the highest risk of having automobile accidents.  Indeed, it is possible that these groups will be forced to drive without insurance.

Bill 276 just doesn’t make sense.  The present system is based on individual responsibility, driving experience and varying risk levels.  Currently, individuals pay insurance premiums based on these factors rather than being thrown into a pool that treats every driver the same.  The current system gives an advantage to good drivers through lower rates.  Under the proposed system, good drivers are treated just the same as bad drivers.  And, of course, those who are most concerned about safety will actually pay more.

We hope that our decision makers have the good sense to reject Bill 276.  It is a bad idea and will create a monster.

TO:
Members, Senate Internal Matters Committee

FM:
Consumer Alliance

RE:
Regulation of Non-Prescription Drugs

Those of us at Consumer Alliance strongly support legislation that would regulate non-prescription drugs and natural supplements (Bill 222).  This legislation assures consumers that these over-the-counter remedies could achieve the desired benefits.

There has been an explosion in the number of non-prescription and natural medicines in recent years.  Part of this is the result of patents running out on prescription medications, and of a new popular interest in natural healing.

The public interest is not served when companies keep releasing new non-prescription and natural medicines along with outrageous and unsubstantiated claims or suggestions of curative power.  The public is entitled to truth in advertising, and an assurance that the medications have been tested and are of uniform quality.  This is particularly true with the so-called natural remedies that are churned out in big factories with no attention to quality control.

It is our fear that all this uncontrolled medication will result in the self-prescribing and mis-prescribing of inappropriate or harmful substances by gullible individuals.  Without a doctor, the consumer gets caught up in advertising, and can take remedies in amounts that are dangerous to his or her health.

The only hope is to have government step in and regulate this uncontrolled industry.  We need to do this now before there are illnesses and deaths that result.  Non-prescription and natural remedies are an accident about to happen.  We can do something; but we have to do it this year.

Under the legislation, the Food and Drug Administration would have to certify that non-prescription drugs are safe and that advertised benefits are substantiated.  Also, the legislation mandates that all new non-prescription drugs and supplements must go through a one-year review process.  Non-prescription drugs and supplements that already exist would go through a six-month review process.

Please restore sanity to the medical remedy marketplace.

Meeting

Senator Tracey and Secretary Bell of the Interior Department

(Simulation coordinator or a surrogate assumes the identity of Secretary Bell)

Secretary Bell welcomes the Senator and indicates that the Alligator Pie issue is an interesting problem.  Senator Tracey makes the case for the constituent. 

Secretary Bell says that Department is concerned about establishing a precedent that poaching is acceptable if the poacher has good intentions.  The Secretary indicates that the Department will drop the charges against Mr. Centropolis if Centropolis agrees to stop selling Alligator Pies from “road kill” in the park area.

 After more discussion with the Senator, the Secretary thinks that Centropolis can continue to sell Alligator Pie at a profit if the alligators are purchased from a private facility where they raise alligators or use alligators for alligator wrestling.  Secretary Bell indicates that the Department could let Centropolis continue selling alligators from the park for another two years, while the restaurant owner finds a new source of alligator meat.

TO:
Media

FR:
American Rifle Association

RE:
Tax on Ammunition

The rights of law-abiding gun owners are once again being attacked.   The liberal extremist gun haters are never content.  They are not happy with trying to restrict guns.  Now, they want to practically tax ammunition out of existence.

This country doesn’t need any more laws on guns or ammunition to eliminate violence.  America needs to concentrate on the true causes of violence.  By having schools focus more on character building and having private citizens teach each other about gun safety, the number of gun-related instances can be brought under control.

Let us never forget that the Constitution of this country was amended to preserve freedoms against an all-powerful national government.  Along with protecting speech and religion and other freedoms, our Founding Fathers believed that it was essential to protect the rights of citizens to own guns.

Just as the Constitution protects our right to own guns, it also protects our right to own ammunition for our guns.  If government can tax ammunition out of existence, it is violating the Second Amendment of our Constitution.  That is an attack against the American people.

The proposed legislation will only create a black market for ammunition.  Ammunition from foreign countries, like Cuba and Libya, will be smuggled into the United States and sold illegally.  This black-market ammunition will escape taxation and will become the ammunition of choice.  Rather than have less ammunition, this liberal legislation will result in more ammunition and then more calls for government control.

TO:
The Media

FR:
The American Automobile Insurance Institute 

RE:
Auto Insurance

The American Automobile Insurance Institute (AAII) strongly opposes Bill 276 on Automobile Insurance.  If passed, this legislation will create a huge monopoly and will harm the driving public.

Bill 276 would destroy competition in the automobile insurance industry and the innovations that competition has created.  Consumers will face an unsympathetic insurance fund manager who views profits as more important than people.

The only restraint on the fund manager would be a new National Insurance Commission that is made up of political appointees.  In fact, this arrangement invites the creation of an “unholy alliance” between the politicians and the proposed insurance monopoly.

The first big surprise for consumers in Bill 276 will be the “pay at the pump” scheme.  The one-dollar charge per gallon will drive up the cost of driving and have a negative impact on household budgets.  Ironically, those who drive the largest and safest vehicles will pay the highest insurance taxes because they use more fuel.

The next big surprise for drivers will be when the insurance fund manager tries to increase profits by having the gasoline tax raised to more than a dollar or by paying out fewer claims.  Either way, the consumer loses.

Those who will be hurt the very most by the proposed legislation are those drivers who are at higher risk of accidents.  These drivers will be dropped from insurance eligibility after a certain number of accidents and they will not be able to obtain insurance coverage elsewhere.  This will be most difficult for drivers that are very young (16-22) and very old (over 80).  Both of these groups are at the highest risk of having automobile accidents.  Indeed, it is possible that these groups will be forced to drive without insurance.

Bill 276 just doesn’t make sense.  The present system is based on individual responsibility, driving experience and varying risk levels.  Currently, individuals pay insurance premiums based on these factors rather than being thrown into a pool that treats every driver the same.  The current system gives an advantage to good drivers through lower rates.  Under the proposed system, good drivers are treated just the same as bad drivers.  And, of course, those who are most concerned about safety will actually pay more.

We hope that our decision makers have the good sense to reject Bill 276.  It is a bad idea and will create a monster.

TO:
Media

FR:
American Association for Military Preparedness

RE:
Base Closings

There are military installations in each and every one of our states.  Some of these installations are full-fledged Army, Marine Corps, Naval or Air Force bases.  In addition, there are multiple National Guard armories that support our reserve military force.

Every military base has profound economic consequences for the communities and states within which they are located.  Military personnel help keep these economically alive by spending their military salaries.

Base closings may sound like a good idea.  However, every base closure means economic collapse for the community in which the base is located.  According to studies of past base closings, we are able to say with great certainty that each time you close a military base you not only eliminate the jobs of servicemen or servicewomen, but, you also eliminate from three to five jobs that were related to that position.  In other words, each time you close a base, you eliminate up to six jobs for each person who was assigned to the base.  Civilian employees who worked at the base, as well as employees of local businesses that served the base, are out of work.

Now it might make sense for Congress to close these bases and face negative reactions from people in their districts if it were not for the fact that we can never be certain about military threats.  Proponents of base closings claim that the era of big military conflict is over.  How can they be so sure?  How can they be certain that a nation like China would never become an aggressor?

We need to always be ready for military struggle.  We were caught off guard during World War II and we learned from that experience.  We built a system of military bases that would protect us in the future.  Now the reformers are trying to reduce our military preparedness and wreck our communities in the process.

TO:
The Media

FR:
Citizens for Tax Justice

RE:
Corporate Public Service

Our group, Citizens for Tax Justice (CTJ), opposes Bill 280 on Corporate Public Service.  This proposed legislation is a “scam” and should not ever be enacted.

Bill 280 would allow businesses to write off a sum in their taxes that is larger than the contributions that they made.  When individuals deduct charitable contributions, they can only write off the amount that they actually contributed.  It is patently unfair to allow businesses to get credit for more money than they actually contributed.

If passed, Bill 280 will most certainly result in more charitable contributions from the business community.  Obviously, businesses will contribute more in order to reap the huge tax advantage in the bill.  These contributions will have little or nothing to do with the recipients.  The recipients are only there because they help reduce the taxes on business.

If businesses really believed in helping their communities, they would not be looking for a handout from the federal government.   They would simply give the money, sacrifice profits and feel that they did their part.  It is hypocritical to say that businesses would be helping if the businesses reaped the biggest benefits from this legislation.  Isn’t it sufficient for businesses to make profits?  Why is it necessary to beef up the bottom line through so-called “contributions” to community groups?

Perhaps the biggest part of the Bill 280 “scam” is how the tax burden is shifted away from businesses and onto the shoulders of ordinary taxpayers.  If businesses are paying less tax because of their corporate public service activities, then, somebody has to be making up the difference.  And those who end up “picking up the tab” are hard working individual taxpayers who only get to write off the actual amount of their contributions.  They have to pay more so that business can pay less.

CTJ urges the Congress and the President to reject Bill 280.  If corporations want to do more in the way of charitable contributions, then, they should do so.  However, they should do so from the goodness of their hearts and not the needs of their bank accounts.

TO:
President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Gas Station Violence in Seattle

A gas station in a Seattle area suburb was vandalized yesterday.  Three men cut off the rubber hoses that are used to fill up cars with gasoline.  The vandals left a note saying “Stop pollution, not commercial fishing.”

TO:
Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Gas Station Violence in Seattle

A gas station in a Seattle area suburb was vandalized yesterday.  Three men cut off the rubber hoses that are used to fill up cars with gasoline.  The vandals left a note saying “Stop pollution, not commercial fishing.”

TO:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Frenzy

Confectionary manufacturers are now selling look-alike candies that resemble Frenzy tablets.  These are available in supermarkets as well as convenience stores, and are aimed at elementary school children.  Advocates for children condemn the manufacturers and the stores.  They are concerned that this is making children more susceptible to Frenzy by the time they get to middle school.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Frenzy

Confectionary manufacturers are now selling look-alike candies that resemble Frenzy tablets.  These are available in supermarkets as well as convenience stores, and are aimed at elementary school children.  Advocates for children condemn the manufacturers and the stores.  They are concerned that this is making children more susceptible to Frenzy by the time they get to middle school.

TO:
Representative Ferguson

FM:
Sean Halstead, Senate Intern

RE:
Senator Dixon and illegal fundraising

I am one of your constituents from North Dakota, and I am now serving as an intern in Senator Dixon’s Office.  I know that you and Senator Dixon are from different political parties, and I am really an Independent and have no attachment to either party.  However, I think that I have found a problem of illegal campaign fundraising in Senator Dixon’s office and I want to ask for your help.

While I accompanied Senator Dixon back to Tennessee for a meeting with constituents, the Senator asked that I work with Sandra Livermore, one of the Senator’s assistants.  Ms. Livermore took me to the Senator’s constituent office in Nashville and gave me a list of past contributors to the Dixon campaign, and she asked that I call these contributors with the following message:

“Hello, I am Sean Halstead, and I am with the Committee to Reelect Senator Dixon.  Senator Dixon has worked hard to represent the people of Tennessee during the past, and the Senator hopes to keep serving the public interest in the future.  

Senator Dixon anticipates that the Republicans are going to wage a negative media campaign and try to take the office away from the Democrats in the next election.  The Republicans plan on running Omar Albright, a retired Army general, while accusing Dixon of trying to weaken our military strength.  They plan on characterizing Senator Dixon’s past efforts to reduce military waste as voting against a strong military.  It promises to be a vicious campaign and we need your help.  Can we send you a pledge card so that you can indicate your support for Senator Dixon in the coming campaign?”

I made those calls and then I got thinking.  I believe that it was wrong for Senator Dixon’s staff to raise money from an office that is paid for by the U.S. taxpayers, and then use an intern (also paid for by taxpayers), to raise money for the Dixon Reelection Campaign.

Since I work for Dixon, I am afraid to bring this issue up with the Senator.  I don’t want to be dismissed.  I need to get you involved so that this will stop.

I think it would be wrong to go to the press right now on this.  Technically, Senator Dixon did not ask me to make the phone calls.  It is possible that Ms. Livermore initiated the illegal fundraising without the Senator’s knowledge.

Perhaps, you can meet with Senator Dixon today and discuss this.  In this way, Dixon will have to face up to the problem.  If the Senator is not at fault, then Sandra Livermore, the assistant, should probably be dismissed.

TO:
The President

FR:
Director, The Central Intelligence Agency

RE:
Eritrea

A series of high magnification satellite photographs over the last few days show that contents from the three trucks have been removed, carried over land during the night and hidden during the daylight hours.  Photos showed trails in the sand that had been used numerous times.

The transported cargo was taken to a small village about 25 miles to the west, and then another 40 miles to the southeast.  At this point, the cargo is about 25 miles to the south of the factory at Keren.  The cargo has been loaded on the backs of camels, and the caravan is making its way north to the factory at Keren.  We anticipate that the caravan will arrive at the factory in about half a day. 

Our surveillance photographs confirm that the cargo is made up of metal contains that contain chemical and biological materials.  The fact that they are metal containers and not simply wooden crates means the contents are in a liquid or powder form.  One of our undercover agents observed the caravan and confirmed that the camels are carrying metal containers and that the caravan is guarded by armed military.

Once at the factory, these materials will be mixed into lethal substances and placed in small containers.  These containers can be transported easily to the United States or Europe and used as weapons of mass destruction.

I have met with the Joints Chiefs of Staff and the Secretary of State and other high officials in the State Department.  Both the military and the State Department believe that there is a real threat at this point.  They recommend that there be two simultaneous air strikes.  One strike should target the caravan that contains the raw materials (that are not yet weaponized) and the other strike should target the biological weapons factory in Keren.  Unless we hear from you to the contrary, we will proceed with the raids. 

We will inform you about the results of the air strikes as soon as we have information.

TO:
Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Hip Hop Movie

The new movie The Hip Hops has become an overnight success.  It is particularly popular with young children, even in middle class suburbs.  The kids see the movie over and over again and like to call themselves by the characters’ names.  The “Out-on-Bail” and “Doper” characters are the most popular with the younger set.

TO:
The President

FR:
Federal Bureau of Investigation

RE:
Home Invasion of Comings Family

Peter Comings spoke over the phone with police officials.  He begged the police not to storm the house, and he said that his captors were intending to be specific about their demands in a press conference next week.

The apparent leader of the group, a man named Frank, then took the phone.  He announced that Tracey, the youngest Comings child, had developed an ear infection.  He said that he was going to release Tracey.  Frank asked that one of the police officers come to the front door of the Comings house and get Tracey Comings.  He also asked that the police officer bring some bags of fresh fruits and vegetables to replenish the supply in the refrigerator.  Frank pointed out that Mr. Comings would always eat first, so that there was no sense in putting any foreign substance in the fruits and vegetables.

Little Tracey was released without incident.  Tracey said that her captors were “nice people” and that “they were only interested in my Daddy.”  Tracey’s ear infection was treated and she is now with neighbors.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Home Invasion of Comings Family

Peter Comings spoke over the phone with police officials.  He begged the police not to storm the house, and he said that his captors were intending to be specific about their demands in a press conference next week.

The apparent leader of the group, a man named Frank, then took the phone.  He announced that Tracey, the youngest Comings child, had developed an ear infection.  He said that he was going to release Tracey.  Frank asked that one of the police officers come to the front door of the Comings house and get Tracey Comings.  He also asked that the police officer bring some bags of fresh fruits and vegetables to replenish the supply in the refrigerator.  Frank pointed out that Mr. Comings would always eat first, so that there was no sense in putting any foreign substance in the fruits and vegetables.

Little Tracey was released without incident.  Tracey said that her captors were “nice people” and that “they were only interested in my Daddy.”  Tracey’s ear infection was treated and she is now with neighbors.

TO:
The President

FR:
State Department

RE:
Cuba

The Cuban government has ordered that all mental patients be removed from hospitals because of food shortages.  They have been placed on nearly 100 boats, and told to leave the island.  They are going north and are expected to land in Florida tomorrow morning.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Cuba

The Cuban government has ordered that all mental patients be removed from hospitals because of food shortages.  They have been placed on nearly 100 boats, and told to leave the island.  They are going north and are expected to land in Florida tomorrow morning.

TO:
The President

FR:
Attorney General’s Office

RE:
Supreme Court Vacancy

You will need to nominate someone to fill Justice Marrow’s position on the Supreme Court when the Justice retires at the end of the Supreme Court’s current term.  The Attorney General’s Office has identified three candidates who seem best qualified, and one of these names should be sent to the Senate for confirmation. Each of these names has been approved by the American Judicial Conference, the professional association for lawyers.

Senator Ogura would certainly have been at the top of the list.  However, the untimely automobile accident has made it impossible for Ogura to even think about an appointment to the Supreme Court.

Potential nominees are as follows:

Bruce Valparaiso graduated from UCLA law school in the 1970s and began a practice representing high profile clients.  Valparaiso has received considerable attention by representing clients in organized crime and in cases of individuals who were charged with tax fraud.  Valparaiso is known for having a brilliant mind; but he does tend to be somewhat arrogant and have feelings of self-importance.

Edward Billingsley graduated from the University of Wisconsin law school in the late 1970s.  Billingsley is highly respected, and has won several cases before the Supreme Court, representing both liberal and conservative causes.  Billingsley currently teaches at the Harvard Law School and has just published a book on technology and the law.  Professor Billingsley is a homosexual and notes that his sexual orientation has no impact on his legal thinking.  Billingsley has maintained a stable relationship with one sexual partner for the last 20 years.

Edgar Dudley graduated from the University of Florida Law School in 1955.  Although he was near the bottom of his graduating class, Dudley practiced law and eventually became a prosecuting attorney.  In time, Dudley was elected to a judgeship in Florida and was eventually nominated and confirmed as a federal District Court judge.  Although Dudley has never missed a day’s work on the bench, he holds a record for the most cases overturned by the U.S. Supreme Court in modern times.  He is a good and decent man.

The President should nominate one of these individuals after meeting with the candidates in the near future.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Supreme Court Vacancy

The Attorney General’s Office has identified three candidates who seem best qualified to replace retiring Justice Marrow.   Each of these names has been approved by the American Judicial Conference, the professional association for lawyers.   Potential nominees are as follows:

Bruce Valparaiso graduated from UCLA law school in the 1970s and began a practice representing high profile clients.  Valparaiso has received considerable attention by representing clients in organized crime and in cases of individuals who were charged with tax fraud.  Valparaiso is known for having a brilliant mind; but is thought by some to be rather arrogant and have feelings of self-importance.

Edward Billingsley graduated from the University of Wisconsin law school in the late 1970s.  Billingsley is highly respected, and has won several cases before the Supreme Court, representing both liberal and conservative causes.  Billingsley currently teaches at the Harvard Law School and has just published a book on technology and the law.  Professor Billingsley is a homosexual and notes that his sexual orientation has no impact on his legal thinking.  Billingsley has maintained a stable relationship with one sexual partner for the last 20 years.

Edgar Dudley graduated from the University of Florida Law School in 1955.  Although he was near the bottom of his graduating class, Dudley practiced law and eventually became a prosecuting attorney.  In time, Dudley was elected to a judgeship in Florida and was eventually nominated and confirmed as a federal District Court judge.  Although Dudley has never missed a day’s work on the bench, he holds a record for the most cases overturned by the U.S. Supreme Court in modern times.  He has a reputation as a good and decent man.

The President will be meeting the three individuals and then nominating one of them for the position.  The President’s nomination will go to the Senate for confirmation.  The nominee must win the approval of a majority of the Government Operations Committee and then a majority of the Senate.

TO:
Senator Ogura

FR:
Dr. Alice Chalmers

RE:
Your Daughter’s Condition

Your daughter, Kuniko, has stabilized.  Fortunately, all her vital signs are normal.  However, she is still in a coma.  I will keep you posted.

TO:
The President

FR:
Joint Chiefs of Staff and Central Intelligence Agency

RE:
Eritrea

We are pleased to announce that both raids were successful.  The Eritrean government no longer has the capacity to currently manufacture or deploy weapons of mass destruction.

We will keep you posted should there be any additional information.

You, or a member of the administration, may wish to announce the raids, and explain why they were undertaken.  You can certainly make the case that you gave the Eritreans every opportunity before you took military action.

TO:
The President

FR:
The State Department

RE:
Mexican Elections

President Rafael Alvarez was defeated soundly in the Mexican Presidential Elections.  Miguel Mendez, who ran on a reform platform, and against U.S. domination, will assume office next month.

It is in the best interest of the United States to persuade Mendez to moderate his position.  Perhaps offers of U.S. assistance in economic development may allow him to become more comfortable with the United States.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Mexican Election

President Rafael Alvarez was defeated soundly in the Mexican Presidential Elections.  Miguel Mendez, who ran on a reform platform, and against U.S. domination, will assume office next month.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Celebrity Napkin Art

The Celebrity Napkin Art exhibit at the Chicago Institute for the Creative Arts has been a huge success.  Record crowds have gathered each day to see the show, and fans are leaving their own soiled dinner napkins on the steps of the museum as a tribute to Bob Young, the artist.

Young has also been receiving wide coverage by the media in Chicago.  He has been giving interviews and is promoting his autobiography, Celebrity Napkin Art: The Bob Young Story.  Young has also been actively involved in charity events in the Chicago.  In fact, he served as the honorary chairman of the Meals on Wheels annual fundraiser, and donated one of his own napkins that he soiled during lunch as one of the auction items.  The winning bid for the Bob Young napkin was $125,000 and was paid by Lionel Cerebellum, a local public relations executive.  All of those funds were donated to the Meals on Wheels account.

Mr. Young refuses to comment about a lawsuit that has been filed by pop star Madonna for financial damages.  Young also refuses to discuss complaints from restaurants around the country that patrons are walking off with napkins from the tables of local celebrities.

TO:
The President

FR:
Secretary of Defense

RE:
Accidental Death in Nigeria

One of the American Peacekeepers in the western oil region of the Niger Delta died yesterday as the result of a jeep accident.  Corporal Wayne Mathias died as a result of injuries that occurred when his jeep went off the road near the Forcados oil terminal.  Two other individuals (Lieutenant Ed Bolinsky and Private Earl Westerlee) also received minor injuries as a result of the jeep accident.

The family of Corporal Mathias has been notified and the families of injured parties have also been informed.  This unfortunate accident and the resulting fatality and injuries are the only losses that any of the peacekeeping nations have experienced as a result of the Nigerian mission.

The accident that caused the death and injuries was the result of driver error.  Corporal Mathias, the driver, was unfamiliar with driving in that terrain. He veered to the edge of the road that had been weakened by erosion.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Accidental Death in Nigeria

One of the American Peacekeepers in the western oil region of the Niger Delta died yesterday as the result of a jeep accident.  Corporal Wayne Mathias died as a result of injuries that occurred when his jeep went off the road near the Forcados oil terminal.  Two other individuals (Lieutenant Ed Bolinsky and Private Earl Westerlee) also received minor injuries as a result of the jeep accident.

The family of Corporal Mathias has been notified and the families of injured parties have also been informed.  This unfortunate accident and the resulting fatality and injuries are the only losses that any of the peacekeeping nations have experienced as a result of the Nigerian mission.

The accident that caused the death and injuries was the result of driver error.  Corporal Mathias, the driver, was unfamiliar with driving in that terrain. He veered to the edge of the road that had been weakened by erosion.

TO:
Media

FM:
Consumer Alliance

RE:
Regulation of Non-Prescription Drugs

Those of us at Consumer Alliance strongly support legislation that would regulate non-prescription drugs and natural supplements (Bill 222).  This legislation assures consumers that these over-the-counter remedies could achieve the desired benefits.

There has been an explosion in the number of non-prescription and natural medicines in recent years.  Part of this is the result of patents running out on prescription medications, and of a new popular interest in natural healing.

The public interest is not served when companies keep releasing new non-prescription and natural medicines along with outrageous and unsubstantiated claims or suggestions of curative power.  The public is entitled to truth in advertising, and an assurance that the medications have been tested and are of uniform quality.  This is particularly true with the so-called natural remedies that are churned out in big factories with no attention to quality control.

It is our fear that all this uncontrolled medication will result in the self-prescribing and mis-prescribing of inappropriate or harmful substances by gullible individuals.  Without a doctor, the consumer gets caught up in advertising, and can take remedies in amounts that are dangerous to his or her health.

The only hope is to have government step in and regulate this uncontrolled industry.  We need to do this now before there are illnesses and deaths that result.  Non-prescription and natural remedies are an accident about to happen.  We can do something; but, we have to do it this year.

Under the legislation, the Food and Drug Administration would have to certify that non-prescription drugs are safe and that advertised benefits are substantiated.  Also, the legislation mandates that all new non-prescription drugs and supplements must go through a one-year review process.  Non-prescription drugs and supplements that already exist would go through a six-month review process.

Please restore sanity to the medical remedy marketplace.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Francois DeMonde

A French citizen, Francois DeMonde, was arrested two days ago for spying on a French electronics firm, Telemonique Francais, and giving the secrets to American companies.  The French claim that DeMonde was an agent of America’s Central Intelligence agency.

DeMonde denies any affiliation with the CIA.

TO:
The Media

FR:
National Endowment for the Humanities

RE:
Marlene Bennett, Poet Laureate

Overflow crowds have greeted Ms. Marlene Bennett in Japan and China as she has read poems from her latest book, Human Time, Human Space.  The volume describes humanity’s struggle to break down the barriers that separate one person from another.

Upon completion of her world tour, Ms. Bennett will return to the United States, and she has been invited to make an appearance before a Joint Session of Congress.

Ms. Bennett has been commissioned to write a new poem that she will read before the Congress.  She has titled this poem, America! America! What You Mean to Me, and she describes it as a “cleansing experience in the post-modern world.”

TO:
The Media

FR:
National Association for the American Family

RE:
Rights of Children Treaty

The National Association for the American Family (NAAF) strongly urges that the United States Senate not ratify the so-called Rights of Children Treaty (Bill 275).  This treaty is dangerous and will, if ratified, subvert the American family as well as other critical institutions in our society.  We believed that it was wrong for the former President to sign the treaty, and we believe it is wrong for the Senate to ratify it.

Our political system already has legal protections for children at the state level.  In cases of abuse or neglect, government has intervened and, in some cases, has even removed children from the home.  In our estimation, these protections are quite adequate.

The danger of the proposed treaty is that it gives children the right to bring charges and lawsuits against a responsible adult.  This would completely undermine the authority of a parent, classroom teacher and even a Sunday school teacher.  All that is necessary is for the child to “believe” that he or she has been “abused” as a result of “force” or “intimidation.”  On that basis, a child could bring charges, or even sue, if he or she were gently spanked or given a stern lecture.  These actions might be seen as abusive by the court system.

We need to do everything that we can to strengthen the authority of the family.  It does not make good sense to make parents afraid of disciplining their own children.  Similarly, we need to support our teachers no matter where they teach.  They should not be afraid to use reasonable disciplinary measures out of fear that they will be charged with a crime or be sued by an unruly student.  We do not need to ratify a treaty that would, in fact, make parents and teachers afraid to do their jobs.

This treaty also has the potential to undermine any adult who might need to exert authority over children.  The police officer, the doctor, the minister, the crossing guard are all potential victims of this unreasonable treaty.

If other countries have uncontrolled problems of child abuse, then, it is up to the leaders of those countries to remedy the situation.  It is not the responsibility of the United States to solve the problems of other societies, especially if those solutions create problems within our own society.

We at the National Association for the American Family urge that the Senate simply ignore Bill 275 so that it could never become law and become binding on our country.

Interview of Senator Litz

(Simulation coordinator or surrogates assume the identities of foreign journalists)

The simulation coordinator or a surrogate assumes the role of foreign journalists who are interviewing a variety of American politicians.  The interviewers ask the following questions: (1) what is it like to be a U.S. Senator, (2) what are the biggest challenges facing America, and (3) when should American soldiers be sent into battle?

The interviewers thank the Senator.  Senator Litz goes back to the Senate.

