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 American Business Association on a minimum wage 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, distribute information on an ambassadorial vacancy to the Administration.  Then give the Administration and media memos on auto leasing, a biological weapons threat, pollution/birth defects, possible ethnic cleansing in Brazil, inflation related to Chinese consumerism and the bombing of a black church.

After that, give Representative Ferguson a memo to get an e-business center built in the Representative’s district.  Then give the media memos on legislative proposals about family leave and gender testing.

Then distribute correspondence to the Administration and media about an initiation scandal at the Naval academy.  After that, give the media memos about legislative proposals on interest income, the military draft and minimum wage.

Now, give Representative Zepp a memo with a proposal to build a nutritional counseling center in West Virginia.  After that, give the media a memo about a legislative proposal on robotic soldiers.  Then give Representative Yarmolinski a memo to help a constituent with a disability claim.

Near the end of the session, a representative of the Administration has a disappointing meeting with the Ambassador from Brazil over the problem of ethnic cleansing.

TO:
The President

FM:
The Department of Agriculture

RE:
Agricultural Budget

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

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

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

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

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

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

TO:
The President

FR:
Corporate Agriculture Council

RE:
Agricultural Budget

The Corporate Agriculture Council disagrees with the Department of Agriculture proposal to provide special subsidies to family farms.   We believe that this proposal is unsound and harmful to the American consumer.

Large corporate agriculture firms are run as efficient and effective businesses which provide low-cost agricultural goods to consumers at fair profits for the corporate farm.  We are able to accomplish this because our scale of operation keeps costs under control.

The proposed subsidy for family farms rewards these farms for being inefficient.  It pays them not to grow products and perpetuates family farms that are failing in the marketplace.  It gives hope to these small businesses and prolongs the day that they fail.

The proposal clearly discriminates against corporate agricultural firms.  Our tax dollars would be used to help subsidize those farms that qualified for the government payments.  In effect, we would not be eligible for the very program which we were paying for.  This is gross discrimination.

These family farms would be better off if they simply operated within the market economy.  They could survive if they merged with other family farms and formed a larger and more efficient corporation.  Other options are also available.  Farmland can be sold to existing corporate farms, or the land can be sold to real estate developers for residential uses.  In any of these scenarios, the family farmer would be better off.  Their cash flows would improve dramatically and they would be able to function in the modern economy.

The family farm is a quaint part of American history.  These farms are museum pieces that tell us about our nation’s history.  In fact, some of these museum piece farms should be preserved for educational purposes.  However, most of these farms should be sold off.

The taxpayers of America should not have to keep inefficient enterprises in business at the expense of firms that are producing low-cost goods for Americans.  The subsidy proposal should be defeated.

TO:
The President

FR:
Coalition for America’s Future

RE:
National Deficit

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

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

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

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

TO:
The President

FR:
The American Chamber for Economic Prosperity

RE:
The Federal Deficit

It is time for some clear-headed thinking about the federal deficit.

The doomsayers claim that the federal deficit must be cut so that we can avoid shifting an economic burden to our children and grandchildren.  These are noble goals.  However, they are not based on sound economic thinking.

The worst-case scenario of the doomsayers would only happen if our economy failed to grow or actually got smaller.  Either of those possibilities is quite remote and should not be a guide to public policy, especially as it affects the national budget.

The reality is that the American economy is a strong economy, which continues to grow over the long-term.  The total debt as a percentage of the gross domestic product gets smaller as the economy grows.  To use an analogy, imagine that our debt can be represented as a thin piece of a moderate size pie.  If the pie expands in size, then, that piece allocated to the debt actually gets smaller relative to the total size of the economic pie.

The best way to manage the debt is to promote economic growth.  If we allow business to expand and become more profitable, keep the tax burden low, keep government small and resist inflation, then, the economy will expand and the debt will shrink in importance.

It will not help to wring our hands and worry about the debt.  If we are really worried about our children’s economic future, we should use the government budget as a way of promoting economic growth.

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:
Conference For Economic Growth

RE:
Family Leave

Those of us at the Conference for Economic Growth (CEG) wish to express our deepest concerns about Bill 111 on Family Leave.  We believe that this bill is more aptly titled “The Business Destruction Act” and it should be defeated.

Those who propose this Family Leave bill may have good intentions.  However, this expansion of the family leave idea creates stipulations that make it nearly impossible for businesses.  The bill will certainly increase the cost of doing business and these costs will ultimately be passed on to consumers.  The bill will result in both a decline in productivity as well as rising prices.  The bottom line is that this proposed legislation will have the impact of reducing the standard of living for all Americans.

Under the proposed legislation, employees would have the right to take an unpaid leave for child rearing or family illness equal to 365 days over a five-year period.  Given that the normal work year contains only 260 days (five work days multiplied by 52 weeks), the 365 days of leave really approaches a year-and-a-half of missed working days.

After using this leave, the employees would have the right to return to their positions or similar positions.  This makes it very difficult for the organization to plan.  Replacement employees would need to be trained and then let go every time the “permanent” employees returned.

Perhaps one of the most sinister aspects of the proposed legislation is how it is silent on the issue of benefits.  It is true that employees would not be paid wages or salaries during their periods of absence.  However, expensive benefits would most likely continue and the employer would be paying such costs.  This would be giving the non-working employee free health insurance and other benefits for nearly a year-and-a-half.  This would be on top of any benefit cost for the replacement employees.

If the government is truly interested in making Family Leave work for businesses, then, the government should be willing to allow employers to deduct all family leave expenses plus a percentage of those expenses (such as 20%) from a company’s Corporate Income taxes.  In addition, the business can’t be expected to keep an employee over a five-year period if that employee is gone for nearly a year-and-half.  If government is really interested in helping someone care for their family or raise their children, then government should pay the retraining expenses of employees who must leave their jobs.  As it stands, the government wants to support families, but expects the business community to carry out this half-baked idea.  We urge that Bill 111 be defeated.

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

FR:
National Alliance for Financial Responsibility

RE:
National Sales Tax

The National Alliance for Financial Responsibility (NAFR) urges the President and Congress to adopt Bill 109, legislation that creates a national sales tax to remove the national debt.

The accumulated national debt is an embarrassment for our political system.  It represents excessive spending in the past and current budgets, and shifts that burden to future generations.  It is a pyramid scheme in which the winners are long since deceased or will soon meet their maker.  And, the losers are today’s children and their children.  The future workers of America will have to pay higher taxes for the financial irresponsibility of past generations because of this uncontrolled debt.

One approach to solving this problem is to make sure that the current national budget is used as a tool for reform.  The existing budget can be balanced so that further debt is not accumulated.  An even better approach with the current budget is to cut expenditures, create a surplus and then use that surplus to start paying down the debt.

The problem with using the current budget is that it can, at best, result in marginal improvements.  So many expenditure items and categories are “sacred cows.”  Also, there is a reluctance to raise current tax rates and revenues out of fear that the “new money” will be eaten up by increased expenditures.

The only real hope is to bring in a new source of revenue and use that source of revenue exclusively for national government debt reduction.  In that way, the new funds will not be squandered for additional federal programs.

If passed, Bill 109 will raise nearly 170 billion dollars per year based on the 3% rate applied to all goods and services sold within the United States.  These funds can then be used for debt reduction.  It will lower the total amount of debt owed by the national government.  It will also directly reduce annual payments that must be made for interest on the debt.

The best feature of Bill 109, in addition to its debt reduction potential, is the fact that this sales tax would be removed after the debt was eliminated.  This tax would not continue into the future.  It would only be in effect until the national debt was paid off.  NAFR appreciates this approach.

Bill 109 is a creative and necessary piece of legislation.  Please support it.  The well being of future generations depends on your willingness to make tough decisions today.

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 Veterans Organization

RE:
Military Draft

The American Veterans Organization (AVO) wholeheartedly supports efforts to bring back the military draft.  It is an approach that has served our country well in the past and it should be reinstated for the benefit of our precious nation.

The decision in past decades to move to an all-volunteer army was made to appease upper class kids so that they would not have to do the “dirty work” of protecting our democracy.  By moving to the all-volunteer army we have introduced a class system into military service.  Today, the bulk of those in the Army are recruited from the lower and lower middle class.  Yes, the Army has provided these volunteers with opportunities to improve their lot.  However, the same all-volunteer Army has allowed the rich kids to pursue higher education and obtain big salaries.  Meanwhile, the poor are stuck with the job of protecting the wealthy from foreign threats.

By removing the draft, we have set up a “disconnect” between those who make military decisions and those who have to carry out those decisions.  Currently, a generation of civilian politicians that lacks real military experience is quite willing to risk the lives of American soldiers by sending them into dangerous situations.  They can do this because our soldiers are “hired hands” and are expendable.  Would these same civilian politicians do this if their own sons and daughters were the ones who would be placed in harm’s way?  We don’t think so.

The decision to remove the draft reflected an attitude that American citizens no longer have an obligation to serve their country.  Instead, we moved to a perverse way of thinking in which the affluent look out for their own interests, and the protection of our society is left to those at the bottom.

Many of us in the American Veterans Organization were drafted into service to our country.  Those draftees answered their country’s call, and some of them even made the ultimate sacrifice in order to protect everyone’s freedom.  All of those who were drafted into military service were proud to serve their country.  They understood that military service is not just a calling.  Rather, it is a duty, and they were proud to fulfill their duty and build a secure country for the next generation.  It is all about that old-fashioned idea of patriotism.

It is time that this country rediscovers the concept of sacrifice, and that all young adults should be willing to do their part.  It is time to bring back the draft.  We urge you to support Bill 140.  We urge you to be patriotic and do the right thing.

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:
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: 
Members, House External Matters Committee

FR:
American Veterans Organization

RE:
Military Draft

The American Veterans Organization (AVO) wholeheartedly supports efforts to bring back the military draft.  It is an approach that has served our country well in the past and it should be reinstated for the benefit of our precious nation.

The decision in past decades to move to an all-volunteer army was made to appease upper class kids so that they would not have to do the “dirty work” of protecting our democracy.  By moving to the all-volunteer army we have introduced a class system into military service.  Today, the bulk of those in the Army are recruited from the lower and lower middle class.  Yes, the Army has provided these volunteers with opportunities to improve their lot.  However, the same all-volunteer Army has allowed the rich kids to pursue higher education and obtain big salaries.  Meanwhile, the poor are stuck with the job of protecting the wealthy from foreign threats.

By removing the draft, we have set up a “disconnect” between those who make military decisions and those who have to carry out those decisions.  Currently, a generation of civilian politicians that lacks real military experience is quite willing to risk the lives of American soldiers by sending them into dangerous situations.  They can do this because our soldiers are “hired hands” and are expendable.  Would these same civilian politicians do this if their own sons and daughters were the ones who would be placed in harm’s way?  We don’t think so.

The decision to remove the draft reflected an attitude that American citizens no longer have an obligation to serve their country.  Instead, we moved to a perverse way of thinking in which the affluent look out for their own interests and the protection of our society is left to those at the bottom.

Many of us in the American Veterans Organization were drafted into service to our country.  Those draftees answered their country’s call, and some of them even made the ultimate sacrifice in order to protect everyone’s freedom.  All of those who were drafted into military service were proud to serve their country.  They understood that military service is not just a calling.  Rather, it is a duty, and they were proud to fulfill their duty and build a secure country for the next generation.  It is all about that old-fashioned idea of patriotism.

It is time that this country rediscovers the concept of sacrifice, and that all young adults should be willing to do their part.  It is time to bring back the draft.  We urge you to support Bill 140.  We urge you to be patriotic and do the right thing.

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, 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

FR:
National Alliance for Financial Responsibility

RE:
National Sales Tax

The National Alliance for Financial Responsibility (NAFR) urges the President and Congress to adopt Bill 109, legislation that creates a national sales tax to remove the national debt.

The accumulated national debt is an embarrassment for our political system.  It represents excessive spending in the past and current budgets, and shifts that burden to future generations.  It is a pyramid scheme in which the winners are long since deceased or will soon meet their maker.  And, the losers are today’s children and their children.  The future workers of America will have to pay higher taxes for the financial irresponsibility of past generations because of this uncontrolled debt.

One approach to solving this problem is to make sure that the current national budget is used as a tool for reform.  The existing budget can be balanced so that further debt is not accumulated.  An even better approach with the current budget is to cut expenditures, create a surplus and then use that surplus to start paying down the debt.

The problem with using the current budget is that it can, at best, result in marginal improvements.  So many expenditure items and categories are “sacred cows.”  Also, there is a reluctance to raise current tax rates and revenues out of fear that the “new money” will be eaten up by increased expenditures.

The only real hope is to bring in a new source of revenue and use that source of revenue exclusively for national government debt reduction.  In that way, the new funds will not be squandered for additional federal programs.

If passed, Bill 109 will raise nearly 170 billion dollars per year based on the 3% rate applied to all goods and services sold within the United States.  These funds can then be used for debt reduction.  It will lower the total amount of debt owed by the national government.  It will also directly reduce annual payments that must be made for interest on the debt.

The best feature of Bill 109, in addition to its debt reduction potential, is the fact that this sales tax would be removed after the debt was eliminated.  This tax would not continue into the future.  It would only be in effect until the national debt was paid off.  NAFR appreciates this approach.

Bill 109 is a creative and necessary piece of legislation.  Please support it.  The well being of future generations depends on your willingness to make tough decisions today.

TO: 
Members, House Internal Matters Committee

FR:
Conference For Economic Growth

RE:
Family Leave

Those of us at the Conference for Economic Growth (CEG) wish to express our deepest concerns about Bill 111 on Family Leave.  We believe that this bill is more aptly titled “The Business Destruction Act” and it should be defeated.

Those who propose this Family Leave bill may have good intentions.  However, this expansion of the family leave idea creates stipulations that make it nearly impossible for businesses.  The bill will certainly increase the cost of doing business and these costs will ultimately be passed on to consumers.  The bill will result in both a decline in productivity as well as rising prices.  The bottom line is that this proposed legislation will have the impact of reducing the standard of living for all Americans.

Under the proposed legislation, employees would have the right to take an unpaid leave for child rearing or family illness equal to 365 days over a five-year period.  Given that the normal work year contains only 260 days (five work days multiplied by 52 weeks), the 365 days of leave really approaches a year-and-a-half of missed working days.

After using this leave, employees would have the right to return to their positions or similar positions.  This makes it very difficult for the organization to plan.  Replacement employees would need to be trained and then let go every time “permanent” employees returned.

Perhaps one of the most sinister aspects of the proposed legislation is how it is silent on the issue of benefits.  It is true that employees would not be paid wages or salaries during their periods of absence.  However, expensive benefits would most likely continue and the employer would be paying such costs.  This would be giving the non-working employee free health insurance and other benefits for nearly a year-and-a-half.  This would be on top of any benefit cost for the replacement employees.

If the government is truly interested in making Family Leave work for businesses, then, the government should be willing to allow employers to deduct all family leave expenses plus a percentage of those expenses (such as 20%) from a company’s Corporate Income taxes.  In addition, the business can’t be expected to keep an employee over a five-year period if that employee is gone for nearly a year-and-half.  If government is really interested in helping someone care for their family or raise their children, then government should pay the retraining expenses of employees who must leave their jobs.  As it stands, the government wants to support families, but expects the business community to carry out this half-baked idea.  We urge that Bill 111 be defeated.

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, Senate External Matters Committee

FR:
American Veterans Organization

RE:
Military Draft

The American Veterans Organization (AVO) wholeheartedly supports efforts to bring back the military draft.  It is an approach that has served our country well in the past and it should be reinstated for the benefit of our precious nation.

The decision in past decades to move to an all-volunteer army was made to appease upper class kids so that they would not have to do the “dirty work” of protecting our democracy.  By moving to the all-volunteer army, we have introduced a class system into military service.  Today, the bulk of those in the Army are recruited from the lower and lower middle class.  Yes, the Army has provided these volunteers with opportunities to improve their lot.  However, the same all-volunteer Army has allowed the rich kids to pursue higher education and obtain big salaries.  Meanwhile, the poor are stuck with the job of protecting the wealthy from foreign threats.

By removing the draft, we have set up a “disconnect” between those who make military decisions and those who have to carry out those decisions.  Currently, a generation of civilian politicians that lacks real military experience is quite willing to risk the lives of American soldiers by sending them into dangerous situations.  They can do this because our soldiers are “hired hands” and are expendable.  Would these same civilian politicians do this if their own sons and daughters were the ones who would be placed in harm’s way?  We don’t think so.

The decision to remove the draft reflected an attitude that American citizens no longer have an obligation to serve their country.  Instead, we moved to a perverse way of thinking in which the affluent look out for their own interests and the protection of our society is left to those at the bottom.

Many of us in the American Veterans Organization were drafted into service to our country.  Those draftees answered their country’s call, and some of them even made the ultimate sacrifice in order to protect everyone’s freedom.  All of those who were drafted into military service were proud to serve their country.  They understood that military service is not just a calling.  Rather, it is a duty, and they were proud to fulfill their duty and build a secure country for the next generation.  It is all about that old-fashioned idea of patriotism.

It is time that this country rediscovers the concept of sacrifice, and that all young adults should be willing to do their part.  It is time to bring back the draft.  We urge you to support Bill 140.  We urge you to be patriotic and do the right thing.

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, 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

FR:
National Alliance for Financial Responsibility
RE:
National Sales Tax

The National Alliance for Financial Responsibility (NAFR) urges the President and Congress to adopt Bill 109, legislation that creates a national sales tax to remove the national debt.

The accumulated national debt is an embarrassment for our political system.  It represents excessive spending in the past and current budgets, and shifts that burden to future generations.  It is a pyramid scheme in which the winners are long since deceased or will soon meet their maker.  And, the losers are today’s children and their children.  The future workers of America will have to pay higher taxes for the financial irresponsibility of past generations because of this uncontrolled debt.

One approach to solving this problem is to make sure that the current national budget is used as a tool for reform.  The existing budget can be balanced so that further debt is not accumulated.  An even better approach with the current budget is to cut expenditures, create a surplus and then use that surplus to start paying down the debt.

The problem with using the current budget is that it can, at best, result in marginal improvements.  So many expenditure items and categories are “sacred cows.”  Also, there is a reluctance to raise current tax rates and revenues out of fear that the “new money” will be eaten up by increased expenditures.

The only real hope is to bring in a new source of revenue and use that source of revenue exclusively for national government debt reduction.  In that way, the new funds will not be squandered for additional federal programs.

If passed, Bill 109 will raise nearly 170 billion dollars per year based on the 3% rate applied to all goods and services sold within the United States.  These funds can then be used for debt reduction.  It will lower the total amount of debt owed by the national government.  It will also directly reduce annual payments that must be made for interest on the debt.

The best feature of Bill 109, in addition to its debt reduction potential, is the fact that this sales tax would be removed after the debt was eliminated.  This tax would not continue into the future.  It would only be in effect until the national debt was paid off.  NAFR appreciates this approach.

Bill 109 is a creative and necessary piece of legislation.  Please support it.  The well being of future generations depends on your willingness to make tough decisions today.

TO: 
Members, Senate Internal Matters Committee

FR:
Conference For Economic Growth

RE:
Family Leave

Those of us at the Conference for Economic Growth (CEG) wish to express our deepest concerns about Bill 111 on Family Leave.  We believe that this bill is more aptly titled “The Business Destruction Act” and it should be defeated.

Those who propose this Family Leave bill may have good intentions.  However, this expansion of the family leave idea creates stipulations that make it nearly impossible for businesses.  The bill will certainly increase the cost of doing business and these costs will ultimately be passed on to consumers.  The bill will result in both a decline in productivity as well as rising prices.  The bottom line is that this proposed legislation will have the impact of reducing the standard of living for all Americans.

Under the proposed legislation, employees would have the right to take an unpaid leave for child rearing or family illness equal to 365 days over a five-year period.  Given that the normal work year contains only 260 days (five work days multiplied by 52 weeks), the 365 days of leave really approaches a year-and-a-half of missed working days.

After using this leave, employees would have the right to return to their positions or similar positions.  This makes it very difficult for the organization to plan.  Replacement employees would need to be trained and then let go every time “permanent” employees returned.

Perhaps one of the most sinister aspects of the proposed legislation is how it is silent on the issue of benefits.  It is true that employees would not be paid wages or salaries during their periods of absence.  However, expensive benefits would most likely continue and the employer would be paying such costs.  This would be giving the non-working employee free health insurance and other benefits for nearly a year-and-a-half.  This would be on top of any benefit cost for the replacement employees.

If the government is truly interested in making Family Leave work for businesses, then, the government should be willing to allow employers to deduct all family leave expenses plus a percentage of those expenses (such as 20%) from a company’s Corporate Income taxes.  In addition, the business can’t be expected to keep an employee over a five-year period if that employee is gone for nearly a year-and-half.  If government is really interested in helping someone care for their family or raise their children, then government should pay the retraining expenses of employees who must leave their jobs.  As it stands, the government wants to support families, but expects the business community to carry out this half-baked idea.  We urge that Bill 111 be defeated.

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:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Vacancy for U.S. Ambassador to Italy

As you know, the position of U.S. Ambassador to Italy has been vacant for some time.  The first nominee developed health problems and then the second nominee withdrew for unspecified personal reasons.

Taylor Schmidt, a retired business executive and one of your major financial contributors, has expressed interest in the position.  Schmidt is from Ohio and was the CEO of Prexus Corporation, a company that makes replacement parts for automobiles.  Schmidt has been a lifelong Democrat, and was one of your leading supporters in Ohio during the past election.

Schmidt has a clean record and is a competent person.  It is true that Schmidt doesn’t have Italian language skills; however, that is what the Embassy staff is for.  This would not be the first time that an ambassador couldn’t speak the language of the foreign country.  We need to get this position filled and Schmidt seems like the person for the job.

Other Presidents have used ambassadorships to reward wealthy contributors and this would not set a new precedent.  It definitely would encourage other big contributors to keep giving.  Remember, you do need contributions for the next election.  It costs lots of money to put campaign ads on television.

You should request that the Majority Leader of the Senate meet with you today.  Tell the Majority Leader that you are going to nominate Taylor Schmidt for the position of U.S. Ambassador to Italy.  Ask the Majority Leader to inform the Chair of the Senate External Matters so that the committee can hold hearings on the nomination in the future (when Schmidt returns to the United States from a volunteer project in Peru).

These hearings should probably be held relatively soon.  The committee should interview the nominee, vote, and then pass it on to the full Senate for a vote.  The House is not involved in this nomination process.

We will let the Senate Majority Leader know when Schmidt is ready to testify before the External Matters Committee.

TO:
The President

FR:
The Department of Commerce

RE:
Universal Motors Plans for Lease-Only Vehicles

Universal Motors announced yesterday that it would stop selling new cars after the current model year.  Instead, it plans to distribute all vehicles through leases that can run from one to three years.  Universal Motors claims that customers will get more car or truck for their money through leasing and they will be able to keep up with the latest technological innovations.  UM also says that lease-only plans will stabilize the process of distributing vehicles.  Universal Motors claims that leasing will promote a new era in car manufacturing and distribution.

UM says that used cars will continue to be sold, and it expects the customers will win out through being able to buy top quality cars that were formerly leased.

The Department of Commerce and the Attorney General believe that UM is within its rights to move towards lease-only in the distribution of vehicles.  UM cars are private property and the company has the right to do whatever it wants with its property.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Universal Motors Plans for Lease-Only Vehicles

Universal Motors announced yesterday that it would stop selling new cars after the current model year.  Instead, it plans to distribute all vehicles through leases that can run from one to three years.  Universal Motors claims that customers will get more car or truck for their money through leasing and they will be able to keep up with the latest technological innovations.  UM also says that lease-only plans will stabilize the process of distributing vehicles.  Universal Motors claims that leasing will promote a new era in car manufacturing and distribution.

UM says that used cars will continue to be sold, and it expects the customers will win out through being able to buy top quality cars that were formerly leased.

The Department of Commerce and the Attorney General believe that UM is within its rights to move towards lease-only in the distribution of vehicles.  UM cars are private property and the company has the right to do whatever it wants with its property.

TO:
The President

FR:
Director, Central Intelligence Agency

RE:
Missing Biological Weapons Material

Our agents in Uzbekistan have reported that biological weapons material has been stolen from a biological weapons plant that is being deactivated near Tashtakupyr, a town south of the Aral Sea.  Uzbekistan was a part of the Soviet Union before the disintegration of the USSR.  After it became an independent Republic, all of the former facilities of the Soviet Union became the property of the new Uzbek government.

For years, the Soviet Union denied that it was building biological weapons.  When questioned about the Uzbek facilities, Soviet leaders said that the plant was being used to manufacture fertilizer.  After the collapse of the Soviet Union, former Soviet officials admitted that the Uzbek plant was designed to manufacture biological weapons material.

Our State Department met with Uzbek officials to deactivate the plant.  The Uzbek government has been cooperative and deactivation was almost complete.   Last night three guards at the plant were overpowered by about a dozen men who drove off with three barrels of contaminants.

The Uzbek government has announced a security alert, and all vehicles leaving the country are being searched.  The Uzbek government has claimed that the security alert and searches are part of an effort to intercept illegal heroin shipments.  They are trying to avoid creating a panic.

Uzbek security forces are limited in size and there are many possible escape routes.  The stolen materials may already be out of the country.

Our agents believe that the Yartseva faction of the Russian Mafia stole the biological weapons.  Kiril Yartseva, the leader of this faction, has been associated with radical Muslim groups and has sold weapons to them in the past.   The CIA is going to track the flow of funds into Yartseva’s account.  By tracing where the money comes from, we will have a better idea of who is behind the theft of the biological materials and where the materials are going.

Our scientists tell us that the biological substance spreads quickly throughout a water supply and will kill people who drink contaminated water.  Fortunately, the biological substance can be readily identified and can be treated.  Also, the negative effects of the biological substance wear out after about three months.  Unfortunately, our analysts tell us that we have only enough decontaminating material to protect about a third of the U.S. population at this time. We estimate that it would cost about 5 million dollars a day to establish a system of trucking in fresh water to areas with contaminated reservoirs.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Security Alert in Uzbekistan

The government of Uzbekistan, a former republic of the Soviet Union, has established a security alert and is searching all vehicles coming into and leaving the country.  According to Uzbek sources, this action was taken to stop international smuggling of heroin.

Other sources express doubts about the Uzbek actions, noting that officials in the Uzbek government have been suspected of being involved in drug smuggling in the past.

There is still no announcement from the U.S. government on this matter.

TO:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Air Pollution and Birth Defects/Spontaneous Abortions

University of Michigan researchers have confirmed the finding of UCLA researchers, who have found a link between air pollution and birth defects as well as spontaneous abortions.  The Michigan study examined the consequences of air pollution in five metropolitan areas (Detroit, Boston, Atlanta, Dallas and Los Angeles) and found that a woman of child-bearing age who was raised within the air pollution in these metropolitan areas was five times more likely to give birth to a child with birth defects, and three times more likely to have a spontaneous abortion, than a woman of child-bearing age 30-40 years ago in these same geographical areas. 

Researchers believe that years of air pollution have slightly altered the DNA of the young women, and have given genetic instructions to the offspring to be born without eyes, ears, arms, legs, fingers, toes or certain internal organs.  Researchers also concluded that some of the women had DNA that was so altered as to spontaneously abort their offspring in the second trimester of pregnancy.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Air Pollution and Birth Defects/Spontaneous Abortions

University of Michigan researchers have confirmed the finding of UCLA researchers, who have found a link between air pollution and birth defects as well as spontaneous abortions.  The Michigan study examined the consequences of air pollution in five metropolitan areas (Detroit, Boston, Atlanta, Dallas and Los Angeles) and found that a woman of child-bearing age who was raised within the air pollution in these metropolitan areas was five times more likely to give birth to a child with birth defects, and three times more likely to have a spontaneous abortion, than a woman of child-bearing age 30-40 years ago in these same geographical areas. 

Researchers believe that years of air pollution have slightly altered the DNA of the young women, and have given genetic instructions to the offspring to be born without eyes, ears, arms, legs, fingers, toes or certain internal organs.  Researchers also concluded that some of the women had DNA that was so altered as to spontaneously abort their offspring in the second trimester of pregnancy.

TO:
The President

FR:
State Department

RE:
Brazilian Conflict

The situation continues to deteriorate in western Brazil near the Paraguayan border, about 900 miles west of Rio de Janeiro.  Increasingly bloody attacks occur between native Indians and settlers over disputed land.

At this point, the Brazilian government has all but abandoned an agreement that was formulated in the early 1990s by former President Fernando Collor.  That agreement stipulated those 10,000 acres of ancestral lands would be returned to the Guarany-Kaiowa Indians, and that settlers who lived on that land would be compensated by the Federal Indian Bureau of Brazil.  However, the Bureau has seen its budget shrink over 80% and it has not been able to compensate farmers.  Consequently, farmers have refused to leave the land and Indians have been trying to drive them out of the area.

The situation is quite explosive, but may be able to be remedied with a cash infusion from the United States.  The State Department recommends that the U.S. President send a representative to meet with the Ambassador from Brazil.  We recommend that your representative offer a one-billion-dollar loan to Brazil to allow that government to buy out the settlers at an average cost of about $10,000 per acre in U.S. currency.  This is a rather small loan for the U.S. and could easily be secured through our own timber or natural gas reserves.

This meeting should be held today so that the problem does not get worse.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Brazilian Conflict

The situation continues to deteriorate in western Brazil near the Paraguayan border, about 900 miles west of Rio de Janeiro.  Increasingly bloody attacks occur between native Indians and settlers over disputed land.

At this point, the Brazilian government has all but abandoned an agreement that was formulated in the early 1990s by former President Fernando Collor.  That agreement stipulated those 10,000 acres of ancestral lands would be returned to the Guarany-Kaiowa Indians, and that settlers who lived on that land would be compensated by the Federal Indian Bureau of Brazil.  However, the Bureau has seen its budget shrink over 80% and it has not been able to compensate farmers.  Consequently, farmers have refused to leave the land and Indians have been trying to drive them out of the area.

TO:
The President

FR:
Department of Commerce

RE:
Chinese Economic Miracle

The increasing rate of consumption by the Chinese and their greater reliance on U.S. imports represents an economic miracle for their economy.  After years of living at a near subsistence level and saving nearly everything they made, today’s Chinese citizens are more inclined to spend, and they have begun to import American financial services products (banking, investments and insurance), as well as information technology and entertainment products.

The overall effect of the Chinese miracle is very good news for the American economy.  In recent years, the American economy has been restrained by a low savings rate, high consumption and a negative balance of payments (more imports of foreign goods than exports of U.S goods to foreign markets).  Early indications are showing that the increase in Chinese imports of U.S. goods and services will enable Americans to spend at the same high level, not increase savings, and experience greater productivity because of the increased Chinese demand.  Put simply, the Chinese miracle is a shot in the arm for the American economy.

Increased Chinese demand for our financial services, information technologies and entertainment products spill over into the rest of the U.S. economy.  Those who are employed in those “hot” export industries are fueling the rest of the economy.  Nearly all companies are increasing hiring and building up inventories to meet the demand for goods and services.

The only negative that we are seeing in this Chinese economic miracle is that this increase in U.S. domestic activity is somewhat inflationary.  If the economy heats up too much, the Federal Reserve System might have to increase interest rates. 

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Chinese Economic Miracle

The increasing rate of consumption by the Chinese and their greater reliance on U.S. imports represents an economic miracle for their economy.  After years of living at a near subsistence level and saving nearly everything they made, today’s Chinese citizens are more inclined to spend, and they have begun to import American financial services products (banking, investments and insurance), as well as information technology and entertainment products.

The overall effect of the Chinese miracle is very good news for the American economy.  In recent years, the American economy has been restrained by a low savings rate, high consumption and a negative balance of payments (more imports of foreign goods than exports of U.S goods to foreign markets).  Early indications are showing that the increase in Chinese imports of U.S. goods and services will enable Americans to spend at the same high level, not increase savings, and experience greater productivity because of the increased Chinese demand.  Put simply, the Chinese miracle is a shot in the arm for the American economy.

Increased Chinese demand for our financial services, information technologies and entertainment products spill over into the rest of the U.S. economy.  Those who are employed in those “hot” export industries are fueling the rest of the economy.  Nearly all companies are increasing hiring and building up inventories to meet the demand for goods and services.

The only possible negative in this Chinese economic miracle is that this increase in U.S. domestic activity is somewhat inflationary.  If the economy heats up too much, the Federal Reserve System might have to increase interest rates. 

TO: 
The President

FR:
Federal Bureau of Investigation

RE:
Church Burnings

Last night, at 10:49 p.m., an African American church was burned to the ground in a small town outside of Atlanta, Georgia.  As in other cases, the warning took place just before the fire was set.  And, as in other cases, the fire was set when a bomb exploded, igniting several gallons of gasoline that had been placed in the area.

There were no fatalities in this case.  However, it is only a matter of time until there is a fatality or an injury.  This is the third incident this year in which an African American church was bombed.

You can be sure that the Bureau is doing everything that it can to identify the perpetrators.  We have had agents infiltrate white power groups and try to find out who might be doing this.  So, far we have not had any luck.  We can only think that a single individual or small group is doing this because the method of operation is always the same: a warning, a bombing and nobody taking credit for the action.

We will keep you posted.

TO: 
The Media

FR:
General News Reports

RE:
Church Burnings

Last night, at 10:49 p.m., an African American church was burned to the ground in a small town outside of Atlanta, Georgia.  As in other cases, the warning took place just before the fire was set.  And, as in other cases, the fire was set when a bomb exploded, igniting several gallons of gasoline that had been placed in the area.

There were no fatalities in this case.  However, it is only a matter of time until there is a fatality or an injury.  This is the third incident this year in which an African American church was bombed.

The FBI has declined to comment on the attacks at this time.

TO:
Representative Ferguson

FM:
Your Staff

RE:
National eBusiness Center

The National Electronic Business Association (NEBA) suggests that you introduce the following amendment to any piece of legislation (at the committee level or on the floor of the House) that is likely to pass:

“The United States Department of Commerce will establish a National eBusiness Center in the City of Fargo, North Dakota to serve as a resource for new electronic businesses that seek information about successful strategies.  The annual cost of this Center (initially $2 million) will be paid by the National Electronic Business Association during the first two years of operation and shared equally by the Association and the Commerce Department during subsequent years.”

This Center will be highly beneficial to the very small businesses that you have been fighting for over the years.  It creates an environment that will allow new eBusinesses to avoid mistakes and make effective use of electronic marketing strategies.  The Internet is the future of business and the Center will help the American economy grow.

The Center will bring at least 50 jobs to your district.  Most of these jobs will be at the professional level and of a managerial or technical nature.  It is expected that employee salaries will be above the local and national average, and most of these dollars will be spent within your district to benefit the local economy.

NEBA is willing to support this Center completely during its first two years of operation, and will share the cost with the Commerce Department as long as it is placed in your district.  The Association will not offer financial support if it is placed in any other state.  NEBA members see you as a friend of small business and think the Center should be part of your political legacy.  Also, the members believe that it will be highly symbolic that this Center, like many eBusinesses, does not have to be located in a highly populated metropolitan area.

The business community and the media in North Dakota are 100% behind this proposal.  They are expecting that you will come through on this.  The Democrats in your district want you to fail on this and will accuse you of being ineffective if it is defeated.

We suggest that you get this amendment attached to a popular piece of legislation or onto the budget.  You can support other legislation or budget initiatives in the House and Senate in exchange for support on this amendment throughout the process.

TO: 
Media

FR:
Conference For Economic Growth

RE:
Family Leave

Those of us at the Conference for Economic Growth (CEG) wish to express our deepest concerns about Bill 111 on Family Leave.  We believe that this bill is more aptly titled “The Business Destruction Act” and it should be defeated.

Those who propose this Family Leave bill may have good intentions.  However, this expansion of the family leave idea creates stipulations that make it nearly impossible for businesses.  The bill will certainly increase the cost of doing business and these costs will ultimately be passed on to consumers.  The bill will result in both a decline in productivity as well as rising prices.  The bottom line is that this proposed legislation will have the impact of reducing the standard of living for all Americans.

Under the proposed legislation, employees would have the right to take an unpaid leave for child rearing or family illness equal to 365 days over a five-year period.  Given that the normal work year contains only 260 days (five work days multiplied by 52 weeks), the 365 days of leave really approaches a year-and-a-half of missed working days.

After using this leave, employees would have the right to return to their positions or similar positions.  This makes it very difficult for the organization to plan.  Replacement employees would need to be trained and then let go every time “permanent” employees returned.

Perhaps one of the most sinister aspects of the proposed legislation is how it is silent on the issue of benefits.  It is true that employees would not be paid wages or salaries during their periods of absence.  However, expensive benefits would most likely continue and the employer would be paying such costs.  This would be giving the non-working employee free health insurance and other benefits for nearly a year-and-a-half.  This would be on top of any benefit cost for the replacement employees.

If the government is truly interested in making Family Leave work for businesses, then, the government should be willing to allow employers to deduct all family leave expenses plus a percentage of those expenses (such as 20%) from a company’s Corporate Income taxes.  In addition, the business can’t be expected to keep an employee over a five-year period if that employee is gone for nearly a year-and-half.  If government is really interested in helping someone care for their family or raise their children, then government should pay the retraining expenses of employees who must leave their jobs.  As it stands, the government wants to support families, but expects the business community to carry out this half-baked idea.  We urge that Bill 111 be defeated.

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:
General News Sources

RE:
Initiations at Naval Academy

It is rumored that female midshipmen at the Naval Academy have made charges that upperclassmen demanded sexual favors as part of an initiation ceremony for new cadets.  Evidently, two female plebes said that upperclassmen demanded that males eat human waste and that females consent to inappropriate touching.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Initiations at Naval Academy

It is rumored that female midshipmen at the Naval Academy have made charges that upperclassmen demanded sexual favors as part of an initiation ceremony for new cadets.  Evidently, two female plebes said that upperclassmen demanded that males eat human waste and that females consent to inappropriate touching.

TO: 
The Media

FR:
National Alliance for Financial Responsibility

RE:
National Sales Tax

The National Alliance for Financial Responsibility (NAFR) urges the President and Congress to adopt Bill 109, legislation that creates a national sales tax to remove the national debt.

The accumulated national debt is an embarrassment for our political system.  It represents excessive spending in the past and current budgets, and shifts that burden to future generations.  It is a pyramid scheme in which the winners are long since deceased or will soon meet their maker.  And, the losers are today’s children and their children.  The future workers of America will have to pay higher taxes for the financial irresponsibility of past generations because of this uncontrolled debt.

One approach to solving this problem is to make sure that the current national budget is used as a tool for reform.  The existing budget can be balanced so that further debt is not accumulated.  An even better approach with the current budget is to cut expenditures, create a surplus and then use that surplus to start paying down the debt.

The problem with using the current budget is that it can, at best, result in marginal improvements.  So many expenditure items and categories are “sacred cows.”  Also, there is a reluctance to raise current tax rates and revenues out of fear that the “new money” will be eaten up by increased expenditures.

The only real hope is to bring in a new source of revenue and use that source of revenue exclusively for national government debt reduction.  In that way, the new funds will not be squandered for additional federal programs.

If passed, Bill 109 will raise nearly 170 billion dollars per year based on the 3% rate applied to all goods and services sold within the United States.  These funds can then be used for debt reduction.  It will lower the total amount of debt owed by the national government.  It will also directly reduce annual payments that must be made for interest on the debt.

The best feature of Bill 109, in addition to its debt reduction potential, is the fact that this sales tax would be removed after the debt was eliminated.  This tax would not continue into the future.  It would only be in effect until the national debt was paid off.  NAFR appreciates this approach.

Bill 109 is a creative and necessary piece of legislation.  Please support it.  The well being of future generations depends on your willingness to make tough decisions today.

TO: 
Media

FR:
American Veterans Organization

RE:
Military Draft

The American Veterans Organization (AVO) wholeheartedly supports efforts to bring back the military draft.  It is an approach that has served our country well in the past and it should be reinstated for the benefit of our precious nation.

The decision in past decades to move to an all-volunteer army was made to appease upper class kids so that they would not have to do the “dirty work” of protecting our democracy.  By moving to the all-volunteer army we have introduced a class system into military service.  Today, the bulk of those in the Army are recruited from the lower and lower middle class.  Yes, the Army has provided these volunteers with opportunities to improve their lot.  However, the same all-volunteer Army has allowed the rich kids to pursue higher education and obtain big salaries.  Meanwhile, the poor are stuck with the job of protecting the wealthy from foreign threats.

By removing the draft, we have set up a “disconnect” between those who make military decisions and those who have to carry out those decisions.  Currently, a generation of civilian politicians that lacks real military experience is quite willing to risk the lives of American soldiers by sending them into dangerous situations.  They can do this because our soldiers are “hired hands” and are expendable.  Would these same civilian politicians do this if their own sons and daughters were the ones who would be placed in harm’s way?  We don’t think so.

The decision to remove the draft reflected an attitude that American citizens no longer have an obligation to serve their country.  Instead, we moved to a perverse way of thinking in which the affluent look out for their own interests and the protection of our society is left to those at the bottom.

Many of us in the American Veterans Organization were drafted into service to our country.  Those draftees answered their country’s call, and some of them even made the ultimate sacrifice in order to protect everyone’s freedom.  All of those who were drafted into military service were proud to serve their country.  They understood that military service is not just a calling.  Rather, it is a duty, and they were proud to fulfill their duty and build a secure country for the next generation.  It is all about that old-fashioned idea of patriotism.

It is time that this country rediscovers the concept of sacrifice, and that all young adults should be willing to do their part.  It is time to bring back the draft.  We urge you to support Bill 140.  We urge you to be patriotic and do the right thing.

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:
Representative Zepp

FR:
Your Staff

RE:
Nutritional Supplement Pilot Program

The National Council on Dietary Supplements has agreed to participate in a pilot program that would be highly beneficial to your district, by helping children from poor families get a better start on life.  This can be accomplished if you can get the following amendment attached to some piece of legislation or the budget:

“A pilot program will be established for five years in Morgantown, West Virginia to provide dietary and nutritional counseling to individuals who have participated in the Women, Infants and Children (WIC) program.  Former participants in the WIC program will receive free counseling, and may purchase dietary supplements at 75% of retail cost.  The United States Department of Health will cover 12.5% of the retail cost, while the industry will absorb remaining retail costs. Dietary and healthy lifestyle counseling will be provided by the National Council on Dietary Supplements.  Annual cost to the U.S. Department of Health will not exceed $125,000.”

This program will initially benefit poor children in your district, and poor children throughout the United States if the program is expanded.  The program provides mothers and their children with the type of dietary support that will improve their lives.  It is so important to get children off to a good start.

The industry is not opposed to the idea of offering several pilot programs throughout the United States.  You may be able to get support for this amendment by adding pilot programs in other Congressional districts.  Of course, this would add to the cost.

There is tremendous support for this pilot program in your district.  Health providers are generally favorable about the program and there is very strong support among those who run food pantries and see the results of poor diets and malnutrition.  Churches of various denominations throughout your district enthusiastically support the pilot program idea.

This will be seen as part of your general record of being for economic development, but never forgetting about the less fortunate.

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 Yarmolinski

FM:
Your Staff

RE:
Social Security Claim, Enid Morone

The Social Security Administration has rejected a disability claim by Enid Morone, one of your constituents.  Morone has called your office and asked for your help.

Ms. Morone has been a data entry operator for the last thirty-nine years at the Fitzgerald Insurance Company in Pittsburgh. Morone started with this firm when she was eighteen years old.

Ms. Morone has Carpal Tunnel Syndrome in her left hand and wrist.  A doctor has examined her and has verified that, because of years or repetitive motion, her condition is inoperable and she is no longer able to do data entry work.  According to her employer, she is not qualified for any other job at the company.

When Ms. Morone applied for disability under the Social Security program, she indicated that her problem was in her right hand.  This, of course, did not match the physician’s report that her left hand was damaged.  Because she claimed the right hand was damaged and the right hand was, indeed, fully functioning, her disability claim was denied.  It should be noted that Ms. Morone does have a problem in distinguishing between left and right, and her error can be attributed to her confusion about direction.  Her employer and others verify that Ms. Morone cannot be given any responsibility that would require her to distinguish between left and right.

Normally, the Social Security Administration requires individuals to resubmit a claim if their original claim had an error.  However, the case is so clear that she is disabled, and her physician has identified the correct disabled hand.

We are suggesting that you meet with Commissioner Halphwitt of the Social Security Administration to have a Claims Authorizer correct Morone’s mistake so that she does not have to resubmit the claim.  If that works, and Social Security expedites their normal processes, the claim will be approved more quickly and she will be able to receive disability payments earlier.  Ms. Morone does not have a savings account and she spends practically all of her money on housing, feeding and caring for the 76 cats that live in her two-bedroom apartment.

This should be a rather routine matter for Commissioner Halphwitt and the problems can be corrected with ease.  The Commissioner will take you seriously because you are in key positions in the House and make decisions affecting the future of the Social Security Administration.

We will set up a meeting.

Meeting With Ernesto/Ernesta Bueno, Brazilian Ambassador

Over Land Issue

(Simulation cooordinator or surrogate assumes the role of Bueno)

The Brazilian Ambassador listens to the proposal and then calls Rio de Janeiro for advice.

The Ambassador from Brazil, then, politely turns down the U.S. loan offer, and notes that the Brazilian government has been attempting to implement the agreement - adding that radical Indians have broken the agreement when they resorted to violence.

The Brazilian Ambassador thanks the United States for its effort.

Also, the Brazilian Ambassador is very vague about what will happen next in this dispute.  The ambassador makes no promises, and states that this is an internal matter for Brazil.

