SCRIPT for SESSION #3

(large simulation)
Prior to the beginning of the session, you should distribute the first 12 pieces of correspondence into the mailboxes for the budget committees in each house.  This distribution of correspondence will go up through and include a memo to the Senate Budget Committee from the American Council on Budget reform on the science, space and technology budget.

The session begins with a report from the media followed by two press conferences and an editorial.  One of the press conferences is on the topic of automobile leasing and the other is on environmental pollution and birth defects.  The editorial is on the topic of a nominee for U.S.  Ambassador to Italy.

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

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

Begin by giving the media a memo on the agriculture budget.  Then give the Administration and media memos on biological weapons, possible ethnic cleansing in Brazil, a cabinet vacancy, Chinese-driven inflation and the burning of a black church.

Now give Representative Jackson and the media memos about the arrest of one of Jackson’s staff members.  After that give the media memos regarding budget proposals on the deficit and energy and health.

Then distribute correspondence to the Administration and media about an initiation scandal at the Naval academy.  Follow that with a memo to the media on the justice budget.

Then give Representative Williams and the media memos regarding reelection problems.  After that, give the media a memo about the science budget.

Towards the end of the session, Taylor Schmidt, the nominee for Ambassador to Italy, attends a confirmation hearing of the Senate External Matters Committee and performs poorly.

A representative of the administration then has a meeting with the Chinese Ambassador followed by another meeting with organized labor on the inflation issue.  Both meetings are unproductive.
TO:
Members, House Budget Committee

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:
Members, House Budget Committee

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:
Members, House Budget Committee 

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:
Members, House Budget Committee

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 House Budget Committee

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:
Members, House Budget Committee

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, Senate Budget Committee

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:
Members, Senate Budget Committee

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:
Members, Senate Budget Committee 

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:
Members, Senate Budget Committee

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 Senate Budget Committee

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:
Members, Senate Budget Committee

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.

Press Conference

Arnett Righteousness, Executive Director

American Consumer Federation

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes identity of Righteousness)

“Hello.  I am Arnett Righteousness and I am the Executive Director of the American Consumer Federation, an organization that represents millions of people across the United States.  Our organization comes to you today to express its dismay and disgust with recent actions of the automobile industry to adopt a lease-only approach in distributing new vehicles.

For years, Americans have prided themselves on owning their own cars.  Yes, leasing has been an option; but it has not been mandatory.  Now, the industry has followed suit regarding Universal Motors, and done away with new car sales.  Beginning with the next model, consumers will have to lease new cars.  If they want to buy a car, they will have to go to the used car market.

The industry has told us that this is a good deal for consumers.  They say we will get the latest technology and will always have the latest features.  However, they are failing to say that people will be making lease payments throughout their whole lives.  The companies are treating consumers as cash cows who must keep making their lease payments.

The companies, with the assistance of government, have created a situation where Americans are obligated to have a car to get around.  There is no other viable form of transportation that is available.  Now that the companies have cornered the market, they are going to make you pay every month, and then they are going to raise those payments.

Those of us at the American Consumer Federation believe that government must step in and prevent the companies from engaging in this economic conspiracy.  Congress must draft legislation to require that new cars can be either sold or leased.  And, the President needs to support this legislation and sign it into law.  The other alternative is to go after the companies for their unfair trade practices.  Notice how all the companies fell into line after Universal Motors adopted the lease-only approach.

I would be my pleasure to answer any questions that you might have.”

Press Conference

Layne Argyle, President

National Council for Environmental Quality

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Argyle)

“I’m Layne Argyle, and I am the President for the National Council for Environmental Quality.  Our organization has been fighting for cleaner air and water in the United States for the last thirty years, and it has been an uphill battle.  Yes, we have environmental legislation on the books, and the government has been able to show improvements in recent years.  However, the environment has been so compromised because of industrial, agricultural and automotive pollution that current improvements only scratch the surface.

Sure, somebody could say that I am being pessimistic about the environment and it is all a matter of perspective.  Some would say that I am claiming that the glass is half empty and they are saying that the glass is half full.  From that vantage, point it makes environmental quality a matter of perspective.  I’m telling you that the glass is not half empty or half full.  The environmental glass is cracked and it will slowly drain over time unless we stop making marginal changes.

No doubt you have heard about recent studies at the University of Michigan and UCLA about the link between air pollution and childbirth.  The research makes it clear that air pollution in eleven metropolitan areas in the United States resulted in mothers having a greater likelihood of spontaneous abortions, and having children with birth defects, than women did 30-40 years ago.

This research is shocking.  It is a wakeup call for government to clamp down on industrial air pollution as well as the more omnipresent automotive pollution.  We are having too many code red and code orange days.  This is dangerous.  It is killing and maiming children.  Something must be done.  We need to close down industries that pollute.  They don’t need any more timetables.  We need to rid ourselves of dependence on the automobile and build a safe, reliable and clean mass transit system.  More emissions checks and improvements in fuel efficiency won’t do the job.

The federal government has been playing games with the American people for the last 30 years.  It has created an Environmental Protection Agency that only went after the high-profile polluters.  That approach has not worked, and we have a mountain of dead babies and deformed babies to stand as a reminder of what we have done to our environment.  The critical question at this point is whether our politicians have the guts to stop trying to please people.  Do we have any politicians who are more interested in saving children than pleasing big industries and millions of commuters?

I will be happy to take your questions.”

Editorial

Orange County Courier Newspaper

(Simulation coordinator reads the editorial)

The nomination of Taylor Schmidt as Ambassador to Italy is a national travesty.  The President has already unsuccessfully nominated two other individuals for this position and appears to be ready for strike three with the Schmidt nomination.

Schmidt is back in the country now and is ready to testify before the Senate External Matters Committee today.  We hope that the Senators have the good sense to reject this nominee.

Taylor Schmidt is a nice person.  There is no question about that.  In fact, Schmidt has been a successful corporate leader and has been involved in the political process in past years.  However, that is not enough.

Schmidt can’t speak Italian, and doesn’t know basic geographical facts about the country.  It looks as if this is all about rewarding a wealthy contributor and encouraging other wealthy contributors.  This nomination suggests that Ambassadorships are for sale in the Millworth administration.

America can do better than this.  We urge the Senate to reject the Schmidt nomination.

TO:
Media

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:
Director, Central Intelligence Agency

RE:
Bioweapons

An amount of 27 million has been transferred into the account of Ridamani Limited in Afghanistan from the Chemex Corporation that is located in Pakistan.  The CIA believes that the biological material has been shipped to Pakistan.

Again, we do not know where the contaminants are within Pakistan, and we are not even sure that they have been shipped on to another country.

Perhaps Chemex is a cover for the Pakistani military, and Pakistan intends to use the weapons against India, their arch rival, in the event war breaks out between the two nations.  If there is no evidence that money is flowing to another country, then, we have good reason to believe that Pakistan intends to use the contaminants against India.

If there is evidence that money is going to flow into Pakistan from another nation, then, we can say that the weapons are being taken elsewhere.

We will continue to track the flow of funds and report back to you.

TO:
The Media
FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Drug Smuggling and Uzbekistan
Sources inside Uzbekistan claim that the decision by the Uzbek government to seal the borders must be a deception.  They said that this effort is probably a diversion from a real drug shipment that has already left the country and that the United States is probably involved in this deception.  These sources claim that the U.S. has been maintaining positive relationships with the drug lords in the Uzbek government and is allowing the drug trade to continue.

TO:
The President

FR:
The State Department

RE:
Brazilian Situation

Settlers in Western Brazil, under the leadership of Heliomar Sao Paulo, have begun an ethnic cleansing campaign with the goal of eliminating all Guarany-Kaiowa Indians from the country.

Sao Paulo says that “These Indians are less than human and should be destroyed.”  They are “not part of Brazilian society and should be extinguished like the fire ants.”  He also suggests, “The single best method of getting rid of the Indians is to hunt down their women and kill them so that they cannot reproduce.”

Sao Paulo gave this speech before a crowd of over 5000 in a soccer stadium in Campo Grande.  The stadium was surrounded by the Brazilian military in order to ward off any attacks from Indians.

Brazilian President Fernando Collor would not comment on Sao Paulo’s speech accept to point out “Sao Paulo is exercising his freedom of speech.”

It is now quite evident that the Brazilian government is quietly backing the ethnic cleansing campaign and providing support to Sao Paulo and his henchmen.

It seems advisable at this point for the U.S. to have the United Nations get involved in this.  There may need to be some type of multi-national force if the ethnic cleansing campaign continues.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Brazilian Situation

Settlers in Western Brazil, under the leadership of Heliomar Sao Paulo, have begun an ethnic cleansing campaign with the goal of eliminating all Guarany-Kaiowa Indians from the country.

Sao Paulo says that “These Indians are less than human and should be destroyed.”  They are “not part of Brazilian society and should be extinguished like the fire ants.”  He also suggests, “The single best method of getting rid of the Indians is to hunt down their women and kill them so that they cannot reproduce.”

Sao Paulo gave this speech before a crowd of over 5000 in a soccer stadium in Campo Grande.  The stadium was surrounded by the Brazilian military in order to ward off any attacks from Indians.

Brazilian President Fernando Collor would not comment on Sao Paulo’s speech accept to point out “Sao Paulo is exercising his freedom of speech.”

TO:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Anticipated Secretary of State Vacancy

There are three strong possibilities for the position of Secretary of State.  In alphabetical order, they are: (1) Eubank, Chair of the Senate External Matters Committee; (2) Frock (your Foreign and Military Adviser) and Ulsterick (a member of the House External Affairs Committee).

You might want to read the biographies of these three individuals to see their qualifications and/or you might want to get a recommendation from the current Secretary of State, Alicia Todd.  In any case, you should have a brief meeting with each of these individuals and assess them.  We will arrange for those meetings in the near future.

Once you have made your decision, you should make an announcement about the nominee and then submit the nominee.  The Senate External Matters Committee will have to meet with the nominee and vote.  If the Senate External Matters Committee approves that nomination, then, the matter will go to the whole Senate for a vote on confirmation.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Secretary of State Vacancy

Three names have been submitted to the President as candidates for the Secretary of State vacancy in three months.  The individuals who are on the “short list” are Eubank, Frock and Ulsterick.  Eubank chairs the Senate External Matters Committee.  Frock is a Military and Foreign Policy Adviser to the President.  Ulsterick is a member of the House External Matters Committee.

The President will be interviewing these candidates and will send forth one nominee to the Senate External Matters Committee.  Ironically, Senator Eubank chairs that committee and would have to temporarily surrender that role, if Eubank is the nominee.  Senator Hardesty would probably chair the committee if that were the case.

Whichever candidate is selected for nomination and possible confirmation would almost certainly create another vacancy in government.  If Eubank were the nominee, then, Eubank’s Senate seat in Louisiana would become vacant as well as the committee chair role.  If Frock were nominated and confirmed, then, the President would have to fill that vacant position.  In the case that Ulsterick were nominated and selected, then a House seat from Wisconsin would be vacant, as well as a position on the House External Matters Committee.

It is possible that filling the Secretary of State vacancy might result in changed assignments for several participants.  It all depends on the President’s choice and the aftermath of that decision.

TO:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Consumer Price Index

In spite of several attempts by the Federal Reserve to restrain economic expansion, the latest reports on consumer prices show that inflation has jumped from a 2-3% level up to a 9% level in the United States within the last year.  Most of this is due to the impact of increased Chinese economic activity and Chinese competition for consumer products.  It is expected that American labor unions are going to demand big wage increases that will only spur on more inflation.

The White House Staff recommends two courses of action (one for the Chinese and one for American labor unions).

First of all, the President, or one of the President’s representatives, should schedule a meeting with the Chinese and encourage them to move more slowly in the development of the consumer sector of their economy.  Perhaps, the administration can suggest that the Chinese government mandate that Chinese consumers must have a higher level of savings before they can increase their debt levels.  We will set up the meeting.

Secondly, the President, or the President’s representative, can meet with American labor leaders and ask them to be more patient before demanding higher wages.  This meeting can also be scheduled for the near future.

The administration can explain that it is trying to get the Chinese to slow down their inflationary activities.  This might persuade labor to hold back on wage demands.  Again, we will set up this meeting.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Consumer Price Index

In spite of several attempts by the Federal Reserve to restrain economic expansion, the latest reports on consumer prices show that inflation has jumped from a 2-3% level up to a 9% level in the United States within the last year.  Most of this is due to the impact of increased Chinese economic activity and Chinese competition for consumer products.  It is expected that American labor unions are going to demand big wage increases that will only spur on more inflation.

TO:
The President

FR:
The Federal Bureau of Investigation

RE:
Church Burning

Last night there was another church burning.  This one occurred in Los Angeles, California and had the same method of operation as past church burnings.

African Americans have lost patience and believe that the government has done nothing to stop the bombings.  It is anticipated that various civil rights groups will stage some type of demonstration in Washington, D.C. later this week.

The FBI is tracking down every lead and has questioned several individuals on this matter.  Still there is no information.

Because the bombings are taking place in several parts of the country, the FBI believes that several people are involved, and that they have been planning this for a long time.  The Bureau believes that these individuals are highly sophisticated and are sworn to secrecy.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Church Burning

Last night there was another church burning.  This one occurred in Los Angeles, California and had the same method of operation as past church burnings.

African Americans have lost patience; they believe that the government has done nothing to stop the bombings.  It is anticipated that various civil rights groups will stage some type of demonstration in Washington, D.C. later this week.

TO:
Representative Jackson

FR:
Your Staff

RE:
Derek Robinson

One of your legislative research staff members, Derek Robinson, was arrested last night in Seattle, Washington and was charged with soliciting a prostitute.  Mr. Jackson obtained bail and will go to trial next month.  Robinson will be returning to Washington D.C. in a few days.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Derek Robinson, a Staff Member for Representative Jackson

Derek Robinson, a legislative research staff member for Representative Jackson (Republican, Nevada) was arrested last night in Seattle, Washington and was charged with soliciting a prostitute.  Mr. Jackson obtained bail and will go to trial next month.  Robinson will be returning to Washington D.C. in a few days.

TO:
Media

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 Media 

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:
Media

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:
White House Staff

RE:
Initiations at Naval Academy

Officials at the Naval Academy are not commenting on the allegations of sexual harassment.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Initiations at Naval Academy

Officials at the Naval Academy are not commenting on the allegations of sexual harassment.

TO:
Media

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:
Representative Williams

FR:
George Sieglein, Campaign Manager

RE:
Job Opportunities

Finding the right position for you is not as easy as I thought it would be.  There are several possibilities that I have looked at, but they each have disadvantages (the salary is too low or the work environment is bad or the organization is unstable or the organization does not fit your political views).  I will keep looking.  Hope to turn up something before too long.

This situation is not improving in the district.  The Democrats have finally found a candidate who is likely to defeat you.  Your probable opponent would be Jason Appele.  Appele was a professional football player who was selected as the most valuable player in five different seasons with the Oakland Raiders.  After leaving sports, Appele studied for the ministry and is now a Protestant clergyman in Lexington, Kentucky.  Reverend Appele has been actively involved in a number of local issues and has been honored for that work.  The Democrats have recruited Appele to run unopposed in the Democratic primary for your seat.  Appele would probably run as the candidate who is not part of the Washington establishment, and to be a member of Congress who could bring new ideas.

Again, please don’t discuss your election problems or plans for the future with other members of Congress or the media.  You don’t want to draw attention to yourself right now.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Representative Williams

The situation is looking increasingly bleak for Representative Williams from Kentucky.  Over the past three elections, the margin of victory for Williams has gotten narrower and narrower.  At this point, it is assumed that the next election would be a tossup if Williams ran against a weak opponent.  However, it looks as if Representative Williams is going to run against a very strong opponent.

Reverend Jason Appele of Lexington, Kentucky announced that he would run for the Democratic nomination for the seat presently held by Representative Williams.  It is expected that Appele will win the nomination without any problem and then run against Williams.

Appele was a professional football player who was selected as the most valuable player in five different seasons with the Oakland Raiders.  After leaving sports, Appele studied for the ministry and is now a Protestant clergyman in Lexington, Kentucky.  Reverend Appele has been actively involved in a number of local issues and has been honored for that work.

In announcing his candidacy, Reverend Appele said that he would not be a part of the Washington establishment like Williams.  The Democrats have recruited Appele to run unopposed in the Democratic primary for the seat.  Appele said that he would be a member of Congress who could bring new ideas.

TO:
The Media

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.

Potential Confirmation Hearing, Senate External Matters Committee

Taylor Schmidt Nomination for Ambassador of Italy

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Schmidt)

Schmidt is a nice, but poorly informed, nominee.  In testifying before the committee, Schmidt admits that there is a lot to learn and says, “I have a record of learning quickly when necessary.”

Meeting with Hjami Wu

Ambassador, Peoples Republic of China

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Wu)

The Ambassador listens politely and says that he or she will discuss the U.S. position with the Chinese government.  The Ambassador also says that he or she will meet with the American representative again – after consulting with the Chinese government - in the next session of the simulation. 

Meeting with Dorian Smith

President, American Labor Federation

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Smith)

Smith listens to the administration, and then says that organized labor has been clobbered by the rising prices.  The labor leader says that unions are obligated to press for higher wages to protect their members’ standard of living.

Smith tells the administration to put pressure on China to scale back their economic activity.  The labor leader says that the President and Congress should stop having normal trading relationships with the Chinese unless China regains control over its economy.

