SCRIPT for SESSION #5

(Small simulation)

Prior to the beginning of the session, you should distribute the first 18 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 Association of Television Producers on family programming.

The session begins with a media report followed by four press conferences.  One of the press conferences is on the topic of birth defects followed by two opposing news conferences on ethnic cleansing in Brazil.  The last news conference is a reaction to the burning of black churches.

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.

First give the media a memo on proposed alcohol litigation legislation and then give the Administration and media correspondence regarding a political fundraiser, automobile leasing, a biological weapons threat and inflation.  The media then receives information on civilian targets and family programming legislation.

Towards the end of the session, Representative Gomez has a meeting with an immigration official to discuss a constituent’s request for a green card.

When those meetings are over, give the media memos about legislative proposals on home ownership and the importation of fetuses.  Then provide the media and the administration updates on the initiation scandal at the Naval Academy. Finish by giving the media information about a proposed national lottery.

Press Conference

Dr. Jan Hireling, Endowed Professor of Environmental and Economic Affairs

 Clemson University

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Hireling)

“Hello.  Good to be here.  My name is Dr. Jan Hireling and I am the endowed Professor of Environmental and Economic Affairs at Clemson University.  I am in charge of a research effort that examines how the environment and the economy are interrelated.  Our efforts are kindly underwritten by grants from the American Association of Manufacturers as well as the Automobile Council of America.  I have examined the research of my colleagues at the University of Michigan, as well as at UCLA, and I have found it lacking.  The research generalizes on the basis of only eleven metropolitan areas in the United States.

I am also concerned about how they represented the data.  One would get the impression that you can simply compare women of childbearing age at two periods of time and draw conclusions.  However, it is not that simple.  Thirty or forty years ago, health conditions in the United States were radically different. The women who reached childbearing age then were those who were most fit.  Many of their little sisters died at birth, or died of childhood disease.  In any case, these “less sturdy” girls never made it to childbearing age, and their “less sturdy” offspring were never conceived.  Today’s cohort of women of childbearing age benefited from the miracles of modern medicine.  A number of today’s women would have died at childbirth or in childhood due to some random genetic disorder.  But they were spared, and these “less sturdy” women are bearing children today, many of which are born with birth defects or lost through spontaneous abortion.  As odd as it seems, the flip side of modern medicine may be yielding an increase in birth problems today.

I am also concerned that the studies that were reported only focused on areas with higher amounts of pollution.  There was no attempt to compare these results to the experience of women from significantly less polluted areas of the United States.  In that way, they could have seen whether a more pristine environment (as measured by air pollution) resulted in smaller rates of birth defects and spontaneous abortion both for contemporary women of childbearing age, as well as for women of childbearing age 30-40 years ago.

Finally, I am concerned about the mechanism involved.  The reported research suggests that DNA has been altered in young girls born in allegedly polluted environments, and this DNA somehow triggers aberrations.  The researchers in Michigan and California identify this critical link; but do not offer one bit of solid evidence that this, indeed, is the case.  As far as I am concerned, this is all conjecture.

In my mind this research does not justify radical changes in public policy.  Do you have any questions?”

Press Conference

Ernesto/Ernesta Bueno, Ambassador from Brazil

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Bueno)

“The Brazilian government wishes to protest the unwise decision by the United Nations to adopt a U.S. sponsored resolution to send an armed multi-national force to the sovereign nation of Brazil.

This action denies Brazil the right to solve its own internal problems, and attempts to force specific solutions on us.

In the early 1990s, the government of Brazil adopted a plan to return ancestral lands to the Guarany-Kaiowa Indians and resettle farmers, under the provision that the Indians put down their weapons.  Because of economic problems, we have had to slow down this program.  Radical Indian leaders used this as an excuse to begin to raid the villages of the settlers.

Settlers have acted in self-defense responding to the unwarranted Indian attacks.  The Brazilian government believes that the actions of the Indians negated the resettlement program, and that the settlers are entitled to stay on their land.

Our situation in Brazil is very similar to the situation in the United States during the period that you opened up your frontier.  Your government had a responsibility to protect your settlers against attacks by savages.

Could you imagine how your nation would have responded if European powers declared that your nation needed to be occupied by a multi-national force so that the rights of savages could be protected.

I will answer any questions that you may have.”

Press Conference

Eva/Ivan Jankowski, Director

Advocates for Human Rights

(Simulation coordinator or Surrogate assumes the identity of Jankowski)

“The Brazilian government is engaged in an ethnic cleansing campaign against an Indian population that is outnumbered and very much outgunned. The United Nations, with the encouragement of the United States, has sent in a multi-national force to end this madness from the Brazilian leadership.

I have just returned from Brazil and have seen the destruction of Indian villages with my own eyes.  I have seen young children who have lost their mothers and sisters to bloodthirsty Brazilian settlers.

We applaud the courageous actions of the U.S. President and urge the Congress to endorse the President’s actions.

I will be happy to answer any questions.”

Press Conference

Kwami Nfudo, President

Conference for a Separate Nation

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Nfudo)

“My name is Kwami Nfudo and I am the President of an organization called Conference for a Separate Nation.  Our organization condemns the white power structure in this country that keeps African Americans under its thumb.  African Americans are accused of living off welfare.  That is not true.  We work; but, we are relegated to the lowest positions in the job market.  We are put in schools where the textbooks are antiquated, the facilities are poor and the good teachers escape for higher paying jobs in the suburbs.  Of course, the reading scores are low.  Those in control simply don’t care about the performance of African American children.

The greatest insult to the African American community is how the government does nothing while African American churches are being bombed.  This situation would not be tolerated if white churches were being bombed.  The attackers would be in jail now, and the White House would be bragging about how tough President Millworth is when it comes to crime control.

The time has come to recognize that white people hate black people so much that we should really have two separate nations, one white and one black.  The Congress should pass a law that gives any two contiguous states to African Americans for their new nation.  Give us your worst or most impoverished states.  That shouldn’t be hard for you, since you always give us the crumbs.

Allow African Americans to move into those states and form their own nation.  We will not ask for, or accept, any assistance from the racist United States government.  Those whites that live in those states should be moved to other states unless they want to become a part of African American culture.

I’ll be happy to answer any questions that you might have.”

TO:
The President

FR:
Federation of Trial Lawyers

RE:
Alcohol Litigation Fund

The Federation of Trial Lawyers urges the Congress and the President to not support the creation of an Alcohol Litigation Fund.

This fund will create a limited pool of money each year that will be available for financial damages.  Judges and juries might find a particular alcohol producer to be extremely negligent.  However, that particular claim would have to compete with all other claims during that particular year.  In addition, the mere existence of this fund would encourage suits to be filed at times in which the fund has the greatest amount of resources.

This proposed litigation fund would absolve the producers of ultimate legal responsibility.  The fund is paid for by the consumers, not the producers, and permanently protects the assets of the producer.  It is a great deal for the producers.

Alcohol beverage manufacturers know that their product causes damage, and that in a free and open legal system they would face multiple lawsuits and their profits would decline.  In order to protect their profits, they urge the creation of this fund to toss crumbs at individuals and families of individuals whose lives have been destroyed by alcohol consumption.

TO: 
The President

FR:
American Veterans Alliance

RE:
Civilian Targets

The American Veterans Alliance (AVA) represents thousands of men and women who have served their country in the past.  We are not only concerned about today’s veterans.  We also look out for those who serve their country now.

AVA appeals to the President and the Congress to defeat Bill 197.  This bill, if passed, would have the impact of tying the hands of our military, increasing costs needlessly, as well as raising the number of American casualties and fatalities.  As veterans, we cannot stand idly by and watch our brave servicemen and servicewomen be led to the slaughter.  Bill 197 is a bad idea and it should never become law.

The proposed legislation will tie the hands of our military personnel by restricting their actions in combat situations.  Their efforts to hit military targets will be continually frustrated.  Opposing armies will simply hide military facilities in buildings that look like civilian buildings.  Or they will intermingle civilian and military facilities in such a way as to make it more difficult for the American forces to hit the target.   Put simply, the boundary between civilian and military will become more blurred.

Costs of military operations will actually rise because of Bill 197.  There will have to be additional spending for military intelligence to help distinguish between civilian and military areas.  It will also be even more costly to determine situations where enemy soldiers are using civilians as a cover.

We expect that the number of Americans wounded or killed will actually increase as a result of this legislation.  Enemy troops will hide in civilian areas and then “pick off” the American military personnel.  Our soldiers and sailors will be like ducks a shooting gallery.

In modern war, the enemy is not just the other army.  The enemy must be regarded as everyone in the opposing country.  We have seen this over and over again from Vietnam to the Middle East.  A quiet village can easily be transformed into a military staging area after dusk, and civilians become enemy fighters.

If for no other reason, Bill 197 should be rejected because aggressive nations will not play by those same rules.  Those who would launch a chemical, biological or nuclear attack on us will not distinguish between civilians and military if they attacked the United States.  Aggressors will deliberately attack our civilians to break our will to fight.

Bill 197 doesn’t make sense.  It should be defeated.

TO:
The President

FR:
American Association of Television Producers

RE:
Family Programming

The American Association of Television Producers (AATP) urges the Congress and President to reject Bill 189 on family programming.  Those who propose this legislation may have honorable intentions.  However, the bill is dangerous and poorly conceived.

At the bottom line, Bill 189 is a frontal attack on the First Amendment’s “freedom of speech.”  It basically says that certain artistic talent may not be performed between 2:00 p.m. and midnight.  Rather, these artists will be forced into a “video ghetto” between midnight and 2:00 p,m. the next day.  When the Founding Fathers guaranteed free speech, they did not place limitations on our right of expression.  They knew that once you start restricting one kind of free expression, all freedom of speech is at risk.

Television is being singled out for this restriction.  There is no mention of books, magazines, movies, videotapes or the Internet.  Are these media outlets more “family friendly” or are they just too powerful?  Is it easier to blame television for the ills of society and thus focus the attack on television programs?

Those who advocate the “family programming” solution never bother to define what they mean by a “family program.”   Do they mean religious programming?  Do they mean educational programming?  Would they allow sports?  Would square dancing be allowed and ballet not allowed?  Are ballet costumes too revealing?

One of the most ludicrous features of the proposed legislation is how it seems to forget about video recorders.  Children are quite capable of setting the video recorder to capture a program during the non-family programming time slots.  There is nothing that the moral despots could do to stop them.

It must be remembered that the programs that are placed on television and cable are there because there is an audience for that programming.  And, the audience has to be large to justify the expenditure.  Programs that do not have an audience are pulled quickly.

The proponents of Bill 189 are not really opposed to certain television programs.  Rather, they are angry with the people who enjoy these programs.  In order to punish people who like certain programs, the proponents are willing to take their programs off the air.

We appeal to common sense and respect for the First Amendment.  Bill 189 should be defeated.

TO:
The President

FR:
Council for Responsible Government

RE:
Home Ownership Incentive

We urge that Congress and the President reject the increased incentive for Home Ownership legislation (172).  This legislation is unnecessary and it will have negative consequences.

Homeownership is already increasing and there is no need to provide additional incentives.  Today, over half of Americans own their homes, and the percentage rises steadily as more economic opportunities make home ownership possible.

Three main groups will benefit from the proposed legislation.  First of all, current homeowners, especially those paying for expensive properties, will realize an economic windfall for doing nothing.  Secondly, homebuilders will be able to raise the cost of homes for new buyers who are seeking the “tax break.”  The real estate companies and banks will also benefit from the higher prices and increased indebtedness.

There are three big losers in this scam.  First, poor families will go in over their heads and work themselves into the ground to buy properties that will turn into instant slums.  Second, the U.S. taxpayers, in general, will all pay a higher rate just so that we can afford to shift more money to home builders, rich homeowners and the real estate/banking industry.  But perhaps the biggest loser will be the environment.  This proposed legislation will encourage more home building and more suburban sprawl.  Quiet small towns and rural areas will be transformed into more strip malls and tract homes just so that we can enrich a small percentage of the population.

The bill should be defeated and the money that is saved should be put to a more worthy purpose.

TO:
The President

FR:
National Science Federation

RE:
Importing Genetic Material from Aborted Fetuses

We urge you to support legislation (Bill 200) that would allow for the importation of genetic material for medical research.  This material would be from abortions that are medically necessary.  Such fetal tissue would be used for medical research.

Information gained from this research will be used to develop effective treatments of a wide range of diseases and chronic illnesses.  Lives will be saved or prolonged because of the availability of these treatments.  And, the quality of these lives will be enhanced.

Because of this medical research, we may be able to find cures for diseases such as cancer, diabetes and Alzheimer’s disease.  Even chronic problems like arthritis and severe allergies can be addressed through this medical research.

This research will not happen or will not happen in our lifetime if genetic and medical researchers are limited to fetal material from animals.  Animal subjects do not have the same genetic makeup and are of limited value in research.  The capacity to make accurate predictions requires a nearly 100% match between the fetal tissue and the human subject who needs medical treatment.  Fetal tissue from animals may be close; but it is not close enough.

We ask you to reject the hysterical rhetoric of those who oppose advances in medical research because of their own preconceived notions.  

TO:
The President

FR:
The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research

RE:
National Lottery

The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research, an independent foundation funded by the Dixon family of Charleston, South Carolina, seeks to apply the principles of the Founding Fathers to the problems of modern life.  Our Institute has recently completed a research project on the use of lotteries to support government activities and the implications of a possible new national government lottery (Bill 208).  Based on our research, we believe that the proposed legislation would not be in the best interest of our nation.

One of our major concerns about Bill 208 is how it seems to undercut the state governments.  State governments, rightly or wrongly, have been using lotteries for about three decades to support their public services.  The introduction of a new national government lottery would make it very difficult for states to maintain the viability of their lotteries. The size of the national government’s weekly grand prize and the payroll withdrawal feature would pull money away from state lotteries and would reduce states’ capacity to support current expenditures.  With reduced financial strength, the state governments would become more dependent on the national government.  That certainly would undermine American federalism and change the nature of our political system.  This would be a huge price to pay for additional national government revenue.

Our other major concern is with the use of lotteries as a revenue source for any level of government.  Lotteries are certainly attractive because they seem to minimize taxes.  However, the real price tag for lotteries is quite high for society.

The research that we have completed demonstrates that most of the people who play existing state lotteries are those who are least able to spend their money on any activity that has such a low chance of paying off.  They would be much better off if they put their money into the bank or credit union where they would receive guaranteed interest.

We are particularly troubled that lotteries “feed the habit” of those who are addicted to gambling.  The families of these addicted gamblers suffer when government uses a lottery to take money away from the household.  It seems incomprehensible that government, at any level, would prey upon gamblers and take advantage of those with a psychological problem.  When government sets itself up in the gambling business, it lowers itself into the territory of organized crime. 

If our Founding Fathers were alive today, they would urge that Bill 208 be defeated.  We at the Dixon Institute agree with the Founding Fathers.

TO: 
Members, House External Matters Committee

FR:
American Veterans Alliance

RE:
Civilian Targets

The American Veterans Alliance (AVA) represents thousands of men and women who have served their country in the past.  We are not only concerned about today’s veterans.  We also look out for those who serve their country now.

AVA appeals to the President and the Congress to defeat Bill 197.  This bill, if passed, would have the impact of tying the hands of our military, increasing costs needlessly, as well as raising the number of American casualties and fatalities.  As veterans, we cannot stand idly by and watch our brave servicemen and servicewomen be led to the slaughter.  Bill 197 is a bad idea and it should never become law.

The proposed legislation will tie the hands of our military personnel by restricting their actions in combat situations.  Their efforts to hit military targets will be continually frustrated.  Opposing armies will simply hide military facilities in buildings that look like civilian buildings.  Or they will intermingle civilian and military facilities in such a way as to make it more difficult for the American forces to hit the target.   Put simply, the boundary between civilian and military will become more blurred.

Costs of military operations will actually rise because of Bill 197.  There will have to be additional spending for military intelligence to help distinguish between civilian and military areas.  It will also be even more costly to determine situations where enemy soldiers are using civilians as a cover.

We expect that the number of Americans wounded or killed will actually increase as a result of this legislation.  Enemy troops will hide in civilian areas and then “pick off” the American military personnel.  Our soldiers and sailors will be like ducks a shooting gallery.

In modern war, the enemy is not just the other army.  The enemy must be regarded as everyone in the opposing country.  We have seen this over and over again from Vietnam to the Middle East.  A quiet village can easily be transformed into a military staging area after dusk, and civilians become enemy fighters.

If for no other reason, Bill 197 should be rejected because aggressive nations will not play by those same rules.  Those who would launch a chemical, biological or nuclear attack on us will not distinguish between civilians and military if they attacked the United States.  Aggressors will deliberately attack our civilians to break our will to fight.

Bill 197 doesn’t make sense.  It should be defeated.

TO:
Members, House External Matters Committee

FR:
National Science Federation

RE:
Importing Genetic Material from Aborted Fetuses

We urge you to support legislation (Bill 200) that would allow for the importation of genetic material for medical research.  This material would be from abortions that are medically necessary.  Such fetal tissue would be used for medical research.

Information gained from this research will be used to develop effective treatments of a wide range of diseases and chronic illnesses.  Lives will be saved or prolonged because of the availability of these treatments.  And, the quality of these lives will be enhanced.

Because of this medical research, we may be able to find cures for diseases such as cancer, diabetes and Alzheimer’s disease.  Even chronic problems like arthritis and severe allergies can be addressed through this medical research.

This research will not happen or will not happen in our lifetime if genetic and medical researchers are limited to fetal material from animals.  Animal subjects do not have the same genetic makeup and are of limited value in research.  The capacity to make accurate predictions requires a nearly 100% match between the fetal tissue and the human subject who needs medical treatment.  Fetal tissue from animals may be close; but it is not close enough.

We ask you to reject the hysterical rhetoric of those who oppose advances in medical research because of their own preconceived notions.  

TO:
Members, House Government Operations Committee

FR:
Council for Responsible Government

RE:
Home Ownership Incentive

We urge that Congress and the President reject the increased incentive for Home Ownership legislation (172).  This legislation is unnecessary and it will have negative consequences.

Homeownership is already increasing and there is no need to provide additional incentives.  Today, over half of Americans own their homes, and the percentage rises steadily as more economic opportunities make home ownership possible.

Three main groups will benefit from the proposed legislation.  First of all, current homeowners, especially those paying for expensive properties, will realize an economic windfall for doing nothing.  Secondly, homebuilders will be able to raise the cost of homes for new buyers who are seeking the “tax break.”  The real estate companies and banks will also benefit from the higher prices and increased indebtedness.

There are three big losers in this scam.  First, poor families will go in over their heads and work themselves into the ground to buy properties that will turn into instant slums.  Second, the U.S. taxpayers, in general, will all pay a higher rate just so that we can afford to shift more money to home builders, rich homeowners and the real estate/banking industry.  But perhaps the biggest loser will be the environment.  This proposed legislation will encourage more home building and more suburban sprawl.  Quiet small towns and rural areas will be transformed into more strip malls and tract homes just so that we can enrich a small percentage of the population.

The bill should be defeated and the money that is saved should be put to a more worthy purpose.

TO:
Members, House Government Operations Committee

FR:
The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research

RE:
National Lottery

The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research, an independent foundation funded by the Dixon family of Charleston, South Carolina, seeks to apply the principles of the Founding Fathers to the problems of modern life.  Our Institute has recently completed a research project on the use of lotteries to support government activities and the implications of a possible new national government lottery (Bill 208).  Based on our research, we believe that the proposed legislation would not be in the best interest of our nation.

One of our major concerns about Bill 208 is how it seems to undercut the state governments.  State governments, rightly or wrongly, have been using lotteries for about three decades to support their public services.  The introduction of a new national government lottery would make it very difficult for states to maintain the viability of their lotteries. The size of the national government’s weekly grand prize and the payroll withdrawal feature would pull money away from state lotteries and would reduce states’ capacity to support current expenditures.  With reduced financial strength, the state governments would become more dependent on the national government.  That certainly would undermine American federalism and change the nature of our political system.  This would be a huge price to pay for additional national government revenue.

Our other major concern is with the use of lotteries as a revenue source for any level of government.  Lotteries are certainly attractive because they seem to minimize taxes.  However, the real price tag for lotteries is quite high for society.

The research that we have completed demonstrates that most of the people who play existing state lotteries are those who are least able to spend their money on any activity that has such a low chance of paying off.  They would be much better off if they put their money into the bank or credit union where they would receive guaranteed interest.

We are particularly troubled that lotteries “feed the habit” of those who are addicted to gambling.  The families of these addicted gamblers suffer when government uses a lottery to take money away from the household.  It seems incomprehensible that government, at any level, would prey upon gamblers and take advantage of those with a psychological problem.  When government sets itself up in the gambling business, it lowers itself into the territory of organized crime. 

If our Founding Fathers were alive today, they would urge that Bill 208 be defeated.  We at the Dixon Institute agree with the Founding Fathers.

TO:
Members, House Internal Matters Committee

FR:
Federation of Trial Lawyers

RE:
Alcohol Litigation Fund

The Federation of Trial Lawyers urges the Congress and the President to not support the creation of an Alcohol Litigation Fund.

This fund will create a limited pool of money each year that will be available for financial damages.  Judges and juries might find a particular alcohol producer to be extremely negligent.  However, that particular claim would have to compete with all other claims during that particular year.  In addition, the mere existence of this fund would encourage suits to be filed at times in which the fund has the greatest amount of resources.

This proposed litigation fund would absolve the producers of ultimate legal responsibility.  The fund is paid for by the consumers, not the producers, and permanently protects the assets of the producer.  It is a great deal for the producers.

Alcohol beverage manufacturers know that their product causes damage, and that in a free and open legal system they would face multiple lawsuits and their profits would decline.  In order to protect their profits, they urge the creation of this fund to toss crumbs at individuals and families of individuals whose lives have been destroyed by alcohol consumption.

TO:
Members, House Internal Matters Committee

FR:
American Association of Television Producers

RE:
Family Programming

The American Association of Television Producers (AATP) urges the Congress and President to reject Bill 189 on family programming.  Those who propose this legislation may have honorable intentions.  However, the bill is dangerous and poorly conceived.

At the bottom line, Bill 189 is a frontal attack on the First Amendment’s “freedom of speech.”  It basically says that certain artistic talent may not be performed between 2:00 p.m. and midnight.  Rather, these artists will be forced into a “video ghetto” between midnight and 2:00 p.m. the next day.  When the Founding Fathers guaranteed free speech, they did not place limitations on our right of expression.  They knew that once you start restricting one kind of free expression, all freedom of speech is at risk.

Television is being singled out for this restriction.  There is no mention of books, magazines, movies, videotapes or the Internet.  Are these media outlets more “family friendly” or are they just too powerful?  Is it easier to blame television for the ills of society and thus focus the attack on television programs?

Those who advocate the “family programming” solution never bother to define what they mean by a “family program.”  Do they mean religious programming?  Do they mean educational programming?  Would they allow sports?  Would square dancing be allowed and ballet not allowed?  Are ballet costumes too revealing?

One of the most ludicrous features of the proposed legislation is how it seems to forget about video recorders.  Children are quite capable of setting the video recorder to capture a program during the non-family programming time slots.  There is nothing that the moral despots could do to stop them.  

It must be remembered that the programs that are placed on television and cable are there because there is an audience for that programming.  And, the audience has to be large to justify the expenditure.  Programs that do not have an audience are pulled quickly.

The proponents of Bill 189 are not really opposed to certain television programs.  Rather, they are angry with the people who enjoy these programs.  In order to punish people who like certain programs, the proponents are willing to take their programs off the air.

We appeal to common sense and respect for the First Amendment.  Bill 189 should be defeated.

TO: 
Members, Senate External Matters Committee

FR:
American Veterans Alliance

RE:
Civilian Targets

The American Veterans Alliance (AVA) represents thousands of men and women who have served their country in the past.  We are not only concerned about today’s veterans.  We also look out for those who serve their country now.

AVA appeals to the President and the Congress to defeat Bill 197.  This bill, if passed, would have the impact of tying the hands of our military, increasing costs needlessly, as well as raising the number of American casualties and fatalities.  As veterans, we cannot stand idly by and watch our brave servicemen and servicewomen be led to the slaughter.  Bill 197 is a bad idea and it should never become law.

The proposed legislation will tie the hands of our military personnel by restricting their actions in combat situations.  Their efforts to hit military targets will be continually frustrated.  Opposing armies will simply hide military facilities in buildings that look like civilian buildings.  Or they will intermingle civilian and military facilities in such a way as to make it more difficult for the American forces to hit the target.   Put simply, the boundary between civilian and military will become more blurred.

Costs of military operations will actually rise because of Bill 197.  There will have to be additional spending for military intelligence to help distinguish between civilian and military areas.  It will also be even more costly to determine situations where enemy soldiers are using civilians as a cover.

We expect that the number of Americans wounded or killed will actually increase as a result of this legislation.  Enemy troops will hide in civilian areas and then “pick off” the American military personnel.  Our soldiers and sailors will be like ducks a shooting gallery.

In modern war, the enemy is not just the other army.  The enemy must be regarded as everyone in the opposing country.  We have seen this over and over again from Vietnam to the Middle East.  A quiet village can easily be transformed into a military staging area after dusk, and civilians become enemy fighters.

If for no other reason, Bill 197 should be rejected because aggressive nations will not play by those same rules.  Those who would launch a chemical, biological or nuclear attack on us will not distinguish between civilians and military if they attacked the United States.  Aggressors will deliberately attack our civilians to break our will to fight.

Bill 197 doesn’t make sense.  It should be defeated.

TO:
Members, Senate External Matters Committee

FR:
National Science Federation

RE:
Importing Genetic Material from Aborted Fetuses

We urge you to support legislation (Bill 200) that would allow for the importation of genetic material for medical research.  This material would be from abortions that are medically necessary.  Such fetal tissue would be used for medical research.

Information gained from this research will be used to develop effective treatments of a wide range of diseases and chronic illnesses.  Lives will be saved or prolonged because of the availability of these treatments.  And, the quality of these lives will be enhanced.

Because of this medical research, we may be able to find cures for diseases such as cancer, diabetes and Alzheimer’s disease.  Even chronic problems like arthritis and severe allergies can be addressed through this medical research.

This research will not happen or will not happen in our lifetime if genetic and medical researchers are limited to fetal material from animals.  Animal subjects do not have the same genetic makeup and are of limited value in research.  The capacity to make accurate predictions requires a nearly 100% match between the fetal tissue and the human subject who needs medical treatment.  Fetal tissue from animals may be close; but it is not close enough.

We ask you to reject the hysterical rhetoric of those who oppose advances in medical research because of their own preconceived notions.  

TO:
Members, Senate Government Operations Committee

FR:
Council for Responsible Government

RE:
Home Ownership Incentive

We urge that Congress and the President reject the increased incentive for Home Ownership legislation (172).  This legislation is unnecessary and it will have negative consequences.

Homeownership is already increasing and there is no need to provide additional incentives.  Today, over half of Americans own their homes, and the percentage rises steadily as more economic opportunities make home ownership possible.

Three main groups will benefit from the proposed legislation.  First of all, current homeowners, especially those paying for expensive properties, will realize an economic windfall for doing nothing.  Secondly, homebuilders will be able to raise the cost of homes for new buyers who are seeking the “tax break.”  The real estate companies and banks will also benefit from the higher prices and increased indebtedness.

There are three big losers in this scam.  First, poor families will go in over their heads and work themselves into the ground to buy properties that will turn into instant slums.  Second, the U.S. taxpayers, in general, will all pay a higher rate just so that we can afford to shift more money to home builders, rich homeowners and the real estate/banking industry.  But perhaps the biggest loser will be the environment.  This proposed legislation will encourage more home building and more suburban sprawl.  Quiet small towns and rural areas will be transformed into more strip malls and tract homes just so that we can enrich a small percentage of the population.

The bill should be defeated and the money that is saved should be put to a more worthy purpose.

TO:
Members, Senate Government Operations Committee

FR:
The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research

RE:
National Lottery

The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research, an independent foundation funded by the Dixon family of Charleston, South Carolina, seeks to apply the principles of the Founding Fathers to the problems of modern life.  Our Institute has recently completed a research project on the use of lotteries to support government activities and the implications of a possible new national government lottery (Bill 208).  Based on our research, we believe that the proposed legislation would not be in the best interest of our nation.

One of our major concerns about Bill 208 is how it seems to undercut the state governments.  State governments, rightly or wrongly, have been using lotteries for about three decades to support their public services.  The introduction of a new national government lottery would make it very difficult for states to maintain the viability of their lotteries. The size of the national government’s weekly grand prize and the payroll withdrawal feature would pull money away from state lotteries and would reduce states’ capacity to support current expenditures.  With reduced financial strength, the state governments would become more dependent on the national government.  That certainly would undermine American federalism and change the nature of our political system.  This would be a huge price to pay for additional national government revenue.

Our other major concern is with the use of lotteries as a revenue source for any level of government.  Lotteries are certainly attractive because they seem to minimize taxes.  However, the real price tag for lotteries is quite high for society.

The research that we have completed demonstrates that most of the people who play existing state lotteries are those who are least able to spend their money on any activity that has such a low chance of paying off.  They would be much better off if they put their money into the bank or credit union where they would receive guaranteed interest.

We are particularly troubled that lotteries “feed the habit” of those who are addicted to gambling.  The families of these addicted gamblers suffer when government uses a lottery to take money away from the household.  It seems incomprehensible that government, at any level, would prey upon gamblers and take advantage of those with a psychological problem.  When government sets itself up in the gambling business, it lowers itself into the territory of organized crime. 

If our Founding Fathers were alive today, they would urge that Bill 208 be defeated.  We at the Dixon Institute agree with the Founding Fathers.

TO:
Members, Senate Internal Matters Committee

FR:
Federation of Trial Lawyers

RE:
Alcohol Litigation Fund

The Federation of Trial Lawyers urges the Congress and the President to not support the creation of an Alcohol Litigation Fund.

This fund will create a limited pool of money each year that will be available for financial damages.  Judges and juries might find a particular alcohol producer to be extremely negligent.  However, that particular claim would have to compete with all other claims during that particular year.  In addition, the mere existence of this fund would encourage suits to be filed at times in which the fund has the greatest amount of resources.

This proposed litigation fund would absolve the producers of ultimate legal responsibility.  The fund is paid for by the consumers, not the producers, and permanently protects the assets of the producer.  It is a great deal for the producers.

Alcohol beverage manufacturers know that their product causes damage, and that in a free and open legal system they would face multiple lawsuits and their profits would decline.  In order to protect their profits, they urge the creation of this fund to toss crumbs at individuals and families of individuals whose lives have been destroyed by alcohol consumption.

TO:
Members, Senate Internal Matters Committee

FR:
American Association of Television Producers

RE:
Family Programming

The American Association of Television Producers (AATP) urges the Congress and President to reject Bill 189 on family programming.  Those who propose this legislation may have honorable intentions.  However, the bill is dangerous and poorly conceived.

At the bottom line, Bill 189 is a frontal attack on the First Amendment’s “freedom of speech.”  It basically says that certain artistic talent may not be performed between 2:00 p.m. and midnight.  Rather, these artists will be forced into a “video ghetto” between midnight and 2:00 p.m. the next day.  When the Founding Fathers guaranteed free speech, they did not place limitations on our right of expression.  They knew that once you start restricting one kind of free expression, all freedom of speech is at risk.

Television is being singled out for this restriction.  There is no mention of books, magazines, movies, videotapes or the Internet.  Are these media outlets more “family friendly” or are they just too powerful?  Is it easier to blame television for the ills of society and thus focus the attack on television programs?

Those who advocate the “family programming” solution never bother to define what they mean by a “family program.”  Do they mean religious programming?  Do they mean educational programming?  Would they allow sports?  Would square dancing be allowed and ballet not allowed?  Are ballet costumes too revealing?

One of the most ludicrous features of the proposed legislation is how it seems to forget about video recorders.  Children are quite capable of setting the video recorder to capture a program during the non-family programming time slots.  There is nothing that the moral despots could do to stop them.  

It must be remembered that the programs that are placed on television and cable are there because there is an audience for that programming.  And, the audience has to be large to justify the expenditure.  Programs that do not have an audience are pulled quickly.

The proponents of Bill 189 are not really opposed to certain television programs.  Rather, they are angry with the people who enjoy these programs.  In order to punish people that like certain programs, the proponents are willing to take their programs off the air.

We appeal to common sense and respect for the First Amendment.  Bill 189 should be defeated.

TO:
Media

FR:
Federation of Trial Lawyers

RE:
Alcohol Litigation Fund

The Federation of Trial Lawyers urges the Congress and the President to not support the creation of an Alcohol Litigation Fund.

This fund will create a limited pool of money each year that will be available for financial damages.  Judges and juries might find a particular alcohol producer to be extremely negligent.  However, that particular claim would have to compete with all other claims during that particular year.  In addition, the mere existence of this fund would encourage suits to be filed at times in which the fund has the greatest amount of resources.

This proposed litigation fund would absolve the producers of ultimate legal responsibility.  The fund is paid for by the consumers, not the producers, and permanently protects the assets of the producer.  It is a great deal for the producers.

Alcohol beverage manufacturers know that their product causes damage, and that in a free and open legal system they would face multiple lawsuits and their profits would decline.  In order to protect their profits, they urge the creation of this fund to toss crumbs at individuals and families of individuals whose lives have been destroyed by alcohol consumption.

TO:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Fundraising Dinner for Governor Shannon

Final arrangements have been made for the President to attend and be the featured speaker at tomorrow night’s fundraising dinner for Governor Shannon of Virginia.  You will be taken by car from the White House to the dinner in nearby Alexandria, Virginia.  After dinner and the speech, you will return to the White House.

Governor Shannon, a Democrat, won a closely contested race for the Virginia Governorship and then was reelected by a wide margin.  Shannon’s popularity is partially the result of efforts to relieve sprawl and traffic congestion in northern Virginia.  The Governor also encouraged partnerships between public and private educational institutions in Virginia.  The Governor’s initiatives have increased educational choice, raised student performance, increased completion rates, provided dependable economic resources to all participating schools and lowered overall costs.

The Governor is expected to seek and win the Democratic nomination for U.S. Senate for Virginia.  After that, Governor Shannon would run against Senator Conrad, a Republican, who presently holds the U.S. Senate seat.  The general election will probably be quite close and will involve expensive television advertising for both candidates.  Your role in the upcoming fundraiser should help build Shannon’s campaign war chest.

It is quite important that you attend the dinner and say a few kind words about Governor Shannon, and wish the Governor well in the future. You need not feel compelled to prepare a formal speech.  Just be sure to mention how Shannon has made Virginia a national model in coping with sprawl and traffic problems, as well as educational reforms that have made a difference.

Some Democrats in the Senate will probably retire, and adding Shannon to the Senate could compensate for a possible loss elsewhere.  You need to keep the Democratic majority in the Senate.  Remember you are the leader of your party and there is the expectation that you should help other Democrats.  This is quite normal.  Don’t worry about alienating Senator Conrad.  Conrad has given you very little support in the past and is unlikely to in the future.

The Secret Service will inform you about when a car is ready to take you to the speech.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Fundraising Dinner for Governor Shannon

Final arrangements have been made for the President to attend and be the featured speaker at tomorrow night’s fundraising dinner for Governor Shannon of Virginia.  President Millworth will be taken by car from the White House to the dinner in nearby Alexandria, Virginia.  After dinner and the speech, the President will return to the White House.

Governor Shannon, a Democrat, won a closely contested race for the Virginia Governorship and then was reelected by a wide margin.  Shannon’s popularity is partially the result of efforts to relieve sprawl and traffic congestion in northern Virginia.  The Governor also encouraged partnerships between public and private educational institutions in Virginia.  The Governor’s initiatives have increased educational choice, raised student performance, increased completion rates, provided dependable economic resources to all participating schools and lowered overall costs.

The Governor is expected to seek and win the Democratic nomination for U.S. Senate for Virginia.  After that, Governor Shannon would run against Senator Conrad, a Republican, who presently holds the U.S. Senate seat.  The general election will probably be quite close and will involve expensive television advertising for both candidates.  The President’s role in the upcoming fundraiser should help build Shannon’s campaign war chest.

TO:
The President

FR:
Federal Trade Commission

RE:
Leasing

The rates for leasing a Universal Motors car will increase by 20% for the coming model year in order to pay for increased costs, and to increase the cash flow for the corporation. The company is reminding customers that there are tremendous advantages to leasing cars, and that the cost increases will probably not be as high in future years.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Leasing

The rates for leasing a Universal Motors car will increase by 20% for the coming model year in order to pay for increased costs, and to increase the cash flow for the corporation. The company is reminding customers that there are tremendous advantages to leasing cars, and that the cost increases will probably not be as high in future years.

TO:
The President

FR:
Director, Central Intelligence Agency

RE:
Bioweapons

An amount of 32 million has been shifted from Mideast Cargo Corporation in Oman to the Eltariz Construction Corporation in Iran.

Given the path that the money transfers have been going, it looks as if there is a careful effort to hide the real target.  So far the money flow has included Uzbekistan, Afghanistan, Pakistan, Oman and now Iran.  The only thing in common is that that these are all Islamic nations.

The contaminants now seem to be in Iran.  If Iran were to use it, then, the most likely target would be Iraq or Israel.  The U.S. is a possible target if hostile action were launched by Iran; but the nearby nations seem more likely.

We will keep you posted.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Uzbekistan and Drug Smuggling

There is an increasing amount of evidence that Uzbekistan is not a major player in the drug trade, and that the Uzbek government has not been involved in drug smuggling.  In fact, drug smugglers have avoided Uzbekistan because it is a hostile environment.

If these reports are correct, and they seem to be correct, then, the question is: why did the Uzbek government seal its borders?

TO:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Federal Reserve System

After four interest increases of 1/4 percent over the past year, The Federal Reserve System has increased a whole percentage point at its meeting yesterday.

This sharp increase was taken as a way of cooling down the American economy.  It will make it more expensive for American businesses and consumers to borrow money.  Rates for home mortgages, home equity loans, consumer and business loans and credit card interest rates will increase, and will slow economic activity.  However, this interest rate increase will do nothing to halt the inflationary impact of Chinese consumer behavior.

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Federal Reserve System

After four interest increases of 1/4 percent over the past year, The Federal Reserve System has increased a whole percentage point at its meeting yesterday.

This sharp increase was taken as a way of cooling down the American economy.  It will make it more expensive for American businesses and consumers to borrow money.  Rates for home mortgages, home equity loans, consumer and business loans and credit card interest rates will increase, and will slow economic activity.  However, this interest rate increase will do nothing to halt the inflationary impact of Chinese consumer behavior.

TO: 
The Media

FR:
American Veterans Alliance

RE:
Civilian Targets

The American Veterans Alliance (AVA) represents thousands of men and women who have served their country in the past.  We are not only concerned about today’s veterans.  We also look out for those who serve their country now.

AVA appeals to the President and the Congress to defeat Bill 197.  This bill, if passed, would have the impact of tying the hands of our military, increasing costs needlessly, as well as raising the number of American casualties and fatalities.  As veterans, we cannot stand idly by and watch our brave servicemen and servicewomen be led to the slaughter.  Bill 197 is a bad idea and it should never become law.

The proposed legislation will tie the hands of our military personnel by restricting their actions in combat situations.  Their efforts to hit military targets will be continually frustrated.  Opposing armies will simply hide military facilities in buildings that look like civilian buildings.  Or they will intermingle civilian and military facilities in such a way as to make it more difficult for the American forces to hit the target.   Put simply, the boundary between civilian and military will become more blurred.

Costs of military operations will actually rise because of Bill 197.  There will have to be additional spending for military intelligence to help distinguish between civilian and military areas.  It will also be even more costly to determine situations where enemy soldiers are using civilians as a cover.

We expect that the number of Americans wounded or killed will actually increase as a result of this legislation.  Enemy troops will hide in civilian areas and then “pick off” the American military personnel.  Our soldiers and sailors will be like ducks a shooting gallery.

In modern war, the enemy is not just the other army.  The enemy must be regarded as everyone in the opposing country.  We have seen this over and over again from Vietnam to the Middle East.  A quiet village can easily be transformed into a military staging area after dusk, and civilians become enemy fighters.

If for no other reason, Bill 197 should be rejected because aggressive nations will not play by those same rules.  Those who would launch a chemical, biological or nuclear attack on us will not distinguish between civilians and military if they attacked the United States.  Aggressors will deliberately attack our civilians to break our will to fight.

Bill 197 doesn’t make sense.  It should be defeated.

TO:
The Media

FR:
American Association of Television Producers

RE:
Family Programming

The American Association of Television Producers (AATP) urges the Congress and President to reject Bill 189 on family programming.  Those who propose this legislation may have honorable intentions.  However, the bill is dangerous and poorly conceived.

At the bottom line, Bill 189 is a frontal attack on the First Amendment’s “freedom of speech”. It basically says that certain artistic talent may not be performed between 2:00 p.m. and midnight.  Rather, these artists will be forced into a “video ghetto” between midnight and 2:00 p.m. the next day.  When the Founding Fathers guaranteed free speech, they did not place limitations on our right of expression.  They knew that once you start restricting one kind of free expression, all freedom of speech is at risk.

Television is being singled out for this restriction.  There is no mention of books, magazines, movies, videotapes or the Internet.  Are these media outlets more “family friendly” or are they just too powerful?  Is it easier to blame television for the ills of society and thus focus the attack on television programs?

Those who advocate the “family programming” solution never bother to define what they mean by a “family program.  Do they mean religious programming?  Do they mean educational programming?  Would they allow sports?  Would square dancing be allowed and ballet not allowed?  Are ballet costumes too revealing?

One of the most ludicrous features of the proposed legislation is how it seems to forget about video recorders.  Children are quite capable of setting the video recorder to capture a program during the non-family programming time slots.  There is nothing that the moral despots could do to stop them.  

It must be remembered that the programs that are placed on television and cable are there because there is an audience for that programming.  And, the audience has to be large to justify the expenditure.  Programs that do not have an audience are pulled quickly.

The proponents of Bill 189 are not really opposed to certain television programs.  Rather, they are angry with the people who enjoy these programs.  In order to punish people who like certain programs, the proponents are willing to take their programs off the air.

We appeal to common sense and respect for the First Amendment.  Bill 189 should be defeated.

Meeting

Representative Gomez and Ricky Harris, Hearing Officer

(Simulation coordinator or surrogate assumes the identity of Harris)

Representative Gomez meets briefly with Harris.  If asked to offer an explanation, Harris raises the issue of the age difference between Dr. and the new Mrs. Stein.  After Representative Gomez speaks in favor of the constituent, the Hearing Officer becomes very agreeable, and says that the Green Card will be issued today.

TO:
Media

FR:
Council for Responsible Government

RE:
Home Ownership Incentive

We urge that Congress and the President reject the increased incentive for Home Ownership legislation (172).  This legislation is unnecessary and it will have negative consequences.

Homeownership is already increasing and there is no need to provide additional incentives.  Today, over half of Americans own their homes, and the percentage rises steadily as more economic opportunities make home ownership possible.

Three main groups will benefit from the proposed legislation.  First of all, current homeowners, especially those paying for expensive properties, will realize an economic windfall for doing nothing.  Secondly, homebuilders will be able to raise the cost of homes for new buyers who are seeking the “tax break.”  The real estate companies and banks will also benefit from the higher prices and increased indebtedness.

There are three big losers in this scam.  First, poor families will go in over their heads and work themselves into the ground to buy properties that will turn into instant slums.  Second, the U.S. taxpayers, in general, will all pay a higher rate just so that we can afford to shift more money to home builders, rich homeowners and the real estate/banking industry.  But perhaps the biggest loser will be the environment.  This proposed legislation will encourage more home building and more suburban sprawl.  Quiet small towns and rural areas will be transformed into more strip malls and tract homes just so that we can enrich a small percentage of the population.

The bill should be defeated and the money that is saved should be put to a more worthy purpose.

TO:
Media

FR:
National Science Federation

RE:
Importing Genetic Material from Aborted Fetuses

We urge you to support legislation (Bill 200) that would allow for the importation of genetic material for medical research.  This material would be from abortions that are medically necessary.  Such fetal tissue would be used for medical research.

Information gained from this research will be used to develop effective treatments of a wide range of diseases and chronic illnesses.  Lives will be saved or prolonged because of the availability of these treatments.  And, the quality of these lives will be enhanced.

Because of this medical research, we may be able to find cures for diseases such as cancer, diabetes and Alzheimer’s disease.  Even chronic problems like arthritis and severe allergies can be addressed through this medical research.

This research will not happen or will not happen in our lifetime if genetic and medical researchers are limited to fetal material from animals.  Animal subjects do not have the same genetic makeup and are of limited value in research.  The capacity to make accurate predictions requires a nearly 100% match between the fetal tissue and the human subject who needs medical treatment.  Fetal tissue from animals may be close; but it is not close enough.

We ask you to reject the hysterical rhetoric of those who oppose advances in medical research because of their own preconceived notions.  

TO:
The President

FR:
White House Staff

RE:
Initiations at Naval Academy

Charges have been brought against two midshipmen at the Naval Academy.  The two upperclassmen are accused of sexual misconduct with female cadets.  Both of the accused deny that they did anything wrong.  One of the midshipmen is rumored to have said, “Maybe the initiation ceremony got a little out of hand; but, nobody was harmed.”

TO:
The Media

FR:
General News Sources

RE:
Initiations at Naval Academy

Charges have been brought against two midshipmen at the Naval Academy.  The two upperclassmen are accused of sexual misconduct with female cadets.  Both of the accused deny that they did anything wrong.  One of the midshipmen is rumored to have said, “Maybe the initiation ceremony got a little out of hand; but nobody was harmed.”

TO:
The Media

FR:
The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research

RE:
National Lottery

The Dixon Institute for Public Policy Research, an independent foundation funded by the Dixon family of Charleston, South Carolina, seeks to apply the principles of the Founding Fathers to the problems of modern life.  Our Institute has recently completed a research project on the use of lotteries to support government activities and the implications of a possible new national government lottery (Bill 208).  Based on our research, we believe that the proposed legislation would not be in the best interest of our nation.

One of our major concerns about Bill 208 is how it seems to undercut the state governments.  State governments, rightly or wrongly, have been using lotteries for about three decades to support their public services.  The introduction of a new national government lottery would make it very difficult for states to maintain the viability of their lotteries. The size of the national government’s weekly grand prize and the payroll withdrawal feature would pull money away from state lotteries and would reduce states’ capacity to support current expenditures.  With reduced financial strength, the state governments would become more dependent on the national government.  That certainly would undermine American federalism and change the nature of our political system.  This would be a huge price to pay for additional national government revenue.

Our other major concern is with the use of lotteries as a revenue source for any level of government.  Lotteries are certainly attractive because they seem to minimize taxes.  However, the real price tag for lotteries is quite high for society.

The research that we have completed demonstrates that most of the people who play existing state lotteries are those who are least able to spend their money on any activity that has such a low chance of paying off.  They would be much better off if they put their money into the bank or credit union where they would receive guaranteed interest.

We are particularly troubled that lotteries “feed the habit” of those who are addicted to gambling.  The families of these addicted gamblers suffer when government uses a lottery to take money away from the household.  It seems incomprehensible that government, at any level, would prey upon gamblers and take advantage of those with a psychological problem.  When government sets itself up in the gambling business, it lowers itself into the territory of organized crime. 

If our Founding Fathers were alive today, they would urge that Bill 208 be defeated.  We at the Dixon Institute agree with the Founding Fathers.

